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PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE FIFTY-NINTH CONGRESS. 


SPECIAL SESSION 


OF THE SENATE. 


SENATE. 


SATURDAY, March 4, 1905. 


CHARLES W. FAIRBANKS, Vice-President of the United 
States, to whom the oath was administered at the close of the 
last regular session of the Fifty-eighth Congress, took the chair. 


PRAYER. 


Rey. Epwarp E. Hate, Chaplain of the Senate, said: 

I will multiply my people, they shall not be few. 

I will glorify them, and they shall not be small. 

Their congregation shall be established before me; 

And I will punish all that oppress them. 

Their nobles shall be from themselves and their governor 
from the midst of then. 

I will cause him to draw near 

And he shall approach unto me. 

And ye shall be my people and I will be your God. 

The Law shall not depart from them. 

Be thou strong and of good courage; 

Be not afraid, neither be discouraged. 

For the Lord thy God is with thee whithersoever thou goest. 

Let us pray. ` 

Father of Life, Father of Love, the work is done—for better, 
for worse—which Thou hast given this Congress to do. Grant 
Thy blessing to our endeavors. Thou wilt crown with Thine 
own success every good effort. Thou wilt forgive every mistake 
of ours. The past is gone, and we will forget the things behind. 
To-morrow is Thine, and we trust it to Thee. 

For the homes and the country we pray again and again and 
always that they may come into Thy kingdom of love and hope 
and faith, pure as Thine own light, peaceable as Thine own 
purpose, and alive with Thy life. Give to Thy servants wher- 
ever they may go of Thine own strength that they may be fel- 
low-workers together with God. 

Almighty God, this nation is in Thy care, and this people 
seeks Thee to-day. We are in prayer for the country, that it 
may be more and more the happy nation which seeks Thee and 
Ands Tuos as they find Thee who seek for Thee with all their 

eu 

Thou hast made this people master of its own destiny. This 
people has chosen its leaders and its Congress for these years 
before them. And they ask, and we ask, Thy consecration on 
these years, for every father and mother, for every son and 
daughter, for every home, the help and blessing of the living 
God. 


For the President, for the Vice-President, for the Congress, 
for the judges, and for the people we ask the blessing every 
hour of the living God. 

For purity in their homes, for peace, for health, for strength, 
for all that God can give, for all that men can use in the serv- 
ice which is perfect freedom. 

Hear us, answer us, and bless us as Thine own children in 
Christ Jesus. . 

Join me audibly in the Lord’s prayer. 

Our Father who art in heaven, hallowed be Thy name; Thy 
kingdom come, Thy will be done, on earth as it is done in heaven, 
Give us this day our daily bread. Forgive us our trespasses as 
we forgive those who trespass against us. Lead us not into 
temptation, but deliver us from evil, for Thine is the kingdom, 
the power, and the glory, forever. Amen. 


ADDRESS OF VICE-PRESIDENT FAIRBANKS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senators, I enter upon the dis- 
charge of the duties of the position to which I have been called 


by my countrymen with grateful appreciation of the high honor 
and with a deep sense of its responsibilities. 

I have enjoyed the privilege of serving with you here for 
eight years. During that period we have been engaged in the 
consideration of many domestic questions of vast importance, 
and with foreign problems of unusual and far-reaching sig- 
nificance. We submit what we have done to the deliberate 
and impartial judgment of history. 

I can never forget the pleasant relations which have been 
formed during my service upon the floor of the Senate. I 
shall cherish them always as among the most delightful memo- 
ries of my life. They warrant the belief that I shall have in 
the discharge of the functions which devolve upon me under 
the Constitution, the generous assistance and kindly forbear- 
ance of both sides of the Chamber. 

We witness the majestic spectacle of a peaceful and orderly 
beginning of an Administration of national affairs under the 
laws of a free and self-governing people. We pray that Divine 
favor may attend it and that peace and progress, justice and 
honor may abide with our country and our countrymen. 

The Secretary of the Senate will now read the proclamation 
of the President of the United States convening the Senate in 
extraordinary session. 

PROCLAMATION. 


The Secretary 9 G. BENNETT) read the proclamation, 
as follows: 


BY THE 8 OF THE UNITED STATES oF Ames. 
A PROCLAMATION. 

e prorat interests require that the Senate of the United States 
be conven 2 o'clock on Pager _ day of Fh en Ea ert to receive 
such communications as may be e by the Ex 

Now, therefore, I, Theodore Hooseve t, president c ot the’ United States 
of America, do hereby proclaim and declare that an extraordinary 
occasion uires the ate of the United States to convene at the 
Capitol, in ay of Washington, on the 4th day, ot reer aan at 
12 o'clock noon, of which all persons who shall at t time be entitled 
to act as members of that 7 uired to take notice. 

Given under my hand and t nited States at bp tr ol 
ton, the 23d of February, in the year of our. Lord 1905, and of the 
independence of the United States the one hundred and twenty-ninth. 

TODO ROOSEVELT, 

By the President: 


Joun Hay, Secretary of State. 
ADMINISTRATION OF OATH TO SENATORS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the names 
of Senators-elect to whom the oath is to be administered. They 
will come forward as their names are called. 

The Secretary called the names of— 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. BATE, Mr. BEVERIDGE, Mr. BULKELEY, and 
Mr. BuRKETT. 

These Senators (with the exception of Mr. ALDRICH), escorted 
by Mr. CARMACK, Mr. Curtom, Mr. Prarr of Connecticut, and 


are hereby- 
e seal of the 


‘Mr. MILanb, respectively, advanced to the Vice-President’s desk, 


and the oath was administered to them by the Vice-President. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. Burrows, Mr. Carrer, 
Mr. CLAPP, and Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. ‘ 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. ALGER, Mr. CLARK of Mon- 
tana, Mr. Netson, and Mr. Warren, respectively, advanced to 
the Vice-President’s desk, and the oath was administered to 
them by the Vice-President. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. CuLperson, Mr. 
DANIEL, Mr. Derew, and Mr. DICK. 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. BAILEY, Mr. Martin, Mr. 
Pratr of New York, and Mr. Foraker, respectively, advanced 
to the Vice-President’s desk, and the oath was administered to 
them by the Vice-President. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. FLINT, Mr. Harz, Mr. 


Kean, and Mr. Knox. 
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These Senators (with the exception of Mr. Knox) advanced 
to the Vice-President’s desk, escorted by Mr. PERKINS, Mr. FRYE, 
and Mr. DRYDEN, respectively, and the oath was administered to 
them by the Vice-President. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. Hemenway, Mr. 
Lonvce, Mr. McCumsBrr, Mr. Money, and Mr. Nrxon. 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. BEVERIDGE, Mr. CRANE, Mr. 
HANssroucH, Mr. McLaurin, and Mr. NXWLANDS, respectively, 
advanced to the Vice-President’s desk and the oath was admin- 
istered to them by the Vice-President. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. PILES, Mr. Faooron, 
Mr. SUTHERLAND, and Mr. TALIAFERRO. 

These Senators advanced to the Vice-President’s desk, es- 
corted by Mr. ANKENY, Mr. DILLINGHAM, Mr. Smoot, and Mr. 
MALLORY, respectively, and the oath was administered to them 
by the Vice-President. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. Scorr and Mr. RAYNER. 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. ELKINS and Mr. GORMAN, 
respectively, advanced to the Vice-President’s desk, and the 
affirmation was administered to them by the Vice-President. 


SENATORS PRESENT. 


The Senators-elect having been sworn and taken their seats 
in the Senate, the following Senators were present: 

Alabama—John T. Morgan and Edmund W. Pettus. 

Arkansas—James H. Berry. 

California—Frank P. Flint and George C. Perkins. 

Colorado Thomas M. Patterson and Henry M. Teller. 

Conecticut—Morgan G. Bulkeley and Orville H. Platt. 

Delaware—J. Frank Allee. 

Florida—Stephen R. Mallory and James P. Taliaferro. 

Georgia—Augustus O. Bacon and Alexander S. Clay. 

Idaho Fred T. Dubois and Weldon B. Heyburn. 

Illinois—Shelby M. Cullom and Albert J. Hopkins. 

Indiana—Albert J. Beveridge and James A. Hemenway. 

Jowa—Wiliam B. Allison and Jonathan P. Dolliver. 

Kansas—Chester I. Long. 

Kentucky—Joseph C. S. Blackburn and James B. McCreary. 

Louisiana—Samuel D. McEnery and Murphy J. Foster. 

+ Maine—William P. Frye and Eugene Hale. 

Maryland Arthur P. Gorman and Isador Rayner. 

Massachusetts—Winthrop M. Crane and-Henry Cabot Lodge. . 

Michigan—Russell A. Alger and Julius C. Burrows. 

Minncsota—Moses E. Clapp and Knute Nelson. 

Mississippi—Anselm J. McLaurin and H. D. Money. 

Missouri—William J. Stone. 

Montana—Thomas H. Carter and William A. Clark. 

Nebraska Elmer J. Burkett and Joseph H. Millard. 

Nevada—Francis G. Newlands and George S. Nixon. 

New Hampshire—Henry E. Burnham and Jacob H. Gallinger. 

New Jersey—John F. Dryden and John Kean. 

New York—Chauncey M. Depew and Thomas C. Platt. 

North Carolina—Lee 8. Overman and Furnifold M. Simmons. 

North Dakota—Henry C. Hansbrough and Porter J. MeCum- 
ber. 

Ohio—Charles Dick and Joseph B. Foraker. 

Oregon—Charles W. Fulton. 

Pennsylvania Boles Penrose. 

Rhode Island George P. Wetmore. 

South Carolina — Asbury C. Latimer. 

South Dakota—Robery J. Gamble and Alfred B. Kittredge. 

Tennessee—William B. Bate and Edward W. Carmack. 

Texas—Joseph W. Bailey and Charles A. Culberson. 

Utah—Reed Smoot and George Sutherland. 

. Vermont—William P. Dillingham and Redfield Proctor. 
Virginia—John W. Daniel and Thomas S. Martin. 
Washington—Levi Ankeny and Samuel H. Piles. i 
West Virginia—Stephen B. Elkins and Nathan B. Scott.. 
Wisconsin—John C. Spooner, 

Wyoming—Clarence D. Clark and Francis E. Warren. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will now 
execute the order of the Senate for the scangere ion of the 
President of the United States. 

The President-elect, Theodore Roosevelt, accompanied by the 
Chief Justice of the United States, the Committees on Inaugu- 
ral Ceremonies of the two Houses of Congress, the associate 
justices of the Supreme Court, and followed by the ambassadors 
and ministers of foreign countries, the members of the Senate, 
preceded by the Vice-President and Secretary, the Members of 
the House of Representatives, preceded by the Speaker and 
Clerk, the heads of Executive Departments, saa the other guests 
of the Senate, proceeded to -the inaugural platform at the east 
front of the Capitol. 

The oath of office having been administered to the President- 


elect by the Chief Justice of the United States, he delivered the 
following ; 


INAUGURAL ADDRESS. 


My Fettow-Criizens : No people on earth have more cause to 
be thankful than ours, and this is said reverently, in no spirit of 
boastfulness in our own strength, but with gratitude to the 
Giver of Good who has blessed us with the conditions which 
haye enabled us to achieye so large a measure-of well-being and 
of happiness. To us as a people it has been-granted to lay the 
foundations of our national life in a new continent. We are 
the heirs of the ages, and yet we have had to pay few of the 
penalties which in old countries are exacted by the dead hand 
of a bygone civilization. We have not been obliged to fight for 
our existence against any alien race; and yet our life has 
called for the vigor and effort without which the manlier and 
hardier virtues wither away. Under such conditions it would 
be our own fault if we failed; and the success which we have 
had in the past, the success which we confidently believe the 
future will bring, should cause in us no feeling of vainglory, 
but rather a deep and abiding realization of all which life has 
offered us; a full acknowledgment of the responsibility which 
is ours; and a fixed determination to show that under a free 
government a mighty people can thrive best, alike as regards the 
things of the body and the things of the soul, 

Much has been given to us, and much will rightfully be ex- 
pected from us. We have duties to others and duties to our- 
selves; and we can shirk neither. We have become a great 
pation, forced by the fact of its greatness into relations with 
the other nations of the earth, and we must behave as beseems a 
people with such responsibilities. Toward all other nations, 
large and small, our attitude must be one of cordial and sincere 
friendship. We must show not only in our words, but in our 
deeds that we are earnestly desirous of securing their good will 
by acting toward them in a spirit of just and generous recog- 
nition of all their rights. But justice and generosity in a na- 
tion, as in an individual, count most when shown not by the 
W. enk but by the strong. While ever careful to refrain from 
wronging others, we must be no less insistent that we are not 
wronged ourselves. We wish peace, but we wish the peace of 
justice, the peace of righteousness. We wish it because we 
think it is right and not because we are afraid. No weak nation 
that acts manfully and justly should ever have cause to fear 
us, and no strong power should ever be able to single us out as 
a subject for insolent aggression. 

Our relations with the other powers of the world are impor- 
tant; but still more important are our relations among our- 
selves, Such growth in wealth, in population, and in power as 
this nation has seen during the century and a quarter of its na- 
tional life is inevitably accompanied by a like growth in the 
problems which are ever before every nation that rises to great- 
ness. Power invariably means both responsibility and danger. 
Our forefathers faced certain perils which we have outgrown. 
We now face other perils, the very existence of which it was im- 
possible that they should foresee. Modern life is both complex 
and intense, and the tremendous changes wrought by the ex- 
traordinary industrial development of the last half century are 
felt in every fiber of our social and political being. Never be- 
fore haye men tried so yast and formidable an experiment as 
that of administering the affairs of a continent under the forms 
of a democratic republic. The conditions which have told for 
our marvelous, material well-being, which have developed to a 
very high degree our energy, self-reliance, and individual initia- 
tive, haye also brought the care and anxiety inseparable from 
the accumulation of great wealth in industrial centers. - Upon 
the success of our experiment much depends, not only as re- 
gards our own welfare, but as regards the welfare of mankind. 
If we fail, the cause of free self-government throughout the 
world will rock to its foundations, and therefore our responsi- 
bility is heavy, to ourselves, to the world as it is to-day, and to 
the generations yet unborn. There is no good reason why we 
should fear the future, but there is every reason why we should 
face it seriously, neither hiding from ourselyes the gravity of 
the problems before us nor fearing to approach these problems 
with the unbending, unflinching purpose to solve them aright. 

Yet, after all, though the problems are new, though-the tasks 
set before us differ from the tasks set before our fathers who 
founded and preserved this Republic, the spirit in which these 
tasks must be undertaken und these problems faced, if our duty 
is to be well done, remains essentially unchanged. We know 
that self-government is difficult. We know that no people needs 
such high traits of character as that people which seeks to govern 
its affairs aright through the freely expressed will of the free- 
men who compose it. But we haye faith that we shall not prove 
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false to the memories of the men of the mighty past. They did 
their work, they left us the splendid heritage we now enjoy. 
We in our turn have an assured confidence that we shall be 
able to leave this heritage unwasted and enlarged to our chil- 
dren and our children’s children. To do so we must show, not 
merely in great crises, but in the everyday affairs of life, the 
qualities of practical intelligence, of courage, of hardihood, and 
endurance, and above all the power of devotion to a lofty ideal, 
which i great the men who founded this Republic in the 
days of Washington, which made great the men who preserved 
this Republic in the days of Abraham Lincoln. 

The Senate returned to its Chamber at 1 o’clock and 20 min- 
utes p. m., and the President pro tempore took the chair. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


On motion of Mr. Arison, it was 


Ordered, That the hour of daily meeting of the Senate be 12 o'clock 
meridian, until otherwise ordered. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o'clock and 21 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, March 6, 1905, at 12 
o'clock m. 


SENATE. 


Monpay, March 6, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD E. HALE. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read 
and approved. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, 'That a committee of two Senators be appointed by the 
Chair to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him 
that a quorum of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is 
ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to make. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. ALLISON and Mr. Gor- 
MAN as the committee. 
RECESS. 


Mr. FORAKER. I move that the Senate take a recess until 
1 o’clock p. m. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 15 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until 1 o’clock p. m., at which 
hour it reassembled. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. ALLIson and Mr. Gorman, the committee appointed to 
wait upon the President of the United States, appeared; and 

Mr. ALLISON said: Mr. President, the committee appointed 
to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him 
that a quorum of the Senate is assembled and that the Senate 
is ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to 
make have performed that duty, and the President in reply 
informed us that he would immediately communicate to the 
Senate in writing. 

[Mr. B. F. Barnes, one of the secretaries of the President of 
the United States, communicated to the Senate several messages 
in writing.] 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and 
twenty-six minutes spent in executive session the doors were re- 
opened, and (at 2 o’clock and 33 minutes p. m.) the Senate ad- 
Jouen until to-morrow, Tuesday, March 7, 1905, at 12 o’clock 
meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 6, 1905. 
SECRETARY OF STATE. 
John Hay, of the District of Columbia, to be Secretary of 
State. (Reappointment.) 
SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
Leslie M. Shaw, of Iowa, to be Secretary of the Treasury. 


(Reappointment. ) 
SECRETARY OF WAR. 


William H. Taft, of Ohio, to be Secretary of War. 
pointment.) 


(Reap- 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 
William H. Moody, of Massachusetts, to be Attorney-General. 
(Reappointment. ) 


POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 
George B. Cortelyou, of New York, to be Postmaster-General, 
vice Robert J. Wynne, resigned. 
SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


Paul Morton, of Illinois, to be Secretary of the Navy. 
appointment.) 


(Re- 


SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Ethan A. Hitchcock, of Missouri, to be Secretary of the Inte- 
rior. (Reappointment.) 


SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 
James Wilson, of Iowa, to be Secretary of Agriculture. (Re- 
appointment.) 
SECRETARY OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 


Victor H. Metcalf, of California, to be Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor. (Reappointment.) 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER. 


Francis M. Cockrell, of Missouri, to be an Interstate Com- 
merce Commissioner for the term ending January 12, 1911, vice 
James D. Yeomans, resigned. 


AMBASSADORS EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Whitelaw Reid, of New York, to be ambassador extraordinary 
and plenipotentiary of the United States to Great Britain, vice 
Joseph H. Choate, resigned. 

Robert S. McCormick, of Illinois, now ambassador extraor- 
dinary and plenipotentiary to Russia, to be ambassador extraor- 
dinary and plenipotentiary of the United States to France, vice 
Horace Porter, resigned. 

George v. L. Meyer, of Massachusetts, now ambassador ex- 
traordinary and plenipotentiary to Italy, to be ambassador 
extraordinary and plenipotentiary of the United States to Rus- 
sia, vice Robert S. McCormick, nominated to be ambassador 
extraordinary and plenipotentiary to France. 

Edwin H. Conger, of Iowa, now envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary to China, to be ambassador extraordi- 
nary and plenipotentiary of the United States to Mexico, vice 
Powell Clayton, resigned. 

Henry White, of Rhode Island, now secretary of the embassy 
at London, to be ambassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary 
of the United States to Italy, vice George v. L. Meyer, nomi- 
nated to be ambassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary to 
Russia. 

ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


William Woodville Rockhill, of the District of Columbia, to be 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United 
States to China, vice Edwin H. Conger, nominated to be ambas- 
sador extraordinary and plenipotentiary to Mexico. 

David J. Hill, of New York, now envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary to Switzerland, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to the Nether- 
lands, vice Stanford Newell, resigned. 

Henry Lane Wilson, of Washington, now envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary to Chile, to be enyoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Belgium, 
vice Lawrence Townsend, resigned. 

William Miller Collier, of New York, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Spain, vice 
Arthur S. Hardy, resigned. 

Brutus J. Clay, of Kentucky, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Switzerland, 
vice David J. Hill, nominated to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary to the Netherlands. 

Thomas J. O’Brien, of Michigan, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Denmark, 
vice Laurits S. Swenson, resigned. 

Samuel R. Gummeré, of New Jersey, now consul-general at 
Tangier, to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary 
of the United States to Morocco, to fill an original vacancy. 

Charles H. Graves, of Minnesota, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Sweden 
and Norway, vice William W. Thomas, resigned. 

Edward C. O’Brien, of New York, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Paraguay 
and Uruguay, vice Wiliam R. Finch, resigned. 

John B. Jackson, of New Jersey, now envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary to Greece, Roumania, and Servia, 
and diplomatie agent in Bulgaria, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Greece and 
Montenegro, and diplomatic agent in Bulgaria, to fill an original 
vacancy. 

John W. Riddle, of Minnesota, now agent and consul-general 
at Cairo, to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary 
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of the United States to Roumania and Servia, to fill an original 
vacancy. 


CONSULS-GENERAL. 


Robert J. Wynne, of Pennsylvania, to be consul-general of 
the United States at London, England, vice H. Clay Evans, 
resigned. 

Frank H. Mason, of Ohio, now consul-general at Berlin, to be 
consul-general of the United States at Paris, France, vice John 
K. Gowdy, resigned. 

T. St. John Gaffney, of New York, to be consul-general of 
jo United States at Dresden, Saxony, vice Charles L. Cole, re- 

gned. 

Henry B. Miller, of Oregon, now consul-general at Niu- 
chwang, to be consul-general of the United States at Yoko- 
hama, Japan, vice Edward C. Bellows, resigned. 

J. Linn Rodgers, of Ohio, to be consul-general of the United 
States at Shanghai, China, vice John Goodnow, resigned. 

Alexander M. Thackara, of Pennsylvania, now consul at 
Havre, to be consul-general of the United States at Berlin, Ger- 
many, vice Frank H. Mason, nominated to be consul-general at 
Paris. 

Hoffman Philip, of New York, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Tangier, Morocco, vice Samuel R. Gummeré 
nominated to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipoten- 
tiary to Morocco. 

Thomas Sammons, of Washington, to be consul-general of 
the United States at Niuchwang, China, vice Henry B. Miller, 
nominated to be consul-general at Yokohama. 

Stanley Stoner, of Missouri, to be consul-general of the United 
States at Calcutta, India, vice Robert F. Patterson, resigned. 

George W. Roosevelt, of Pennsylvania, now consul there, to 
be consul-general of the United States at Brussels, Belgium. 
A change in the grade of the office. 


CONSULS. 


Robert J. Thompson, of Illinois, to be consul of the United 
States at Ci Cuba, vice Max J. Baehr, resigned. 

Alphonse Gaulin, of Rhode Island, to be consul of the United 
States at Havre, France, vice Alexander M. Thackara, nomi- 
nated to be consul-general at Berlin. 

William R. Estes, of Minnesota, now consul at Antigua, to 
be consul of the United States at Solingen, Germany, vice 
Joseph J. Langer, resigned. 

Francis B. Keene, of Wisconsin, now consul at Florence, to 
be consul of the United States at Milan, Italy, vice Harlan W. 
Brush, resigned. 

John L. Griffiths, of Indiana, to be consul of the United 
States at Liverpool, England, vice James Boyle, resigned. 

Frederic MacMaster, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Zanzibar, Zanzibar, vice Mason Mitchell, transferred 
to Campbellton, New Brunswick. 

Clarence Rice Slocum, of New York, now consul at Warsaw, 
to be consul of the United States at Weimar, Germany, vice 
Thomas Ewing Moore, nominated to be secretary of the lega- 
tion and consul-general to Roumania and Servia. 

George B. Anderson, of the District of Columbia, now consul 
at Guadeloupe, to be consul of the United States at Antigua, 
West Indies, vice William R. Estes, nominated to be consul at 
Solingen. 

George L. Dobson, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States 
at Nottingham, England, vice Frank W. Mahin, resigned. 

Hunter Sharp, of North Carolina, to be consul of the United 
States at Kobé, Japan, vice Samuel S. Lyon, deceased. 

Robert S. Chilton, jr., of the District of Columbia, to be 
consul of the United States at Toronto, Ontario, Canada, vice 
Edwin N. Gunsaulus, nominated to be consul at Cork. 

Edwin N. Gunsaulus, of Ohio, now consul at Toronto, to be 
consul of the United States at Cork, Ireland, vice Daniel 
Swiney, resigned. 

Thomas H. Norton, of Ohio, now consul at Harput, to be con- 
sul of the United States at Smyrna, Turkey, vice Rufus W. 
Lane, resigned. 

John W. O'Hara, of Indiana, to be consul of the United States 
at Montevideo, Uruguay, vice John E. Hopley, resigned. 

John B. Richardson, of Kansas, now consul at Utilla, to be 
consul of the United States at Port Deitrick, Nicaragua, to fill 
an original vacancy. 

Oscar Malmros, Ot Minnesota, now consul at Colon, to be con- 
sul of the United States at Rouen, France, vice Thornwell 
Haynes, transferred to Vladivostock. 

William W. Wedemeyer, of Michigan, to be consul of the 
United States at Georgetown, Demerara, Guiana, vice George 
H. Moulton, resigned. 


Frederick M. Ryder, of Connecticut, to be consul of the United 
States at San Juan del Norte, Nicaragua, vice John Todd Hill, 
deceased. 

Arthur J. Clare, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United 
States at Barbados, West Indies, vice David F. Wilber, appointed 
consul-general at Singapore. 

Robert Brent Mosher, of the District of Columbia, to be consul 
of the United States at Collingwood, Ontario, Canada, vice 
William Small, resigned. 


SOLICITOR OF THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 


Edward Walter Sims, of Illinois, to be Solicitor of the De- 
partinent of Commerce and Labor, vice William Miller Collier. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Robert T. Devlin, of California, to be United States attorney 
for the northern district of California, vice Marshall B. Wood- 
worth, whose term expired March 1, 1905. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES. 


Joseph V. Quarles, of Wisconsin, to be United States district 
judge for the eastern district of Wisconsin, vice William H. 
Seaman, appointed circuit judge for the seventh judicial circuit. 

James Wickersham, of Alaska, to be judge of the district 
court of the district of Alaska, and assign him to division No. 3. 
A reappointment, his term haying expired June 5, 1904. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander John C. Wilson to be a captain in the Navy, from 
rs 12th day of February, 1905, vice Capt. Thomas H. Stevens, 
re 

Commander George P. Colvocoresses to be a captain in the 
Navy, from the 21st day of February, 1905, vice Capt. Albert S. 
Snow, promoted. 

Commander Uriah R. Harris to be a captain in the Navy, 
from the 2ist day of February, 1905, vice Capt. George P. 
Colvocoresses, an additional number in grade. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


Francis 8. Nash to be a surgeon in the Navy, from the 23d 
day of February, 1905, to take rank next after Surg. Henry 
B. Fitts, and to be an additional number in grade, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of an act of Congress approved Feb- 
ruary 23, 1905. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


First Lieut. Macker Babb to be a captain in the Marine Corps 
from the 30th day of October, 1903, vice Capt. Robert M. Gil- 
son, resigned. 

First Lieut. Samuel A. W. Patterson to be a captain in the 
Marine Corps from the 28th day of November, 1903, vice First 
Lieut. George H. Mather, who failed to qualify for promotion 
and was suspended for one year. 

First Lieut. Herbert J. Hirshinger to be a captain in the Ma- 
rine Corps from the 7th day of December, 1903, vice First Lieut. 
Leof M. Harding, who failed to qualify for promotion and was 
suspended for one year. 

Lieut. Col. William P. Biddle to be a colonel in the Marine 
Corps from the 28th day of February, 1905, vice Col. Percival 
C. Pope, retired. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Hæecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 6, 1905. 
SECRETARY OF STATE. 
John Hay, of the District of Columbia. 
SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
Leslie M. Shaw, of Iowa. 
SECRETARY OF WAR. 
William H. Taft, of Ohio. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 
William H. Moody, of Massachusetts. 
POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
George B. Cortelyou, of New York. 
SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 
Paul Morton, of Illinois. 
SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
Ethan A. Hitchcock, of Missouri. 
SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 
James Wilson, of Iowa. 
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SECRETARY OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
Victor H. Metcalf, of California. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER, 
Francis M. Cockrell, of Missouri. 
DISTRIOT JUDGE. 


Joseph V. Quarles, of Wisconsin, for the eastern district of 
Wisconsin. 


SENATE. 


Tuespay, March 7, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent that the further 
reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. BURROWS. The Journal is very brief. Let it be read. 

Mr. PENROSE. I understand there is a message from the 
President of the United States in the Journal. I withdraw the 
request, however. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. When there is objection, the Jour- 
nal must be read. N 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 
Journal; and it was approved. 

A message in writing was received from the President of the 
United States, by Mr. B. F. Barnes, one of his secretaries. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator from Maine with- 
draw the motion for a moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. FRYE. I will yield to the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. 


RULE FOR PRESENTATION OF ROUTINE MORNING BUSINESS. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I desire to give notice 
that, in accordance with the provision of Rule XL., I propose to 
move an amendment to the rules, which will modify Rule VII. 
For that purpose I submit the following resolution and ask that 
it be read, printed, and referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
submits a resolution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the rules of the Senate be amended by adding thereto 
the followng: 

“ Senators havin. 


to present may deliver them to the Secre 
upon them their name and 


petitions or memorials or bills of a private nature 
o Senate, 
made 
ereof; and said petitions. 
shall, with the approval of 
Journal with the names of the Senators presenting them, and the Sec- 
retary of the Senate shall furnish a transcript of such entries to the 
Official Reporter of Debates for publication the Rxconn. Reports 
of private pension bills from the Committee on Pensions may be de- 
livered to the Secretary of the Senate and by him, with the approval 
of the Presiding Officer of the Senate, be placed upon the Calendar 
and entered on the Journal with names of the ators reportin, 
them, and the Secretary of the Senate shall furnish a transcript o 
== entries to the Official Reporter of Debates for publication in the 
CORD.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Rules, and printed. 

Mr. BAILEY. If we could haye unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
did not ask for unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAILEY. But if it could be obtained 

Mr. LODGE. Under the rule, notice has to be given of an 
amendment of the rules. 

Mr. BAILEY. Unanimous consent, of course, could suspend 
that in this, as in all other cases. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course. 

Mr. BAILEY. Having served in the other House, where the 
proposed rule prevails, I have found it so satisfactory that I 
hope to see it adopted by the Senate, still reserving to every 
Senator the right to present memorials and petitions, and to 
introduce bills according to the present practice whenever he 
desired to follow it. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. This is merely permissive in its terms. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. I venture to say that if that could 
be made a part of our rules, within twelve months Senators 
would only take the floor for the purpose of introducing im- 
portant matters. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Precisely. That is the purpose of it 

Mr. BAILEY. If this amendment is carefully drawn, and I 


ng Officer, be 
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have no doubt it is, it ought to be adopted at once, and without 
debate or objection. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. FRYE. I renew my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and five 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 1 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
to-morrow, Wednesday, March 8; 1905, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 7, 1905. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE CONSULAR SERVICE. 

William Phillips, of Massachusetts, to be second secretary of 
the legation of the United States at Peking, China, vice Henry 
P. Fletcher, nominated to be secretary of the legation at Lisbon. 

Thomas Ewing Moore, of the District of Columbia, now con- 
sul at Weimar, to be secretary of legation and consul-general of 
the United States to Roumania and Servia, to fill an original 
vacancy. 

Henry P. Fletcher, of Pennsylvania, now second secretary of 
the legation at Peking, to be secretary of the legation of the 
United States at Lisbon, Portugal, vice William Blumenthal, 
nominated to be third secretary of the embassy at Paris. 

Charles S. Wilson, of Maine, now secretary of legation to 
Greece, Roumania, and Servia, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States to Greece and Montenegro and of the diplo- 
matic agency in Bulgaria, with residence at Athens, to fill an 
original vacancy. 

William Blumenthal, of New York, now secretary of the lega- 
tion at Lisbon, to be third secretary of the embassy of the 
United States at Paris, France, vice Lewis Einstein, nominated 
to be third secretary of the embassy at London, 

Lewis Einstein, of New York, now third secretary of the 
embassy at Paris, to be third secretary of the embassy of the 
United States at London, England, vice Craig W. Wadsworth, 
nominated to be second secretary of the embassy at London. 

Craig W. Wadsworth, of New York, now third secretary of 
the embassy, to be second secretary of the embassy of the 
United States at London, England, vice John Ridgely Carter, 
nominated to be secretary of the embassy at that place. 

John Ridgely Carter, of Maryland, now second secretary of 
the embassy, to be secretary of the embassy of the United 
States at London, England, vice Henry White, nominated to be 
ambassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary to Italy. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Alston G. Dayton, of West Virginia, to be United States dis- 
trict judge for the northern district of West Virginia, vice John 
J. Jackson, whose resignation has been accepted to take effect 
March 15, 1905. 

TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Charles H. Treat, of New York, to be Treasurer of the United 

States, to succeed Ellis H. Roberts, resigned. 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 


Charles W. Anderson, of New York, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the second district of New York, to succeed Charles 
H. Treat, resigned. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Jerome Martin, of New Mexico, to be register of the land 
office at Las Cruces, N. Mex., vice Nicholas Galles, resigned. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE PORTO RICO PROVISIONAL REGIMENT OF 

INFANTRY. 
To be second lieutenants with rank from March 8, 1905. 

Henry C. Rexach, of Porto Rico. 

Pedro Juan Parra, of Porto Rico. 

Eduardo Iriarte, of Porto Rico. 

Teofilo Marxuach, of Porto Rico. 

Eugenio Carlos de Hostos, of Porto Rico. 

Louis S. Emmanuelli, of Porto Rico. 

Pascual Lopez, of Porto Rico. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) Samuel B. Thomas to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the ist day of January, 1905, to fill a vacancy 
oe in that grade by the act of Congress approved March 3, 
1 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Clark H. Woodward to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 28th day of December, 1904, vice Lieut. 
Glennie Tarbox, promoted. 
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LIST OF OFFICES TO WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE 
MADE AND NOT CONFIRMED AND FILLED DURING 
THE THIRD SESSION OF THE FIFTY-EIGHTH CON- 
GRESS, ENDING MARCH 4, 1905. 


Consul-general of the United States at Buenos Aires, Argen- 
tine Republic—Person nominated, Daniel Mayer. 

Consul of the United States at Windsor, Ontario, Canada.— 
Person nominated, Roland J. Hemmick. 

Judge of the district court of the district of Alaska.—Person 
nominated, James Wickersham. 

United States district judge for the eastern district of Wis- 
consit.—Person nominated, Joseph V. Quarles, 


` POSTMASTERS. 


At Fort Payne, Ala., Robert W. Frazier. 

At Brewton, Ala., George F. Schad. 

At Mountain View, Cal., George S. Parkinson, 
At Jefferson, Ga., J. B. Dunagan. 

At Burnside, Ky., J. L. Grissom. 

At South St. Joseph, Mo., William M. Tygart. 
At Northeast, Pa., Perry A. Sandborn. 

At Commerce, Tex., Dallas Harbert. 

At Dallas, Tex., D. A. Robinson. 

At Hubbard, Tex., G. W. Cash. 

At Blacksburg, Va., William C. Ellett. 

At Vancouver, Wash., Daniel Crowley. 


SENATE. 


WroNrsbax, March &, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EpwanD E. HALE. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


A. H. LAZARE. 


Mr. BLACKBURN submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he Is hereby, 
to reopen the claim of A. H. Lazare against the Republic of Hai 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and twenty- 
eight minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 
and (at 1 o’clock and 33 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned 
until to-morrow, Thursday, March 9, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


uested 


NOMINATIONS. 
Ewecutive nominations received by the Senate March 8, 1905. 
FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 


Frank H. Hitchcock, of Massachusetts, to be First Assistant 
Postmaster-General. 
CONSULS. 


Arthur J. Clare, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of 
the United States at Barbados, West Indies, vice David F. Wil- 
ber, appointed consul-general at Singapore. This nomination 
is to be substituted for the nomination of Mr. Clare which was 
sent to the Senate on the 6th instant. 

Jerome A. Quay, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
States at Florence, Italy, vice Francis B. Keene, nominated to 
be consul at Milan. 


SECRETARIES OF LEGATION. 


Paul Grand d’Hauteyille, of Rhode Island, to be secretary of 
the legation of the United States at Berne, Switzerland, vice 
Roger Sherman Gates Boutell, nominated to be secretary of 
legation at The Hague. 

Roger Sherman Gates Boutell, of Illinois, now secretary of 
legation at Berne, to be secretary of the legation of the United 
States at The Hague, Netherlands, vice John W. Garrett, nom- 
inated to be third secretary of the embassy at St. Petersburg. 


THIRD SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. 


John W. Garrett, of Maryland, now secretary of legation at 
The Hague, to be third secretary of the embassy of the United 
States at St. Petersburg, Russia, to fill an original vacancy. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Lawrence Bailliere, of Maryland, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Annapolis, in the State of Maryland, to suc- 


ae John K. Gladden, whose term of office has expired by Mml- 
on. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARBMY—CAVALRY ARM, 


First Lieut. Ward B. Pershing, Fourth Cavalry, to be captain 
with rank from March 6, 1905, vice Livermore, Tenth Cavalry, 
retired from active service, 


APPOINTMENT UPON THE RETIRED LIST OF THE ABMY WITH THE 
RANK OF BRIGADIER-GENEEAL. 


Joseph R. Hawley, formerly a brigadier-general and brevet 
major-general of volunteers during the civil war. 

Peter Josef Osterhaus, formerly a major-general of yolunteers 
during the civil war. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Ezecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 8, 1905. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 


Joseph R. Hawley to be brigadier-general on the retired list. 
AMBASSADORS. 

Whitelaw Reid, of New York, to be ambassador extraordinary 
and plenipotentiary of the United States to Great Britain. 

Robert S. McCormick, of Illinois, now ambassador extraordi- 
nary and plenipotentiary to Russia, to be ambassador extraordi- 
nary and plenipotentiary of the United States to France. 

George v. L. Meyer, of Massachusetts, now ambassador extraor- 
dinary and plenipotentiary to Italy, to be ambassador extraordi- 
nary and plenipotentiary of the United States to Russia. 

Edwin H. Conger, of Iowa, now envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary to China, to be ambassador extraordi- 
nary and plenipotentiary of the United States to Mexico. 

Henry White, of Rhode Island, now secretary of the embassy 
at London, to be ambassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary 
of the United States to Italy. 


ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


William Woodville Rockhill, of the District of Columbia, to 
be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the 
United States to China. 

David J. Hill, of New York, now envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary to Switzerland, to be envoy extraor- 
dinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to the 
Netherlands. 

Henry Lane Wilson, of Washington, now envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary to Chile, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Belgium. 

William Miller Collier, of New York, to be envoy extraordi- 
nary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Spain. 

Brutus J. Clay, of Kentucky, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Switzerland. 

Thomas J. O’Brien, of Michigan, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Denmark. 

Charles H. Graves, of Minnesota, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Sweden and 
Norway. 

Edward C. O’Brien, of New York, to be enyoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Paraguay 
and Uruguay. 

John B. Jackson, of New Jersey, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Greece and 
Montenegro, and diplomatic agent in Bulgaria. 

John W. Riddle, of Minnesota, now agent and consul-general 
at Cairo, to be enyoy extraordinary and minister plenipoten- 
tiary of the United States to Roumania and Servia. 

Samuel R. Gummeré, of New Jersey, now consul-general at 
Tangier, to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipoten- 
tiary of the United States to Morocco. 


CONSULS-GENERAL, 


Robert J. Wynne, of Pennsylvania, to be consul-general of the 
United States at London, England. 

Frank H. Mason, of Ohio, now consul-general at Berlin, to be 
consul-general of the United States at Paris, France. 

Hoffman Philip, of New York, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Tangier, Morocco. 

J. Linn Rodgers, of Ohio, to be consul-general of the United 
States at Shanghai, China. 

CONSULS. 


Robert J. Thompson, of Illinois, to be consul of the United 
States at Cienfuegos, Cuba. 

William W. Wedemeyer, of Michigan, to be consul of the 
United States at Georgetown, Demerara, Guiana. 

Frederick M. Ryder, of Connecticut, to be consul of the United 
States at San Juan del Norte, Nicaragua. 


1905. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


7 


Thomas H. Norton, of Ohio, now consul at Harput, to be con- 
sul of the United States at Smyrna, Turkey. : 

John B. Richardson, of Kansas, now consul at Utilla, to be 
consul of the United States at Port Deitrick, Nicaragua. 

Oscar Malmros, of Minnesota, now consul at Colon, to be con- 
sul of the United States at Rouen, France. 

Edwin N. Gunsaulus, of Ohio, now consul at Toronto, to be 
consul of the United States at Cork, Ireland. 

John L. Griffiths, of Indiana, to be consul of the United States 
at Liverpool, England. 

Frederic: MacMaster, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Zanzibar, Zanzibar. i 

Clarence Rice Slocum, of New York, to be consul of thé United 
States at Weimar, Germany. iria wll ani 

Francis B. Keene, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United 
States at Milan, Italy. 

Alphonse Gaulin, of Rhode Island, to be consul of the United 
States at Havre, France. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander Jobn ©. Wilson to be a captain in the Navy, from 
the 12th day of February, 1905. 

Commander George P. Colvocoresses to be a captain in the 
Navy, from the 2ist day of February, 1905. 5 

Commander Uriah R. Harris to be a captain in the Navy, from 
the 2ist day of February, 1905. 

First Lieut. Macker Babb to be a captain in the Marine Corps, 
from the 30th day of October, 1903. 

First Lieut. Samuel A. W. Patterson to be a eaptain in the 
Marine Corps, from the 28th day of November, 1903. 

First Lieut. Herbert J. Hirshinger to be a captain in the Ma- 
rine Corps, from the 7th day of December, 1903. 

Lieut. Col. William P. Biddle to be a colonel in the Marine 
Corps, from the 28th day of February, 1905. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 

Francis S. Nash to be a surgeon in the Navy, from the 23d day 
of February, 1905, to take rank next after Surg. Henry B. Fitts, 
and to be an additional number in grade, in accordance with the 
provisions of an act of Congress approved February 23, 1905. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 3 


Robert T. Devlin, of California, to be United States attorney 
for the northern district of California. , , 


AFFAIRS IN SANTO DOMINGO. 


The injunction of secrecy was removed March 8, 1905, from 
the following message from the President of the United States: 
To the Senate: 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate at this executive 
session to the treaty with Santo Domingo. I feel that I ought to 
state to the Senate that the condition of affairs in Santo Do- 
mingo is such that it is very much for the interest of that Re- 
public that action on the treaty should be had at as early a 
moment as the Senate, after giving the matter full considera- 
tion, may find practicable. 

I call attention to the following facts: 

1. This treaty was entered into at the earnest request of Santo 
Domingo itself, and is designed to afford Santo Domingo relief 
and assistance. Its primary benefit will be to Santo Domingo. 
It offers the method most likely to secure peace and to prevent 
war in the island. 

2. The benefit to the United States will consist chiefly in the 
tendency under the treaty to secure stability, order, and pros- 
perity in Santo Domingo, and the removal of the apprehension 
lest foreign powers make aggressions on Santo Domingo in the 
course of collecting claims due their citizens; for it is greatly 
to our interest that all the islands in the Caribbean Sea should 
enjoy peace and prosperity and feel good will toward this coun- 
try. The benefit to honest creditors will come from the fact 
that for the first time under this treaty a praeticable method of 
attempting to settle the debts due them will be inaugurated. - 

3. Many of the debts alleged to be due from Santo Domingo 
to outside creditors unquestionably on their face répresent far 
more money than ever was actually given Santo Domingo. The 
proposed treaty provides for a process by which impartial ex- 
perts will determine what debts are valid and what are in whole 
or in part invalid, and will apportion accordingly the surplus 
revenue ayailable for the payment of the debts. This treaty 
offers the only method for preventing the collection of fraudu- 
lent debts, whether owed to Americans or to citizens of othe 
nations. ‘ 

4. This treaty affords the most practicable means of obtain- 
ing payment for the just claims of American citizens. 


5. If the treaty is ratified, creditors belonging to other nations 
will have exactly as good treatment as creditors who are citizens 
of the United States, and at the same time Santo Domingo will 
be protected against unjust and exorbitant claims. If it is not 
ratified, the chances are that American creditors will fare ill as 
compared with those of other nations; for foreign nations, bè- 
ing denied the opportuntiy to get what is rightfully due their 
citizens under the proposed arrangement, will be left to collect 
the debts due their citizens as they see fit, provided, of course, 
there is not permanent occupancy of Dominican territory. 
As in such case the United States will have nothing to say as 
to what debts should or should not be collected, and as Santo 
Domingo will be left without aid, assistance, or protection, it is 


impossible to state that the sums collected from it will not be 


improper in amount. In such event, whatever is collected by 
means of forcible intervention will be applied to the creditors 
of foreign nations in preference to creditors who are citizens of 
the United States. , 

6. The correspondence between the Secretary of State and the 
Minister of Haiti, submitted to the Senate several days ago, 
shows that our position is explicitly and unreservedly that under 
no circumstances do we intend to acquire territory in or pos- 
session of either Haiti or Santo Domingo, it being stated în 
these letters that eyen if the two republics desired to become a 
part of the United States the United States would certainly 
refuse its assent. A Fe 

7. Santo Domingo grievously needs the aid of a powerful and 
friendly nation. This aid we are able, and I trust that we are 
willing, to bestow. She has asked for this aid, and the expres- 
sions of friendship, repeatedly sanctioned by the people and the 
Government of the United States, warrant her in believing that 
it will not be withheld in the hour of her need. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

THE WHITE House, March 6, 1905. 

SENATE. 
THURSDAY, Afarch 9, 1905. 

Prayer by Rev. Utysses G. B. Perce, of the city of Wash- 
ington. ; 

The Journal 
proved. -- - : 
DEATH OF SENATOR WILLIAM B. BATE. : 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, owing to the absence of th 
junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK], I am charged 
with the sad duty of announcing to the Senate the death of Hon. 
WILIIAX B. BATE, late a Senator from the State of Tennessee. 

Mr. Bate died at his rooms at the Ebbitt House, in this city, 
at 6 o’elock this morning. The end came unexpectedly to his 
family and friends, after a very brief illness. 

Mr. President, this is not the time for eulogy, but I may add 
that he met the dread messenger with the same calmness and 
Christian fortitude that characterized his conduct throughout 
a long and eventful career. 

Mr. President, I offer the following resolutions, for which I 
ask present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland sub- 
mits resolutions, and asks that they be presently considered. 
The Secretary will read the resolutions. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret and profound 
sorrow of the death of Hon. WILLIAM B. Bars, late a Senator from 
the State of Tennessee. E 

e 


of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 


p 5 
Friday, March 10, Instant, and that the Senate will attend the same 
Resolved, That as a further mark of aig eon his remains be removed 


Resolved, That invitations be extended to the President of the United 
States and the 


members of his Cabinet, the Chief Justice and asso- 


ciate justices of the Supreme Court of the United States, the diplomatic 
co (through the Secre of State), and such Members of the House 
of resentatives as may In the city of Washington, the Admiral 


of the Navy, and the Chief of Staff of the Army to attend the funeral 
fn the Senate Chamber. 

The resolutions were considered by unanimous consent and 
unanimously agreed to. 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, under the second resolution, ap- 
pointed as the committee Mr. Carmack, Mr. Morgan, Mr. Proc- 
TOR, Mr. BEAcKBURN, Mr. ALGER, Mr. DANIEL, Mr. Berry, Mr. 
Foraker, Mr. MALLORY, Mr. SPOONER, Mr. Cunperson, and Mr. 
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Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, as a further mark of respect, 
I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock 
and 7 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Friday, March 10, 1905, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 8, 1905. 
C€ONSUL-GENERAL. 


Thomas Sammons, of Washington, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Niuchwang, China. 


SENATE. 
Fray, March 10, 1905. 


Prayer by Rey. Utysses G. B. Prerce, of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the Journal 
of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of 
the Journal be dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the reading of 
the Journal will be dispensed with. It stands approved. 

COMMIITKE ON FUNERAL CEREMONIES. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Berry] requested me to ask that he be relieved from serv- 
ice on the special committee to accompany the remains of the 
late Senator from Tennessee to Nashville, and it is suggested 
that the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Perrus] be appointed in 
his place. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] also 
desires to be relieved from service upon the committee, and it 
is suggested that the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OVER- 
MAN] be appointed. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas and 
the Senator from Kentucky desiring to be excused, the Chair 
appoints the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus] and the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN]. 

[A message in writing from the President of the United 
States was delivered to the Senate by Mr. B. F. Barnes, one of 
his secretaries. ] 

FUNERAL EXPENSES. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the 228 of the Senate be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay the necessary expenses in connection with 
the funeral of Hon. WILLIAM B. Bats, late a Senator from the State 
of Tennessee, out of the contingent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers 
oe: be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 

Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, reported the foregoing resolu- 
tion without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After forty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


INDEBTEDNESS OF DOMINICAN REPUBLIC. 
Mr. MORGAN submitted the following paper; which was 
ordered to be printed as a document and in the RECORD : 


[From the Thirty- first Annual Report of the Council of the Corpora- 
tion of Foren Bondholders (established under special license of 
the Board of Trade August, 1873; Ne by act of Parliament 
July, 1898), for the year 1903-4. Issued August, 1904.] 


Santo DOMINGO, 
9 or de St. Domingue 23 per cent (Brussels 


£2, 736, 750 
91, 148, 600 


3, 885, 350 


The interest on these loans went into se n 1 1, 1899. On 
November 4, 1901, the coupon due October 1, 1 pald at the 
1 of 4 francs, and in February, 1903, the . due A ril, 1902, at 

3.85 francs per £20 bond to holders ‘acceptin the settlement nego- 
tiatea by the French and Belgian committ see history of the debt 
below). The council are not aware of the amount of bonds upon 
which this pa yment was made. 

è The aut praa issue was £1 e eo of which amount it Is stated 
that £351,400 has been canceled. is also understood that there are 
outstanding about £300,000 “ e reclamation ie a oe 
which have 5 been presented for exchange into scrip of th 
cent unified loan. 


Santo Domingo Committee.—Rt. Hon. Lord Avebury, chair- 
man; Hon. Sir C. W. Fremantle, K. C. B.; P. Galindez, esq.; 
T. E. Hurst Hodgson, esq.; W. Johnson, esq.; J. Sorley, esq.; 
W. Trotter, esq.; Gen. Sir Luther Vaughan, K. C. B.; V. Wat- 
ney, esq.; T. Wood, esq.; James F. Cooper, esq., secretary. 

Area, 18,045 square miles. 

Population (1888), estimated at 610,000. 

Capital, Santo Domingo (population, 1892, 14,150). 

External debt per head (exclusive of arrears), £6 7s. 5d. 

President of the Provisional Government, Don Carlos F. 
Morales. 

Consul-general of Great Britain to Santo Domingo, resident 
at Port au Prince, Hayti, Arthur G. Vansittart, esq 

Consul-general of Santo Domingo in Great Britain, Don Mi- 
guel Ventura. 

HISTORY OF THE DEBT (FOREIGN). 

1869. —Six per cent loan for £757,700. The Government of 
Santo Domingo entered into a contract with Mr. E. H. Hart- 
mont, by which the latter agreed to provide a sum of £420,000 
for the construction of roads and railways, of which £100,000 
was to be retained by him as compensation, the nominal amount 
of the loan to be fixed by the contractor. The Government on 
their part undertook to pay, for the service of the interest and 
sinking fund, an annuity of £58,900 in half-yearly installments 
for twenty-five years, or a total of £1,472,500. Messrs. Peter 
Lawson & Co., acting for Mr. Hartmont, accordingly issued in 
London £757,700 in bonds secured upon a first charge on the 
customs duties of the ports of Santo Domingo and Puerto 
Plata, the Guano royalties, and the revenues arising from the 
forests and mines of the province of Samana. 

The bonds were redeemable in twenty-five years by a 1} per 
cent accumulative sinking fund. The issue price was 70 per cent, 
but at this price the loan received little support from the pub- 
lic, and was subsequently of, at rates ranging from 
55 to 50 per cent, to Messrs. Bischoffsheim & Goldschmidt and 
others, by whom they were later disposed of to the public. 
The Government only acknowledges receipt of £38,000. Mr. 
Hartmont, however, asserted that he tendered personally to 
the Government £211,110, but that it was not accepted, owing 
to negotiations for annexation in progress at that time with the 
United States. Interest on this loan was paid for three years, 
but it was stated that these payments were made by the con- 
tractor and not by the Government. 

1872.—Default took place, and the loan became, in 1875, the 
subject of a parliamentary inquiry. 

1888.—Six per cent loan for £770,000 for the conversion of the 
1869 loan, for which £142,860 was reserved, and the consolidation 
of the internal debt, which required £151,660. The balance of 
£475,480 was offered for public subscription at 834 per cent by 
the Capital and Counties Bank and by agenvies on the Conti- 
nent. The bonds were secured by a first charge on the entire 
revenues of the Republic, including a special charge on the cus- 
toms revenues, and were redeemable in thirty years by half- 
yearly drawings. 

The terms for the conversion of the 1869 loan were £20 of the 
new stock in exchange for £100 of the old. Bonds to the nomi- 
nal amount of £591,900 were exchanged by the Capital and Coun- 
ties Bank. Bonds which had been drawn for redemption but 
which had remained unpaid, as well as bonds from which cou- 
pons were missing, were excluded from the conversion. The 
council at the time addressed a remonstrance to the government 
on this point, but without effect. (See below, 1897 and 1899.) 

1890.—Six per cent Central Dominican Railway loan. Au- 
thorized issue, £900,000. Of this amount £575,000 bonds were 
offered for subscription on the Continent at 77 per cent in No- 
vember, 1890. Few bonds, if any, are held in England. The ob- 
jects of the loan were to develop the internal resources of the 
country, to form a reserye fund, to extinguish the internal float- 
ing debt, and to build a railway from Puerto Plata to Santiago. 
The loan was guaranteed generally by the government, and spe- 
cially by (1) an annual subvention of £24,000 during fifty-six 
years; (2) the receipts on the first section of the line, and a 
mortgage on the second section and rolling stock. 

1892.—Default took place on the external loans of 1888 and 
1890. 

1893.—A new 4 per cent consolidated gold debt for 2,035,000 
was created, to be applied to the conversion of the 6 per cent 
loans of 1888 and 1890 (the outstanding amounts being £731,000 
and £571,000. respectively), with arrears of interest amounting 
to 12 per cent, the whole to be converted at par. This, with ex- 


penses, absorbed £1,610,000 of the new stock, and the balance, 
viz, £425,000, was to be applied to completing the construction 
of the first section of the Central Dominican Railway. 

The new bonds were redeemable in sixty-six years, with an 
accumulative sinking fund of one-half of 1 per cent per annum, 
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and the loan was guaranteed by the whole of the customs du- 
ties of the Republic (less $93,000 per month to be retained by 
the Government for administrative expenses) and by a first 
mortgag on the line and its revenues and accessories. The 
collection of the customs dues was vested in a regie, controlled 
by the San Domingo Improvement Company, of New York. 
By the terms of the arrangement it was provided that should 
any suspension take place in the service of the loan, a financial 
commission, composed of representatives nominated by the Goy- 
ernments of Great Britain, the United States, France, Belgium, 
and Holland, was to be appointed forthwith to collect and dis- 
tribute the above-mentioned dues. 

1895.—Four per cent loan denominated “ French-American 
reclamation consols.” Authorized issue, $4,250,000 (£850,000). 
Of this amount $1,000,000 (£200,000) was publicly issued in 
Paris by the Banque Nationale de St. Dominigue at 302 francs 
per 515 francs bond (58.64 per cent). These bonds were re- 
deemable at par in sixty-six years by means of a sinking fund 
of one-half per cent. The seryice was to be a first charge on 
the budget, and was secured on certain port dues and import 
duties, any deficiency to be made up by the Government out of 
general revenue. As in the case of the 1893 loan, in the event 
of a default, an international commission was to be appointed 
to collect and distribute the above-mentioned revenues. 

1897.—The coupons due January 1 on the 1893 bonds were 
not paid owing to the regie not having received sufficient funds 
for the purpose. 

A new arrangement was made during the year under which 
the bonds of 1893 and 1895 were converted into a new unified 
loan for £4,236,750, divided into £1,500,000 4 per cent bonds and 
£2,736,750 21 per cent bonds, apportioned as follows: £850,000 
4 per cent bonds to the conversion at par of the French-Amer- 
ican reclamation consols and £2,136,750 21 per cent bonds to 
the conversion of the 1893 bonds, with interest in arrear up to 
October 1, 1897, at par, the balance of the new issue to be ap- 
plied to the conversion of the foreign and domestic floating 
debts of the Republic and to the expenses of the operation. 

Both classes of bonds to be secured by a first charge on the 
general customs duties of the Republic and the special revenues 
assigned to the various debts included in the arrangement. 
These revenues to be collected by the régie under conditions 
similar to those above specified in the case of the 1893 and 1895 
loans. The 4 per cent bonds were redeemable not later than 
October 1, 1980, and the 2} per cent bonds by October 1, 1999, 
by an accumulative sinking fund commencing October 1, 1901. 

If the assigned reyenues exceeded in any year the sum of 
£325,000 the surplus up to £34,200 to go to increase of interest 
on the 2} per cent bonds up to 4 per cent. Any further surplus 
to be applied to amortization of the same bonds up to a maxi- 
mum of £6,495 per annum. Of the above issue £1,500,000 4 per 
cent unified bonds were offered to the public at 66. (In 1901 
£351,400 of the unified bonds were canceled and returned to the 
Government.) 

An arrangement was also made between the council and the 
St. Domingo Improvement Company for the settlement of the 
claims of the 1869 bondholders excluded from the conversion of 
1888. The outstanding bonds of 1888 were also to be converted 
into bonds of the 1897 issue. 

1899.—Default was made by the improvement company in the 
payment of the interest due April 1, 1899. ‘ 

The bill given by the company for the settlement of the claims 
of the 1869 bondholders, in accordance with the arrangement made 
with the council on their behalf, were not paid at maturity, and 
the 1897 bonds to be given in exchange for the outstanding 1888 
bonds were not delivered. 

1900.—In March, 1900, an arrangement was made between the 
Government of Santo Domingo and the improvement company 
for the settlement of the debt. This arrangement provided for 
the funding of the interest on the 21 per cent and 4 per cent 
bonds of 1897 up to April 1, 1903, scrip certificates to be issued 
in exchange, bearing 4 per cent interest from January 1, 1901. 

The interest on the 2} per cent bonds to be fixed at 3 per cent 
from October 1, 1899. 

The 4 per cent unified bonds belonging to the Government 
(about £350,000) to be canceled. 

From April 1, 1900, to April 1, 1903, the customs revenues up 
to the amount of $2,000,000 gold annually (exclusive of the ex- 
port duties assigned to the redemption of bank notes) to be di- 
vided and applied as follows: 49 per cent to the budget; 3 per 
cent to the expenses of collection; 5 per cent to the payment of 
special “ apartados.” 

The 43 per cent remaining to be apportioned as follows during 
the first year: 17 parts to the payment of the interior floating 


dest; 15 parts to the payment of the exterior floating debt con- 

tracted by the improvement company ; 5 parts to the Government 

as an addition to the budget; 6 parts to the Government for the 
payment of claims and revolutionary expenses. During the 
second and third years the interior floating debt was to receive 

21 parts, the exterior floating debt 16 parts, and the remaining 

6 parts were to go to the payment of revolutionary expenses. 

All existing securities and guaranties to the bondholders to be 
continued. J 

The Government, through the Régie, to cancel in three years 
the debased silver coinage and redeem the outstanding paper 
currency. i : 

The improyement company to obtain the consent of a major- 
ity of the bondholders to the funding of the interest. 

This arrangement fell through, as the improvement company 
were not able to obtain the requisite consent of a majority of 
the bondholders. f : 

1901.—By a decree dated January 12, 1901, the Government of 
Santo Domingo took the collection of the revenues out of the 
hands of the improvement company. A commission was ap- 
pointed by the Government to receive the proportion of the rev- 
enues assigned to the bondholders under the arrangement of 
March, 1900. : 

In June an arrangement was made with the French and Bel- 
gian bondholders, of which the following were the chief pro- 
visions: 

1. The Government “ during such time as the Dominican Re- 
public is unable to settle in a favorable manner the existing 
financial crisis” to remit 15 per cent of the customs receipts, 
calculated on a minimum return of $2,000,000 gold per annum, 
for the service of the external debt, represented by the 4 per 
cent unified bonds and the 2} per cent obligations. 

2. Identical interest, commencing on October 1, 1901, to be 
paid on both series of bonds. 

3. The coupons due April 1, 1899, to April 1, 1901, to be re- 
deemed by a payment of $50,000 gold. 

4. Fifteen per cent of any possible excess over $2,000,000 gold 
in the customs receipts to be applied partly to interest and 
partly to amortization. 

5. The service of the debt to be secured on the customs re- 
ceipts of the port of Santo Domingo, and the associations repre- 
senting the bondholders to appoint agents to receive the amounts 
due from the financial administration of that city. 

6. A further 20 per cent of the customs receipts to be as- 
signed to the payment of the floating debt and of the claims of 
the improvement company and its allied companies. On the ex- 
tinction of one or the other of these descriptions of debt, the 
Government to apply the said 20 per cent to the integral pay- 
ment of the service of the external debt. 

The coupon due November 1, 1901, on bonds stamped as ad- 
hering to the Brussels arrangement was paid at the rate of 4 
francs per £20 bond, but the next coupon went into default. 

The above arrangement was not approved by the committee 
associated with the council, who declined to recommend the 
English bondholders to send in their bonds for stamping. 

1903.—Under a protocol dated January 31, 1903, between the 

United States Government and the Government of Santo Do- 

mingo, it was arranged that the claims of the improvement com- 

pany and its affiliated companies should be referred to inter- 
national arbitration. 

In February the coupon maturing April, 1902, on bonds whose 
holders had adhered to the Brussels arrangement of June, 1901, 
was paid at 3.85 francs per £20 bond. 

1904.—In July the award in the aboye-mentioned arbitration 
was given. (See report below.) 

REPORT. 

In the council’s annual report for last year only a summary 
was given of the terms of the protocol of January 31, 1903, pro- 
viding for the reference to international arbitration of the 
matters in dispute between the Dominican Government and the 
improvement company. The full text of this important docu- 
ment is now appended : 

Protocol of an agreement between the United States of America and the 
Dominican Republic, for the submission to arbitration of certain ques- 
tions as to the payment of the sum hereinafter agreed to be paid by 
the Dominican Government to the Government of the United States 


on account of the claims of the San Domingo Improvement Company, 
of New York, a ion under the laws of the State of New Jer- 


orat: 
sey, and a fei Pocit y the United States and its allied companies. 
[Signed at Santo Domingo City, January 31, 1903.] 

Whereas differences exist between the Dominican Govern- 
ment and the “San Domingo Improvement Company ” and its 
allied companies; and 

Whereas as the result of those differences the interests of the 
Improvement company and its allied companies, viz, The San 
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Domingo Finance Company, of New York,” The Company of 
the Central Dominican Railway,” both being corporations cre- 
ated under the laws of New Jersey, and the National Bank of 
San Domingo, a company originally organized under a French 
charter, the two latter companies being owned and controlled by 
the San Domingo Finance Company, are seriously affected; and 

Whereas it is agreed, as the basis of the present 
that the improvement company and its allied companies shall 
withdraw from the Dominican Republic, and that they shall be 
duly indemnified by the latter for the relinquishment of their 
rights, es, and interests. : : 4 

The United States of America and the Dominican Republic, 
through their respective representatives, W. F. Powell, chargé 
d'affaires, and Juan Fco. Sanchez, secretary of state for foreign 
relations, have agreed upon the following articles: 

I. It being hereby agreed that the Dominican Government 
shall pay to the Government of the United States the sum of 
$4,500,000 (four million five hundred thousand dollars), in 
American gold, on terms to be fixed by the arbitrators, said 
payment to be made and accepted as full indemnity for the re- 
linguishment by the companies above mentioned of all their 
rights, properties, and interests, and in full settlement of all 
accounts, claims, and differences between the Dominican Goy- 
ernment and the said companies; the terms on which the in- 
demnity thus agreed upon shall be paid shall be referred to a 
board of three arbitrators, one to be named by the President of 
the United States, one by the President of the Dominican Re- 
public, and the third by the President of the United States and 
the President of the Dominican Republic jointly; but if within 
sixty days after the signature of the present protocol the third 
arbitrator shall not have been so named, he shall then be se- 
lected by the Dominican Government from members of the 
United States Supreme Court or the United States circuit court 
of appeals from names presented. : 

In case of the death, absence; or incapacity of any arbitrator, 
or in the event of his ceasing or omitting to act, the vacancy 
shall be filled in the same manner as the original appointment, 
the period of sixty days to be calculated from the date of the 
happening of the vacancy. : 

II. The arbitrators shall meet in the city of Washington 
within sixty days after the date of the appointment of the third 
arbitrator. 

The vote of the majority shall suffice for the decision of all 
questions submitted to the tribunal, including the final award. 

III. Within six months after the signature of this protocol, 
each party shall present to the other and to its agent, and also 
to each of the arbitrators, two printed copies of its case, accom- 
panied with the documents and evidence on which it relies, 
together with the affidavits of their respective witnesses. 

Within a further period of two months either party may, in 
like manner, present a counter case, with additional documents 
and evidence and affidavits, in reply to the case, documents, 
and evidence of the other party. 

If the other party shall in its case or counter case refer to 
any document in its exclusive possession without annexing a 
copy, it shall, upon the request of the other party, furnish the 
latter with a copy; and either party may call upon the other 
through the arbitrators to produce the originals or certi 
copies of any papers adduced as evidence. woi 

IV. Within two months after the expiration of the term al- 
lowed for the filing of counter cases each Government may, by 
its agent, as well as by additional counsel, argue its cause be- 
fore the arbitrators, both orally and in writing. Each side 
shall furnish to the other copies of any written arguments, and 
each party shall be at liberty to make a written reply, provided 
that such reply be submitted within the two months specified. 

V. The companies above mentioned shall cede and transfer 
to the Dominican Government, and the latter shall acquire from 
the companies, the properties mentioned herein, the times, 
terms, and conditions of the delivery of which shall be fixed by 
the arbitrators: 


1. All the rights and interests which they may possess in the 


section of the Central Dominican Railway already constructed 
as well as all rights and interests which they may haye in the 
extension of the railways from Santiago to Moca and from 
Moca to San Francisco de Macoris. 

2. All rights and interests which they may have in the Na- 
tional Bank. : 

8. All bonds of the Republic of which they may be the holders, 
the amount of which shall not exceed £850,000, nominal (eight 
hundred and fifty thousand sterling pounds, nominal), and 
shall be no less than £825,000 (eight hundred and twenty-five 
thousand sterling pounds, nominal). i 

It is understood that all these bonds are of the class bearing 
4 per cent annual interests, excepting as to the £24,000 (twenty- 


four thousand sterling pounds) 21 per cent bonds, which shall 
be accepted at the rate of sixteen 2} per cent bonds for eleven 4 
per cent bonds. A list of the bonds shall accompany the case 
of the United States. 

VI. It is agreed, as the basis of the award to be made by thè 
arbitrators, that the sum specified in Article 1 hereof shall be 
paid in monthly installments, the amount and manner of col- 
lection of which shall be fixed by the tribunal. The award shall 
bear interest from the date of its rendition at the rate of 3 

The Dominican Government having in its recent negotiations 
with the American companies proposed to pay on account of its 
indebtedness to them a minimum sum of $225,000 (two hundred 
and twenty-five thousand dollars) per annum, which was to be 
increased on a sliding scale, it is agreed that the Dominican Gov- 
ernment’ shall, pending the present arbitration and beginning 
with the Ist of January, 1903, pay to the Government of the 
United States for the use of the American companies the sum 
of $225,000 (two hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars) per 
annum in equal monthly installments, the aggregate amount so 
paid at the date of the award to be taken into account by the 
arbitrators. 

VIL The award of the tribunal shall be rendered within a 
year from the date of the signature of the present protocol. It 
shall be in writing, and shall be final and conclusive. 

VIII. Reasonable compensation to the arbitrators for their 
services and all expenses incident to the arbitration, including 
the cost of such clerical aid as may be necessary, shall be paid 
by the Governments in equal moieties. 

Done in quadruplicate, in English and Spanish, at San Do- 
mingo City, this thirty-first day of January, 1903. 


[SEAL.] Jno. Foo. SANCHEZ, 
Ministro de Relaciones Exteriores. 
[SEAL] W, F. POWELL, 
Chargé d'Affaires. 


AGREEMENT TO THE NAMING OF ARBITRATORS. - 

It is hereby agreed, on the part of the Dominican Government, 
through Juan Francisco Sanchez, of state for foreign 
relations, and the chargé d'affaires of the United States of 
North America, in the person of W. F. Powell, each acting for 
his respective Government, that neither of the signatory par- 
ties to this protocol for international arbitration, to which has 
been referred certain disagreements existing between the Do- 
minican Government on the one side and the Santo Domingo 
Improvement Company on the other, shall name its arbitrator 
as stated in said protocol, until after a period of ninety days 
from the date of signing the same, in order to allow the Do- 
minican Government to come to an agreement with the Santo 
Domingo Improvement Company, and the date referred to in 
the appointment of the third arbitrator shall bear same as that 
expressed above. 

To the above we agree, and with good faith to carry the same 
into. effect have hereunto affixed our names and attached thereto 
the seals of our respective offices, . i 

Done this thirty-first day of January, 1903. 

[SEAL.] Jno. Fco. SANCHEZ, 

Secretary of State for Foreign Relations 
of the Republic of San Domingo. 

[SEAL.] W. F. Powe tr, 

Chargé d' Affaires of the United States of North America. 


The Hon. J. G. Carlisle, haying been named as arbitrator by 
the United States Government, and Sefior M. de J. Galvan by the 
Dominican Government, the honorable Justice Gray was ap- 
pointed umpire. Some delay occurred owing to further revo- 
lutionary troubles in the island, the government of Gen. Woss y 
Gil being overthrown by General Morales. The award of the 
arbitrators was delivered on the 14th of July. 

The text of the award is as follows: 

Award of the commission of arbitration under the provisions of tho 
protocol of January 81, 1903, the United States of America 
and the Dominican Republic, for the settlement of the claims of the 
San Domingo Improvement Company, of New York, and its allied 


co je 

Whereas by a protocol of agreement between the United 
States of America and the Dominican Republic, concluded at 
Santo Domingo City, January 31, 1903, it was agreed that the 
Dominican Government should pay to the Government of the 
United States the sum of four million five hundred thousand 
dollars ($4,500,000) in American gold, as full indemnity for 
the relinquishment by The San Domingo Improvement Com- 
pany, of New York, The San Domingo Finance Company, of 
New York, The Company of the Central Dominican Railway, 
and the National Bank of San Domingo, of all their rights, 
properties, and interests, and in full settlement of all accounts, 
claims, and differences between the Dominican Government 
and the said companies, and that the terms on which the in- 
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demnity thus agreed upon should be paid should be referred 
to a board of three arbitrators, one to be named by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, one by the President of the Do- 
minican Republic, and the third by the President of the United 
States and the President of the Dominican Republic jointly, or, 
in case they should fail so to name him, by the President of 
the Dominican Republic from certain specified members of the 
United States Supreme Court or the United States circuit court 
of appeals: 

Whereas for the purpose of carrying into effect the said pro- 
tocol the undersigned arbitrators were appointed, viz: By the 
President of the United States, John G. Carlisle; by the Presi- 
dent of Dominican Republic, Don Manuel de J. Galvan; and, 
as third arbitrator, by nomination of the President of the Do- 
minican Republic, George Gray, one of the specified members 
of the United States circuit court of appeals; and - 

Whereas the said arbitrators, duly organized under the said 
protocol as a board of arbitration, have received and consid- 
ered the cases and counter cases and the arguments filed there- 
under by the contracting parties through their respective agents 
and counsel ; 

The board of arbitration does now adjudge and award, as the 
terms on which the indemnity above mentioned shall be paid, 
and the times, terms, and conditions on which the aforesaid 
company shall relinguish all their rights, properties, and in- 
terests mentioned in Article V of said protocol, and withdrawn 
from the Dominican Republic, thus constituting a full settle- 
ment of all accounts, claims, and differences between the Do- 
minican Government and the said companies, the following: 


ARTICLE 1. 
TIME OF DELIVERY OF PROPERTIES, 


(a) Within ninety days from the making of this award all 
rights and interests which the said companies have in the Na- 
tional Bank of San Domingo, consisting of six thousand three 
hundred and thirty-eight (6,338) sbares of the capital stock 
thereof, shall be delivered by said companies to the Dominican 
Government on said Government giving to the companies a re- 
lease by the bank of all claims against them. 

(d) When the Dominican Government shall have paid the 
United States the sum of one million five hundred thousand 
dollars ($1,500,000), part of the said principal debt, the said com- 
panies shall deliver to the Dominican Government all the shares 
of the company of the Central Dominican Railway, which shall 
represent, include, and carry all the rights and interests in said 
railway referred to in paragraph 1 of Article V of said protocol, 
and will simultaneously deliver over the full possession of said 
railway, which shall be free of all debts, fixed or floating, of the 
said companies, and which shall be at least in as good condition, 
physically, as it now is, less wear and tear and damage by acci- 
dent or acts of God or public disturbance or the foreign enemy. 

The cost of restoring the railway from damage occurring in 
the meantime from any of such causes shall be first chargeable 
upon the net profits of the year, and any excess of such cost 
shall be paid by the Dominican Government out of its treasury 
in the same manner as hereinafter described in article 4. 

If such payment of one million five hundred thousand dollars 
($1,500,000), or any part thereof, shall be made by the Govern- 
ment, other than by the monthly installments hereinafter pro- 
vided, such monthly installments shall, nevertheless, continue as 
herein provided. 

(c) When the principal of said debt of four million five hun- 
dred thousand dollars ($4,500,000) shall haye been reduced to 
two million seventy-six thousand six hundred and thirty-five dol- 
lars ($2,076,635), then shall begin the delivery of the bonds of 
the Dominican Republic, mentioned in paragraph 3 of Article 
YV of the protocol, of the amount of eight hundred and thirty 
thousand six hundred and fifty-four pounds sterling (£830,654). 

The bonds to be delivered shall not include any of the three 
handred and fifty-one thousand four hundred pounds sterling 
(£351,400) of unified scrip admitted by the companies to be the 
property of the Dominican Republic and heretofore tendered by 
the companies to the Dominican Government under the provi- 
sions of article 6 of the contract of April 18, 1900; and the said 
three hundred and fifty-one thousand four hundred pounds ster- 
ling (£351,400) of unified scrip shall be delivered to the Domini- 
can Government within thirty days from the date of this award. 

With regard to the delivery of the amount of eight hundred 
and thirty thousand six hundred and fifty-four pounds sterling 
(£830,654) of bonds, exclusive of the three hundred and fifty-one 
thousand four hundred pounds sterling (£351,400) admitted to 
be the property of the Dominican Republic, this is understood to 
constitute a guaranty on the part of the companies that there 
are outstanding not more than one million one hundred and 
forty-eight thousand six hundred pounds sterling (£1,148,600) 


of 4 per cent obligations, including French-American reclamation 
consols (stamped and unstamped), unified 4 per centum scrip, 
and the 4 per centum bonds embraced in the eight hundred and 
thirty thousand six hundred and fifty-four pounds sterling 
(£830,654) of bonds to be delivered under this award, and that if 
any bonds of the issues of 1888, 1890, or 1893 shall hereafter be 
presented for conyersion the companies will protect the Domini- 
can Government. 

The delivery of the bonds by such companies to the Dominican 
Government shall be in monthly installments pro rata to the 
payments of principal made to the U. S., so that one thousand 
dollars ($1,000) or two hundred pounds sterling (£200) of bonds 
shall be delivered for each five hundred dollars ($500) or prin- 
cipal debt paid. 

ARTICLE 2, 
RATE OF INTEREST. 

The principal sum of four million four hundred and eighty- 
one thousand two hundred and fifty dollars ($4,481,250) and any 
and all balances thereof due and payable to the United States 
by the Dominican Government shall bear interest from the date 
of this award at the rate of 4 per centum per annum. All pay- 
ments made shall be applied first to the interest accrued. 


ARTICLE 3. 
AMOUNT OF MONTHLY INSTALMENTS, 


Said principal and interest shall be payable in monthly in- 
stalments of thirty-seven thousand five hundred dollars ($37,500) 
each during the first two years, and of forty-one thousand six 
hundred and sixty-six dollars and sixty-six cents ($41,666.66) 
each thereafter, to the financial agent of the United States on the 
first day of each month, beginning with the month of September, 
1904, and shall be made in gold coin or currency of the United 
States or in such good bills of exchange as shall be acceptable 
to said agent. In the former case the cost of shipment to New 
York, and in the latter case the discount to maturity and 
charges incident to the collection of such bills of exchange, shall 
be added to the amount of the monthly instalment. 

The net profits of the operations of said railway, until its de- 
livery under article 1 hereof, during each year, beginning from 
the first day of July, 1904, as shall annually be stated by its 
general manager, shall be and constitute a further credit upon 
said principal debt. 

ARTICLE 4, 


SECURITY AND MODE OF COLLECTION. 


Security—The said debt and interest and the monthly pay- 
ments thereof, as herein determined, shall be secured as fol- 
lows: 

The customs reyenues and port dues of the ports of entry or 
custom-houses of Puerto Plata Sánchez, Samaná, and Monte- 
cristy, and of all other ports of entry or custom-houses now ex- 
isting or which may hereafter be established on the coast or in 
the interior north of eighteen degrees and forty-five minutes of 
north latitude and east of the Haitian boundary, are hereby as- 
signed and designated as security for the payment of the debt 
and interest herein mentioned. 

Until payment of the said debt and interest the tariff of 
eustoms duties and port dues now prevailing shall not be re- 
duced in any case or to any person more than twenty per centum 
without the consent of the United States. 

The said debt and interest shall also constitute a first lien 
upon the Central Dominican Railway until its delivery to the 
Dominican Republic, as provided in this award. 

Mode of collection.—The United States shall appoint a finan- 
cial agent, who shall establish an office in the Dominican Re- 
public. 

In case of failure to receive during any month the sum then 
due, the said financial agent shall have full power and au- 
thority, by himself or by his appointees, to forthwith enter into 
possession of the custom-house at Puerto Plata in the first in- 
stance and to assume charge of the collection of the customs 
duties and port dues at that port, and to that end shall fix and 
determine those duties and dues, and enforce their payment, 
possessiong and exercising all the present powers of the “ inter- 
ventor de aduana” and of the “administrador de hacienda” 
and of all other officials authorized by law to participate in the 
collection and determination of duties and dues and the en- 
forcement of their payment. 

Said financial agent shall have power from time to time to 
appoint subordinate officials and employees. The customs 
duties and port dues shall be paid to him or to his appointees 
directly by the exporters and importers, or other persons liable 
therefor, in cash or in pagarés drawn to the order of said 
financial agent or his appointees, and such payment, and such 
payment alone, shall operate as a release of the goods und as 
a discharge of such importers and exporters and other persons 
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from the liability for payment of such customs duties and port 
dues, 

The Dominican Government may appoint such officials as it 
may deem proper for the purpose of the collection of 
duties. 

Out of the sums collected by the financial agent and his ap- 
pointees the said agent shall pay in the following order: 

(a) The expenses of collection. 

d) The special apartados, as follows: 

ort of Puerto Plata: Wharf concession; freight concession ; 
personal duties; old foreign debt, one and one-half (13) per 
centum of import duties; Colon, one-half (4) per centum of 
import and export duties. 

Port of Samana: Wharf concession; old foreign debt, one 
and one-half (13) per centum of import duties; Colon, one-half 
(4) per centum on import and export duties. 

Port of Sanchez: Wharf concession; Samana-Santiago Rail- 
way concession, seven (7) per centum of import duties; Ma- 
coris Branch Railway concession, two (2) per centum of cus- 
toms receipts; old foreign debt, at one and one-half (13) per 
centum of import duties; Colon, one-half (3) per centum import 
and export duties. 

Port Montecristy: Improvement river Yaque concession; 
“Gobernacién;” old foreign debt, one and one-half (14) per 
centum of import duties; Colon, one-half (3) per centum of 
import and export duties. 

(c) The sums due under this award. 

(d) “ Deuda Flotante Interior” and“ Deuda Flotante Vicini,” 
each five (5) per centum. 

The excess, if any, after said payments, shall be paid over by 
said financial agent to the minister of hacienda of the Domin- 
ican Government at the time recognized by the United States 
or to his order. And the said financial agent shall render 
monthly an account of his collections and disbursements to the 
said minister of hacienda. He shall not be obstructed in the 
peaceful exercise of his duties under this award. 

In case the sums collected at Puerto Plata shall at any time 
be insufficient for the payment of the amounts due hereunder, 
or in case of any other manifest necessity, or if the Dominican 
Government shall so request, the said financial agent or his ap- 
pointees shall have and exercise at Sanchez, Samana, and Mon- 
tecristy, and at any or all of the ports of entry or custom-houses 
within the territorial limits above described, all the rights and 
powers vested in him or them by this award in respect of the 
port of Puerto Plata. 

This ion, power, and duty shall continue until six 
months after all arrears hereunder shall have been paid, and 
further, until the Dominican Government requests the restora- 
tion of the status quo ante. But said financial agent and his 
appointees shall reenter said custom-houses and resume the 
exercise of all the powers and authority as above described at 
any subsequent time when a like default in payment shall be 
made by the Dominican Government. 

To the end that the capacity of the Dominican Republic punc- 
tually to make the payments required by this award shall not 
hereafter be impaired, the financial agent herein mentioned 
shall act as financial adviser to the Dominican Government in 
all matters affecting its ability to pay this award. 

ARTICLE 5. 


In the month of January of each year the Dominican Govern- 
ment shall make up, in accord with the financial agent herein 
mentioned, a statement showing the total fiscal revenues of the 
Republic for the preceding year. 

ARTICLE 6. 

The salaries and necessary travelling and other expenses of 
the financial agent and his appointees shall be paid by the Do- 
minican Government in monthly instalments, in the same man- 
ner and with the same security as the monthly instalments of 
debt provided herein by article 4. 


ARTICLE 7. 


In addition to the monthly instalment of thirty-seven thou- 
sand five hundred dollars ($37,500) provided for in article 3, 
there shall be paid to the financial agent, during the month of 
August, 1904, a sum sufficient to pay an equal moiety of the 
compensation of the arbitrators and an equal moiety of all ex- 
penses of this arbitration, being the amount for which the 
Dominican Republic is liable under Article VIII of the protocol, 
which amounts shall be certified to the Dominican Government 
by the Department of State of the United States of America. 

And in case of the failure to pay said amount or any part 
thereof during the said month of August the financial agent 
shall have and exercise in the collection thereof the same 


powers as hereinbefore conferred upon him in case of default 
in the payment of the said monthly instalments on the principal 
and interest of said debt. 

This award is given and rendered at Washington on this 
parents day of July, in the year one thousand nine hundred 
and four. 

In witness whereof we have hereunto affixed our hands and 


Gro. Gray, President. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE. [sEaL.] 
MANUEL DE J. GALVAN. [SEAL.] 


It will be seen that the award is entirely favorable to the im- 
provement company and that the security to be given by the 
Dominican Government is of a very stringent character. It is 
hoped that a settlement with the bondholders, the representa- 
tion of whose interests has been confided to the council, may be 
shortly effected. 

The council understand that owing to the disturbed state of 
the country throughout the period which has elapsed since the 
publication of their last report no official information has been 
published with regard to the financial or economic situation of 
the Republic. 

The following information is extracted from the “ Case of the 
United States,” submitted to the arbitration commission: 
1900-1901: 

Estimated revenue $1, 704. 500 
Estimated expenditure . 1, 500 

On the side of revenue these estimates included $1,700,000 in 
respect of customs receipts, while under expenditure the assign- 
ment for the service of debts amounted to $782,000. 

This budget was originally promulgated for the year ending 
13 30, 1901, but was subsequently extended up to June 30, 

The actual receipts during the whole period of fourteen 
months amounted to $2,988,676. 

No information is available concerning expenditure beyond 
the fact that in the fourteen months a sum of $552,678 was paid 
on account of the service of debts. 

According to the report of the finance minister, this budgetary 
period closed with a deficit of $73,151. 


1901-2: 
Estimated revenue 1!˖ñ„!'m !] T1 $2, 038, 440 
Estimated expenditure OE 0 


Of the revenue receipts those to be derived from the customs 
were estimated at $2,000,000, and under the head of expendi- 
ture the appropriation for the debt service was fixed at $800,000, 

This budget was afterwards limited to the eleyen months from 
July 1, 1901, to May 31, 1902. 

During this period the actual receipts amounted to $1,584,566, 
of which the Government kept $1,339,014 for its own purposes, 
pee 5 period is said to have closed with a deficit of 

184,62: 


2-38: 
Estimated revenue — — — $1,910,000 
Estimated expendi ture ĩũ2?'ñſ e 1, 910, 000 

The estimated product of the customs for this year amounted 
to $1,854,000, and the proposed expenditure included $988,917 
for the debt service. 

The actual receipts during this financial year are given at 
$1,663,575, of which the Government kept $1,435,875 for its own 
purposes. 

The document from which the above information is derived 
also contains an approximate statement of the total indebtedness 


155 Santo Domingo, which is reproduced below in a condensed 
‘orm : 


Gold. 
Foreign bonds (less those to be delivered to the Dominican 
Government under the protocol, say £825,000), 
£3, BAT neoaeae ͤ —. ae Sith GLE, 697 
Improvement com yy Get 4, 000 
General internal floating debt 1, 674, 644 
8 e . es 1, 552, 


Bills of the national bank; about $1,500,000 nominal at 
aver: redemption price — 


215. 000 

International claims 373. 146 

Unclassified internal debt, estimated at 1, 000, 000 

of interest under French-Belgian contract, about. 475, 000 
Arrears of Installments under protocol with United States 

for benefit of improvement company 225, 000 

A — 41 . O48, 887 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. Cuttom, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to t 
Monday next. X mAP S 


a According to the budget published in the Gaceta Oficial of Mey 31 


1902, and roduced on page 351 of the council’s report for 1901- x 
the etinated expenditure amounted to $1,721,500. 2, 


1905. 


RECESS. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate take a recess until 1 
o'clock and 45 minutes p. m. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 50 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until 1 o’clock and 45 minutes 
p. m., at which time it reassembled. 


FUNERAL OF SENATOR WILLIAM B. BATE. 


At 2 o’clock the casket containing the body of the dead Sen- 
ator was brought into the Senate Chamber by pallbearers se- 
lected from the Capitol police. 

Rey. Epwarp E. Hare, Chaplain of the Senate; Rev. F. J. 
PRETTYMAN, and Rey. S. H. GREENE occupied seats at the Secre- 
tary’s desk. 

A few minutes after 2 o’clock the diplomatic corps, the Chief 
Justice and associate justices of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and the Chief of Staff of the Army entered the 
Chamber and were conducted to the seats provided for them. 
They were soon followed by the President of the United States 
and his Cabinet ministers, who were escorted to the seats as- 
signed them. The family of the deceased Senator entered the 
Chamber and were shown to the seats reserved for them. 

The committee of arrangements appointed by the Senate was 
accompanied by Representatives Sims, BROWNLOW, and GAINES 
as members of the committee on the part of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. i 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The clergy will conduct the funeral 
ceremonies. 

Rey. S. H. Greene read the following Scriptural selections: 

II Timothy iv, 6-8; I Corinthians xv, 49-58; John xiv, 1-7; 
Colossians iti, 1-4. 

Rey. F. J. PretryMan delivered the following address: 

A truly great and good man has passed away from the activ- 
ities of our national life. To-day we have met to mourn his 
loss and to bury him. His name will not be lost in American 
history. His achievements will form a large part of the mar- 
velous story of our national progress, linked as they are with 
those varied scenes of war and peace that make up the thrill- 
ing narrative of our short but eventful national career. I will 
not attempt at this sad hour to rehearse the tragic scenes upon 
many a hard-fought battlefield of two wars or the no less 
dauntless conflicts in the sphere of statesmanship. It is 
enough to give expression to a universal sentiment that through 
it all, in war and in peace, in victory and in defeat, he main- 
tained a high and unimpeachable integrity, and to-day his 
death is lamented by our common and united country, At the 
proper time, according to the custom of this Senate, suitable 
expression will be given by his colleagues to the high esteein 
in which he was held in this Chamber, and without doubt a 
voice from both sides of this Senate will be raised to witness to 
the universal regard in which he was held. It may be in keep- 
ing with the solemn duties of this hour to speak of the peculiar 
reverence in which the loftiest characters of the generation to 
which he belonged ought to be held by those of us who have re- 
ceived the priceless inheritance of their lives. Our fathers 
lived amid scenes unknown to the present generation. A youth 
entering the service of his country as a private in the Mexican 
war, then forging his way ahead during the formative period 
which followed, again at the call to arms entering the blood- 
iest conflict of the century—such a youth was forged in a fur- 
nace unknown to modern times. And what matchless men they 
were! Valor and honor were mingled in their blood. 

The low stoop to personal aggrandizement or preferment at 
the cost of their personal integrity and of their country’s fair 
name was to them an utter impossibility. The eternal princi- 
ples of right and duty had been defended at too large a sacri- 
fice to be bought or sold, Such men have been the guardians 
of our national honor, and they are to-day our safest guides to 
future greatness and glory. Such an one was this honorable 
Senator. The wit of genius and the imagination of the poet 
may strive to put into fine art form the sentiments of some lives, 
but for one so simple and sincere a homelier phrase seems more 
appropriate, and perhaps none would better suit than simply 
this, “An honest man.” It is my sacred privilege to speak one 
other word. The testing of his character in the varied con- 
flicts of life accentuated perhaps too much his abhorrence of 
hypocrisy. A profession was to him more to be guarded than 
life itself. It was doubtless this that kept him many years 
from the formal profession of his religious belief. So that it 
was not until recent years that he gave his name to the Chris- 
tian Church and received the holy rite of baptism according 
to the tradition of the faith of his fathers. But through all his 
life he was a man of prayer. He never taught himself to doubt, 
but with the sincerity of the normal mind of a child he sought 
the forgiveness and guidance and blessing of his heavenly Fa- 
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ther. And this is our chief concern to-day. Whatever may 
have been his record in citizenship, we thank God for the assur- 
ance that in his innermost life he knew God, and to know Him 
is eternal life. 

His last uttered prayer was one which was taught him by a 
faithful Christian mother. It is the prayer that has pushed 
back the horizon of time and sense to the very borders of the 
infinite and eternal—the inspiration of centuries, the key to 
life’s mysteries, the passport to the spiritual and heavenly. 
When he came to that sublime expression of the loving surren- 
der of the creature to the Creator there was a pause and a pe- 
culiar emphasis, “Thy will be done.“ So in his last moments, 
with the same high faith of our martyred President, he looked 
forward to the same guiding hand that had led him all the way, 
sna he passed beyond our view in loving comradeship with his 

rd. 


Our heroes of other days are being gathered home. We thank 
God for their splendid achievements, and in the precious mem- 
ory of their example we take-courage for the battles yet to win. 

Rey. Epwarp E. Hatz, the Chaplain of the Senate, offered the 
following prayer: 

Father of life, Father of love, we come to Thee. We do not 
pray for him. He prays for us in the larger life. No, Father, 
but for ourselyes, for those who loyed him best and knew him 
best, for the State which he served and for the country which he 
served, we, children of our God, are here in prayer to Thee. To 
ask that. blessing which none can give but Thee, and that 
strength which comes from Thee alone. Not as if we could teach 
each other anything, but Thou, Father, Thou canst teach us 
everything, and Thou wilt teach us if we will listen; not as if 
we had any strength of our own, but we have infinite strength 
if we trust ourselves to ‘Thee. 

So we ask for these who can not minister to him longer in 
sickness in that happy home, that Thon wilt come to them as 
only a Father can come; that Thou wilt listen to their wish and 
strengthen them in every moment of weakness; that Thou wilt 
come to them as a loving father to his children. 

And as we bear this body to the State which he loved and 
which he served, Father, we pray that Thou wilt be with those 
people there who wait to bless him and to thank Thee that they 
have had such service in their days of weakness and in their 
days of strength, in their days of trial and in their days of pros- 
perity. Thou hast given to us those men who served Thee thus 
and who worked with Thee in their Father’s vineyard and to 
go about Thy present business. Be with those who mourn the 
most as Thou hast been with those who served Thee in other 


8. 

Father, for the country we pray, that as one by one these 
seryants of Thine are removed to higher service the country 
may know how to train her boys and her girls into men and 
women who shall serve Thee as the living Father; that this may 
be that happy nation whose God is the Lord. And as we return 
to so many different homes and different duties this day we 
shall not be alone; the Holy Spirit is with us to be comfort, to 
be strength, and to be blessing. 

For to-day and to-morrow and in all these new days teach 
us by the examples of courage and bravery which we have had 
for these days that are past—teach us as only Thine own 
living children can teach us—what is the worth of Thy Word 
and of Thy perfect Law. Give to us more of faith, Father, that 
we may see Thee as the pure in heart see Thee, that we may 
enter into that service which is perfect freedom. Give us more 
knowledge of this world which is before us and a keener sense 
of that larger life to which Thou hast been pleased to call him 
in Thy perfect mercy. Give us more of Hope. 

And for this we pray also, that we may all bear our brother’s 
burdens and so fulfill the whole law of Christ; that we may live 
in the common life; that we may serve in the common strength, 
each for all and all for each. 

Not in vain for us are the examples of Thy children who have 
served Thee bravely and well; not in vain for us are this Gospel 
and the words which have come down to us century after cen- 
tury and generation after generation, if only we consecrate 
ourselves anew to Thy service. If only even at the moment of 
death and at the open grave we determine here and now and 
to-day that we will serve the living God, that we will walk in 
Thy pathway, and that Thy law shall be our law. 

Hear us, answer us, and bless us, in Him who is the resur- 
rection and the life, with that blessing which is for ever and 
ever. 

Join me all, audibly, in the Lord’s prayer. 

Our Father who art in Heaven, hallowed be Thy name; Thy 
kingdom come, Thy will be done, on earth as it is done in 
Heaven. Give us this day our daily bread. Forgive us our 
trespasses as we forgive those who trespass against us. And 
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lead us not into temptation, but deliver us from evil; for Thine 
is the kingdom, and the power, and the glory, forever. Amen. 

So may the very peace of God which passeth all understand- 
ing go with us and bless us. So may the Lord Jesus Christ, 
who is our resurrection and our life, show to us this heavenly 
Word, yes, and this present Holy Spirit. He is the Comforter; 
He is the only comforter. May he go with us always. Amen. 

The family of the deceased Senator and the invited guests 
having retired from the Senate Chamber, 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 
30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, March 
13, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 10, 1905. 
SOLICITOR OF THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 


Edwin Walter Sims, of Illinois, to be solicitor of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor, vice William Miller Collier, re- 
signed. 

This nomination is to be substituted for the nomination of Mr. 
Sims which was sent to the Senate on the 6th instant. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Edward Whitson, of Washington, to be United States district 
judge for the eastern district of Washington. An original ap- 
pointment under the provisions of the act approved March 2, 
1905, entitled “An act to divide Washington into two judicial 
districts.” 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Col. Allen Smith, Sixth Cavalry, to be placed on the retired 
list of the Army with the rank of brigadier-general from the 
date on which he shall be retired from active service. 


Cavalry Arm. 
Second Lieut. William C. Gardenhire, Fifteenth Cavalry, to 
be first lieutenant, with rank from March 6, 1905, vice Pershing, 
Fourth Cavalry, promoted. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Second Lieut. James J. Meade to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps, from the 24th day of May, 1904, vice Second 
Lieut. Raymond W. Dikeman, resigned, before qualifying for 
promotion. 

Second Lieut. Charles J. E. Guggenheim to be a first lieuten- 
ant in the Marine Corps, from the 4th day of June, 1904, vice 
Benjamin B. Woog, promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Carpenters William E. Powell, McCall Pate, and Thomas W. 
Richards to be chief carpenters in the Navy, from the 12th day 
of December, 1904, upon the completion of six years’ service, in 
accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress approved 
April 27, 1904. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Erecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 10, 1905. 
CONSULS. 


Robert Brent Mosher, of the District of Columbia, to be consul 
of the United States at Collingwood, Ontario, Canada. 

Hunter Sharp, of North Carolina, to be consul of the United 
States at Kobé, Japan. 

Robert S. Chilton, jr., of the District of Columbia, to be consul 
of the United States at Toronto, Ontario, Canada. 

George B. Anderson, of the District of Columbia, now consul 
at Guadeloupe, to be consul of the United States at Antigua, 
West Indies. 

SECRETARIES OF EMBASSY. 


John Ridgley Carter, of Maryland, now second secretary of 
the embassy, to be secretary of the embassy of the United States 
at London, England. 

Craig W. Wadsworth, of New York, now third secretary of the 
embassy, to be second secretary of the embassy of the United 
States at London, England. 

Lewis Einstein, of New York, now third secretary of the em- 
bassy at Paris, to be third secretary of the embassy of the 
United States at London, England. 

William Blumenthal, of New York, now secretary of the lega- 
tion at Lisbon, to be third secretary of the embassy of the 
United States at Paris, France. 


SECRETARIES OF LEGATION. 


Thomas Ewing Moore, of the District of Columbia, now con- 
sul at Weimar, to be secretary of legation and consul-general of 
the United States to Roumania and Servia. 

William Phillips, of Massachusetts, to be second secretary of 
the legation of the United States at Peking, China. 

Henry P. Fletcher, of Pennsylyania, now second secretary of 
the legation at Peking, to be secretary of the legation of the 
United States at Lisbon, Portugal. 

Charles S. Wilson, of Maine, now secretary of legation to 
Greece, Roumania, and Servia, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States to Greece and Montenegro and of the diplo- 
matic agency in Bulgaria, with residence at Athens. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) Samuel B. Thomas to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 1st day of January, 1905. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Clark H. Woodward to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 28th day of December, 1904. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Jerome Martin, of New Mexico, to be register of the land 
office at Las Cruces, N. Mex. 


SENATE. 


Monpay, March 13, 1908. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Friday last. 

Mr. KEAN. I ask unanimous consent that the further read- 
ing of the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the Journal be read, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.. There is objection. The Journal 
will be read. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 
Journal, and it was approved. 

[Several messages in writing from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the Senate by Mr. B. F. Barnes, 
one of his secretaries, ] 

CONSTITUTION OF THE DOMINICAN REPUBLIC. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I hold in my hand a transla- 
tion into the English from the Spanish text of the constitution 
of the Dominican Republic promulgated on the 12th of June, 
1896, and again put in force May 21, 1903. It was translated 
in the Bureau of American Republics by Mr. Rodriguez, a very 
able Spanish scholar and a very fine law writer, too. I move 
that it be printed as a document for the use of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 

On motion of Mr. Cuttom, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet at 11 
o'clock to-morrow morning. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After three hours and 
fifty-two minutes spent in executive session the doors were re- 
opened, and (at 4 o’clock p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
to-morrow, Tuesday, March 14, 1905, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 18, 1905. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Joseph Cross, of New Jersey, to be United States district 
judge for the district of New Jersey. An original appointment 
under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1905, entitled 
“An act to provide for an additional judge of the district court 
of the United States for the district of New Jersey.” 

APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 

Kenneth McAlpine to be a lieutenant in the Navy from the 3d 
day of March, 1905, to take rank as No. 1 on the list of lieuten- 
ants, and to be an additional number in grade, in accordance 
with the provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 
1905, entitled “An act to reinstate Kenneth McAlpine as a lieu- 
tenant in the Navy.” 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Pay Inspector Mitchell C. McDonald to be a pay director in 
the Navy from the 10th day of March, 1905 (subject to the ex- 
aminations required by law), vice Pay Director Henry T. B. 
Harris, retired. 
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Paymaster Henry E. Jewett to be a pay inspector in the Navy 
from the 10th day of March, 1905 (subject to the examinations 
required by law), vice Pay Inspector Mitchell C. McDonald, pro- 
moted. 

P. A. Paymaster Edward E. Goodhue to be a paymaster in the 
Navy from the 10th day of March, 1905 (subject to the exami- 
nations required by law), vice Paymaster Henry E. Jewett, pro- 
moted. 

Assistant Paymaster Edwards S. Stalnaker to be a passed 
assistant paymaster in the Navy from the 10th day of March, 
1905 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice P. A. 
Paymaster Edward E. Goodhue, promoted. 

James G. Field, a surgeon in the Navy not in the line of pro- 
motion, to be a surgeon in the Navy in the line of promotion 
from the 3d day of March, 1905, to take rank next after Surg. 
Eugene P. Stone and to be an additional number in grade, in 
accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress. approved 
March 3, 1905, entitled “An act restoring James G. Field, naval 
surgeon, to the line of promotion.” 

‘Carpenter Alonzo Burke to be a chief carpenter in the Navy 
from the 12th day of December, 1904, upon the completion of 
six years’ service, in accordance with the provisions of an act 
of Congress approved April 27, 1904. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

Lieut. Col. Littleton W. T. Waller to be a colonel in the Ma- 
rine Corps from the 11th day of March, 1905, vice Col. Henry 
©. Cochrane, retired. 

Second Lieut. William A. McNeil to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the Iith day of March, 1905, vice First 
Lieut. Harry R. Lay, promoted. ; 

POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA, 

Arthur M. Free to be postmaster at Mountain View, in the 
county of Santa Clara and State of California, in place of 
George G. Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
20, 1904. 

Flora B. Reynolds to be postmaster at Mill Valley, in the 
county of Marin and State of California, in place of Louise C. 
Tyler, removed. 

IOWA. 

George A. Poff to be postmaster at What Cheer, in the county 
of Keokuk and State of Iowa, in place of Irvin Ogden. Incum- 
bent's commission expired March 1, 1905. 


MINNESOTA. 

Charles G. Spaulding to be postmaster at Mapleton, in the 
county of Blue Earth and State of Minnesota, in place of 
ae aw Spaulding. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 

y 2 

Robert S. Tucker to be postmaster at Lake Benton, in the 
county of Lincoln and State of Minnesota, in place of Robert 
S. Tucker. Incumbent's commission expired February 22, 1905. 

MISSOURI. 
Henry L. Eads to be postmaster at Pattonsburg, in the county 


of Daviess and State of Missouri, in place of Henry L. Eads. 


Incumbent’s commission expired February 22, 1905. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


John B. Dickey to be postmaster at Mars, in the county of |. 


Butler and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Andrew C. Zieg- 
ler, removed. 


Perry A. Sandborn to be postmaster at North East, in the 


county of Erie and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Perry A. 


Sandborn. Incumbent's commission expired December 20, 1903. 


WASHINGTON. 

George E. Hartson to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in the 
county of Skagit and State of Washington, in place of George 
E. Hartson. Incumbent's commission expired December 20, 1904. 

WISCONSIN. 3 

Christian. A. Hansen to be postmaster at Stoughton, in the 
county of Dane and State of Wisconsin, in place of Christian A. 
Hansen. Incumbent’s commission expired March 1, 1905. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Beoostive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 13, 1905. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 

‘Alexander M. Thackara, of Pennsylvania, now consul at 
Havre, to be consul-general of the United States at Berlin, Ger- 
many. 

3 FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 

Frank H. Hitchcock, of Massachusetts, to be First Assistant 
Postmaster-General. 

CONSUL. 


Jerome A. Quay, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
States at Florence, Italy, 


SENATE. 


:TUESDAY, March lj, 1905. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m, 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 


proved. i 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senátor from New Hampshire 
2 the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the 
ro 

The Secretary called the roll and the following Senators an- 
$wered to their names: 


Alger Gee. Fulton Morgan 
Allison Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Nelson 
Ankeny : Gorman Nixon 
Bacon Culberson Hale Perkins 
Balley Cullom Hansbrough Piles 
Berry lek Hemenway Rayner 
Bulkeley Dubois Heyburn Simmons 
Burkett Elkins Cean 3 
G Flint. McCreary one 
Burrows Foraker McCumber Sutherland 
Carter Foster Money Teller 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-four Senators haying an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOMu. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After six hours and five 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened and 
(at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
to-morrow, Wednesday, March 15, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. _ 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March IJ, 1905. 
SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. 
George Barclay Rives, of New Jersey, now second 


secretary 
of the embassy at Vienna, to be secretary of the embassy of the 
United States at Vienna, Austria, yice Chandler Hale, resigned. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Francis M. Wright, of Illinois, now serving as judge of the 
Court of Claims, to be United States district judge for the east- 
ern district of Illinois. 


JUDGE OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Fenton W. Booth, of Illinois, to be judge of the Court of 
Claims, vice Francis M. Wright, nominated to be United States 
‘istrict judge for the eastern district of Illinois. 


COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Louis P. Summers, of Virginia, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the sixth district of- Virginia, to succeed Park 
Agnew, resigned. 

Clarence L. Hobart, of Washington, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Alaska, in the Territory of Alaska, to 
succeed David H. Jarvis, resigned. 


PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


First Lieut. Thomas Mason to be a captain on the “ permanent 
waiting orders“ list of the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, in accordance with the act of Congress approved Feb- 
ruary 25, 1905. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Samuel J. Call, of California, to be a surgeon, with the rank, 
pay, and allowance of a first lieutenant, in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service of the United States, in accordance with the act of Con- 
gress approved March 3, 1905. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
General officers. 

Col. Alfred C. “Girard, assistant-surgeon-general, to be briga- 
hape arii vice Moore, to be retired from active service April 

Lieut. Col. William H. Beck, Third Cavalry, to be brigadier- 
general, vice Girard, to be retired from active service. 

Lieut. Col. Frank U. Robinson, Thirteenth Cavairy, to be brig- 
adier-general, vice Beck; to be retired from active service. 

Lieut. Col. Frank Taylor, Nineteenth Infantry, to be brigadier- 
general, vice Robinson, to be retired from active service. 
` Lieut. Col. Samuel W. Fountain, Fourth Cavalry, to be briga- 
dier-general, vice Taylor, to be retired from active service, 
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Lieut, Col. Edward Davis (Artillery Corps), military secre- 


tary, to be brigadier-general, vice Fountain, to be retired from 
active service. 

Lieut. Col. Charles W. Hobbs, Artillery Corps, to be brigadier- 
general, vice Davis, to be retired from active service. 

Maj. John L. Bullis, paymaster, to be brigadier-general, vice 
Hobbs, to be retired from active service. 

Col. James A. Buchanan, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be briga- 
dier-general, yice Bullis, to be retired from active service. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Pay Inspector Eustace B. Rogers to be a pay director in the 
Navy, from the 13th day of March, 1905 (subject to the examina- 
tions required by law), vice Pay Director Ichabod G. Hobbs, 
retired. 

Paymaster Frank T. Arms to be a pay inspector in the Navy, 
from the 13th day of March, 1905 (subject to the examinations 
required by law), vice Pay Inspector Eustace B. Rogers, pro- 
moted. 

P. A. Paymaster William R. Bowne to be a paymaster in 
the Navy, from the 13th day of March, 1905 (subject to the ex- 
aminations required by law), vice Paymaster Frank T. Arms, 
promoted. 

Asst. Paymaster Chester G. Mayo to be a passed assistant pay- 
niaster in the Navy, from the 13th day of March, 1905 (subject 
to the examinations required by law), vice P. A. Paymaster Wil- 
liam R. Bowne, promoted. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE CORPS, 


To be second lieutenants in the Marine Corps from the 10th day 
of March, 1905. 


Edward W. Sturdevant, jr., a citizen of Pennsylvania; 
Andrew B. Drum, a citizen of Virginia; 
Victor I. Morrison, a citizen of New York; 

8 E. Shearer, a noncommissioned officer of the Marine 
Ward Ellis, a citizen of Kansas; 
Harry G. Barlett, a citizen of Maryland; 
Charles A. Lutz, a citizen of Illinois ; 
Calhoun Ancrum, a citizen of South Carolina; 
David M. Randall, a citizen of Kansas; 
Holland M. Smith, a citizen of Alabama ; 
John R. Henley, a citizen of Georgia: 
Ralph S. Keyser, a citizen of Virginia; 
John D. Nevin, a citizen of Pennsylvania ; 
Henry S. Green, a citizen of New Jersey; 
Valentine V. Sweeney, a citizen of New York; 
Ralph L. Shepard, a citizen of Massachusetts. 


and 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 14, 1905. 
TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 

= Seni H. Treat, of New York, to be Treasurer of the United 

es. 

SOLICITOR OF THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 

Edwin Walter Sims, of Illinois, to be Solicitor of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor. 
DISTRICT JUDGES. 


Alston G. Dayton, of West Virginia, to be United States dis- 
trict judge for the northern district of West Virginia. 
Edward Whitson, of Washington, to be United States district 
judge for the eastern district of Washington. ‘ 
CONSULS-GENERAL. 


T. St. John Gaffney, of New York, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Dresden, Saxony. 

George W. Roosevelt, of Pennsylvania, now consul there, to 
be consul-general of the United States at Brussels, Belgium. 

CONSUL. 

John W. O'Hara, of Indiana, to be consul of the United States 

at Montevideo, Uruguay. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Charles W. Anderson, of New York, to be collector of internal 

revenue for the second district of New York. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 


Peter Josof Osterhaus, formerly a major-general of volunteers 
during the civil war, to be a brigadier-general on the retired list. 


APPOINTMENTS IN PORTO RICO PROVISIONAL REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be second licutenants with rank from March 8, 1905. 
Henry C. Rexach, of Porto Rico. 
Pedro Juan Parra, of Porto Rico, 
Eduardo Iriarte, of Porto Rico. 
Teofilo Marxuach, of Porto Rico. 
Eugenio Carlos de Hostos, of Porto Rico, 
Louis S. Emmanuelli, of Porto Rico. 
Pascual LOD of Porto Rico. 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry arm. 


First Lieut. Ward B. Pershing, Fourth Cavalry, to be captain 
with rank from March 6, 1905. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Second Lieut. James J. Meade to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps, from the 24th day of May, 1904. 

Second Lieut. Charles J. E. Guggenheim to be a first lieuten- 
ant in the Marine Corps, from the 4th day of June, 1904. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Carpenters William E. Powell, McCall Pate, and Thomas 
W. Richards to be chief carpenters in the Navy from the 12th 
day of December, 1904, upon the completion of six years’ 
service, in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress, 
approved April 27, 1904. 


SENATE. 


Wevnespay, March 15, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. TELLER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


AFFAIRS IN SANTO DOMINGO. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I send to the desk a resolution, 
and ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado offers 
a resolution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, 8 the Secretary of State is hereby directed to send to 
the Senate, for use in executive sessions, copies of the Instructions 
ad to Commodore Dillingham and Dawson, or either of them, 
regarding Dominican affa and coples 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President 

Mr. TELLER. Let the resolution be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is being read for the 
information of the Senate. 

Mr. KEAN. It seems to be business for the Senate to con- 
sider in executive session. 

Mr. TELLER. It does not refer to the executive session ex- 
cept for use, and I insist that it shall be read. 

Mr. CULLOM. Well, Mr. President 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator can not deprive me of the right 
to have it read. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know; the Senator might. 
es TELLER. He will not, unless it is by a vote of the 

ate. 

Mr: GALLINGER. The doors can be closed on the request of 
two Senators. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senate can do some things in spite of 
the wish of one Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator may object to the consideration 
of the resolution, but he can not object to its being read. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know that I wish to object either to 
its consideration or its reading, but the Senator seems to be 
very vigorous in his declarations, as though we have no right 
to say anything about it at all. 

Mr. TELLER. I do deny the right of a Senator to interrupt 
the reading of the resolution. 

Mr. CULLOM. A Senator has a right to interrupt the read- 
ing for the purpose of ascertaining what it is about. It seemed 
to be a paper that pertains to executive session, and if it is I 
submit to the Senator himself whether it ought not to be read 
and considered in executive session. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have no hesitation in saying 
that it is a proper resolution for the open session. 

Mr. CULLOM. The resolution may be read. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Secretary to read it from the begin- 


ning. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the reso- 
lution will be read. 
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The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State is hereby directed to send to 
the Senate, for use in executive sessions, copies of the instructions given 
to Commodore Dillingham and Minister wson, or either of em, 
8 Dominican affairs, and copies of all correspondence and tele- 
grams re oe to Dominican affairs, or reatie to any Peon agree- 
ment, protocol, or treaty between the United States and San Domingo, 
from July 1, 1904, to the Ist of March, 1905. - 

Mr. CULLOM. I object to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the resolution will 
lie over. : 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say that I recognize the right of the 
Senator to object, but that this is the place, in open Senate and 
not in secret executive session, for the introduction of resolu- 
tions of this character. Then they go on the files with the 
public documents of the country, and there is a record kept of 
them. When the Secretary of State, or rather the President, 
sends here the report, he has a right to say to us, “I desire to 
have this considered as a secret matter,” and then the Senate 
will, as a matter of course, so consider it. 

Mr. President, the information I call for is not in the secret 
archives of the Government. Every citizen of the United States, 
so far as I know, has a right to walk in the Department and 
look at the papers. I know that every Senator and Member of 
the other House has a right to go and look at them. I have a 
right to ask for a copy of them for my own use if I choose. 

I wish to say that I take this course for the purpose of pre- 
serving the traditions and usages of the Senate in obtaining 
information from the Executive Departments. I recognize the 
right of the Senator to object; and the resolution must lie over 
one day, as objection is made to its present consideration. 


AMERICAN NATIONAL INSTITUTE AT PARIS, FRANCE. 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for 
leave to introduce a bill and have it read twice and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. It is the bill touching the 
American National Institute at Paris. It passed the Senate and 
was reported favorably in the House, but was not considered in 
that body. The city of Paris has made a gift of a fine site, 
costing $100,000, and I simply desire that the bill may be intro- 
duced and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations so 
they may know there that the matter is still alive. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not desire to object, but I wish to ask 
the Senator from Maine why he requests unanimous consent to 
introduce a matter of this kind? 

Mr. FRYE. Because it has not been called in regular order. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill will be 
introduced. 

Mr. FRYE. In connection with it I present certain papers, 
to be referred with the bill to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions and printed. 

The bill (S. 1) to incorporate the American National Institute 
(Prix de Paris) at Paris, France, was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, which were ordered to be 
printed, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In this connection the Chair lays 
before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of State, transmit- 
ting certain information relative to the incorporation of the 
American National Institute at Paris, France. 

Mr. FRYE. It should be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

REPORT ON BEEF INDUSTRY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, requesting 
that the Senate authorize the reprint, for the use of his De- 
partment, of 5,000 copies of the report of the Commissioner of 
Corporations on the Beef Industry; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

PROHIBITION IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I present a brief state- 
ment giving reasons why the prohibition of the liquor traffic 
should continue to be the policy in the Indian Territory after 
the inauguration of statehood. I move that the statement be 
printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
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consideration of executive business. After five hours anā 
twelve minutes spent in executive session the doors were re- 
opened, and (at 5 o’clock and 22 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, March 16, 1905, at 12 
o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 15, 1905. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


David J. Hill, of New York, now envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary to Switzerland, to be envoy extraor- 
dinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to 
the Netherlands and Luxemburg, vice Stanford Newel, resigned. 

This nomination is to replace the nomination of Mr. Hill, 
which was confirmed by the Senate on the Sth instant. 

SECRETARIES OF LEGATIONS. 

Nelson O’Shaughnessy, of New York, now secretary of the 
legation at Copenhagen, to be third secretary of the embassy 
of the United States at Berlin, Germany, vice Francis G. Lan- 
3 nominated to be second secretary of the embassy at 

enna. 

Francis G. Landon, of New York, now third secretary of the 
embassy at Berlin, to be second secretary of the embassy of 
the United States at Vienna, Austria, vice George Barclay 
Rives, nominated to be secretary of the embassy at Vienna. 


CONSULS. 


Jesse B. Jackson, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States 
at Alexandretta, Turkey, vice William Ross Davis, resigned. 

Hiram J. Dunlap, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States 
at Cologne, Germany, vice Charles E. Barnes, resigned. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Clarence L. Hobart, of Alaska, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Alaska, in the Territory of Alaska, to succeed 
David H. Jarvis, resigned. This nomination to take the place 
of that of March 14, 1905, wherein Mr. Hobart’s residence was 
given as Washington. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. s 

John W. Dunkle, of Pennsylvania, to be United States attorney 
for the western district of Pennsylvania, vice James S. Young, 
1 7 5 resignation has been accepted to take effect March 17, 

: ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 


John H. Campbell, of Arizona, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Arizona. An original appoint- 
ment under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1905, 
entitled “An act to provide for an additional associate justice of 
the supreme court of the Territory of Arizona, and for other 
purposes.” 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry Arm. 

Second Lieut. James L. Craig, Twenty-ninth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from December 31, 1904, vice Macnab, Second 
Infantry, promoted. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Gunner Clifford H. Sheldon to be a chief gunner in the Navy 
from the 27th day of April, 1904, having completed six years’ 
service, in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
approved April 27, 1904. 

FOURTH ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 

Peter V. DeGraw, of the District of Columbia, to be Fourth 

Assistant Postmaster-General. 
POSTMASTERS. 
ILLINOIS. 

E. N. Carter to be postmaster at Oakland, in the county of 
Coles and State of Illinois, in place of Lenny C. Gilbert, resigned. 
IOWA. 

Harry D. Clinton to be postmaster at Russell, in the county of 
3 and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential January 
1, 

LOUISIANA. 


Arthur A. Boudreaux to be postmaster at Thibodaux, in the 
county of La Fourche and State of Louisiana, in place of Euphe- 
mie Aucoin. Incumbent’s commission expired February 4, 1905. 

NEVADA. 

James A. McDonald to be postmaster at Wadsworth, in the 
county of Washoe and State of Nevada, in place of Nicholas 
A. Hummel, removed. : 
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OHIO. 

O. W. Dawson to be postmaster at New Richmond, in the 
county of Clermont and State of Ohio, in place of Frank F. 
Talley, removed. 

John A. Kneisly to be postmaster at Osborn, in the county of 
Greene and State of Ohio, in place of David M. McConnell. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1903. 

Sidney J. Winney to be postmaster at Ohio City, in the county 
of Van Wert and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1904. : 

PENNSYLVANIA, 


Frank A. Springer to be postmaster at Belle Vernon, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Edgar 
J. Corwin. Incumbent's commission expired February 8, 1905. 

VIRGINIA, 

Albert A. Evans to be postmaster at Mount Jackson, in the 

county of Shenandoah and State of Virginia. Office became 
January 1, 1905. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 15, 1905. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
David J. Hill to be envoy extraordinary and minister pleni- 

potentiary to the Netherlands and Luxemburg. 
; CONSUL. i 

Arthur J. Clare, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of 

the United States at Barbados, West Indies. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Lawrence Bailliere, of Maryland, to be collector of customs 

for the district of Annapolis, in the State of Maryland. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
General officers. 

Col. Alfred C. Girard, assistant surgeon-general, to be briga- 


dier-general. 

Lieut. Col. William H. Beck, Third Cavalry, to be brigadier- 
general, 

Lieut. Col. Frank U..Robinson, Thirteenth Cavalry, to be 
brigadier-general. 

Lieut.. Col. Frank Taylor, Nineteenth Infantry, to be briga- 
dier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Samuel W. Fountain, Fourth Cavalry, to be briga- 
dier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Edward ORDE (Artillery Corps), military secre- 

, to be brigadier-gen 

A Col. Charles W. Hobbs, Artillery Corps, to be brigadier- 


eral. 
Eo Maj. John L. Bullis, paymaster, to be brigadier-general. 

Col. James A. Buchanan, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be briga- 
dier-general. 

Col. Allen Smith, Sixth Cavalry, to be placed on the retired 
list of the Army with the rank of brigadier-general from the 
date on which he shall be retired from active service. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 

Kenneth McAlpine to be a lieutenant in the Navy from the 3d 
day of March, 1905, to take rank as number one on the list of 
lieutenants, and to be an additional number in grade, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of an act of Congress approved March 


1905. 

James G. Field, a surgeon in the Navy not in the line of pro- 
motion, to be a surgeon in the Navy in the line of promotion, 
from the 8d day of March, 1905, to take rank next after 
Surg. Eugene P. Stone and to be an additional number in grade, 
in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress, ap- 
proved March 3, 1905, 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Col. Littleton W. T. Waller to be a colonel in the Marine 
Corps from the 11th day of March, 1905. 

Second Lieut. William A. McNeil to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 11th day of March, 1905. 

Pay Inspector Mitchell C. McDonald to be a pay director in the 
Navy from the 10th day of March, 1905. 

Paymaster Henry E. Jewett to be pay inspector in the Navy 
from the 10th day of March, 1905. 

P. A. Paymaster Edward E. Goodhue to be a paymaster in 
the Navy from the 10th day of March, 1905. 

Asst. Paymaster Edwards S. Stalnaker to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy from the 10th day of March, 1905. 

i ter Alonzo Burke to be a chief carpenter in the Navy 
from the 12th day of December, 1904, upon the completion of 
six years’ service, in accordance with the provisions of an act 
of Congress approved April 27, 1904, 


SENATE. 
Tuurspay, March 16, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp N. HALE. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 

AFFAIRS IN SANTO DOMINGO. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, yesterday, as the Journal shows, 
I introduced a resolution of inquiry. I wish to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations whether he has any 
objection to considering that resolution now? 

Mr. CULLOM. I think I would prefer that the Senator should 
withhold it. 

Mr. TELLER. I am not disposed to withhold it if I can avoid 
doing so, because I think we ought to have the information 
called for by the resolution before we act upon the treaty. If 
the treaty is to be acted upon at this session, then I think we 
— So haye the information. If not, of course then it is im- 
material. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator will have an opportunity to press 
the resolution after to-day, if he desires to do so. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; but if we should be called upon to vote 
on io treaty this week we would have to vote without the infor- 
mation. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not think there is much information to 
be added to what we already have. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator objects to the resolution I 
shall not press it this morning, but I wish it to retain its place 
so that I can call it up to-morrow. I do not wish to have the 
resolution lose its place. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to that course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the ta- 
ble, and it will be laid before the Senate to-morrow in regular 
order. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business, After five hours and thirty- 
three minutes spent in executive session the doors were re- 
opened, and (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate ad- 
88 until to-morrow, Friday, March 17, 1905, at 12 o'clock 
meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 16, 1905. 
SECRETAKY OF EMBASSY. . 


George Barclay Rives, of New Jersey, now second secretary 
of the embassy at Vienna, to be secretary of the embassy of the 
United States at Vienna, Austria. 

SECRETARIES OF LEGATION. 


Paul Grand d'Hauteville, of Rhode Island, to be secretary of 
the legation of the United States at Berne, Switzerland. 

Roger Sherman Gates Boutell, of Illinois, now secretary of le- 
gation at Berne, to be secretary of the legation of the United 
States at The Hague, Netherlands. 

John W. Garrett, of Maryland, now secretary of legation at 
The Hague, to be third secretary of the embassy of the United 
States at St. Petersburg, Russia. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Samuel J. Call, of California, to be a surgeon, with the rank, 
pay, and allowance of a first lieutenant, in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service of the United States. ? 

PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 

First Lieut. Thomas Mason to be a captain on the “ per- 
manent waiting orders” list of the Revenue-Cutter Service of 
the United States, in accordance with the act of Congress ap- 
proved February 25, 1905. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE CORPS, 
To be second lieutenants. 

Edward W. Sturdevant, jr., a citizen of Pennsylvania; 

Andrew B. Drum, a citizen of Virginia ; 

Victor I. Morrison, a citizen of New York; 

Maurice E. Shearer, a noncommissioned officer of the Marine 


Corps; 
Ward Ellis, a citizen of Kansas; 
Harry G. Bartlett, a citizen of Maryland; 
Charles A. Lutz, a citizen of Illinois; 
Calhoun Ancrum, a citizen of South Carolina; 
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David M. Randall, a citizen of Kansas; 

Holland M. Smith, a citizen of Alabama; 

John R. Henley, a citizen of Georgia ; 

Ralph S. Keysef, a citizen of Virginia ; 

John D. Nevin, a citizen of Pennsylvania; 

Henry S. Green, a citizen of New Jersey; 
Valentine V. Sweeney, a citizen of New York; and 
Ralph L. Shepard, a citizen of Massachusetts. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Pay Inspector Eustace B. Rogers to be a pay director in the 
Navy, from the 13th day of March, 1905. 

Paymaster Frank T. Arms to be a pay inspector in the Navy, 
from the 13th day of March, 1905. 

P. A. Paymaster William R. Bowne to be a paymaster in the 
Navy, from the 13th day of March, 1905. 

Asst. Paymaster Chester G. Mayo to be a passed assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 13th day of March, 1905. 


POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 

Arthur M. Free to be postmaster at Mountain View, in the 
county of Santa Clara and State of California. 

Flora B. Reynolds to be postmaster at Mill Valley, in the 
county of Marin and State of California. 

ILLINOIS. 

E. N. Carter to be postmaster at Oakland, in the county of 

Coles and State of Illinois. 
Iowa. 

Harry D. Clinton to be postmaster at Russell, in the county 
of Lucas and State of Iowa. 

George A. Poff to be postmaster at What Cheer, in the county 
of Keokuk and State of Iowa. 


NEVADA. 


James A. McDonald to be postmaster at Wadsworth, in the 
county of Washoe and State of Nevada. š 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
John B. Dickey to be postmaster at Mars, in the county of 
Butler and State of Pennsylvania. 
Frank A. Springer to be postmaster at Belle Vernon, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania. 
WASHINGTON. 
George E. Hartson to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in the 
county of Skagit and State of Washington. 


EXTRADITION TREATY WITH NICARAGUA. 


The injunction of secrecy was removed March 16, 1905, from 
a tregty between the United States and Nicaragua for the ex- 
tradition of criminals, signed at Washington on March 1, 1905. 


SENATE. 


Frmway, March 17, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD E. HALE, 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege; and ask that the paper which I send to the desk may 

read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama rises to 
a question of personal privilege, and asks that the paper which 
he sends to the Secretary’s desk may be read. Without objec- 
tion, it will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


MORGAN SEES A PLOT—-SENATOR ACCUSES CROMWELL OF COMPLICITY 
IN TREATY—TELLS OF DOMINICAN AFFAIRS—-ALABAMAN SURPRISES 
THE SENATE IN THE COURSE OF A LONG SPEECH BY DETAILING AN 
ALLEGED SCHEME BY THE LAWYER WHO NEGOTIATED THE CANAL SALE 
TO SECURE VALUABLE CONCESSIONS IN REPUBLIC, 


Senator Morcan, of Alabama, held the floor of the Senate all of 
3 He told of what the Democrats declare to be a sensa- 
ional plot engineered by William Nelson Cromwell, of New York, to 
drag the United States into Santo Domingo affairs. Republican - 
ators were inclined to pooh-pooh the rage as a bugaboo, although sey- 
eral of them said there was enough in it, Spperently, to warrant an 
investigation before 5 any further the pending treaty. 

Mr. MorGan spoke for four hours, most of the time extemporaneously. 
He laid before the Senate a number of documents sus ng his con- 
tention that William Nelson Cromwell was the mainspring of the 
whole Santo Domingo situation. He bitterly denounced Mr. mwell 
as the man who has instigated the trouble at Panama for the purpose 
of selling the New Panama Company to the United Sta and 
declared that he was now at work endeavoring to drag the United 


States into Santo Domingo for the purpose of making valuable certain 
eee which would be worthless without the guaranty of this 
country. 

The material for much of Mr. MonGan’s talk was furnished to him, 
he said, by Mrs. Reeder, a former resident of Alabama, whose maiden 
name was Rawles. She and her husband, operating under the name 
of the Reeder syndicate, were described as international speculators, 
who dabbled in the securities of Latin-American Republics, and dealt in 
concessions for railroads, power plants, and so on. 


HAD INFLUENCE WITH MORALES, 


Mrs. Reeder, described as a very bright woman, is said to accuse 
William Nelson Cromwell of originating the plan for the intervention of 
mis Unite — — 5 in 3 5 Ai 9 she — —.— 

roug naught a number of concessions whic e and her husban 
1 7 nl poms driers ya i 5 
. MORGAN allu repea y to a certain proposed “treaty” be- 
tween the United States and Santo Domingo which the Reeders had 
negotiated with President Morales. Mr. PLATT of Connecticut sug- 
ested that the Senate would be enlightened if the treaty itself should 
laid before it. Mr. MORGAN thereupon sent to the Secretary's desk 
a copy of the document, which was read. It caused laughter among 
ene Senators, who described it as a preposterous document, 
making all sorts of provisions for the protection of Santo Domingo, in- 
suring certain fat concessions for the Reeders, and giving the United 
States the short end of the arrangement. When this paper was read 
several Republican Senators described Mr. MORGAN’s exposé as a fiasco. 
Mr. Foraker took occasion to defend Mr. Cromwell, describing him as 
a man of the highest standing at the bar, without a stain upon his pro- 


fessional reputation. 
Mr. MORGAN all , at least by implication, that after the Reeders 
had obtained certain concessions from Santo Domin o, and while Mr. 
Reeder was at Santo Domingo preparing to sign others, a cablegram 
had been received by Morales from Mr. Cromwell, urging him not to 
grant the concessions, as the United States had been induced to step 
in and assume the burden of Santo Domingo’s affairs. Morales was 
assured by Mr. Cromwell, according to Senator MorGcan, that it would 
be to his advantage to deal directly with the United States, and he 
urged to invite the United States to take charge of the financial 


was 
affairs of that Republic. 
PROTECTION FROM THIS GOVERNMENT, 


Mr. Cromwell, it was said, pointed out to Morales that he would 
remain President of Santo Domingo, protected by the strong arm of 
the United States, and would receive a percentage of the customs reve- 
nues without any responsibility on his part. Senator MorGcan inti- 
mated that an investigation would prove that Mr. Cromwell had ob- 
tained concessions for nearly everything of value in the islands, as 
well as taking care of the interests of foreign bondholders by Inducing 


the United States to take charge of Santo Domingo. 
Mr. Loban was prepared to make a speech yesterday in support of 
the treaty, but was unable to get the floor. Mr. Foraker also intends 


to speak. No change in the programme is known to have occurred, as 
a result of the allegations made by Senator MORGAN, and it is still 
expected that the Senate will adjourn to-morrow without acting on the 
treaty. ‘The Senate is ready to adjourn now, but is waiting some nomi- 
Tare on the President, among them those of United States judges 
n nols, 

A popao was advanced yesterday by Mr. Foraker as a possible 
solution of the Santo Domingo business next winter, in case it is still 
desired to take charge of the country’s finances. It is said to have 
been approved by President Roosevelt. This proposition is to pass a 
joint resolution by Congress authorizing the President to take such 
steps as he sees fit in administering the finances of Santo Domingo. 
Such a resolution, requiring only a majority vote, could be passed 
without trouble over Democratic n and it is argued that the 
joint resolution annexing Hawaii to the United States is a precedent 
establishi the constitutionality of the p ings. In this case no 
treaty would be required. Serious doubts were expressed, however, by 
Senators to whom . FORAKER outlined his plan, as to its constitu- 


tionality. 
NEWLANDS RESOLUTION ADOPTED. 


The Newlands resolution was agreed to, calling upaa the President, If 
not incompatible with the pubiic interests, to send to the Senate cer- 
tain information in regard to Dominican affairs. 

Despite the fact that it is recognized that there are not enough votes 
for the ratification of the Santo Domingo treaty, there was a general 
return yesterday of Republican members who have been absent. Sena- 
tors Lobon and KITTREDGE, who have been away for a few days, were in 
peer wate and Senator LLIVER is within reach if a vote should be 
ca ‘or. 

After the reading of the Journal yesterday Mr. TELLER asked if there 
were objections to consideration of his resolution of inquiry concerning 
Santo minican affairs. Mr. CULLOM, who had arisen to move an 
executive session, said that an opportunity would be given to-day for 
the consideration of the resolution. 

“I know that,” said Mr. TELLER, but if we are called to vote on the 
rey this week, we would have to act without the information.” 

* ell, I do not believe the information we would get is worth much, 
on Said Mr. CULLOM. 

r. LER said that he did not want the resolution to lose its place, 
and it was agreed that he might call it up to-day. The Senate then, 
at 12.08, went into executive session, which lasted till 5.37 p. m., with 
a brief interim for luncheon. 


READY TO ADJOURN TO-MORROW. 


Several prominent Senators had conferences yesterday with President 
Roosevelt regarding the Santo Domingo treaty. It was the opinion 
of all of them that nothi could be accomplished by prolonsis, the 
session at this time, and it was indicated to the President that the 
Senate would be ready finally to adjourn to-morrow unless he had 
further business to bring to its attention.. 

Even yet, it is understood, no absolute a ment has been reached 
regarding tne treaty, but the disposition is simply to lay it aside with- 
out action. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the question of privilege to 
which I arise is really the privilege of the Senate of the United 
States. So far as I am personally concerned, I am not in the 
slightest degree interrupted, or offended, or distraught by any- 
thing that the paper has said which I have just had read at the 
desk. Senators here know that long ago when the Hay-Herran 
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treaty was under discussion in this body I made a speech, or 


was supposed to have made a speech, on that treaty, making cer- 
tain statements with reference to the Government of Colombia 
and its attitude toward the United States, its misfortunes, and 
the like of that. Somebody sent by telegraph to the City of Mex- 
ico a report of that speech, a false report of it, one that con- 
tained just enough of truth to carry the falsehood on its back 
and give it some credence. In two days from that time General 
Reyes, who was then minister from Colombia to Mexico, re- 
plied by telegraph to what I had been reported as saying, and it 
was printed in this same newspaper. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the newspaper? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Post. 

Mr. CULLOM. Of Washington? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. Of course it was impossible in that 
case that General Reyes could haye been informed otherwise 
than by telegraph, emanating from the Post, I assume, of 
what was alleged to have occurred in the executive session of 
the Senate, and his reply was sent by telegraph to the Post, 
and printed in two or three days after the speech which was im- 
puted to me was made. 

I at that time made an open statement in regard to the mat- 
ter, in which I dealt with some degree of asperity in respect of 
a minister of a foreign government who would willfully violate 
the rules of the Senate of the United States by telegraphing 
matter that concerned the reputation and the honor of one of 
the members of this body, and I made an intimation at that 
time that I thought the Senate of the United States ought to 
protect its membership against such outrages. But I was in a 
minority, a great minority, upon that question, and no attention 
was paid to it. 

Now, there is a repetition in the same paper of an equally 
defamatory and an equally outrageous statement in regard to 
my conduct in the Senate. Senators here know the discussion 
which took place. I need make no statement to them, no appeal 
to them at all, in respect to my attitude upon this question. 
There is not a Senator in this body, I am sure, who makes the 
slightest impeachment of anything that I have said or done in 
the discussion of this treaty. There is not one here who can 
impute to me in any respect a partisan line of conduct in the 
action I have taken or the discussions I haye made upon this 
treaty. 

Whether the statements contained in this paper are true or 
false I am not permitted to say. I will not violate the rules of 
the Senate by volunteering any statement upon that subject. 
The world can take it as true of false, just as they please. But 
they must take it upon the testimony of a newspaper that 
resorts to one of two methods to gain information, either of 
which is entirely unjust to the Senate, to the country, to our 
relations with foreign governments, and unjust to Senators per- 
sonally. Those two sources of information are, first, a Senator, 
and, secondly, some of the people who have access to rooms 
that lie near to the Senate Chamber. 

The paper which has been read appears to be well edited. 
It contains doubtless some falsehoods. It contains doubtless 
some truths. But the editor of it is a skillful man. He knows 
how to mix the lies with the truths, so as to defame the one 
and support the other. There is no question but that he is a 
scholarly man. I do not know whether it was made up by 
actual report made to him or whether it was by some process 
of wireless telegraph. That is not for me to say, nor do I 
care. I will state this—I feel authorized to state it: Efforts 
have been made here to have this debate carried on in public. 
A majority did not agree with the proposition. Efforts have 
been made to call in the Official Reporters and swear them, 
and have a stenographie report made of every word that might 
be uttered on this floor. That was not agreeable to the major- 
ity of the Senate. I do not speak of the political majority. 

Failing in these efforts, Mr. President, I am left without any 
sort of resource in any answer I could make. I can not answer 
these statements without a violation of the proprieties of the 
Senate, either to admit them or deny them. It is an unfortu- 
nate attitude for any man or body of men to occupy, who are 
here commissioned as United States Senators, that they must 
be held bound by honor to secrecy in respect to their own atti- 
tude and their own remarks upon this floor in what they bring 
forward for the good of the country, for its protection against 
lying, for its protection against undue haste in the consideration 
of a supreme law of the United States, for these treaties, when 
they are ratified, become the supreme law of the United States 
in virtue of the direct requirement or statement of the Consti- 
tution. A Senator is here bound by the rules of the Senate 
to absolute secrecy in what he has said. 

Yesterday I was kept on the floor for a long time, as Senators 
remember, by a current discussion of matters, a mere current 


discussion among Senators, and I was prevented by that from 
really completing the speech I intended to make. I had not 
left my desk, I had not more than taken my seat, when a man 
who is accustomed to being about the lobbies of the Capitol 
here, a reporter, rushed up to my desk and asked me to give him 
a statement about the great imbroglio that had been sprung, or 
something of that sort. I said to him, “ Sir, you have no right 
to ask me a word about what occurred in the Senate. You will 
get no information from me.” I repelled his advance. That 
ought to have sufficed. A man who will then do that to a Sen- 
ator ought to be expelled from that gallery and never permitted 
to take a seat there again, and his paper ought not to be per- 
mitted to be represented in that gallery. j 

Now, what am I to say? I can only say that the Post got 
this information from some corrupt source, and a papèr that 
professes to be a great paper, to enlighten the public and to 
encourage and promote public morals and public decency, has 
no right to print upon its own authority and to assert to the 
world that statements are true which must have been derived 
surreptitiously from a corrupt source. That paper knew that 
somebody had violated some of the important and obligatory 
regulations that the Senate of the United States has ever found 
it necessary to adopt in order to get that information or that 
assertion. 

Well, the man or the paper that makes it a business to go 
before the world and to utter statements in regard to the pri- 
vate affairs of individuals or of the Senate of the United States 
upon an authority that he or the newspaper knows to be corrupt, 
and to cast such a stigma, does violence to its own professions of 
virtue and decency, and is utterly false to the honor of the 
country. 

This statement in the Post puts me in conflict with certain 
private persons in the United States. I do not shrink from any 
conflict that belongs to my duties as a Senator—not at all. I 
take no shelter under privileged speech or communications, and 
a man in the Senate can not take shelter under a privileged com- 
munication when he is not allowed to speak to the world what 
he says to the Senate. I take no shelter under any aspect of 
this matter as a privileged communication, but I am con- 
fronted with a necessity which I trust the Senate will indulge 
me in trying to avail myself of the opportunity to correct. 

I have believed always, and I think the country believes, that 
there is very much connected with the transactions of Santo 
Domingo for the last few years which is entirely unknown 
and has the appearance of having been concealed. I make no 
accusations against any officer of the Government of the United 
States or anybody else in this matter, except to say that it has 
the appearance of having been concealed. That appearance has 
been placed upon the situation by the statements of newspapers, 
for Senators have not known what the facts are in full. Con- 
sidering the subject-matter that is before us for consideration 
and action, it is very necessary, in my judgment, that the best 
possible means should be employed to ascertain what are the 
specific and actual facts that surround the situation, which 
has been made particularly troublesome and vexatious by the 
assertions of the newspapers here and in Santo Domingo. 

I have therefore, Mr. President, found myself compelled to 
ask unanimous consent of the Senate for action upon a resolu- 
tion that I have drawn. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations ls instructed to 
examine into and report the facts relating to the protocol of January 
81, 1903, alleged to have been entered into between the United States, 
represented by W. F. Powell, chargé d'afaires, and the Dominican Gov- 
ernment, Be gig by Jno. Feo. Sanch ministro de relaciones ex- 

an 


teriores, the facts relating toan award based on said protocol made 
and J G. Carlisle and uel De J. 


yy George Gray, president, 0 
alvan, dated the 14th of july, 1904. 

And that said committee 1 inquire into and report the facts of the 
transaction upon which said protocol and award are based, and of the 
conduct of the persons and corporations who were connected with the 
transactions that led to the making of said protocol and award, and 
whether any fraud or oppression has been perpetrated in connection 
therewith, and by whom committed 


Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to 
suggest that we could all hear much better if the Secretary 
would read the resolution? We can not hear the reading satis- 


factorily at all. 
I shall be very glad to have the Secretary 


Mr. MORGAN. 
read it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tion. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the resolution, and read as 


follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations ts Instructed to 
examine into and report the facts relating to the protocol of January 
31, 1903, alleged to have been entered into between the United States, 

ted by W. F. Powell, chargé d and the Dominican Gov- 
th 


ernment, re ted by Jno. Feo. Sanchez, ministro de relaciones ex- 
Sea and e facts relating to an award 
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Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, it occurs to me that this sub- 
ject ought first to be considered in executive session. This is 
a part evidently of the general discussion and consideration of 
the treaty that has been before the Senate in executive session 
for a number of days—for weeks, I may say. Notwithstanding 
the villainous lot of stuff which has been written by somebody 
and printed in the Post, it occurs to me that we ought to adhere 
to our rule in considering these matters in executive session, 
unless we want to abandon executive sessions entirely. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is not one word in the resolution that 
relates to any executive business before the Senate in any 
sense. I insist on having my proposition read. I have the 
floor as a Senator. The Senator from Illinois of course has the 
majority with him, and he can take the course he suggests, if 
he wants now to dive into an executive session. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator suspend for a 
moment? 

The Chair holds that the Senator from Alabama has a right 
to have the resolution read at the desk for the information of 
the Senate. It is within the province of any Senator to object 
to its consideration. It is within the power of the Senator 
from Illinois, if he wishes to interrupt the proceedings of the 
Senate in legislative session, to move an executive session. 

Mr, CULLOM. I think that is correct, Mr. President. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was reading the paper, and I have the floor. 
Bei VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama has 

e floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask the Secretary to send the resolution 
to me and I will read it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I submit to the honorable Senator from Ala- 
bama that I sympathize with the efforts he has been making 
wie reference to the violation of the rules of the Senate, 

u —— 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
will state his question of order. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to ask the Chair whether it is not in 
order at any time, no matter who has the floor, to make the 
point that the business brought before the Senate shall be con- 
sidered in secret legislative session or in executive session. It 
is a question of order, and it is always in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. How does the Senator know what is in the 
paper before it is read? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that it is 
in order for any Senator at any time to move that the doors be 
closed, and if there is a second to the motion the doors must be 


Mr. CULLOM. As I was saying, I sympathize with the re- 
marks of the Senator pretty fully in regard to the violation of 
the rules of the Senate by a newspaper man or by any man, a 
Senator or anybody else, who should give out or pretend to give 
out such a statement as has been read here in the presence of 
the Senate this morning. But I do hope that we may have some 
ordinary business arrangement, according to the rules of the 
Senate, with reference to closing the doors or going into execu- 
tive session. I submit the subject the Senator is now begin- 
ning to discuss ought to be discussed with closed doors or in 
executive session. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Illinois kindly point 
out what part of this paper it is that he objects to? 

Mr. CULLOM. It bears on a question pertaining to a treaty 
pending before the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. That can not be shown, and as a matter of 
privilege I insist that I shall be allowed to proceed, as I haye 
the floor, and to lay the proposition before the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. According to the suggestion of the Chair, if 
the Senator proceeds, I shall claim the right to interfere and 
move an executive session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair holds that the Senator 
- from Alabama is within his rights in reading the resolution to 
the Senate. The Chair would call the attention of Senators to 
Rule XXXV: 

On a motion made and seconded to close the doors of the Senate 
on the discussion of any business which may, in the opinion of a Sena- 
tor, require secrecy, the Presiding Officer shall direct the leries to be 
cleared, and during the discussion of such motion the rs shall re- 
main closed, 

In the opinion of the Chair the Senator can not be prevented 
from reading his resolution except by proceeding under this 
rule. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not want to do that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama will 


proceed. 
Mr. MORGAN. As I was interrupted, I do not know where I 


left off the reading. I had read a few lines and I will commence 


at the beginning. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, if the resolution is to be 
read, I hope it will be read loud enough so that we can hear it. 
I do not understand that objection is made to its being read by 


the Secretary. 
I think the Senate will hear me. 


Mr. MORGAN. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. 


Mr. MORGAN (reading) : 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations is instructed to 
examine into and rt the facts relating to the protocol 
81, 1903, alleged to 


l of January 

ave been entered into between the United States, 

represented by W. F. Powell, chargé d'affaires, and the Dominican Goy- 

ernment, represented by Jno. Fco. Sanchez, ministro de relaciones ex- 

teriores, a the facts relat to an award based on said protocol, 

made by George Gray iyen and John G. Carlisle, and Manuel De 
J. Galvan, dated the i of July, 1904. 

And that said committee will inquire into and report the facts of the 
transaction upon which said protocol and award are based, and of the 
conduct of the persons and corporations who were connected with the 
transactions that led to the making of said protocol and award; and 
whether any fraud or oppression has been perpetrated in connection 
therewith, and by whom committed. 

And that said committee will ascertain and report by what authorit: 
of the United States, or of any officer or agent of the Government, 
any, said protocol and a was made, and what p ings have 
been taken and conducted by the United States, or sny officer or agent 
of the United States, to execute said protocol or to enforce said award, 
whether civil or military sede and e as to the use of the 

ower and authority of the United States in the collection of customs 
ues in ports or customs-houses of the Dominican Government; and 
what sums of money, if any, have been so collected, and by whom col- 
lected, and the disposition that has been made of such funds. 

2. That said committee further inquire and report the facts that at- 
tended the 2 of a protocol signed on 8 20, 1905, by Albert 
C. Dillingham and Thomas C. Dawscn for the United States and Juan 
Fco. Sanchez and Federico Velasquez for the Dominican Republic; and 
the orders and instructions, if any, under which said protocol was ne- 
gotiated, concluded, and signed, issued from any officer or Department of 
the United States Government. 

And that said committee ascertain and report what has been done, 
in pursuance of said protocol, or of any a ent therein contained, 
to execute or enforce same by any civil or military officer of the 
United States, in any port or place in Santo Domingo; and by what 
authority or by whose order or direction the same has been executed 
and enfor and what was done by any such person in the execution 
or enforcement thereof. 

3. That said committee is further Instructed to inquire and report 
what correspondence, if any, has taken pao between any oficer or 
Department of the Government of the United States and the Dominican 
Government or any person claiming to represent such Governmen 
since 1897, in relation to the creation of any treaty relation with 
Government king to the annexation of the possessions of such Govern- 
ment to the United States, or the lease of any of its fons to the 
United States, or to the granting of naval or coaling stations by the 
Dominican Government to the United States, or for any protectorate 
over the Dominican Government by the United States, or ony rela- 
tion to the acceptance by the United States of any trust or fiduciary 
relation toward the Dominican Government, or its tors, or any 
relation between them looking toward the adjustment of the debts of 
the Dominican Government and the administration of its revenue laws 
for the payment thereof. 

4. That in the execution of this resolution said committee, or a sub- 
committee thereof, to consist of not less than three members, shall have 
leave to sit at any place in the United States in the recess of Co 
and to summon witnesses and examine them under oath, and to 
the production of papers at any such investigation. 

5. Said committee shall have power to 8 a clerk and a a 
rapher and the Sergeant-at-Arms of the mate is required to detail 
such deputies as may be needed to assist the committee in the per- 
formance of its duties. 


I respectfully ask unanimous consent for present action on 
the resolution. 

Mr. CULLOM. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to unanimous 
consent. The resolution will be referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no appropriation whatever in the 
resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not hear the resolu- 
tion distinctly. If there is no expense 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no provision for any expense. It is 
only when an appropriation is made that a reference is required. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama is cor- 
rect. The Chair understood that the resolution involved an 
appropriation. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; it does not. It was purposely left out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then the resolution, under the 
objection, will not now be considered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask for information whether the resolu- 
tion offered by the Senator from Alabama not having been read 
by the Secretary, it would be considered as properly before the 
Senate? If not, I ask that it may be read by the Secretary and 
then go over under the objection. I do not know whether the 
mere reading by the Senator from Alabama will be deemed suffi- 
cient. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It would not be sufficient. The 
resolution should be read by the Secretary. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask that it be read and then go over. 


compel 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland asks 
that the resolution just read by the Senator from Alabama 
shall be read by the Secretary, and that it then go over. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask unanimous consent that the réading 
to which the Senate has listened may be considered as the 
reading by the Secretary. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no objection. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection; and 
the resolution will be regarded as though read by the Secretary. 


EMPLOYMENT OF MESSENGER. 


Mr. BURNHAM submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Cuban Relations be, and it is 
hereby, authorized to employ a messenger, to be paid from the contin- 
gent fund of the Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per anuum, until other- 
wise provided by law. in lieu of the assistant clerk now authorized. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—CHARLES E. CONRAD. 
On motion of Mr. CLARK of Montana, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the 
Senate the papers in the case of Charles E. Conrad, no adverse report 
having been made thereon. 

AFFAIRS IN SANTO DOMINGO. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, yesterday I called up a reso- 
lution of inquiry that I had presented, and it went over with the 
understanding that it should be called up to-day. I ask that it 
may be laid before the Senate now. It need not be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado calls 
up the resolution submitted by him on a former day. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution submitted by 
Mr. TELLER on the 15th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State is hereby directed to send to 
the Senate, for use in executive sessions, papies of the instructions given 
to Commodore Dillingham and Minister Dawson, or either of them, 
regarding Dominican affairs, and copies of all correspondence and tele- 
grams relating to Dominican affairs, or relating to any proposed agree- 
ment, protocol, or treaty between the United States and San Domingo, 
from July 1, 1904, to the Ist of March, 1905. 

Mr, TELLER. I wish to amend the resolution. The Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] has suggested to me that it is 
not in proper form, and that I should call on the President, not 
by direction but by request, instead of the Secretary of State. 
I always bow to any suggestion the Senator from Wisconsin 
makes in a matter of this kind, even when he does not con- 
vince me that he is right. Fearing that I may be wrong and 
being almost certain that he is right, I wish to strike out the 
words “Secretary of State” and insert “President,” and to 
strike out “directed” and insert “ requested.” 

Mr. President, I wish to say a word as to what I think is the 
rule. I think we direct all Cabinet officers. The Senator 
thinks there is an exception, because of the importance of the 
files relative to foreign affairs in the office of the Secretary of 
State. I can see some force in that, but my understanding is 
that we direct the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of 
the Interior, or any other Cabinet officer to lay information 
before us, and when we call upen the President we usually 
put into the resolution the phrase“ if not incompatible with the 
public interest;“ but the President is not bound at all by a 
failure to put in that phrase. If he thinks it is incompatible 
with the public interest, it is his right to so state to the Sen- 
ate, and the Senate has always bowed to such a suggestion from 
the Executive. If we call upon the head of any Department, 
and he thinks it is not proper to send the information, if he 
goes to the President and the President sustains him in the 
view that it is not proper to send it, that is the end of it. 

Mr. President, I do not expect to have this resolution passed, 
but I want to say a few words about it, and then I suppose there 
will be some disposition made of it for the remainder of the 
session. If the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] wants 
to say something about the form of the resolution I should life 
to have him say it now, and tben I shall proceed. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado, 
in whom I have the profoundest confidence and for whom I 
have the greatest respect, has alluded to the fact that I had 
privately suggested to him that I thought the resolution was 
not in accordance with the practice of the Senate and that its 
form should be changed. 

Mr. TELLER. And I have changed it accordingly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator has changed it, doubting 


whether he ought to do it or not, but putting his action upon a 
ground that is complimentary, that he does it in deference to 
my suggestion. 

Mr. TELLER. And your superior judgment. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I have no superior judgment. But I 
am anxious, Mr. President, always that the Senate shall be 
right in its attitude toward the executive department, as I am 
anxious always that the Senate shall be right in its attitude 
toward the House of Representatives, which is the other branch 
of the legislative department. 

I agree entirely with what the Senator from Colorado says: 
That we are in the habit of passing resolutions directing the 
heads of all of the Departments except—that is my own qualifi- 
cation of the statement—except the State Department—the Sec- 
retary of State—to answer interrogatories and to send to the 
Senate information indicated in such resolutions. Often I have, 
where a resolution was in the form “requested,” suggested 
that the word “ requested” be stricken out and that the word 
“directed” be substituted, but I have not known an instance 
since I haye been a member of the Senate in which the Senate 
has directed the Secretary of State to forward to the Senate 
copies of diplomatic correspondence, instructions to ministers or 
to agents appointed by the President to negotiate treaties. It 
has always been, so far as my memory goes, in form a request 
to the President to transmit if not, in his judgment, incompati- 
ble with the public interest. And there is a reason, Mr. Presi- 
dent, for this distinction in the form of directing the Department 
of State and other Departments. No one will dispute for a 
moment that the conduct of our foreign affairs is, under the 
Constitution, entirely in the hands and under the control of the 
President, and there never has been written a book upon the 
Constitution—Story, Rawle, Kent, Pomeroy—any book upon 
the subject which has not emphasized the fact, which is ap- 
parent to thoughtful men, that the conduct of our foreign rela- 
tions, instructions by the President to ministers and other diplo- 
matic agents, require and involve in the interest of the country 
more or less of secrecy. 

The State Department was created early—in 1789—and under 
the law the Secretary of State, unlike the heads of some of the 
other Departments, was not required to report to Congress. The 
law provides that he— 
shall perform and execute such duties as shall from time to time be 
enjoined on or intrusted to him by the President of the United States, 
agreeable to the Constitution, relative to correspondences, commissions, 
or instructions to or with public ministers or consuls from the United 
States, or to negotiations with public ministers from foreign states or 

rinces, or to memorials or other applications from foreign public min- 


sters or other foreigners, or to such other matters respecting foreign 
affairs— 


Entirely in the hands of the President— 


as the President of the United States shall assign to the said Depart- 
ment; and, furthermore, that the said principal officer shall conduct 
the business of the said Department in such manner as the President of 
the United States shall from time to time order or Instruct. 


The other Departments of the Government perform very many 
duties imposed primarily by Congress, dealing entirely with our 
domestic affairs, and therefore the distinction which, as I under- 
stand, has always been observed, and which I thik ought to be 
observed, between the other Departments of the Government and 
the Department of State, so far as—and I beg my friend from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to note the limitation which I indicate— 
so far as it relates to the precise matters which are embraced in 
his resolution—instructions given to and correspondence with 
diplomatic agents of the United States, ambassadors, ministers, 
Senators, if they shall be, improperly, as I think, chosen to 
negotiate treaties or other pacts with foreign governments. 

I agree with the Senator from Colorado that there are some 
records in the Department of State which are not within the 
eategory of purely Presidential, and therefore confidential, ar- 
chives—commissions, awards that have been made, matters that 
have been executed, a variety of things; we have drawn the 
distinction. But as to whether the Senate may properly 
direct the Secretary of State, who has been rightly called the. 
right hand of the President in conducting the foreign relations 
of this Government, confided by the Constitution exclu- 
sively to him—and of necessity more or less secret—to trans- 
mit information relative to them to this body, I think, on reflec- 
tion and upon examination of the precedents, my friend from 
Colorado, who has had great experience and whose fidelity in 
the execution of public duty I always cheerfully confess, will be 
disposed to agree with me. Mr. President, I made the sugges- 
tion which I did to the Senator from Colorado for the reasons I 
have stated. 

The Senator says he does not expect this resolution as 
amended to pass. For myself I certainly have no objection, as 
it has been amended, to its passage, and I have not, nor I think 
has the Senator from Colorado, the slightest thought that the 
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President of the United States will fail to send to the Senate, in 
response to this respectful and proper request, any paper which 
he thinks may, without detriment to the public interest—that is 
for him to decide—be sent to the Senate. e 

That is all I wanted to say about this matter, and I have said 
that only because the Senator referred to me as having made a 
suggestion to him. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have changed the form of 
the resolution as stated, at the suggestion of the Senator from 
Wisconsin. My own notion about it is that all resolutions, 
especially of this character, ought to be addressed to the Presi- 
dent, but for convenience of business they are addressed to the 
head of the Department having control of the subject-matter. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. TELLER. I do. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me one word 
right there, I wish to say the failure to note the distinction 
to which I wish to call attention has given rise to an attitude 
in some Departments toward the legislative branch of the 
Government which I have sometimes thought to be without 
warrant. The Cabinet is not the mere retinue of the President; 
the Cabinet, taken as a body, is not merely the official family 
of the President. We impose duties every day during the 
session of Congress by law upon Cabinet officers which it 
is beyond the power of the President by any instruction of 
his to pretermit obedience to. The Constitution recognizes 
Cabinet officers. It deals with them or characterizes them as 
“heads of Departments.” It authorizes us—and when I say 
“us” I mean Congress—to vest in them the appointment of 
inferior officers; and in the discharge of that function they 
are as independent of the order or control of the President, 
theoretically at least, as if they were entirely independent of 
the President in other respects. The statute books are full of 
duties imposed and orders made by the Congress to be exe- 
cuted by this member of the Cabinet or that member or the 
other. But I draw the line only—and my friend from Mary- 
land [Mr. Gorman], who has been here many, many years, and 
who is thoroughly familiar with the traditions of the Senate 
in this respect will, I think, agree with me—I draw the line 
purely as to the Secretary of State, so far as his functions re- 
late to diplomatic correspondence and to that domain of duty 
in which he acts under the Constitution, and can act under the 
Constitution only by order of the President, and can not act 
by order of the Congress; and I limit my suggestion to the 
Senator to that only. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not care to go into any dis- 
cussion of this question, except to say that I agree that Cabinet 
officers are not simply the official family of the President, but 
they are to perform the duties imposed upon them by law; and 
a great many duties are imposed upon them specifically. But, 
Mr. President, it is not in our power here to take away any duty 
imposed on the President of the United States by the Constitu- 
tion. So it may be said that every Cabinet officer works subor- 
dinately to the President of the United States. An appeal—by 
custom and usage at least—is allowed from the head of any De- 
partment to the President if the President sees fit to entertain it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to state to the Senator another dis- 
tinction, if he will permit me, and I will not interrupt him again. 
Diplomatic correspondence is not a unilateral matter. It em- 
braces instructions to our diplomatic agents; it embraces their 
conferences with foreign diplomatic agents, and also embraces 
the correspondence which emanates from other governments, 
which the President may be, and often is—I do not know but 
almost universally—in honor bound to maintain confidence in re- 
gard to. That establishes the rule, a rule which seems to me to 
be necessary, for foreign governments would not deal with us if 
their correspondence is to be published, and our part of the cor- 
respondence might only be explicable and be susceptible of thor- 
ough understanding if read in conjunction with the various in- 
terchanges of correspondence on the subject. 

There is nothing that I want to conceal about this business, 
but I want the Senate to be right about it and to maintain its 
traditional attitude. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it may be assumed that a Cab- 
inet officer, such as the Secretary of State or the Secretary of 
any other Department of the Government, when a matter of this 
kind comes before him, will sit down and consider whether it 
is a proper thing for him to comply with the request. It might 
be an entirely proper thing for the Secretary of State to send to 
the Senate correspondence with one nation and decline to send 
correspondence with another. If the Cabinet officer has any 
doubt about it, as I have said, it has been the practice of the 
Government from time immemorial, in my judgment, not for 


him to decline to send the information himself, but to submit 
the question to the Executive. It is no small matter for a Cab- 
inet officer to decline to honor a resolution of one House or of 
both Houses, and yet he may do that if, in the judgment of the 
President of the United States, it is incompatible with the pub- 
lic interest that the information should be sent. 

Mr. SPOONER. There are cases in which the Senate has 
agreed hitherto, as to the other Departments of the Govern- 
ment, that when directed they may give a good reason why the 
Senate ought not to insist upon the direction 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. But we have not a right to direct as to this 
diplomatic correspondence. It would place a Cabinet officer 
and also the President in an unfavorable attitude to decline, 
because he could not explain his declination without frustrat- 
ing the purpose of it; and he would be put in the attitude of 
attempting to conceal something, which he conceals only out of 
regard for the public interest. 

Mr. TELLER. If the President thinks it is incompatible with 
the public interest to make the correspondence public, he sim- 
ply says so. He does not go into an explanation why he refuses 
to send the information; at least, I have never known him to do 
so. I remember a number of instances since I have been in 
public life where the President has sent to this body a state- 
ment that he did not think it proper to send the information we 
requested; and, as the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] 
suggests to me, we have always accepted such a statement with- 
out question. We have been always wise enough not to try to 
question it. There has been some friction, of course, growing 
out of some cases, not recently, but the distinction that has been 
made, I think, has been made more because of the difference in 
the rank of the President as head of the Cabinet than anything 
else. I think it has been pretty generally conceded that no 
Cabinet officer would venture to send to us information as to 
which there is doubt as to whether or not it should be sent. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will remember that President 
Washington announced very clearly this doctrine when, in re- 
sponse to a request by the House that he communicate the in- 
structions which he had issued to commissioners who were 
authorized by Congress, he declined to do it on the ground that 
it related to foreign affairs, that it was not proper for him to 
do it, and that neither House had the right to demand it. 

Mr. TELLER. I will cut this debate short by saying that in 
this case, if the resolution had gone to Mr. Hay, and if the 
President thought it was not proper for him to make a report, 
that would have been the end of it. 

Now, Mr. President, in the expiring hours of this session—— 

Mr. CULLOM rose. 

Mr. TELLER. I am not quite through. I do not care to go 
into a discussion of anything outside, except to say that I am, 
as much as any man here, in fayor of maintaining the traditions 
of the Senate. I recognize the distinction between the Secre- 
tary of State and the other Cabinet officers, for the reason 
that he, more than any other officer, deals with questions that 
demand secrecy, and that he is connected with a Department 
of the Government which has to deal with very delicate affairs, 
So I readily accede to the suggestion of the Senator from Wis- 
consin. 

As 1 said, Mr. President, and as I think I am free to say, the 
Senate is not driven to consider this proposition in great haste. 
I did say that I did not expect this resolution to pass. I shall 
be agreeably disappointed if it does. ‘There is another resolu- 
tion somewhere else, which a newspaper says has been passed. 
It has not been passed, and it will not be passed, I suppose. 

I want to say a word about this resolution not being a ques- 
tion for consideration in executive session. The answer to the 
resolution may be such an answer as ought to be received in 
executive session. That is to be determined by the President 
of the United States, really, or nominally, perhaps, by the 
head of the Department who sends it in; but this resolution, ob- 
jected to the other morning by the Senator from Illinois 
{Mr. Curtom] on the ground that it was an executive matter, 
ought to go into the public records. For that reason the open Sen- 
ate is the proper place for its consideration. It is for the officer 
who sends the information requested to determine in the first 
instance whether it ought to be sent to us in open session, and 
it is for the Senate to determine, if it comes here in open ses- 
sion, whether it ought to be considered in open session or 
— it ought to go into the secret archives of the Govern- 
m 

We only call for what the public have been discussing. We 
call for the instructions. We are told on the one hand that there 
were no instructions to Commander Dillingham. We are told 
that our minister down there proceeded to make a treaty on his 
own account, without any instructions whatever. Possibly that 
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is so, Mr. President; but it is disputed, and disputed by some of 
the great independent newspapers of the country, disputed by 
what I call, and I think truthfully, the Republican press. The 
newspapers have been full of the discussion on this question. I 
am not going to read them. 

A question has been raised as to whether the statement made 
by the Secretary of State was a correct one. I do not hesitate 
to say that before we proceed very much further with the dis- 
cussion of this treaty we ought to know exactly what the con- 
dition was when the protocol that is in controversy, or the 
treaty, or whatever you choose to call it, was made. We ought 
to know whether the minister who was sent down there, or the 
commissioner who was sent down there, without any authority 
from anybody in the world, proceeded to make the most extraor- 
dinary treaty that has ever been made in the history of this 
Government. If some one says that that is a question for dis- 
cussion in executive session—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it is. 

Mr. TELLER. With the treaty here before us and newspaper 
controversies, I will assure the Senate that I know what the 
rules of the Senate are, and I will not infringe them by expos- 
ing the wonderful secrets that exist behind the locked doors 
day after day here, which only get out when the newspapers in 
their enterprise surmise or get hold of some one who tells them 
what has happened here, and often, as in this case, tells them 
what did not happen. 

Mr. President, as a matter simply of right in the future, I 
want to challenge the statement made by the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Morgan]. He said he would not say, in so many 
words, whether or not the information published was correct, 
and yet the Senate certainly got the idea that he was complain- 
ing of a misrepresentation. I understand if some one should 
say that I got up here and said certain things that I did not 
say, I have an unquestioned right when that charge is made to 
say “that is not true; I did not say it.” I have no right to 
say what I did say, but I have an unquestioned right to say what 
I did not say. 

Suppose some man should come and say, “ Did you not as- 
Sault the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALttson] in the Sen- 
ate,” or print that statement in a newspaper? I do not think I 
would stop a great while before I would deny a statement of 
that kind. He might charge me with an offense which, perhaps, 
in the eye of the law, would not be any worse than that, but 
might be just as bad; that is to say, that I had charged the 
senior Senator from Iowa with some gross misconduct, or some- 
thing of that kind. Would I not have the right to say that I had 
not done so? No, Mr. President, you can not stick in the bark 
in that way. It would be sticking in the bark a good deal if 
you should say that a man should shut his mouth. What redress 
would he haye? He might come here and get the Senate to pass 
a resolution that he had not said it; but, in the meantime, the 
Senate might have adjourned and he might be under the oppro- 
brium of having said something or done something that was very 
improper. 

Mr. President, I will not disclose any of the secrets of the ex- 
ecutive session, but I do not think the world would come to an 
end nor would there have been any great danger of a dissolution 
of this Government if the public could have looked in here every 
day we have been discussing this treaty and have listened to all 
we said; but I do not think they would have been very much edi- 
fied. I think they might, perhaps, have been amused at some 
features of the discussion of which I am not able to speak be- 
cause of the sacredness of the proceedings behind closed doors. 

I think it would be a good deal better for us to have an offi- 
cial report of these proceedings than to have the kind of report 
that has been made for the last thirty years, during which I 
have been familiar with the Senate. It was just as common 
twenty-five or thirty years ago as it is to-day; and we have 
made all sorts of efforts to prevent it. I have seen the mem- 
bers of this Senate summoned to hold up their hands and swear 
that they had not been guilty of divulging the secrets of the 
Senate when somebody had divulged them in some way and in 
our anxiety to prevent the publication of these great secrets of 
ours, not because they were important, not because the public 
were being injured by their publication, but because we were 
here under an obligation not to allow the proceedings in execu- 
tive session to be disclosed. I have seen an executive officer of 
this Senate dismissed from that desk there who was not any 
more guilty, in my judgment—and I said so then—than an 
angel from heaven. The people afterwards sent him to the 
House of Representatives, and he has always led an honorable 
and upright life. It was a very great infliction on him and a 
great crime, I think, for this Senate when it turned out Mr. 

- Young from the position he occupied here as an executive officer 
under a bare suspicion, and nothing else, I think. 
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Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I only want to say—— 
Mr. TELLER. Let me say another word. The reports of 
proceedings in executive sessions went right on. There was 


no difference in them. I used to think if anything they were 
a little better after Mr. Young got out than they were before. 
We are yet in the dark as to how such reports get out, and we 
always shall be. Mr. President, it is the fault of the system. 
It is the fault of shutting the doors when there is not any real 
reason for it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator from Illinois, 

Mr. CULLOM. I only wanted to interrupt the Senator long 
enough to say that while some reports of the proceedings of 
the executive sessions have been given out occasionally, yet it 
has seemed to me that the practice has been getting worse of 
late and that they haye been more regularly given out in recent 
years than they formerly were. 

I remember the case of Mr. Young. I remember very well 
that I never believed the man was guilty at all, and, as the 
Senator says, we do not yet know who it was who gave out the 
information that got into the newspapers. But it does seem to 
me that something will haye to be done to protect this Senate 
when it is in executive session; otherwise we shall have to aban- 
don executive sessions entirely, and sometimes I am inclined 
to feel that that ought to be done rather than to have these at- 
tacks on Senators and false reports of what is going on con- 
tinually appearing in the newspapers from day to day. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, when we had the Panama 
treaty under discussion we had the Official Reporters in here; 
the debate was taken down; and I believe it has been sug- 
gested by the Senator from Maryland that there was less pub- 
lication in the newspapers then than at almost any other time. 

Mr. President, I think there are some things in the article 
which was read entirely foreign to anything that took place 
here, and I think by those statements injustice is done not only 
to the Senator from Alabama, but to other Senators. If I 
heard the article read aright, it would seem there was a senti- 
ment expressed by Senators for the immediate annexation of 
this island. I recall nothing said yesterday which could be tor- 
tured into that, although it may have been said when I was at 
lunch; but I believe at that time we had a recess, and nothing 
could haye been said. It seems to me the best thing to do would 
be to open the doors and let the world know on what grounds 
wea 

I wish to ask the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations if he has any. objection to the resolution as amended? . 

Mr. CULLOM. I think I will move to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be read as amended, so that it may 
appear in the Recorp in its amended form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado asks 
that his resolution as modified by himself be read. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I will move to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President is hereby requested to send to the 
Senate, for use in executive sessions, copies of the instructions given 
to Commodore Dillingham and Minister Dawson, or either of them, 
regarding Dominican affairs, and copies of all correspondence and tele- 
grams relating to Dominican affairs, or relating to ane pro osed agree- 
ment, 8 , or treaty between the United States anto Domingo, 
from July 1, 1904, to the ist of March, 1905. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois moves 
that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the resolution is referred, I ask the 
Senator from Colorado to modify it still further by saying if, 
in his judgment, it is not incompatible with the public interest.” 
1 do not know of any case where we have asked the President 
for information without that qualification. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no objection to the amendment, but I 
have said on this floor many and many a time that that clause 
is not necessary, as the President has that right without our so 
instructing him. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know that the Senator from Colorado has 
said that, but it is the usual rule to insert the clause. 

Mr. TELLER. We do not have to give the President the 
right to withhold. That right belongs to him. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the resolution in its present form is 
very much better, but if the Senator from Iowa moyes to amend 
it, I shall make no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. Without ob- 
jection, the amendment is agreed to. 


1905. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


25 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, that is not a question to be put 
summarily. Some Senator may wish to speak on the subject. 

Mr. LODGE. I rise to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will regard the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa as before the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes, Mr. President. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President : 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I believe I was recogn 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I wish to say a word in regard 
to the resolution, not at all as to the merits of the case which it 
involves, but as to passing resolutions of this character. In my 
short experience here I have never known a demand for docu- 
ments relating to foreign affairs to be addressed to the Sec- 
retary of State. They have always gone to the President 
under the formula which has been suggested by the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON], and I do not think there can be any doubt that that 
is the universal practice of the Senate. Nor do I think there is 
any doubt of the President’s right to refuse fo send in docu- 
ments which he may think it incompatible with the public inter- 
est to send, whether that phrase occurs in the resolution or 
does not. 

But my objection to this resolution goes to the substance of it. 
The papers asked for here are papers relating to these nego- 
tiations, and the negotiation of treaties under the Constitution 
is wholly in the hands of the President of the United States. 
He may appoint such agents as he sees fit. He may conduct the 
negotiations in such manner as he chooses. That is his un- 
doubted right and function. 

It is proposed in the resolution to ask the President to send 
to the Senate the correspondence with which that negotiation 
has been carried on. We are asking him to disclose the entire 
process of the negotiation. We are not merely asking him to 
send here the papers which have emanated from our State De- 
partment. We are asking him to send here the correspondence 
and the telegrams of a foreign government. 

Mr. President, no foreign government would feel willing to 
negotiate if they knew that at any moment their correspondence 
was likely to be drawn out by a Senate resolution; and that is 
the reason, of course, for the undoubted right of the President 
to refuse. But when we ask him for this correspondence, we 
are asking him for the correspondence of a foreign government. 
We are asking him to lay before us the letters written by the 
officers of that foreign government. That in itself is a good 
and sufficient reason for not sending correspondence of that 
sort here. If the President says it is incompatible with the 
public interest, as he ought to say and as he must say, to send 
in the papers, I do not want him put in the attitude of con- 
cealing something, and I for one do not propose to put the 
President in that attitude when we are dealing with the affairs 
of a foreign nation. We have no right to put the President in 
a false attitude of that kind. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. I do not understand the resolution to call 
for any papers or communications from any foreign government. 

Mr. LODGE. It calls for copies of all correspondence and 
telegrams relating to Dominican affairs. Correspondence, of 
course 

Mr. TELLER. Correspondence between our officials. It 
was never intended to ask for anything more than that. 

Mr. CARMACK. Of course not. 

Mr. LODGE. In the letters of our representatives in that 
island are statements as to what the representatives of the 
other government have said. Their communications, of course, 
state what was said by the officials in charge of the negotia- 
tions on the other side, and the papers relating to the negotia- 
tions and the correspondence by which the negotiations were 
carried on have not, in my time, I think, been asked for. We 
have asked for a great many papers from the State Department. 
We have asked the President to send them in. Those requests 
have been complied with or refused, as the case may be. 

Mr. President, I do not suppose there is a thing in all this 
correspondence which the President or anyone in the State De- 
partment desires to conceal; but it sets an extremely bad prece- 
dent to demand of the President that he send in correspondence 
involving a foreign government, which, for that reason alone, 
ought not to be sent in, and put him in the attitude of desiring 
to conceal something when he has nothing to conceal, and is 
simply acting with that good faith toward a foreign govern- 
mert which all international negotiations demand. 


When we publish our volume of foreign relations and foreign 
correspondence there are many papers omitted. There is to-day 
an immense body of archives in the State Department, perhaps 
fifty, sixty, or a hundred years old, which have never seen the 
light and never have been printed; and they have been held 
back from publication, although all interest in them has ceased, 
for the very sound public reason that correspondence involving 
the opinions of a foreign government and of officials of a for- 
eign government ought not to be made public. 

That is the objection in my mind, and a fundamental objec- 
tion, to asking for papers of this sort. They will be refused on 
that ground. They ought not to be asked for for that very 
reason, and I trust the resolution will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I do not rise to discuss this 
matter at all except to say incidentally in passing that I can not 
see where there is any bad precedent in calling upon the Presi- 
dent to send to the Senate, which is a part of the treaty-making 
power, papers with reference to a treaty. As I said, I do not 
intend to discuss that question at all, Mr. President. I ask the 
Secretary to read the paper I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


[Special to the Washington Post.] 
Des Mornes, Iowa, March 15. 


Congressman J. A. T. HULL, of this city, chairman of the House Com- 

mittee on Military Affairs, in a sensational interview, declares that the 

Japanese are even now planning to insist on possession of the Philip- 
—.— as soon as convenient r the conclusion of thelr war with 
ussia. 

“I know whereof I speak,” said Congressman HULL. There is every 
reason to fear that we will be facing just this situation sooner than any 
of us are willing to realize. The Japanese feel that they could handle 
the Philippines better than any other nation. ‘They n the commerce 
and the business 5 of the Islands, and they feel certain now 
of their ability to defeat any western nation. They are getting ready 
to enforce a policy of Asia for Asiatics, and that means expulsion of the 
United States just as soon as they are free in Manchuria. 

“The situation is regarded at Washington as menacing; not immedl- 
ately so, perhaps, but certain to develop ee phases as soon as 
the present war is over. The United States will have to sell the islands 
or ight to keep them. If we have to fight it will be at a tremendous 
disadvantage, owing to our distance. We will be in the same situation 
that Russia is, and the only thing that will save us from defeat will be 
to 4 N a navy that Japan will not dare to fight. For this reason I 
feel that we can not affo. 


to stop naval development, but rather should 
accept a plan of expansion based on keeping a greater force in the 
Pacitic than Japan can maintain.” 

Mr. CARMACK. I put that statement in the Recorp simply 
because I wish to print it in connection with some remarks I 
had the honor to make during the recent session of Congress 
on the naval appropriation bill 

The statement of Mr. Hutt as to the attitude and feeling of 
the Japanese toward our experiment in Asiatic colonization, 
is corroborative of statements that have been made by American 
naval officers in eastern waters, who bear testimony to the 
resentment and jealousy of the Japanese because of our intru- 
sion in Asiatic affairs. 

A short time ago western nations regarded Japan with a feel- 
ing of patronizing admiration. They were disposed to regard 
her simply as a pawn upon the international chessboard 
which might be moved about by the hand of western diplomacy. 
The tremendous energy and the marvelous military genius 
displayed by that nation during the present war with Russia 
have been a revelation to the whole world, and Japan has 
sprung forward at a bound to occupy a place among the very 
foremost military powers of the world. When she emerges 
from her victorious war with Russia she will be blown with 
pride and ambition and ready to try conclusions with any 
power in the world. The cry of “Asia for the Aslaties,“ which 
Mr. Hutt says has been raised by Japan, will have a terrible 
significance. He tells us that the Administration in Washing- 
ton—and says that he knows whereof he speaks—looks forward 
to a probable contest with that powerful nation in order to 
maintain our foothold in the Philippines, and that the great 
increase of our Navy, the multiplication of our battle ships, 
is demanded because it is necessary permanently to maintain 
in eastern waters a naval force large enough to hold our own 
with Japan and thereby make good our possession of the most 
worthless territory upon which any nation ever wasted its 
treasure or shed the blood of its citizens. 

In this connection I wish also to have printed in the RECORD 
a clipping from the Washington Post of this morning, including 
a letter from Secretary Taft. 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator if that is the interview 
with the Japanese minister? 

Mr. KEAN. No; an article which includes a letter from Sec- 
retary Taft. 
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The article referred to is as follows : 
In a letter to John M. Blair, of New York, made public yesterday, 


Secretary of War Taft says that the policy of the Administration 
to retain the Philippine Islands indefinitely, and that it is his belief 
that self-government for the Filipino people is at least a generation 
e letter was written in response to one from Mr. Blair, which 
idea had become prevalent that this Government would 
ve the Filipinos self-government in a com tively short time, 
ſudging by remarks made Secretary Taft when he appeared before 
e House Committee on ays and Means several weeks ago. Ac- 
cordingly inyestors have shown, in the opinion of Mr. Blair, timidity 
in putting their money in Philippine ventures. Secretary Taft says 
also that he believes that when Filipinos are fitted for governing 
themselves, in a eration or more, they will be better satisfied with a 
relation to the United States Government similar to that of Canada 
and Australia to England, than absolute independence. The text of 
Secretary Taft's letter is as follows: 
Y Marcy 16, 1905. 


My Dear Sm: I have your letter of March 7, in which you say that 
a common reported wer ig) peggy of my remarks before the House 
Committee on wats and Means is that it is the purpose of the Admin- 
istration to give independence to the Filipinos within the next four 
ears, and that this produces great timidity about investments in the 


hilippines, 232 in t part, out of the undercurrent of doubt 
as to what the future of those islands is to be. 

In reply I to say that I can not prevent misconstruction of my 
remarks, exce I actually think in regard to 


t by 3 to you wha 

the matter. he policy of the Administration is the indefinite reten- 
tion of the Philippine Islands for the pu 
perity and the self-governing capacity o 
policy rests on the conviction that the 
8 and will not be for a 
not for a generation, 

and that until the, 
tion of trust for 


of developing the pros- 
the Filipino people. The 
ple are not now capable of 
ong period of time; certain 
and probably not for a longer time than that, 
are for self-government it would be a viola- 
United States to abandon the islands. 


NO DEFINITE POLICY FOR FUTURE. 


The question as to the future, however, is one wholly of conjecture. 
The important fact is the 8 which is that of the indefinite 
retention of the islands. hat done in the future, when the 
peopis have reached a condition where they can be safely trusted with 

eir own government, is a question which will doubtless have to be 
settled by another generation than the present, both of the American 
and of the Philippine igi tg whose wisdom and generosity we may 
safely trust the solution e problem. Should the Philippine ple. 
when fit for self-government, demand independence, I should be strongly 
in favor of giving it to them, and I have no doubt that the American 
people of the next generation would be of the same 

I think it much more likely, however, that after 
shall have been associated with the American ple for a genera or 
more, and shall have tasted the prosperi ey will find behind the 
national tariff wall, they will prefer a relation to America like that of 
8 Aus a to England to one of absolute independence. 

ery res 


» yours, 
W. H. Tarr. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not know whether or not 
Mr. Hutt gave the interview attributed to him. If he did, I 
think it is a view which he holds alone, and represents no part 
of the view held here. But merely that the story may be com- 
plete, I ask that the Secretary read the interview of the Japan- 
ese minister, published this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


JAPAN A GOOD NEIGHBOR—NO DESIGNS ON PHILIPPINES OTHER THAN 
FRIENDSHIP—MINISTER TAKAHIRA EXPRESSES SURPRISE AT HULL 
INTERVIEW—-AMERICAN CONTROL OF THE ISLANDS AIDS JAPAN. 


“ Representative HULL, who declares in an interview that the Japanese 
are now planning to insist on possession of the Philippines as soon as 
convenient after the conclusion of their war with Russia, evidently has 
not paid much attention to the poney of Japan heretofore,” Mr. 
Kogoro Takahira, the Japanese minister, when shown the HULL inter- 
view by a representative of the Post yesterday. 

“T can not but believe that the gentleman of the American Congress 
who made the statement must have been misquoted,” he continued, 


e Filipi peopl 
e no ple 
ih on 


“but ff it is true, I can not see upon what ground the sg, penn 
that the Japanese will descend 4 the Philippines after the conclu- 
sion of the war is based. ULL must think that Ja is drunk 


Mr. 
with success, and is determined to everything in sight. Is there 
really any evidence of the intention of Japan to do this? Just now 
she is enga in a life-and-death s e for existence in Manchuria. 
She will e every sacrifice of life treasure to carry out that end; 
but she is not intent AS ayy gaining the possessions of the United States 
in the ee e possession of the islands by this country is 
beneficial to Japan and its people. The United States has given an 
object-lesson to the Orient of a more efficient civilization. We are 
to do our best to teach the Koreans, as well as the Chinese, and 
we are aided by what has been done by the United States in proving 
the benefits of the principle of progress. I am surprised to see such a 
statement given out by an enlightened resentative in Congress. 
“It is true that the advent of the United States as the controlling 
wer in the rich possessions of the 5 is a matter of close 
Interest to Japan. Before 1898 there was little intercourse and trade 
between the two phy islands, but since the American occupation 
it is a notable fact t both have increased considerably. is 
tifying, of course, but what the ore of zupan Doby for is not only 
fhe commercial and industrial development of Philippines and the 
consequent mutually prosperous commerce with my country, but also 
the establishment of a permanent condition of peace and security from 
disturbance there. 
< e relations which 


opinion regarding th Ja should maintain 
with e Philippines is very simple—that th Should be 


neigh- 
bors, whose commerce will steadily develop whose soc! it- 
ical conditions will be progressive and peaceful. Japan has never had 
any intention of taking advantage of her neighbors or to seek for terri- 
torial aggrandizement, but the sincere desire of her Government is to 
have all neighboring countries realize that mutual interests can best be 


romoted by the maintenance of ce and the strength 
Pe of interdependence. I do not — by this that a 
0 


ening of the 
race coalition 
should be formed hostile to the interests ther countries, such as has 


been ified in the expression ‘yello p 
patie to be — 7 — Spey “ous 2 that the — be Sen scares 

The United States, with all its power, is now a member of the sis- 
terhood of Eastern nations. Japan welcomes a power whose aims she 
knows are identical with her own and whose great influence she feels 
certain will be thrown in the balance for peace and prosperity for all.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Illinois will not 
press his motion for a moment. I desire to say a word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me we have had a great variety 
of talk this morning. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I think it is due to my colleague in the 
House, whose interview has been made the basis of discussion 
here, that the Senator from Illinois should yield. 

Mr. SPOONER. Alleged interview. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senators from Iowa feel that they 
ought to vindicate their colleague in the House, I will withdraw 
the motion. 

1 Me MORGAN. I move that the Senate take a recess until 
o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Illinois. Does the Senator from 
Illinois yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield to the Senator from Iowa, and then I 
shall haye to ask for a vote on my motion. 

Mr. MONEY. I rise to a point of order. I do not think the 
honorable chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations ought 
to yield for a moment to any one Senator and then insist upon 
his motion. The motion to refer is debatable. 

Mr. CULLOMu. Of course it is. But Senators can debate it 
here all day in open session. 

Mr. MONEY. If Senators wish to speak on it, they have a 
right to do so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I certainly do not intend 
to debate any matter which is alleged to be pending before the 
Senate, but I think I ought to be permitted to say that in my 
judgment the interview which has been read, attributed to my 
colleague in the House, is at least a very doubtful expression 
of his views or opinions. I base that upon the fact that this 
same interview appeared in various journals throughout the 
country, notably the New York Herald of yesterday, and I 
noticed that the interview was attributed to Mr. Hurt, at Sioux 
City, Iowa, whereas this appears to be attributed to him at 
Des Moines, Iowa. I have a very distinct conviction—— 

Mr. CARMACK. The Post merely gives the place from 
which the story was sent. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It is dated Des Moines, Iowa, and my at- 
tention was directed to that from the circumstance that it 
appeared yesterday in the New York Herald under the date 
line of Sioux City, Iowa. I doubt very much whether that in- 
terview is a correct, or at least an adequate, expression of any 
views which Mr. Hutz has given to the public. 

I have a very distinct conviction that, whatever may be the 
basis of the article, opinions have been attributed to him which 
he would be very far from avowing. I certainly agree with 
those who have said that the interview, as relating to our 
affairs in the Far East, makes a very incorrect and, to my 
mind, a very grotesque statement of the probable future of our 
country in its relations with Japan, and I am very glad that 
the intelligent and clear-sighted interview with the Japanese 
minister has been placed in the Recorp by the side of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I merely wish to add one 
word to what my colleague has said. I think I can go further 
and say that I do not believe the interview in any way is a cor- 
rect interpretation of the views of the chairman of the Military 
Committee of the House. But I wish also to add that if he is 
responsible for such an interview, in my judgment he is prac- 
tically alone in expressing that view, not only as respects the 
situation here, but also as affecting the situation in Iowa. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do. 

Mr. CARMACK. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that his 
colleague in the House is not entirely alone in that view if the 
publication of the statements made by our naval officers in 
eastern waters is correct as printed a short while ago in the 


1905. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 27 


New York Herald. They said it was the universal opinion of 
the Japanese that they ought to have the Philippine Islands, 
and that they resent our intrusion there. 

I wish to say, as I do not intend to speak again on this sub- 
ject, that I think the statement made by the Japanese minister 
is just the kind of statement to be expected from Japan under 
the circumstances. It does not mean anything at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not familiar with what our naval offi- 
cers in the Far East may be saying or what they may believe. 
I only want to express what I understand to be the opinion of 
the people of my own State and the public, so far as I know, 
immediately surrounding it. I do not believe, first, that Cap- 
tain Hurt made this statement. Secondly, I wish to say if he 
did there are very few people in the State of Iowa who share 
with him the views which appear in this newspaper article. 

Mr. CULLOM. I moye that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator from Illinois to withdraw 
the motion for one moment. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator from Wisconsin really de- 
sire that I should withdraw it? 

Mr. SPOONER. If I did not really desire that the Senator 
should withdraw the motion, I would not ask him. 

Mr. CULLOM. On the desire expressed by the Senator from 
Wisconsin, I will withdraw it for one moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois with- 
draws the motion on the request of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I wish to say only a word. I 
believe the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is correct as to the 
views of his colleague, the chairman of the Military Committee 
of the House. If the Senator from Iowa is mistaken about that, 
I believe he is correct in the proposition that very few people in 
Iowa or any other State of this Union agree with the views im- 
puted by the newspaper to the chairman of the Military Com- 
mittee of the House. 

We have differed upon the Philippine question. Many Sen- 
ators on the other side thought the United States ought not to 
have acquired the Philippines. There was fair ground for dif- 
ference of opinion, probably, upon that proposition. I think 
there is no difference between the minority and the majority in 
this Chamber that we have acquired the Philippine Islands and 
that to-day the United States is titular sovereign of the Philip- 
pine Archipelago. What the people of the United States will 
choose in the long run to do with the Philippines, what the ulti- 
mate policy of the United States will be as to the Philippines, no 
man now can say. There has been no committal by Congress, 
and it is a matter entirely, under the Constitution, for Congress 
to determine as to the ultimate attitude of this country toward 
the Philippines. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin if he read the letter in this morning’s Post from the Secre- 
tary of War on this subject, where he expresses the opinion 
that we will hold the Philippines indefinitely? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, Mr. President, that is the opinion of 
the Secretary of War. The Constitution says that “the Con- 
gress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules 
and regulations respecting the territory or other property be- 
longing to the United States.” I myself have never doubted 
that when the time came that the Filipinos were able to main- 
tain a government of their own, independently, if you please, 


or under the protection of the United States Government, so far | 


as foreign nations are concerned, and they asked to be per- 
mitted to maintain such a government, being fit, there would be 
no division of party in the United States as to granting them 
that right. We have made no improvident pledge to handicap 
this country in the future upon that subject. : 
This Government is going along, dealing day by day, month 
by month, and year by year, with the problem as it presents 
itself in varied phases. But—and this is what I arose to say— 
however we may have differed about the wisdom of their ac- 
quisition, however we may have differed as to the policy which 
should in the meantime be pursued legislatively as to them, 
there is one proposition upon which we will not differ, and that 
is this: There is no government in the world which can take 
from the United States in the East or in the West any territory 
which belongs to the United States. Upon that there is and will 
be but one political party in the United States. Japan has fought 
with surpassing skill, devotion, and gallantry. Her conduct 
has been dignified, and I think the suggestion here referred to 


is an imputation of folly which her minister justly resents and 
repudiates. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After four hours and five 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, ang 
(at 5 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
to-morrow, Saturday, March 18, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 17, 1905. 
FOURTH ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 

Peter V. DeGraw, of the District of Columbia, to be Fourth 
Assistant Postmaster-General. 

SECRETARIES OF EMBASSY. 

Francis G. Landon, of New York, now third secretary of the 
embassy at Berlin, to be second secretary of the embassy of the 
United States at Vienna, Austria. 

Nelson O'Shaughnessy, of New York, now secretary of the lega- 
tion at Copenhagen, to be third secretary of the embassy of the 
United States at Berlin, Germany. 


CONSULS. 

Hiram J. Dunlap, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States 
at Cologne, Germany. 

Jesse B. Jackson, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States 
at Alexandretta, Turkey. 

William R. Estes, of Minnesota, now consul at Antigua, to be 
consul of the United States at Solingen, Germany. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA. 

John H. Campbell, of Arizona, to be associate justice of the 

supreme court of the Territory of Arizona. 


JUDGE OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Fenton W. Booth, of Illinois, to be judge of the Court of 
Claims. 

DISTRICT JUDGES. 

Joseph Cross, of New Jersey, to be United States district 
judge for the district of New Jersey. 

Francis M. Wright, of Illinois, now serving as judge of the 
Court of Claims, to be United States district judge for the east- 
ern district of Illinois. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


John W. Dunkle, of Pennsylvania, to be United States attor- 

ney for the western district of Pennsylvania. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Gunner Clifford H. Sheldon to be a chief gunner in the Navy 
from the 27th day of April, 1904, having completed six years’ 
service, in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
approved April 27, 1904. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Clarence L. Hobart, of Alaska, to be collector of customs for 

the district of Alaska, in the Territory of Alaska. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Louis P. Summers, of Virginia, to be collector of internal 

revenue for the sixth district of Virginia. 
POSTMASTERS, 


MINNESOTA. 
Charles G. Spaulding to be postmaster at Mapleton, in the 
county of Blue Earth and State of Minnesota. 
Robert S. Tucker to be postmaster at Lake Benton, in the 
county of Lincoln and State of Minnesota. 
MISSOURI. 
Henry L. Eads to be postmaster at Pattonsburg, in the county 
of Daviess and State of Missouri. 
OHIO, 
C. W. Dawson to be postmaster at New Richmond, in the 
county of Clermont and State of Ohio. 
John A. Kneisly to be postmaster at Osborn, in the county of 
Greene and State of Ohio. 
Sidney J. Winney to be postmaster at Ohio City, in the county 
of Van Wert and State of Ohio. 


VIRGINIA. 
Albert A. Evans to be postmaster at Mount Jackson, in the 
county of Shenandoah and State of Virginia. 


WISCONSIN. 


Christian A. Hansen to be postmaster at Stoughton, in the 
county of Dane and State of Wisconsin. 
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SENATE. 


Satrurvay, March 18, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. Hare. 

The President pro tempore (WILLIAM P. Frye, a Senator from 
Maine) took the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Kean, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. 


ASSISTANT CLERKS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BURNHAM] to report a substitute for the 
resolation, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed substitute will 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the salaries of the assistant clerk to the Committee 
on Appropriations (authorized by resolution of February 20, 1900) 
the assistant clerk of the Committee on Cuban Relations (authorized 
by resolution of January 28, 1903), and the assistant clerk of the Coni- 
mittee on Public Lands (authorized by resolution of February 24, 1903), 
aid from the contingent fund of the Senate at $1,200 per annum, are 

increased to $1,440 per annum each, to paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the te until otherwise provided by law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the impres- 
sion that the law provides there shall be no additional salary 
or compensation paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. KHAN. This is not an additional salary within the mean- 
ing of the statute. It is a reappointment at a different salary, 
that is all. There are three assistant clerks of committees of 
the Senate employed at the present time—one as assistant clerk 
of the Committee on Appropriations, another as assistant clerk 
of the Committee on Cuban Relations, and another as assistant 
clerk of the Committee on Public Lands—who each receive 
$1,200 per annum. This resolution places them on the same 
basis as all the other assistant clerks, at a compensation of 
$1,440, making a total increase of $720. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. For the three assistant clerks? 

Mr. KEAN. For the three assistant clerks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Was the Senator’s attention 
called to the law? The proviso is as follows: 

Provided, That no payment shall be made from said contingent funds 
as additional salary or compensation to any officer or employee of the 
Senate or House of Representatives. 

Mr. KEAN. That is very true; but I understand the statute 
refers to those employed under an appropriation by Congress. 
This is an appropriation from the contingent fund. These 
places were created by the Senate, and these assistant clerks 
are nok paid from the General Treasury, but from the contingent 
fund. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the resolution reported as a substitute by the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 


JOSE IGNACIO RODRIGUEZ. 


Yesterday, while the doors were closed, Mr. Mondax sub- 
mitted the following resolution, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate is authorized to pay, out 
of the contingent fund of the Senate, to Jose Ignacio Rodriguez, the 
sum of $66, for the translation from Spanish into English of the con- 
stitution of Santo Domingo. 

To-day Mr. Kran, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the foregoing resolution, reported it without amendment, and 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


AFFAIRS IN SANTO DOMINGO, 


Mr. TELLER. I suppose the regular order is the resolution 
of inquiry that I offered, and the pending question is on the 
motion made by the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to refer the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. We did not haye a vote on that motion yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are two resolutions on 
the table. One was submitted by the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. Morgan], which precedes the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Colorado 


Mr. TELLER. Very well. Then my resolution will be with- 
held until after the resolution of the Senator from Alabama is 
considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morn- 
ing business, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution 
coming over from a previous day, which will be read, 

The Secretary. Senate resolution 8, by Mr. MORGAN— 

5185 GORMAN. That resolution should be laid aside tempo- 
rarily. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest that it be laid aside temporarily. 
The Senator from Alabama is not present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
resolution will be laid aside and the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Colorado, which comes over from a previous day, 
will be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. That resolution has already been offered, and 
it is now standing on a motion to refer. There have been two 
amendments made to it, and I should like to have it read as 
amended. The Senator from Iowa offered an amendment to it. 

The read the resolution submitted by Mr. TELLER 
on the 15th instant, as amended, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President is hereby requested, If, in his opinion, 
not incompatible with the public interest, to send to the Sena for 
use in executive sessions, copies of the ctions given to Commo- 
dore Dillingham and Minister Dawson, or either of them, regarding 
dating te IAEI A AREE. or PAIDE ie ear MOOSA AE AAT 

5 tos and Santo Domingo, from 


rotocol, or treaty between the United S 
uly 1, 1904, to the Ist of March, 1905. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it seems to me that that reso- 
lution ought to be satisfactory to everyone in the Senate. I 
do not suppose that any Senator here expects that we will dis- 
pose of the pending treaty at this session of the Senate, and it 
appears to me that whenever we do come to an examination 
of it, which must be at the next session of Congress, we 
ought to come here prepared to discuss it on all the facts which 
are to be brought before the Senate or which ought to be 
brought before the Senate. If this resolution is adopted now, we 
shall have at the incoming of Congress the information we 
desire. 

Mr. President, it has been the custom of the Senate at 
all times, when resolutions of inguiry of this character were 
offered, if the form was acceptable, to at least pass them. Now, 
if any Senator thinks there is anything that ought yet to be 
added to the resolution to make it acceptable and will make 
the suggestion, I will agree that the amendment may be made. 

Mr. President, in my judgment when the Senate comes to con- 
sider a treaty the Senate is entitled to everything that has 
taken place prior to the sending of the treaty to the Senate. I 
do not think the President of the United States can, under 
those circumstances, refrain from sending the correspondence 
and all the details, because we are as much a part of the treaty- 
making power as is the Executive. We have the final veto on 
whatever he may do; we have the power to amend, to change, 
or to reject as we see fit. 

It is an absurdity, Mr. President, to say that the President 
can have in his possession facts and information which were 
necessary for him to negotiate the treaty that we can not have 
before the Senate when we come to consider this question. We 
do not consider the form of the treaty alone. We consider the 
propriety of the proposed treaty. We consider whether the 
American interests will be promoted by it—not only the form, 
but all the surroundings and its effects are a matter of consid- 
eration for the Senate. 

Mr. President, if this resolution is not passed now or at some 
subsequent period there will be a very violent departure from 
the precedent heretofore made in the Senate. I should like to 
haye some Senator who objects to this inquiry tell me upon 
what theory we are to be deprived of the information which 
belongs to us. 

I know, Mr. President, all that can be said against opening 
the archives of the State Department, but will anyone here 
pretend that any danger is threatened by giving us the informa- 
tion as to what were the instructions to Mr. Dillingham? Will 
anyone here pretend that we will jeopardize the interests or 
the foreign relations of this Government with Santo Domingo 
or any other power? We have been told in the public press all 
about it. We have been told all about the instructions in the 
public press, but we do not know whether it is correct or not. 

I have heard on the streets that one reason why we should 
refuse to adopt this resolution of inquiry is that there was great 
danger some foreign government—and the government has been 
named as that of Germany—was about to intervene. 

Mr. President, in my judgment, and I am responsible for what 
I say on this subject, from the information I have, I say that 
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is a mere fiction and a myth; that Germany has had no inten- 
tion at any time of interfering down there in behalf of any 
German creditors, and, so far as I know, Germany is not com- 
plaining of any conduct of this Administration of ours or even 
of the Santo Domingo country. 

I know the Assistant Secretary of State, in his interview 
given to the public, declared that we had been brought in immi- 
nent peril. He said: 

The unfortunate financial condition of Santo Domingo more than 
once in the last decade has brought to the United States Government 
questions fraught with imminent peril. 

I am a little uncertain whether he meant this Government or 
Santo Domingo, but assuming that it was Santo Domingo we are 
entitled to know who is threatening Santo Domingo. If it is 
we who are brought in peril, then we are certainly entitled to 
know it. 

Mr. President, I do not believe there is any reason why this 
resolution should not pass. As I said yesterday, I do not sup- 
pose it will pass. I am not disposed to unduly press it, and 
under present conditions, apparent, I think, to the Senate gen- 
erally, I am not going to call even for a-yea-and-nay vote on it. 
I will not explain why. Senators will understand that without 
any explanation on my part. 

Mr. President, if at the next session of Congress we come 
here to consider this treaty, that has practically ceased now to 
be considered before the Senate, we are not going to consider it 
without the information that belongs to this body under such 
conditions, and no President will, in my judgment, refuse to 
send us all the information he has on that subject. 

If this was not the last day, or if I did not hope that it was 
the last day of the session, I should be tempted to say some 
things concerning the Monroe doctrine. I had 9 until 
within a few days that an opportunity might be presented. 
But I shall defer that, Mr. President, until some fayorable op- 
portunity, when I shall endeavor to show that the suggestion 
made in the President’s message that the Monroe doctrine re- 
quires certain conduct on our part, is sustained neither by 
precedent nor by the principle of the Monroe doctrine. 

Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, I am prepared to let 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations dispose of 
the question for the time being. If the resolution goes to the 
committee to be buried, as I know it will, and I know that is 
the purpose of the motion, I shall find a way, if I live until the 
next session of Congress, to renew it in a form that so far as 
the form is concerned will not be objectionable; and I will put 
the dominant party in the Senate upon the ground of determin- 
ing whether we are to have the information or not, or whether 
it is a mere caprice, or because there is something they want to 
conceal, which I doubt very much. I believe, Mr. President, it 
is through mere caprice that the resolution is not allowed to 
pass at this time. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations are not in the habit of burying anything that ought not 
to be buried, and sometimes we do not bury things that ought 
to be buried perhaps. 

So far as this resolution is concerned, T shall ask that it be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and I will as- 
sure the Senator from Colorado that at the proper time it will 
be taken up and considered just as though it were any other 
question that might be involved in the treaty. I therefore 
move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois 
moves that the resolution be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. TELLER. That motion is already pending. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; it is. I had forgotten it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, if we refer the resolution now 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, so far as I am able to 
judge of the outlook, there will be no opportunity for that com- 
mittee to consider the resolution or report it at this session and 
to get it passed by the Senate. The result will be that when we 
meet here at the regular session of the Senate in December we 
will be as devoid of information as we are now. 

As we stand to-day, Mr. President, the Senate has its head 
in a complete fog. It was at one time the fashion of the Gov- 
ernment to submit great questions, such as we have here, to the 
Attorney-General. After he had expressed his opinion upon the 
legal bearings of the case the Secretary of State would often 
address a letter to the President, in which he laid hefore him a 
full scheme of the subject-matter, and when the communication 
was made to the Senate they had easily accessible to themselves 
both an exposition of law and a circumstantial relation of the 
facts upon which they were invited to aet. 

In this case, Mr. President, we have a brief message from the 


President. The history of the matter which is involved in the 
treaty is but imperfectly laid before us. 

I contend that when the Senate is invited to act upon a sub- 
ject-matter it ought to have the fullest information that can be 


given it officially concerning that subject-matter. It is to be 
presumed that the Senate desires to act with the highest intel- 
ligence that can be applied to a grave concern. It is obvious 
that the highest intelligence can not be exercised upon a public - 
question unless all reasonable information is supplied and a full 
account of it given. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lope] yesterday, I 
think, rather placed, by his method of statement, Senators who 
advocate some such resolution as this in a false position. He 
poses us as demanding something of the President. The word 

“demand” is the word which he applied to characterize this 
resolution. The resolution is not a demand. If it were a de- 
mand, I would not support it. I do not consider that we have 
the right to demand of the President or of the Departments 
a statement of the history in their possession. I remember to 
have seen the incident related that during the Administration 
of President Jackson there was submitted to him a letter from 
the French minister in which the words “je demande” were 
employed. As soon as he saw them he became very much 
irritated and swore that no response would be made. A felici- 
tous interpreter happening to be near stated that these words 
in French did not imply what they might seem to do when 
translated into English, but signified “ request,” whereupon the 
President became entirely amenable to the influences of good 
humor and said there could be no objection in the world to 
complying with a request so politely stated. 

Mr. President, this is a resolution from the only body in this 
country that can ratify a treaty, and it simply asks for official 
information respecting that treaty. In a logical sense it would 
seem to me that it ought to pass of course. Equally, of course, 
the President preserves in dignity and not in suspicion his 
right to act upon that request in such a manner as he thinks 
the best interests require. 

But the Senator from Massachusetts says that were the Presi- 
dent to convey to the Senate a statement that, according to his 
judgment, the public interests enjoin upon him not to communi- 
cate certain particular information, we would put the President 
in a false position. That is approaching this subject in a style 
which, as it seems to me, does not comport either with the dig- 
nity of the Senate or with the dignity of the President of the 
United States. We deal with the subject from different stand- 
points, but I deny that any Senator deals with it in any fog of 
suspicion; and I deny that the President of the United States 
can acquire any fog of suspicion around himself unless it might 
be gathered indeed by such curious insinuations. 

I belieye the President of the United States to be an exceed- 
ingly manly man, an exceedingly bold man, and a man who does 
not fear to do anything that he may conclude it is right for him 
to do. And while I may often differ with him in opinion, I 
can not attribute to him any such weakness as the apprehension 
that he will be put in a false position by a respectful request 
of the Senate to be given such information as they deem fitting 
to this subject. 

Mr. President, we need this information. We can not intelli- 
gently sum up this subject-matter withont the information. 
If it be (I have no reason to think that it is) a history made 
under such conditions that either the judgment of the American 
people upon it or that of other nations may be feared, the 
President would not be without precedent if he were to set 
forth such reasons as actuated him—and they appear to be cor- 
rect reasons—for withholding such matters as might be of too 
delicate a nature to impart either to the Senate or to the people 
of the United States. But why imagine, Mr. President, that 
such a condition exists, when we have no information that it 
exists? Why suppose an exceptional condition of affairs, when 
there is nothing to suggest an exceptional condition of affairs? 

Furthermore, Mr. President, whatever may be done about 
this matter, and whatever has been done about this matter, 
is sure, in the nature of things, to become public. Publicity is 
a part of our institutions. It is also a part of the spirit of the 
age in which we live. No nation and no administration and no 
great affair which affects the interests of the civilized world 
can be, in these days, hid away in darkness and in silence. 
And the best time for publicity to pervade our public concerns 
Is before we deal with them, and not afterwards, for it is only 
beforehand that minds can be instructed by that publicity, and 
that opinions may be formed from full possession of facts. In 
many cases without such information we may only recall the 
transaction of public business with regret that this or that was 
not known, and that mistakes might have been avoided. 

I regret to see the Senate in the attitude of endeavoring to 
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withhold from itself or from the people of this country full 
enlightenment upon a great subject-matter in which all of us 
are so deeply interested, and in which the public are as much 
interested as any individual could be. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, my experience in the Senate has 
been briefer than that of the Senator from Virginia, but in the 
course of my twelve years’ service here I have taken part in the 
consideration of many treaties. I have never known a case 
where the correspondence or the reports of interviews, the proc- 
ess of negotiation by which the treaty was brought into being, 
had been requested from the President. There was one case in 
which that correspondence was requested after the treaty had 
been ratified, and in that case it was sent in in manuscript 
under the strictest injunctions of secrecy. It was never printed. 
It was placed in the office of the Secretary of the Senate, and 
any Senator who desired examined it. But that was after the 
ratification of the treaty. 

Now, this rule and practice rest, as it seems to me, on a 
sound foundation. The Constitution intrusts to the President 
the sole power of negotiating treaties. In the course of negotia- 
tion many notes are interchanged, many interviews are held of 
which brief reports are made to the Government, and much is 
done in an informal and unofficial way in order to bring the 
treaty to pass. In that process of negotiation we are not con- 
cerned. We begin to act only when the treaty is sent to us 
for approval or disapproval. 

But if we make these requests, of which this is one of the 
first instances that I recall, for all the correspondence on which 
the negotiation is based, we ask the President to send to us not 
only what our Government has said and written, but inevitably 
what the other government has said or written, either in the 
direct form of their letters or in reports of their statements, 
and that I do not think any President could properly do. It is 
entirely within our province to ask for information on a defi- 
nite point, which the President himself is at liberty to give us, 
but to ask from him all the correspondence on which a treaty 
is based before we act upon that treaty seems to me a mistaken 
practice, if it should ever be adopted. My objection to the 
Senate placing itself in that position is fundamental. 

It is perfectly true that the President can refuse to send in 
papers that he thinks it incompatible with the public interests 
to send, but if we ask him by a public resolution to send in cer- 
tain papers on which negotiation is based and he is obliged to 
refuse, as I believe he would be in proper observance of the 
comity obtaining between nations, then he is in the position 
where it would be very easy for persons disposed to be hostile 
to say that he was keeping back incriminating documents when 
he was simply doing what good practice and international cus- 
tom required. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Massachusetts yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. As I understand the point of the Sena- 
tor’s argument, it is that a great many people would not believe 
the President made an answer in good faith to this resolution 
if he declined to send the information. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator misunderstands me completely. 
I never intimated anything of the sort. I said there were 
people who would not be slow to charge it, and when party lines 
are drawn in our foreign affairs it is quite possible that such 
charges would be made. I do not mean to say that they would 
be made by Senators who are familiar with the circumstances, 
but made in the heat of party conflict. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Massachusetts yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. - 

Mr. CARMACK. If the Senator will permit me for a mo- 
ment, I will say if the President were to send a message to the 
Senate stating that it was incompatible with the public interest 
for him to send those papers here, I for one would believe 
that the statement was made in perfect good faith, and I think 
it would be so accepted by the Senate. I do not see that there 
is any point in the Senator’s argument, unless he fears that 
there would be a distrust of the President’s truthfulness and 
good faith in making that reply. 

Mr. LODGE. I have no fear, Mr. President, that there would 
be any distrust of the President’s truthfulness either here or 
among the people at large. I think the opinion of the Ameri- 
can people in regard to the truthfulness of the President of the 
United States has been sufficiently manifested to leave no doubt 
on that point. 

Mr. CARMACK. Then, if the Senator will permit me, why 


should he fear that such charges would be made if he knows 
that nobody would believe them? 

Mr. LODGE. Because I have known a great many charges 
made by the party opposed to the President, which I think no- 
body seriously believed. 

Mr. CARMACK. And they did not do any harm. 

Mr. LODGE. No; it is quite evident that they did not do 
any harm. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is it not the state of public affairs, and has it 
not been ever since the foundation of the Government the fact 
that some people are always making charges against every- 
body? Is it fair for thé Senate to consider, in discharging its 
duties, the fear that somebody might charge something on some- 
body else? 

Mr. LODGE. I think the Senate ought not to make a request 
on the President which we know beforehand that he is bound, 
owing to the relations of another government to the question, 
to refuse to answer in whole or in part. It has neyer been the 
practice here; it has never been done. 

I do not suppose there is one line in all the negotiations which 
anybody may not know, but I do think that it would be a most 
unfortunate precedent for the Senate to adopt the ground that, 
pending the ratification of a treaty, the President should be 
asked to send in the papers involving the correspondence and 
the attitude and the expression of opinion of a foreign govern- 
ment. If it can be applied to one government it can be applied 
to all. I do not think that this unusual request is a wise or a 
proper one to make. For that reason I hope the resolution will 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I am quite sure the Senator 
from Massachusetts, whatever his personal and political friend- 
ship for the President may be, does not speak by authority 
when he seems to me to intimate that the President, if he 
thought it was incompatible with the public interest to send 
the documents to the Senate, would be embarrassed in saying 
that to the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think he would be in the least embar- 
rassed to so say. I haye never known him to be afraid to say 
what he thought. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator said there was danger of em- 
barrassing the President and that somebody might criticise him 
improperly. Why, Mr. President, old George Washington, 
without any precedent before him, was brave enough, when he 
thought a paper should not go to Congress, to say so; and I 
think practically that every President since has been able to 
say that. 

Mr. MORGAN. That was in reference to the other House. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; in reference to the other House, which 
had called for certain documents. President Washington was 
brave enough to say that they were not entitled to them; and 
I think I may say that all the Presidents from that time down 
have been more or less accustomed to saying that very thing. 
They have said, “ There are certain things that I think ought 
to be withheld;“ and they have withheld them. If the Sena- 
tor’s argument means anything, it means that we must refrain 
from calling for information for fear there may be something 
in the Government archives that the executive department does 
not want to give us, and that the President will be subjected 
to criticism if he does not do so, although custom has author- 
ized him to say: “It is incompatible with the public interest to 
comply with your request, and therefore I decline.” Mr. Presi- 
dent, in my experience in the Senate I have seen that done re- 
peatedly, and I have never in my life known a single criti- 
cism of it. I have never heard a Senator who was opposed to 
the President politically or otherwise raise a question but that 
it was the exercise of a power which belonged to him, a power 
which was intrusted to him for the public good. We haye 
never had a President who was not brave enough to say that 
when such a necessity arose, and we have never had a Senate 
mean enough to criticise him when he exercised that power. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I do not think that there is any 
very great importance attached to this resolution whether it 
should be adopted or not; but it presents a practical question. 
If we were to instruct the Committee on Foreign Relations ot 
to request the President at once to furnish us the information 
desired in the resolution, unless we are prepared to remain 
here for a week or two longer, we should not, perhaps, be able to 
get it. Therefore I say that the proper thing to do, in my judg- 
ment, in view of the probable early adjournment of the session, 
is to refer the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations ; 
and I hope that will be the action of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this resolution ought to be 
adopted by the Senate without any hesitancy, I think, in justice 
to its own reputation. Senators here claim that information is 
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desired relative to the matters that are contained in or sought 
to be brought out by this resolution. It is very evident that 
there are questions connected with this resolution that we do not 
feel at liberty to allude to in open debate; but the minds of Sen- 
ators evidently have been very much impressed with the neces- 
sity of getting from the State Department the correspondence in 
regard to certain transactions in the island of Santo Domingo; 
and when we are required to act on treaties, protocols, and 
things of that sort, and to advise the President—that is what 
the action of the Senate ought to be; the Constitution says that 
we are here for the purpose of advising him in the matter of 
making treaties—we ought to have all the information that bears 
upon the subject. 

I do not agree at all with the proposition stated by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lope] on yesterday, that the 
Senate in its executive session bolds any such relation to the 
President of the United States as to exclude them from any in- 
formation relating to treaties which would enable them to give 
him proper advice and give their own consent to this supreme 
law of the United States which we are enacting here in this 
Chamber. There is no other part of the legislative power of the 
United States which is invited in here to assist us in making 
this supreme law. In ordinary legislation we are very glad to 
have the assistance of the House of Representatives, and it is 
absolutely necessary. A legislative department consisting only 
of one body is not allowable in the United States in conformity 
with the principles of our constitutional government, except in 
the single case of advising and consenting to a treaty, which 
becomes the supreme law of the land whenever we consent to it. 

The other party, Mr. President, who is engaged in legislating 
upon this supreme law of the United States is in this particular 
case the man Morales, down there in Santo Domingo. Well, 
sir, if he was elected to the Senate of the United States from a 
State of this Union, and sent here otherwise duly qualified, this 
Senate would not receive him; it could not do it out of respect 
to its own character; it could not possibly receive him upon his 
personal merits. He is recognized as President in Santo Do- 
mingo, owing to the comity of nations and the necessity to pre- 
serve commercial and other relations with all foreign countries. 
The doctrine of international law is that a man who occupies 
such a position, it makes no difference how he got it, if he is in 
possession of the government there, may be, and ought to be, 
recognized by the President of the United States as the de facto 
President of that country. We do not base the recognition upon 
his de jure rights at all, but upon his de facto rights. 

Now, there he is, and be is participating with this Senate in 
enacting a supreme law for the United States. Well, the near- 
est we can get to his views on this question is to ask the Presi- 
dent of the United States to send in the correspondence that 
he has had with him. It is a matter that ought to be looked 
into. There may be a question of propriety on the part of the 
Senate in ratifying a treaty with such a man as Morales. The 
Senate of the United States may refuse to consider it. 

For a long time here, under the express provisions of the 
Constitution of the United States, we ratified treaties with the 
Indian tribes; that is to say, with the chiefs of the tribes. After 
a while we came to recognize the absurdity of that, because 
those men were absolutely incompetent to make „treaties, and 
we knew it. So quietly we withdrew the jurisdiction from the 
Senate, assumed it in behalf of both Houses of Congress, and 
undertook to make contracts with the Indian tribes by a sort 
of programme that we ourselves laid down, whereby we could 
deal with them on most important matters through the assist- 
ance of commissioners and of acts of Congress. 

Why did we do that? Simply because those chiefs were not 
competent to represent their governments, and no one could 
tell whether a man who was chief to-day had the right to be 
or would be chief to-morrow. So in recognition of that first 
principle of treaty making or contract making with independent 
governments, we have adopted that as the scheme now upon 
which we shall deal with the Indians. 

Now, look at Morales—and I might include several other 
chieftains who are presiding now in the office of presidency of 
those republics—look at them. What are they? Who are 
they? What rights have they got? How can we invite them 
to come in here to participate with us in making the supreme 
law of the United States? This treaty when ratified, if it 
should be ratified, becomes a law that breaks down any State 
constitution, any State law; and I believe it would break down 
any law of the United States that is in conflict with it. 

That is the ground we took here when we were arguing the 
Panama question, the question of government there, etc., and 
the treaty with Panama. If there were any laws in the way of 
a treaty made with Panama, they would give way; they would 


be repealed by the power and effect of the treaty. So in this 
case, if there is any part of the law of the United States, such 
as the collection of the customs of the United States, the rate 
of taxation, the occupancy of their ports and custom-houses by 
our agents, and the like of that, this treaty, Mr. President, breaks 
down the laws of the United States, and it breaks down the 
Constitution of the United States, in my humble opinion. But 
at all events there is no law which we touch or have touched in 
a long time that has the importance that must be attached to 
the laws that are provided in this treaty to be enacted as the 
supreme law of the United States. 

Mr. President, in order to understand what we ought to do 
in the island of Santo Domingo and what we ought to do in 
respect of the people of that country, the President has as- 
sumed and exercised the right, and we have the right in 
concert with him—in correspondence with him—to know those 
same things, so that we may come to a judgment as to whether 
we will consent to the enactment of this law—for that is what 
we are doing, enacting a law. 

It is not true that the President has a right to withhold in- 
formation on the subject of a treaty—I will confine my re- 
marks to that—from the Senate upon the proposition, stated 
by the Senator from Massachusetts on yesterday, that there are 
matters connected with the negotiation of treaties that we are 
compelled to keep in the archives of the State Department and 
in the bosom of the President and the Secretary of State, for 
the reason that other nations would not treat freely with us 
if they thought that their pour parlers and various other efforts 
to get at an agreement were to be investigated by the Senate. 

Let us see what that amounts to. That depends upon 
whether or not these state secrets—for they are state secrets— 
are as much protected against exposure when communicated 
to the Senate as they are when communicated to the President. 
As a matter of practice, Mr. President, neither body can avoid 
exposure. The editors of proceedings in executive sessions 
are here to expose what we say, and a great deal of what we 
do not say, to the world; but the world is charitable enough to 
put them down as falsifiers and give us the benefit of the 


doubt. That is about the situation here. When we go down: 


to the streets and find that horde of enterprising, enlightened, 
and intelligent reporters around the Department of State and 
around the Executive Office, so that a man can hardly break 
through them to get in or out—certainly he can not do it with- 
out being interrupted in his business—what are they doing 
there? They are picking up information from the President 
and from his men around him and from the State Department 
and other Departments, but more particularly from the Presi- 
dent and the State Department, which they go and circulate 
to the world. There is a freedom of giving out such informa- 
tion there which I think must surprise other nations as to the 
liberality and democracy of our institutions, because nothing 
is sent here, or very little is sent here, under the confidence of 
our rules that does not appear next morning in the public 
papers as having been given out. 

We find statements, statements, statements made by the Sec- 
retary of State and the Assistant Secretary of State and “ pub- 
lished by authority,” it is said, in the important, infiuential, and 
reputable newspapers, that are not communicated here. When 
the Senate gets hold of these facts in this indirect way and we 
offer a resolution here to bring out the actual facts, Senators 
rise and object that we are not worthy of confidence; that we 
must advise the President without being informed of what the 
facts are. He has advised himself as to the signing and send- 
ing here of a treaty upon a state of facts—of course he could not 
do it otherwise—but when it comes to the question of whether 
a coordinate branch of the Government, the Senate, shall also 
advise him, -we are left in the dark, and he refuses to show us 
the papers, we will say, upon which he took his course of action 
and made his recommendation. We have to vote the law of the 
land in the absence of the facts that the President has acted 
upon, and he and his friends stand around him and say: “ No, it 
would be impolite; it would be perhaps dangerous for the Presi- 
dent of the United States to send in his message here stating 
the facts upon which he acted in negotiating the treaty lest you 
might give them out to the world.” As a matter of fact, I 
think the Senate can yery well afford to compare notes with the 
executive department on the question of retailing to the world 
facts that ought to be kept sacred in that department.. E think 
so, and the people think so, and they think rightly about it. 

This resolution ought not to be opposed. The Senate ought 
not to humiliate itself and ought not to place upon itself the 
brand that it is worthy to be treated in the way we are treated 
when the President refuses or withholds or fails to send in in- 
formation that we need here. We believe we need it, and we 
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know we need it, in order to get at the facts of the transaction 
and base a sound judgment and consent under the Constitution 
and our oaths upon a proposition to ratify the treaty. 

We ought not to put that brand upon ourselves, but that is 
what we are doing. We are announcing to the world that the 
President of the United States must not be invited by this 
body to send to it the papers that relate to the correspondence 
out of which the treaty originated because we are not fit to be 
trusted with it; and yet it is asserted here, and admitted on 
all sides, that the President, for reasons of his own, may, after 
all, decline the request, because he is under some peculiar per- 
sonal obligation or Presidential obligation not to furnish the 
particular facts. He has a right to decline the request without 
any impeachment of his motives. We do not impeach his mo- 
tives whenever he makes such a reservation and refuses to 
send the information desired. That is supposed to be and 
asserted to be the prerogative of the President and necessary 
for the safety of the public. 

So the Senate makes no complaint when this information is 
withheld; but let the President take that ground, not that he 
is not compelled to communicate to the Senate the facts in 
reference to the negotiation of the treaty, but that there are 
certain facts within his keeping in the particular case which 
he may withhold for reasons best known to himself. Then the 
Senate would yield at once and would not pass under the ban 
and suspicion inflicted by themselves upon their own trust- 
worthiness. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Ala- 
bama, who has had great experience and has most extensive 
knowledge in regard to questions of this character, whether in 
connection with the negotiation of treaties by this Government 
there has been a single instance im the whole history of the 
Government up to within the last ten years where there has 
been raised the slightest question as to the adoption of such a 
resolution or where there has been a refusal on the part of 
the President of the United States to communicate to the Sen- 
ate when it is considering a treaty all the correspondence in 
relation thereto? 

Mr. MORGAN. Never, Mr. President, within my knowledge 
or information, in regard to a treaty. In regard to public ap- 
pointments to office the Cleveland Administration took a ground 
which I think is entirely untenable. I think we did ourselves 
very great injustice in not requiring Mr. Cleveland to bring for- 
ward the reasons for removal of men from office. Citizens of 
the United States have a right, when they are driven from office, 
to know, and to haye their Senators and Representatives know, 
what grounds there are for their removal. Whatever the 
grounds are they ought to be stated. That was a bad rule; it 
was a bad break we made in the wrong direction when we ap- 
plied it to appointments to office, but, so far as I am informed, 
we have never applied that rule to treaties, and I do not think 
any Senator here can cite an instance in which it has been done. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator from Alabama will allow me, 
I should like to call his attention, in view of what the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner] has said about this matter in 
the consideration of the pending treaty, that when General 
Grant was President of the United States he negotiated a treaty 
for the acquisition of this island of Santo Domingo, and, with- 
out the passage of a resolution by the Senate, he furnished to 
the then chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, Hon. 
Charles Sumner, of Massachusetts, all the correspondence, and 
on the 24th day of March, 1870, Mr. Sumner presented it to the 
Senate. It is set out in the Executive Journal, as follows: 

Mr. Sumner presented a letter of the Secretary of State, addressed 
to the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, communi- 
cating copies of the instructions under which the convention and treaty 
of the United States and Santo Domingo were negotiated, together 
with the accompaniments therein referred to; which was ordered to 
be printed in confidence for the use of the Senate. 

So in looking back, as I had cause to do some year or two ago, 
I found that in almost every case the Department furnished 
voluntarily all the correspondence which the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Loba] says ought not to be presented at any 
time, and in no case in the history of the body where the reso- 
tion was couched in proper language was it ever refused to pass 
a resolution asking for such information. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I am not very familiar with 
that particular incident, although I knew it in a historical way; 
but that was a case where a brave and honest President squared 
his action with his sense of duty. His idea was that the Sen- 
ate of the United States, in acting upon what was then a very 
difficult problem relating to this same island, ought to be in- 
formed of everything that had been done and said in that trans- 
action. When we have such Presidents, we have no occasion 
to be making requests through resolutions that we be informed 
of this, that, and the other thing connected with it. It is the 


absence of such Presidents. I think, Mr. President, that has 
forced us into this unpleasant duty of asking for information 
by resolution that ought to come voluntarily. It is a part of 
the duty of the President to communicate it to us, so that we can 
know what he acted upon and whether to advise him that his 
action was correct or incorrect and inform him, if we can, 
where he overlooked some point. 

Look at the first Hay-Pauncefote treaty; how it was argued 
and discussed here, how every fact in regard to the whole sub- 
ject was brought forward by President McKinley, and how the 
Senate disagreed with that great and splendid man in the word- 
ing of that treaty and amended it, knowing at the time they 
amended it that it would fail, because Great Britain would not 
accept the construction that the United States Senate put upon 
it. The fact that the Senate took that action on that occa- 
sion has saved this Government from an involvement about 
which we would have been worrying to-day very seriously. 

I hope the Senate will pass this resolution and let us go on 
and attend to this business as we ought to, because some of us, 
at least, are not satisfied that we have got the information that 
is necessary. 

There is one paper connected with this business—and I will 

not designate it—which seems to haye taken effect and pro- 
duced very important results in Santo Domingo, without any- 
body being able to trace its origin or knowing whether it 
originated here or whether it originated in Santo Domingo, or 
who prepared it or drew it up, or under what instructions, if 
any, that agreement was made. We knew nothing about it 
It is a matter of serious dispute all around as to where that 
paper comes from and by whose authority that contract was 
entered into. 
Well, I suppose the general purpose of this resolution is to 
get at the history of that paper; to find out in some way, if 
we can, who originated it, where it was first made, and by 
what authority it was ever formulated into a contract be- 
tween this Government and the Government of Santo Domingo. 
We do not know anything about it, and here we are lingering 
along, not even considering the amendments to this treaty nor 
taking a single vote upon anything at all, in our effort to get 
information. It is an honest effort, and I hope it will prevail. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Nretson in the chair). The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Cuttom] to refer the resolution to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Illinois will allow me to 
interrupt him a moment, I thought that before he moved that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business he 
would permit action to be taken upon the resolution which I 
offered yesterday, to which he objected, and which came up this 
morning. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think we had better get along with executive 
matters. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know the Senator thinks we had better get 
along, but I have an opinion of my own as to what ought to be 
done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
insist upon his motion 

Mr. CULLOM. I think I shall have to insist upon it. 


EXTENSION OF PATENTS IN CERTAIN CASES. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. If the Senator from Illinois will yield to 
me for a moment, I desire to ask unanimous consent for the 
printing of a document. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I ask unanimous consent for the printing, 
as a document, of an argument regarding legislation for the ex- 
tension of letters patent. The expense, I believe, will be less 
than $500. It is now under consideration by the American Bar 
Association, and it is claimed that the argument which I ask 
to have printed contains valuable information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. KEAN. What is the request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To print as a Senate document 
the paper to which the Senator from Nevada has referred. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. What is the nature of the paper? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It relates to patent matters. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It relates to legislation for the extension 
of patents in proper cases beyond the term of the original grant. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, 
the paper referred to by the Senator from Nevada will be 
printed as a document. The Chair hears no objection. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executiye business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. During the executive ses- 
sion several messages in writing from the President of the 
United States were communicated to the Senate by Mr. B. F. 
Barnes, one of his secretaries. After two hours and twenty- 


eight minutes spent in executive session the doors were re- 


opened. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


While the doors were closed, at 1 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m., 
Mr. Cuttom submitted the following resolution, which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee to consist of two Senators be appointed 
By se Chair to wait upon the President of the United States and inform 
h that, unless he may have some further communication to make, 
the Senate is ready to adjourn without day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. Curtom and 
Mr. McCreary as the committee. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


At 3 o'clock and 35 minutes p. m. Mr. Cutrom and Mr. Mo- 
Creary, the committee appointed to wait upon the President of 
the United States, appeared, and 

Mr. CULLOM said: Mr. President, the committee who were 
directed by the Senate to inform the President that if he should 
have no further communication to make the Senate is ready 
to adjourn, have discharged that duty, and were requested by 


-the President to inform the Senate that he has no further com- 


munication to make. 

At 3 o’clock and 38 minutes p. m. the Senate resumed legisla- 
tive session. 

1 ALLISON. I move that the Senate do now adjourn with- 
ou y. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o'clock and 40 minutes 
p. m.) the President pro tempore declared the Senate adjourned 
without day. 


NOMINATIONS, 5 
Eæecutive nominations received by the Senate March 18, 1905. 


ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Edwin V. Morgan, of New York, now consul at Dalny, to be 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United 
States to Korea, vice Horace N. Allen, resigned. 


CONSULS-GENERAL. 
George C. McIntosh, of West Virginia, to be consul-general 
of the United States at Buenos Aires, Argentine Republic, vice 
Daniel Mayer, whose nomination was not acted upon at the last 
session of the Senate. 
Horace Lee Washington, of the District of Columbia, now con- 
sul at Geneva, to be consul-general of the United States at Cape 
Town, Cape of Good Hope, vice William R. Bigham, resigned. 


CONSULS. 


George L. Dobson, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States 
at Hangchow, China, vice George E. Anderson, appointed consul 
at Amoy. The nomination of Mr. Dobson to be consul at Not- 
tingham, which was sent to the Senate on the 6th instant, is 
hereby withdrawn. 

John H. Snodgrass, of West Virginia, to be consul of the 
United States at Pretoria, Transvaal, South Africa, vice Joseph 
E. Proffit, resigned. 


COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Elliott Northcott, of West Virginia, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of West Virginia, in place of Thomas B. 
Davis, deceased. 

Walter S. Louden, of Illinois, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the thirteenth district of Illinois, in place of William H. 
Powell, deceased. 


POSTMASTERS. 
OREGON. 


J. ©. Hodson to be postmaster at Newberg, in the county of 
Yamhill and State of Oregon, in place of Ezra H. Woodward. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1904. 

Frank Lucas to be postmaster at Monmouth, in the county of 
Ser dn State of Oregon. Office became Presidential January 
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CIRCUIT JUDGE, 


Christian C. Kohlsaat, of Illinois, now serving as United 
States district judge for the northern district of Illinois, to be 
United States circuit judge for the seventh judicial circuit. An 
original appointment under the provisions of the act approved 
March 3, 1905, entitled “An act providing for an additional cir- 
cuit judge in the seventh judicial circuit, * * * .” 

DISTRICT JUDGES. 

Solomon H. Bethea, of Illinois, now serving as United States 
attorney for the northern district of Illinois, to be United States 
district judge for the northern district of Illinois, vice Chris- 
tian C. Kohlsaat, nominated to be United States circuit judge 
for the seventh judicial circuit. 

Kenesaw M. Landis, of Illinois, to be United States district 
judge for the northern district of Illinois, An original appoint- 
ment under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1905, 
entitled “An act providing for an additional judge in the seventh 
judicial circuit, and for the appointment of an additional judge 
for the northern district of Illinois * * +” 

DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 


Henry K. Butterfield, of Wisconsin, to be United States at- 
torney for the eastern district of Wisconsin. A reappointment, 
his term expiring April 21, 1905. 


CONFIRMATIONS. ; 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 18, 1905. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
Henry K. Butterfield, of Wisconsin, to be United States at- 
torney for the eastern district of Wisconsin. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Edwin V. Morgan, of New York, to Korea. 
CONSUL-GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Horace Lee Washington, of the District of Columbia, at Cape 
Town, Cape of Good Hope. 
CONSULS. 
John H. Snodgrass, of West Virginia, at Pretoria, Transvaal, 
South Africa. 
George L. Dobson, of Iowa, at Hangchow, China. 
George C. McIntosh, of West Virginia, to be consul-general 
at Buenos Ayres, Argentine Republic. 
COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
1 S. Louden, of Illinois, for the thirteenth district of 
IIlino 
Elliott Northcott, of West Virginia, for the district of West 
Virginia. 
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE, SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, 
Christian C. Kohlsaat, of Illinois. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT on 
ILLINOIS, 
Solomon H. Bethea, of Illinois. 
Kenesaw M. Landis, of Illinois. 
POSTMASTERS, 
OREGON, 
J. C. Hodson, at Newberg, Oreg. 
Frank Lucas, at Monmouth, Oreg. 


EXTRADITION TREATY WITH URUGUAY. 


The treaty was ratified and the injunction of secrecy removed 
March 18, 1905, from a treaty between the United States and 
Uruguay, signed on March 11, 1905, for the mutual extradition 
of criminals. 


LIST OF OFFICES TO WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE 
MADE AND NOT CONFIRMED AND FILLED DURING 
THE SPECIAL SESSION OF THE FIFTY-NINTH CON- 
GRESS, ENDING MARCH 18, 1905. 

Judge of the district court of the district of Alaska.—Person 
nominated, James Wickersham. 
First lieutenant in the Army of the United States, Infantry 

Arm.—Person nominated, James L. Craig. 

First lieutenant in the Army of the United States, Cavalry 

Arm.—Person nominated, William C. Gardenhire. 

POSTMASTERS 


At Thibodaux, La., Arthur A. Boudreaux, 
At Northeast, Pa., Perry A. Sanborn. 
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PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE FIFTY-NINTH CONGRESS. 


FIRST SESSION. 


SENATE. 


Monpay, December 4, 1905. 


The first Monday of December being the day prescribed by the 
Constitution of the United States for the annual meeting of Con- 
ley 3 the first session of the Fifty-ninth Congress commenced 

s day. 

The Senate assembled in its Chamber at the Capitol. 

The Vice-President (Mr. CHARLES W. FAIRBANKS) called the 
Benate to order at 12 o’clock noon. 


PRAYER. 


The Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. HALE, offered the following 
prayer: 

And Solomon stood before the aliar of the Lord in the pres- 
ence of all the congregation of Israel, and spread forth his hands 
foward heaven; 

And he said, Lord God of Israel, there is no God like Thee in 
heaven above or on the earth beneath, who keepest covenant and 
3 with Thy servants that walk before Thee with all their 

arts; 

And now, O God of Israel, let Thy word, I pray Thee, be veri- 
fied, which Thou speakest unto Thy servant. But will God 
Indeed dwell on the earth? Behold the heaven and heaven of 
heavens can not contain Thee. 

Yet have Thou respect unto the prayer of Thy servant, O 
Lord my God, that Thine eyes may be open toward this house 
night and day, even toward the place of which Thou hast said 
“My name shall be there,” that Thou mayest hearken unto the 

rayers which Thy servants shall make toward this place, and 

33 Thou to the supplication of Thy servant and of Thy 
people when they shall pray, and hear Thou in heaven Thy 
dwelling place, and when Thou hearest, forgive. 

What prayer and supplication which shall be made by any 
man or by all Thy people hear Thou in heaven, Thy dwelling 
place, and forgive and do and give to every man according to 
his ways, whose heart Thou knowest, for Thou knowest the 
hearts of all the children of men. 

Let us pray. Father Almighty, Lord of heaven and earth, we 
thank Thee for everything and we ask Thee for everything. We 
thank Thee for these days and months since we parted; for 
health, for light, for air, for breath, for wisdom, for everything 
that Thou hast been pleased to give Thy servants. 

And now we are before Thee in prayer for the work of this 
Congress in the months that are before us. Thou hast been 
pleased to send Thy servants to this service. Thy kingdom is 
to come and Thy will is to be done on earth as it is done in 
heayen. And here are all these ministers of Thine, apostles of 
Thine, sent by Thee to go forward to bring in this kingdom. 
They have to hew down the mountains and to lift up the val- 
leys. They have to make the waters flow and the deserts blos- 
som. And they are here to pledge themselves to Thee, the liv- 
ing God, our Father, with us always—strength for Thy command- 
ments; strength for each of Thy servants here; wisdom, Thy 
perfect wisdom, for whatever they may have to decide and what- 
eyer they may do, and the love of justice, truth, and peace in 
every heart before Thee. 

Father, we thank Thee for so much! For peace among the 
nations; that Thou hast sheathed the sword and that men need 
study war no more; for concord, the blessing and prosperity of 
this happy nation, whose God is the Lord; that men bear each 
others burdens; that they go forward as brethren, each with 
each and each with all. 


And so be with us in these days that are to come. Light, love, 
and strength, Father; we ask everything of Thy perfect love, as 
Thy children in the Lord Jesus. 

Join me, all, audibly in the Lord’s prayer. 

Our Father, who art in heaven, hallowed be Thy name. Thy 
kingdom come, Thy will be done, on earth as it is done in 
heaven. Give us this day our daily bread, and forgive us our 
trespasses as we forgive those who trespass against us. Lead 
us not into temptation, but deliver us from evil, for Thine ig 
the kingdom, and the power, and the glory, forever. Amen. 


CALLING OF THE ROLL. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Secretary will call the roll of 
the Senate. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Alger Daniel Heyburn Perkins 
Allee pew Hopkins Pettus 
Allison ick ean Piles 
Ankeny Dillingham Kittredge Platt 
acon Dolliver Latimer Proctor 
Bailey Dryden Lodge Rayner 
Beveridge Dubois Lon Scott 
Blackburn Elkins McCreary Simmons 
Bulkeley Flint McCumber moot 
Burkett Foraker Mallory Spooner 
Burnham Foster Martin Stone 
Burrows Frye Millard Sutherland 
Carter Fulton Money Teller 
Garz Gallinger Morgan Tillman 
Clark, Mont. Gamble Nelson Warren 
Clark, Wyo. Gorman Newlands Wetmore 
Clarke, Ark, Hale Nixon 
Crane Hansbrough Overman 
Culberson Hemenway rose 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Seventy-three Senators have an 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

Mr. BACON. As my colleague [Mr. Cray] did not respond 
to his name on the roll call, I desire the Recorp to show that 
he is absent on account of personal illness. 


SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I have already presented th¢ 
credentials of my colleague [Mr. Knox] and they have been 
filed. I ask that he now be sworn in. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator-elect from Pennsyl- 
vania will present himself at the desk. 

Mr. Knox was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr, 
Penrose; and the oath prescribed by law having been admin- 
istered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


SENATOR FROM RHODE ISLAND. 


Mr. WETMORE. I desire that my colleague [Mr. Aldrich] 
may be sworn. His credentials have been presented and filed 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator-elect from Rhode Is 
land will present himself at the desk. 

Mr. Aldrich was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
WETMORE; and the oath prescribed by law having been admin- 
istered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


SENATORS FROM MISSOURI AND TENNESSEE. 


Mr. STONE presented the credentials of William Warner, 
chosen by the legislature of the State of Missouri a Senator from 
that State for the term beginning March 4, 1905; which wers 
read and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the credentials of James B. Frazier, 
chosen by the legislature of the State of Tennessee a Senato1 
from that State to fill the vacancy in the term beginning Marck 
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4, 1905, occasioned by the death of William B. Bate; which were 
read and ordered to be filed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senators-elect whose creden- 
tials have been read will present themselves at the desk and re- 
ceive the oath of office. 

Mr. Warner and Mr. Frazier were escorted to the Vice-Presi- 
dent’s desk by Mr. Stone and Mr. Gorman, respectively, and the 
oath prescribed by law haying been administered to them, they 
took their seats in the Senate. 


SENATORS PRESENT. 


The following Senators were present: 

From the State of— 

Alabama—John T. Morgan and Edmund W. Pettus. 

Arkansas—James P. Clarke. 

California Frank P. Flint and George C. Perkins. 

Colorado Henry M. Teller. 

Connecticut Morgan G. Bulkeley. 

Delaware—J. Frank Allee. 

Hloridua— Stephen R. Mallory. 

Georgia—Augustus O. Bacon. 

Idaho Fred T. Dubois and Weldon B. Heyburn. 

Julinois—Albert J. Hopkins. 

Indiana—aAlbert J. Beveridge and James A. Hemenway. 

Jowa—William B. Allison and Jonathan P. Dolliver. 

Kansas—Chester I. Long. 

Kentucky—Joseph ©. S. Blackburn and James B. McCreary. 

Louisiana—Murphy J. Foster. 

Maine—William P. Frye and Eugene Hale. 

Maryland—Arthur P. Gorman and Isador Rayner. 

Massachusetts—Winthrop M. Crane and Henry Cabot Lodge. 

Michigan—Russell A. Alger and Julius C. Burrows. 

Minnesota—Moses E. Clapp and Knute Nelsen. 

Mississippi—H. D. Money. 

Missouri—William J. Stone and William Warner. 

Montana—Thomas H. Carter and William A. Clark. 

Nebraska—Elmer J. Burkett and Joseph H. Millard. 

Nevada—Francis G. Newlands and George S. Nixon. 

New Hampshire—Henry E. Burnham and Jacob H. Gallinger. 

New Jersey—John F. Dryden and John Kean. 

New York—Chauncey M. Depew and Thomas C. Platt. 

North Carolina—Lee S. Overman and Furnifold M. Simmons. 
ae Dakota—Henry C. Hansbrough and Porter J. McCum- 

r. 

Ohio—Charles Dick and Joseph B. Foraker. 

Oregon—Charles W. Fulton. 

Pennsylvania—Philander Chase Knox and Boies Penrose. 

Rhode Island—Nelson W. Aldrich and George P. Wetmore, 

South Carolina—Asbury C. Latimer and Benjamin R. Tillman. 

South Dakota—Robert J. Gamble and Alfred B. Kittredge. 

Tennessee—James B. Frazier. 

Texas—Joseph W. Bailey and Charles A. Culberson. 

Utah—Reed Smoot and George Sutherland. 

Vermont—William P. Dillingham and Redfield Proctor. 

Virginia—John W. Daniel and Thomas S. Martin. 

Washington—Levi Ankeny and Samuel H. Piles. 

West Virginia—Stephen B. Elkins and Nathan B. Scott. 

Wisconsin—John C. Spooner. 

Wyoming—Clarence D. Clark and Francis E. Warren. 


SENATOR FROM FLORIDA. 


Mr. MALLORY presented the credentials of James P. Tal- 
iaferro, chosen by the legislature of the State of Florida a 
Senator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1905; 
which were read and ordered to be filed. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be ve re 
to join such committee as may be appointed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives to wait upon the President of the United States and inform 
him that a gaoran of each House is assembled, and that Congress is 
ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to make, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed as the committee Mr. ALLT- 
son and Mr. MORGAN. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives 
that a quorum of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is ready 
to proceed business. 


HOUR OF DAILY MEETING. 


Mr. FRYE. The senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cuttom] 
desired me to state that he is detained from the Chamber to-day 


which was 


by illness, I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration. 
The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 
Resolved, That the hour of daily meeting of the Senate be 12 o'clock 
meridian until otherwise ordered. 
DEATH OF SENATOR ORVILLE HITCHCOCK PLATT. 


Mr. BULKELEY. Mr. President, it is my sad duty to an- 
nounce to the Senate the death, since the close of the last ses- 
sion of this body, of the senior Senator from Connecticut, Hon. 
ORVILLE HitcHcock Parr, who died at his summer residence, 
Washington, Conn., April 21, 1905. 

I desire, Mr. President, to offer the following resolutions for 
the consideration of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut of- 
fers resolutions, which will be read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate with deep regret has listened to the an- 
nouncement of the death of the Hon. ORVILLE HITCHCOCK PLATT, for 
more than a quarter of a century a member of this body, a period 
e consecutive elections, as a Senator from the State of 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolu- 
tions to the House of Representatives. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased the Senate do now adjourn. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The resolutions were agreed to unanimously; and the Senate 
(at 12 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, December 5, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpay, December 4, 1905. 


This day, in compliance with the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion, the Members-elect of the House of Representatives of the 
Fifty-ninth Congress assembled in their Hall and were called to 
order by Mr. ALEXANDER McDoweE Lt, the Clerk of the last House. 

The CLERK. Prayer will be offered by the Chaplain of the 
last House. 

The following prayer was offered by the Rey. Henry N. Cou- 
DEN, D. D., Chaplain of the last House. 

Infinite and eternal Spirit, Father of all souls and the giver of 
all gifts, humbly and devoutly we bow before Thee and ackowl- 
edge with gratitude our indebtedness to Thee for all that we 
are and all that we can hope to be as individuals and as a 
nation. 

From weakness to power, from small to great, from insig- 
nificance to a world-wide influence Thou hast led us onward and 
upward as a nation, and we would not forget that “to whom 
much is given of him much will be required,” “that righteous- 
ness exalteth a nation, but sin is a reproach to any people.” 

Forgive, we beseech Thee, our individual and national sins 
and cleanse us from all iniquity, that with pure motives, high 
resolyes, and noble endeavors we may move forward to yet 
greater achievements. 

Here in Thy sight, under the dome of this great Capitol, we 
are gathered together, the Senators and Representatives of 
eighty millions of people, who have committed to their care the 
interests and welfare of the nation. Grant, O most merciful 
Father, that with clear conceptions, lofty ideals, and patriotic 
zeal they may fulfill to the uttermost the obligations resting 
upon them. Impart unto the Speaker of this House strength 
and wisdom, that he may guide this body through all its delibera- 
tions to the highest and best results. 

Be graciously near to the President of these United States, 
his advisers, and all others in authority, that with unanimity 
of purpose, guided by the light of heaven, the laws of the land 
may be faithfully executed and the affairs of state wisely and 
amicably administered to the uplift of the people and to the 
honor and glory of Thy holy name. 

We thank Thee for the peace and prosperity which prevails 
throughout our borders and that we are at peace with all the 
world, and we most fervently pray that these conditions may 
continue so long as the Republic shall live, in the spirit of the 
Lord Jesus Christ, who taught us, when we pray, to say: 

Our Father, who art in heaven, hallowed be thy name. Thy 
kingdom come, Thy will be done, on earth as it is in heaven. 
Give us this day our daily bread. And forgive us our debts 
as we forgive our debtors. And lead us not into temptation, 
but deliver us from evil. For Thine is the kingdom, and the 
power, and the glory forever. Amen 


The CrerK. The Clerk will call the roll by States to ascer- 
tain if a quorum of the Fifty-ninth Congress is present. 


1905. 


George W. Taylor. 
“Aries A. Wiley. 
Henry D. Clayton. 
| Sydney J. Bowie. 
J. Thomas H 


Robert Bruce Macon. 
Stephen Brun 

Joha C. Floyd. 
John 8. Little. 


James ge yrs 


Duncan E 
Joseph R. — f 
Julius 


Franklin E. Brooks. 
Robert W. Bonynge. 


George L. Lilley. 
E. Stevens Henry. 
Nehemiah D. Sperry. 


Rufus E. Lester. 


James M. Griggs. 
Elijah B. Lewis. 
William C. Adamson. 


Martin B. Madden. 
James R. Mann. 
William W. Wilson. 
Charles S. Wharton, 
Anthony Michalek. 
William Lorimer. 
eee Knopf. 


Robert R. Hitt. 


3 pus E Foster. 
ohn C. Chaney. 
William T. Zenor. 
Lincoln Dixon. 
Elias S. Holliday. 
James E. Waton 


Thomas Hedge. 

Alert F. Dawson. 
Benjamin P. Birdsall. 
Gilbert N. Hau “2 
Robert G. Cous 

John F. Lacey. 


8 F. Scott. 
CNE 


Philip P. Campbell. 


Ollie M. James. 
Augustus O. Stanley. 
James M. Richardson, 
David H. Smith. 
Swagar Sherley. 
Joseph L. Ehinock, 


Acopa Mi 
Robert C. vey. 
Robert F. Broussard. 


Amos L. Al 
Charles E. Littlefield. 


Thomas A. Smith. 
Joshua F. C. Talbott. 
Frank C. Wachter. 


George P. Lawren 
Frederick H. Gillett, 
Rockwood Hoar. 
Charles Q. Tirrell. 
Butler Ames. 
Augustus P. Gardner. 
Ernest W. Roberts. 


William kiden Smith. 
Samuel W. Smith, 


Stephen M. Sparkman, 
Frank Clark. 


Leonidas F. Livingston. 
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The roll, as made by the Clerk, was then called as follows: 


Oscar W. Underwood. 


Charles C. Reid. 
Joseph T. Robinson. 
Robert M. Wallace. 


CALIFORNIA. 
Everis A. Hayes. 


James C. Needham. 

James McLachlan. 
COLORADO. : : 
Herschel M. Hogg. 
CONNECTICUT. ; 


Boer a 


DELAWARE, 


Hiram R. Burton. 


FLORIDA. 
William B. Lamar, 


GEORGIA, 
88 L. Bartlett. 
William M. Howard. 
Bell. 


Thomas M. 
Thomas W. Hardwick. 


IDAHO. 


Burton L. French. 


ILLINOIS, 
James ig A 
George W. Prince. 
Joseph V. Graff. 


William A. Rodenberg. 
Frank L. Dickson. 
Pleasant T. Chapman. 
George W. Smith. 


INDIANA. 
George W. rece oi 
Charles B. Landis. 


dear Da Crumpacker, 
Frederic! ic Landis, 
Newton’ W. Gilbert. 
Abraham L. Brick, 


IOWA. 
John A. T. Hull. 
William P. Hepburn. 
Walter I. Smi 
James P. Conne 
Elbert H. Hubbard. 


KAN SAS. 


James M. Mill 

William A. Calderhead, 

William A. Reeder. 

Victor Murdock, 
KENTUCKY. ` 


South Trimble. 


LOUISIANA. 
John T. Watkins. 
Joseph E. Ransdell. 
Arsené P. Pujo. 
MAINE. 
Edwin C. Burleigh, 
Liewellyn Powers. 
MARYLAND. 
John Gill 
Sydney H. Kuga, 
George A. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Samuel W. McCall. 
ther. 


MICHIGAN, 


James — Tawney. 

T. MeCleary. 
charles R. Davis. 
Fred C. Stevens. 
Loren Fletcher, 
Ezekiel S. 8 jr. 


1 aS Epe 


James T. 

DR ¥ ucker. 
5 
David A. De Armond. 
John Welborn. 

Dorsey W. Shackleford. 


John L. Kennedy. 
John J. M > 
Edmund H. W. 


MINNESOTA. 
Charles B. Buckman. 
Andrew J. Volstead. 
J. Adam Bede. 
Halvor Steenerson. 


MISSISSIPPI. 
Eaton J. Bowers. 
Frank A. McLain, 
John S. Williams, 
MISSOURI. 
Champ Clark. 
Richard Bartholdt. 


Ernest E. Wood. 
Marion E. Rhodes. 
William T. Tyndall. 
Cassius M. Shartel. 
Arthur P. Murphy. 

MONTANA. 

Joseph M. Dixon. 

NEBRASKA. 
George W. Norris. 
Moses P. Kinkaid. 


NEVADA. 


Clarence D. Van Duzer. 


Cyrus A. Sulloway. 


Henry C. Loudenslager, 


John J. Gardner. 
Benjamin F, Howell, 
Ira W. W. 

Charles N. Fowler. 


Willlam W. Cocks. 
George H. Lindsay. 


Geor; N 
William M. Calder. 
John J. Lg sip 
Timothy D. Sullivan. 
Henry M. Goldfogle. 
Sulzer. 


William Randolph Hearst, 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Frank D, Currier. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Richard Wayne Parker, 
e ‘ar! 
iley. 


Wiiliam H. 
Marshal Van Winkle. 
Allan L. McDermott. 


NEW YORK. 
Thomas W. Bradley. 
John H. Ketcham. 
Wiiliam H. Draper. 
George N. Southwick. 
J. Le Fevre. 
Lucius N. Littauer. 
Wiiliam H. Flack. 
James S. Sherman. 


William Bourke Cockran. Sereno E. ne. 
Herbert Parsons. |, James Breck 
Charles A. Towne. J. Sloat Fassett. 


J. Van Vechten Olcott. 
Na Ruppert, at aa 


J Joseph A. Goulden, 
John E. Andrus. 


John H. Small 
Charles R. Thomas. 


Ed 
William W. Kitchin. 
Gilbert B. Patterson. 


Nicholas 55 
Herman P. Goebel. 
Robert M. Nevin. 


roggy. 
J. Warren Keifer. 
Ralph D. Cole. 
2 H. Southard. 
Henry T. Bannon. 
Charles H. Grosvenor. 


Henry H. Bingham. 
Robert Adams. 
u 


yeas P. Sanget: 


ay H. Dale. 

Henry W. Palmer. 

George R. Patterson. 
C. L. Kline. 


Marcus 

Mial E. Lilley. 
Elias Deemer. 
E. W. Samuel. 


Daniel L. D. Granger. 


George S. Legare. 
James O. Patterson, 
Wyatt Aiken. 
Joseph T. Johnson. 


Charles H. Burke. 


Walter P. Brownlow, 
Nathan —.— Hale. 


C. Houston. 


James W. Wadsworth. 
William H. Ryan. 

De Alva S. Alexander. 
Edward B. Vreeland. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 
F Aata. 
k neer 
Edwin Y. Webb. 
James M. Gudger, jr. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 
Asle J. Gronna. 
OHIO. 
Edward L. Taylor, jr. 
Grant E. Mouser, 
Amos R. Webber. 
Bem: 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
Thaddeus M. Mahon, 
Marlin E. Olmsted. 
John M. Reynolds. 
Daniel F. Lafean. 
Solomon R. Dresser. 


William H. Graham. 
John Dalzell. 
James Francis Burke. 
Andrew J. Barchfeld. 
RHODE ISLAND. 
Adin B. Capron. 
SOUTH CAROLINA, 
David E. Finley. 
J. Edwin Ellerbe. 
Asbury F. Lever. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Eben W. Martin. 
TENNESSEE. 
John Wesley Gaines. 
Lemuel dgett. 
Thetus W. Sims. 
Finis J. Garrett. 
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Morris Sheppard. 
Moses L. Broocks. 
Gordon Russell. 


Oscar W. Gillespie. 
ome ghee = Pandol 


John H. Stephens. 


Jack James L, Slayden. 
Scott Meld. John N. Garner. 
Alexander W. Gregg. William R. Smith. 
John M. Moore. 
f UTAH. 
Joseph Howell. 
VERMONT. 
David J. Foster, Kittredge Haskins. 
VIRGINIA. 
William A. Jones. Carter Glass. 
Danyi L. 1 James Hay. 
John La John F. Rixey. 
Robert 6. Southall. Campbell Slemp. 
Claude A. Swanson. Henry D. Flood. 
WASHINGTON. 


Wesley L. Jones. William E. Humphrey. 
Francis W. Cushman, 
WEST VIRGINIA. 


Blackburn B. Dovener. Harry C. Woodyard. 


Thomas B. Davis. James A. Hughes. 
Joseph Holt Gaines, 

WISCONSIN. 
Henry A. Cooper. John J. Esch. 
Henry Cc. 2 James H. Davidson. 
Joseph W. Babcock. Edward S. Minor. 
Theobold Otzen. Webster E. Brown. 
William H. Stafford. John J. Jenkins. 
Charles H. Weisse. 

WYOMING. 

Frank W. Mondell. 
ARIZONA. 


Marcus A. Smith. 
NEW MEXICO. 
William H. Andrews. 
OKLAHOMA, 
Bird S. McGuire. 
“HAWAII 
Jonah Kalanianaole. 
PORTO RICO. 
Tulio Larrinaga (Resident Commissioner). 


The following Members failed to answer to their names: 

Sylvester C. Smith. 

William G. Brantley. 

Samuel M. Robertson. 

George A. Loud. 

Benjamin G. Humphreys. 

Adam M. Byrd. 

Ernest M. Pollard. 

Claude Kitchin. 

Binger Hermann. 

John N. Williamson. 

* George A. Castor. 

Joseph C. Sibley. 

Malcom R. Patterson. 

Albert S. Burleson. 

The CLERK. Three hundred and sixty-nine Members have 
answered to their names; a quorum of the Fifty-ninth Congress 
is present. 

CHANGES IN MEMBERSHIP. 


The Clerk presented for the information of the House a 
statement showing the changes that have occurred since the 
regular election of Members of the Fifty-ninth Congress. 

The statement is as follows: 


Date of va- | Name of succes- 
District. Name. cancy. ae 
First Nebraska Elmer J. Burkett a ten M. Pol- 
First Indiana James A- Hemen- John H. Foster. 
Second West Virginia Alston G. Daytona Thos. B. Davis. 
Eighth Torbia Jobn * ck- John M. Moore. 
ney. 
Third Connecticut newer B. Brande- Edwin W. Hig- 
Fourteenth Illinois Hexiamin F. | June 3,1905 | James McKin- 
ney. 
a Resigned. d Died. 
Mr. GRONNA. I ask unanimous consent that the name of my 


The certifi- 


colleague [Mr. MARSHALL] be placed on the roll. 
cate has evidently been lost. There is no contest in the case 


and no opposition. 
Mr. PAYNE. That would not be in order until after the 


organization of the House. 


The CLERK. It would be a matter of unanimous consent. 


The gentleman from North Dakota asks unanimous consent that 


the name of his colleague [Mr. MARSHALL] be added to the roll. 
Is there any objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. At this stage of the proceedings I shall ob- 
ject. At the proper time that will be in order. 

The CLERK. Nominations for Speaker are now in order. 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I present the name of Hon. Josera G. CAN- 
NON, a Representative-elect from the State of Illinois, as a can- 
didate for Speaker of the House of Representatives of the 
Fifty-ninth Congress. [Loud applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I nominate for Speaker a Representa- 
tive-elect from the State of Mississippi, Hon. JOHN SHARP WIL- 
LIAMS. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

The CLERK. Are there any other nominations? No others 
are heard. The following tellers will please take their places 
at the desk: Mr. Densy of Michigan, Mr. Wess of North Car- 
olina, Mr. Dickson of Illinois, and Mr. BEALL of Texas. The 
Clerk will call the roll, and Members will answer for whom 
they wish to vote as their names are called. 

The question was taken; and there were—for Mr. CANNON, 243 
votes; for Mr. WILLIAMS, 128 votes; not voting 15, as follows: 


For Mr. Joseph G. Cannon, of Illinois—243. 


Acheson Dawson Jones, Wash. Payne 
Adams, Pa. Deemer Kahn Pearre 
Adams, Wis. Denby Keifer Perkins 
Alexander Dickson, III. Kennedy, Nebr. Pollard 
Allen, Me. Dixon, Mont, Kennedy, 0 Powers 
Allen, N. J. Dovener Ketcham rince 
Ames Draper Kinkaid Reeder 
Andrus Dresser Klepper Reynolds 
Babcock Driscoll 2 hodes 
Bannon Dunwell Knowland Rives 
Barchfeld Dwight Lacey Roberts 
Bartholdt Edwards Lafean Rodenberg 
Bates Ellis Landis, Chas. B. Samuel 
Bede Esch Landis, Frederick Schneebeli 
Beidler Fassett Law Scott 
Bennet, N. X. Flack Lawrence Sero, 
Bennett, Ky. Fletcher Le Fevre Sharte 
Bingham Fordney Lilley, Conn. Sherman 
Birdsall + Foss Lilley, Pa. Slem 
Bisho) Foster, Ind. Littauer Smith, Cal. 
Blackburn Foster, Vt. Littlefield Smith, III. 
0 5 Fowler ngwor Smith, Iowa 
Boutel French Lorimer Smith, Pa. 
Bowersock Fulkerson Loud Smith, Samuel W. 
Bradley Fuller Loudenslager Smith, Wm. Alden 
Brick Galnes, W. Va. 12 myser 
Brooks, Colo. Gardner, Mass. McCall Snapp 
Brown Gardner, Mich. McCarthy Southard 
Brownlow Gardner, N. J. MeCleary, Minn. Southwick 
Buckman Gilbert, dad. McCreary, Pa, Sperry 
Burke, Pa. Gillett, Ca McGavin Stafford 
Burke, S. Dak. Gillett, — McKinlay, Cal. Steenerson 
Burleigh Goebel McKinley, III. Sterling 
Burton, Del. Graff McKinney Stevens, Minn. 
Burton, Ohio Graham McLachlan Sulloway 
Butler, Pa. reene MeMorran Tawney 
Calter Gronna Madden Taylor, Ohio 
Calderhead Grosvenor Mahon bomas, Ohio 
Campbell, Kans. Hale ann Tirrell 
Campbell, Ohio Hamilton Martin Townsend 

‘apron Haskins Michalek ndall 
Cassel Haugen Miller Van Winkle 
Chaney Hayes Minor Volstead 
Chapman ge Mondell Vreeland 
Cocks Henry, Conn. Moon, Pa. Wachter 
Cole Hepburn Morrell Wadsworth 
Conner Higgins Mouser Waldo 
Cooper, Pa. Hill, Conn, Mudd Wanger 
Cooper, Wis, Hinshaw Murdock Watson 
Cousins Hitt aurphy Webber 
Cromer Hoar N eeks 
Crumpacker Horg Nevin Weems 

‘urrier Hollida: Norris Welborn 
Curtis Howell, N. J. Oleott Wharton 
Cushman Howell, Utah Olmsted Wiley, N. J. 
Dale Hubbard Otjen ilson 
Dalzell Huff Overstreet ood, N. J. 
Darragh Hugas Palmer Woodyard 
Davidson Parker Young 
Davis, Minn. Humphrey; Wash. Parsons 

awes Patterson, Pa. 

For Mr. John S. Williams, of Mississippi—128. 

Adamson De Armond Gudger Lever 
Aiken Dixon, Ind. Hay Lewis 
Bankhead Ellerbe Hearst Lindsay 
Bartlett Field Hefin Little 
Beall, Tex. Finle Henry, Tex. Livingston 
Bell, Ga. Fitzgerald Hill, Miss. Lloyd 
Bowers Fl Hopkins McDermott 
Bowie Houston McLain 
Broocks, Tex. Gaines, Tenn. Howard McNary 
Broussard Garber Hunt Macon 
Brundidge Garner James Maynard 
Burgess Garrett Johnson Meyer 
Burnett Gilbert, Ky. Jones, Va. Moon, Tenn, 
Butler, Tenn. 11 eliber oore 
Candler Gillespie Kitchin, Wm. W. Padgett 
Clark, Fla, Glass line mate 
Clark, Mo. Goldfogle Lamar Patterson, N. C. 
Clayton Goulden Lamb Patterson, S. C. 
coc mo Granger Lee nee 

avey, La. regs Legare u, 

Davis, W. Va. Griggs Lester — —— 
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Randell, Tex. an Sparkman Towne 
1d Shackleford Spight Trimble 
Rhinock Sheppa Stanley Underwood 
Richardson, Ala. Sherley 1 Pam Tex. Van Duzer 

Richardson, Ky. Sims Sullivan, Mass, Wallace 
Rixey Slayden Sullivan, N. Y. at 
Robertson, La. Small Sulzer Webb 
Robinson, Ark. Smith, Ky. Swanson Weisse 
Rucker Smith, Md. Talbott Wiley, Ala, 
Ruppert Smith, Tex. Taylor, Ala Wi 0. 

ll Southall omas, 2 Zenor 

Not voting 15. 

Brantley Castor Kitchin, Claude Sibley 
Burleson Hardwick Marshall WHliamson 
Byrd Hermann Patterson, Tenn, Williams 
Cannon Humphreys, Miss. Ransdell, La. 


Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I desire to state that my col- 
league [Mr. Castor] is detained at home by illness. 

The CLERK. The tellers agree in their tally. The result is, 
for Speaker, Mr. Cannon has received 243 votes, Mr. WILLIAMS 
128. Mr. Cannon, having received a majority of the votes cast, 
is duly elected Speaker of the Fifty-ninth Congress. [Ap- 
plause.] The Clerk appoints Mr. WIILIAus of Mississippi, Mr. 
Kerrer of Ohio, Mr. VREELAND of New York, and Mr. UNDER- 
woop of Alabama, a committee to escort the Speaker to his 
place. [Prolonged applause. ] 

(When Mr. Cannon appeared with the Members designated, 
the Members of the House, rising in a body, greeted him with 
loud and general applause, which was renewed as he ascended to 
the chair.) 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Gentlemen, I have the honor of introducing 
to the House of Representatives of the Fifty-ninth Congress the 
Hon. Josera G. CANNON, who will be, and who deserves to 
be, its Speaker. [Loud applause.] 

The SPEAKER. I thank you for the honor you have con- 
ferred upon me, particularly as I may be able to consider your 
action as an indorsement of my services as Speaker of the last 
Congress. We are here as representatives of the people. This 
House is the only place where the voice of the majority of the 
people, without intervening machinery, may directly express 
itself. [Applause.] Therefore our responsibility, being more 
direct, is the greater. As your Speaker I shall endeavor to pre- 
side over your deliberations with fairness to both parties, and 
to every individual Member. When I have done that, I may 
claim to have fairly fulfilled the duties of Speaker under the 
legislative law. 

There is, however, a duty for the whole membership of this 
House as well as for the Speaker. The House is powerless 
without a quorum, and the public business will move slowly 
and unfortunately if Members are absent from the sessions of 
the House or from the sessions of the committees. Therefore I 
ask of you not only charity for and patience with my own short- 
comings as the presiding officer, but also prompt attendance 
and diligence on your part, which alone can make our coming 
session advantageous to the country. [Applause.] 


SWEARING IN OF THE SPEAKER. 


Mr. BINGHAM, the Member longest in continuous service in 
the House, was named by the Clerk to administer the oath of 
one to the Speaker-elect, and the oath was accordingly admin- 
stered. 


SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS AND DELEGATES. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll by States and 
Territories; and Members and Delegates, as their names are 
called, will please come forward to the area in front of the 
Clerk’s desk and take the prescribed oath of office. 

The SPEAKER then administered the oath of office to the 
Members and Delegates presenting themselves. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania and Mr. COCKS qualified by 
affirmation. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. Speaker, I moye that the name of my 
colleague, Mr. Marshall, be added to the roll, the certificate of 
his election having been lost. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Dakota requests 
unanimous consent that his colleague, Mr. Marshall, from that 
State, may take the oath of office, his credentials not having 
arrived. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Pending the request I would like to ask 
the gentleman if there is any question or contest concerning 
the election. 

Mr. GRONNA. No, sir; no contest or question whatever. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Thereupon Mr. Marshall appeared at the bar and took the 
oath of office. 


ELECTION OF OFFICERS. 
Mr. HEPBURN submitted a resolution; which was read, as 


tives; 
of the State of Ohio, be, and he is hereby, 
chosen Postmaster of the House of Representatives ; 

That Henry N. Couden, of the State of Mich „ be, and he is 
hereby, chosen Chaplain of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I offer as a substitute 
for the resolution just submitted the resolution which I send 
to the desk. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Charles A. 


The question being taken, the substitute offered by Mr. 
Henry of Texas was rejected. 

The resolution of Mr. HEPBURN was then adopted. 

The officers mentioned in the above resolution came to the bar 
of the House and the oath of office was administered to them by 
the Speaker. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. NEEDHAM. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolu- 
tion, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to inform the President of the 
United States that the House of Representatives has elected JOSEPH 
G. CANNON, a Representative from the State of Illinois, as Speaker, and 
Alexander McDowell, a citizen of the State of Pennsylvania, as Clerk 
of the Fifty-ninth Congress. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
MESSAGE OF NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE, 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That a message be sent to the Senate to inform that body 
that a quorum of the House of Representatives has assembled; that 
JOSEPH G. CANNON, a Representative from the State of Illinois, has 
been elected Speaker; that Alexander McDowell, a citizen of the State 
55 d g a, has been elected Clerk, and that the House is ready 
‘or business. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate has passed the following reso- 
lutions : 


Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives 
that a quorum of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is ready 
to proceed to business. 


Also: 


Resolved, That a committee, consisting of two Senators, be ap- 

inted, to join such committee as may be . N by the House of 

epresentatives, to wait upon the President of the United States and 
inform him that a quorum of each House is assembled and that Con- 
grees is ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to 
make. 

And that, in compliance with the foregoing, the Vice-President had 
appointed as said committee Mr. ALLISON and Mr. MORGAN. 


Also: 


Resolved, That the Senate, with deep regret, has listened to the an- 
nouncement of the death of the Hon. ORVILLE HITCHCOCK PLATT, for 
more than a quarter of a century a member of this body, a period 
marked by five consecutive elections, as a Senator from the State of 
Connecticut. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolu- 
tions to the House of Representatives. 

Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased, the Senate do now adjourn. 


COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT, 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
adoption of the following resolution, which I send to the desk 
and ask to have read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed by the Speaker 
on the part of the House of Representatives, to join the committee 


appointed on the 6 —— of the Senate, to walt on the President of the 
United States and notify him that a quorum of the two Houses has 


assembled and that Congress is ready to receive any communication 
he may be pleased to make. 
! Se SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the reso- 
ution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER appointed as such committee on the part of 
the House Mr. McCreary of Minnesota, Mr. Lrrraurn, and Mr. 
WILLIAMS. 

THE BULES. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolu- 
tion, which I send to the desk and ask to have read: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the rules of the House of 


2 resentatives of the 
Fitty-eig 


ti f thi ay, ninth Inch the poe ee ie a 
Senne. nd 2 1900 (relating to ya pension 
and claim bills on Fridays), which are hereby continued in force dur- 
ing the Fifty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. WILLIAMS rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I desire to offer an amendment to that 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield? 

Mr. DALZELL. Does the gentleman desire time? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I want to offer an amendment to the reso- 
lution just reported. A 

Mr. DALZELL. I can not yield for that purpose. I will 
yield to the gentleman any reasonable amount of time for the 
purpose of debate, but not otherwise. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the gentleman propose to exhaust his 
time? Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Have I not a 
right when the gentleman is through to offer an amendment to 
the pending resolution? ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has the 
floor and is entitled to the floor. Whether the gentleman from 
Mississippi will have the right to offer an amendment will de- 
pend upon the action of the House; and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has invoked the opinion of the House in the 


premises. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Another parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
If the gentleman from Pennsylvania calls for the previous 
question before he sits down, then I shall have no opportunity 
to offer an amendment at all. 

The SPEAKER. Not if the House sustains the demand for 
the previous question. ` 3 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then I shall ask the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania to yield to me a moment for the purpose of making a 
few innocuous observations. 

Mr. DALZELL. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Five minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, my purpose in arising, which 
will remain a purpose unaccomplished, was to get the oppor- 
tunity of offering an amendment to the resolution—the amend- 
ment providing that the rules of the Fifty-eighth Congress 
should be adopted “for not longer than thirty days.“ The 
object which I had in view in offering that amendment was to 
secure to the House of so-called Representatives of the Ameri- 
can people an opportunity to adopt its own rules by amending 
in a manner satisfactory to itself the rules of the last House. 
I hope the membership of the House understands that the only 
door whereby I can make an entrance in order to offer that 
amendment is that made by voting down the demand for the 
previous question, which in due time will be made by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, there haye been from 
time immemorial almost “ blanket Indians” upon the majority 
side—people who were dissatisfied with the rules. A majority 
even of the majority sometimes is frequently dissatisfied with 
the rules so adopted in this body as to cut them off from all 
right to propose amendments even; they—some of them—know 
that these rules have been adopted not so much for the purpose 
of manacling the minority party in the Chamber as for the pur- 
pose of manacling the minority of the majority on that side of 
the Chamber. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Now, those 
of you who are in earnest about wanting to get an opportunity 
for an expression of the views of the American people’s Repre- 
sentatives during this Congress will vote “No!” when the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania calls the previous question, or 
attempts to call it, and those of you who are willing in advance 
to be manacled, and especially the kids in the House who 
afterwards will have no views whatsoever, have at least had 
your eyes opened by the public announcement I have just made. 
If you will vote down the previous question and give an oppor- 
tunity to adopt the amendment of which I have spoken, then at 
the end of thirty days the majority of this Chamber—the Repub- 
licans in this Chamber—will have an opportunity to vote such 
rules as they think just and fair, not only to the minority party 
(and from the majority we expect but little consideration), 
hut to themselves and to the country. 
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Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Wait a minute; I have just a few moments. 

Mr. OLMSTED. We will give you more time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, there is a great difference of 
opinion growing up in the ranks of the Republican party. [Ap- 
plause on Democratic side.] The La Follette idea, the Cum- 
mins idea, the new Massachusetts free-raw-material idea, all 
sorts of new stand-pat ideas come in upon us on the breezes 
from the West and from the Northeast, all of them from people 
pretending at any rate to want to revise the present exorbi- 
tant tariff schedules, to do something for the extension of for- 
eign markets for the American farmer and manufacturer, to do 
something in behalf of freer, broader reciprocal trade rela- 
tions with the nations of the earth. Right here at the thresh- 
old I tell you if you adopt this resolution when you adopt 
the previous question upon it you have adopted rules that will 
render you just as helpless as a bird trying to fiy in an asphalt 
lake. Now I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I simply wanted to ask the 
gentleman from Mississippi in what important particular the 
manacles in operation during the last Congress, and which 
we are about to put in operation during the present Co 
differ from the manacles imposed by the party to which the 
gentleman from Mississippi belongs during the last Congress 
in which it was in the majority. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, there is an old saying of the 
logicians that the poorest thing that pretends to be an argu- 
ment and is not is an “et tu quoque.” [Laughter.] It may 
have been true that at some time in the past when we were 
the majority party we wanted to keep down our minority in 
our party, and it is true to-day that you want to do it, but 
there never was a time when any Democratic House was ever 
run by precisely these rules, nor if it had been would it be a 
justification of them. : 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WHARTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from 
Mississippi yield for a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman from Pennsylyania will 
extend my time so as to enable me to answer it. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will extend the gentleman’s time. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Just sufficient time to answer the question. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield one minute. 

Mr. WHARTON. The gentleman from Mississippi used an 
expression in his remarks concerning the “kids” in the House. 
I would like to have him explain that expression of “kids” in 
the House. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, with that degree of rever- 
ence which the personal appearance of my interrogator excites 
in my mind [laughter and applause] I should say that he is 
perhaps the last person in the House who ought to ask the 
question. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I think we all learned through 
the medium of the public press that at the Democratic caucus 
the gentleman from Mississippi was given power and directed to 
speak for the minority. Where he gets any authority to speak 
for the minority of the majority I do not know. I recognize his 
right, however, when he undertakes to speak for those who are 
in favor of tariff revision. Now, these rules have been the rules 
of the House of Representatives ever since the Fifty- first Con- 
gress. They were the rules of the Fifty-second Congress—a 
Democratie Congress, presided over by Speaker Crisp. They 
were the rules of the Fifty-third Congress, presided over by a 
Democratic Speaker. The gentleman says not exactly the same 
rules, but they are substantially the same rules, The difference, 
amounted to nothing at all, and I confess to some surprise that 
any objection is made on the part of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi when I refer to what took place at the meeting of the 
Fifty-eighth Congress, when, without objection or protest on the 
part of the gentleman from Mississippi or anyone on that side 
of the House, the rules were adopted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. - 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Perhaps, in explanation of the fact we 
did not protest at that time, I might say that we were expecting 
a stalwart and strenuous protest to come from a Republican 
Member whom I now have in my eye. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Of course, Mr. Speaker, I haye no idea whom 
the gentleman is to whom the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Witttams] refers. [Laughter.] But I would suggest to him 


‘that our friends upon the other side of the House—and I do not 
mean to be cruel—are in a less fortunate position, perhaps, as to 


—. 


1905. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


entering protest now than they were at the meeting of the Fifty- 
eighth Congress. 

I ask for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] demands the previous question. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 


ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Division, Mr. Speaker; and in order to 
save time we will just have the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi demands the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 228, nays 126, 
not voting 31, as follows: 


YEAS—228. 
Acheson Dawes sare a Wash, Parker 
Adams, Pa. Dawson Jenkins Parsons 
Alexander Deemer Jones, Wash. Patterson, Pa. 
Allen, Me. Den Kahn Payne 
Allen, N. J. Dickson, III. Keifer Pearre 
Ames Dixon, Mont. Kennedy, Nebr. Perkins 
Andrus Dovener ennedy, Ohio Pollard 
Babcock Draper Ketcham wers 
Bannon Dresser Kinkaid ce 
Barchfeld Driscoll Klepper er 
Bartholdt Dunwell 5 Reynolds 
Bates wight Knop Rhodes 
Bede Edwards Knowland Rives 
Beidler Ellis Lacey Roden 
Bennet, N. X. Esch Lafean Samuel 
Bennett, Ky. Fassett Landis, Chas. B. Schneebeli 
ham Flack Landis, Frederick Scott 
Birdsall Fletcher Law Scro 
Bisho; Fordney Lawrence Sharte 
Blackburn Foss Le Fevre Sherman 
Bonyn, Foster, Ind. Lilley, Conn, p 
Boutel Foster, Vt. Lilley, Pa, Smith, Cal. 
Bowersock Fowler ttleneld Smith, III. 
Bradley French ngworth Smith, Iowa 
pe Cot ar eae pale pone Enta S sia 
roo ‘olo. uller udenslager mit m. en 
Brown Gaines, W. Va McCall Smyser 
Brownlow Gardner, Mass. McCarthy re 
Buckman Gardner, Mich. McCleary, Minn. Southwick 
Burke, Pa. Gardner, N. J. McCreary, Pa. rry 
Burke, S. Dak. Gilbert, Ind. McGavin Staford 
Burleigh Gillett, Mass. McKinlay, Cal. Steenerson 
Burton, Del raft McKinley, III. Sterling 
Burton, Ohio Graham cKinney Stevens, Minn, 
Butler, Pa. Greene McLachlan Sulloway 
Calder Gronna MeMorran whey 
Calderhead Grosvenor Madden Taylor, Ohio 
Campbell, Kans. Hale Mahon homas, Ohio 
Campbell, Ohio Hamilton Mann irrell 
apron askins Marshall Van Winkle 
Cassel Haugen Martin olstead 
Chaney Hayes Michalek Vreeland 
Chapman Hedge Miller Wachter 
Cocks Henry, Conn. Minor Wadsworth 
Cole iggins Moon, Pa. Waldo 
Conner Hill, Conn, Morrell Wanger 
Cooper, Pa. Hinshaw Mouser Watson 
Cousins Hitt Mudd Webber 
Cromer oar Murdock Weeks 
Crumpacker Hog Murphy Weems 
Currier Holliday Needham Welborn 
Curtis Howell, N. J. Nevin Wharton 
Cushman Howell, Utah Norris Wiley, N. J. 
Dale Hubbard Olcott Wilson 
Dalzell Tuff Olmsted Wood, N. J. 
Darragh Hughes Otjen ‘ood. 
Davis, Minn. Hull Palmer Young 
NAYS—126. 
Adams, Wis. Garber Lewis Sheppard 
Adamson Garner Lindsay Sherſey 
Alken Garrett Little ims 
Bankhead Gilbert, Ky. Livingston Slayden 
Bartlett y1 Lio mall 
Beall, Tex. Gillespie McDermott Smith, Ky. 
Bell, Ga. lass McLain mith, Md. 
Bowers Goldfogle McNary Smith, Tex. 
Bowie Goulden Macon South 
Broocks, Tex. Granger Maynard Sparkman 
Broussa G Meyer Spight 
Brundidge Gudger Moon, Stanley 
Burgess Hay oore 98 Tex. 
Burleson Hearst Padgett Sullivan, Mass. 
Burnett Heflin Page Sullivan, N. Y. 
Butler, Tenn, Henry, Tex. Patterson, N. C. Sulzer 
Candler Hill, Miss. Patterson, S. C. Swanson 
Clark, Fla. Hopkins Pou Talbott 
Clark, Mo Houston Pa Thomas, N, C, 
Clayton Howard Rainey Towne 
Cockran Hunt Randell, Tex. Underwood 
Davey, La. James Reid Van Duzer 
Dayis, W. Va. Johnson Rhinock Wallace 
De Armond Jones, Va. Richardson, Ala, Watkins 
Dixon, Ind. Kelliher Richardson, Ky. Webb 
Ellerbe Kitchin, Wm. W. Rixey Weisse 
Field Kline Robinson, Ark. Wiley, Ala, 
Finley Lamb ucker Williams 
8 Lee Ruppert Wood, Mo. 
Fl Legare Russell Zenor 
Floyd Lester Ryan 
Gaines, Tenn. Lever Shackleford 
NOT VOTING—31. 
Brantley Castor Davidson Goebel 
Byrd Cooper, Wis. Gillett, Cal. G 


Hardwick Littauer Ransdell, La. Taylor, Ala. 
Hepburn Loud rts Townsend 
Hermann Lovering Robertson, La. ‘Trimble 
Humph Miss. Mondell Sible ndall 
Kitchin, Claude Overstreet Smit Pa. illiamson 
Lamar Patterson, Tenn. Southard 


SWEARING IN A MEMBER. 


After the first call of the roll: 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Burle- 
5 — and does the gentleman desire to take the oath of 
office 

Mr. BURLESON. 
the oath. 

Mr. Burleson appeared at the bar and took the oath of office. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the names of those not 
answering upon the first roll call. 

The call of the roll was completed as above recorded. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, my name was not 
called. I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman paying attention when 
his name should have been called, and failed to hear it? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I was. 

The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman’s name. 

The name of Mr. Garnes of Tennessee was called, and he 
voted “ no.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 


DAILY HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask present consideration of the 
resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That until otherwise ordered the daily hour of meeting of 
the House of Representatives shall be 12 o'clock meridian. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 


DIGEST AND MANUAL. 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I move the adop- 
tion of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed 2,000 copies of the Digest and Manual 
of the Rules and Practice of the House of Representatives for the first 
session of the Fifty-ninth Congress, the same to be bound and dis- 
tributed under the direction of the Speaker and Clerk of the House. 


The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 
SPECIAL EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That John T. Chancy be continued in the services of the 
House in his present position during the Fifty-ninth Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the resolution which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That during the Fifty-ninth 888 and until the organi- 
zation of the Sixtieth Congress, Isaac R. Hill be authorized to act as 
special employee of the House of Representatives and receive compen- 
sation at the rate of $1,500 per annum; that Felton B. Knight and 
Joseph J. Sinnott be authorized to act as special messengers of the 
House of Representatives, each to receive compensation at the rate of 
$1,200 per annum, and that James F. English be authorized to act as 
special chief page of the House of Representatives at the rate of $900 
per annum, and $500 additional for services as pair clerk. 

Said officers shall at all times be under the direction and control of 
the Speaker of the House, and they shall be subject to removal by him 
for cause at any time. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Texas if 
this is the usual resolution? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. It is the usual resolution. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it the same number of employees that they 
had last year? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. It is the same number, and the same 
salaries as they had last session. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

DRAWING OF SEATS. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House do now —— to draw seats for Mem- 
bers and Delegates of the present Congress, in pursuance of Rule 


Yes, sir; I desire to be sworn in and take 


{After a pause.] The 
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XXXII, and when names of Members absent from the city or on ac- 


that seats be selected by their Se: 
e Fifty- 


count of sickness are es 
And 8 That in selecting seats the precedents of th 
secon be here! 


of ond ana iniy p —— on the iets 8 8 
majority 1 leaving any further excess of 
accommodated in the seats on the extreme left o 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, just one word in explanation 
of the effect of this resolution. Upon its adoption this section 
of seats on my left, on the other side of the aisle, would be 
selected by Republicans as their names are called, and then the 
excess of Republicans would have to select their seats in the 
last row on the extreme left of the Hall, commonly known as 
the “Cherokee Strip.” That will seat twenty-one. This sec- 
tion to my left will seat thirty-five. That will leave the mi- 
nority the three middle sections between the last section on the 
left of the Hall and the one on my left, and these three sections 
will furnish enough seats, and more than enough, to seat all 
the minority Members. I would say that this division of the 
seats was made first in the Fifty-second Congress and again 
in the Fifty-fourth Congress, when the majority was nearly as 
large as it is at the present time on the majority side of the 
House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman from Minnesota is mistaken 
in one respect. The majorities in those Congresses were not 
nearly as large as the majority in this one, but very much 
larger. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In the Fifty-fourth Congress the Republi- 
cans had 134 majority in the House, whose membership was 
357. In that House the Democrats numbered 104, Republicans 
245, and Populists 7. The Republicans had a majority over the 
Democrats of 141 and over all told of 134. In the Fifty-second 
Congress, with a membership of only 333, the Republicans had 
only 88 Members, while the Democrats had 231 and the Popu- 
lists had 14, so that the Democrats had a majority over the 
Republicans of 153, and over all of 14 less than that, or 139. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I hope the Democracy will always remain 
of an equal mind upon the question of never administering to 
anyone else a dose which it is not prepared in its turn to take. 
I find after examining the precedents—and I will frankly say 
that I was very much disappointed when, after examination, I 
found them so—that in the Fifty-second Congress we did take 
the seats up to that aisle, the first one beyond the middle aisle. 
We took them upon the principle of keeping the majority as 
nearly as possible together in a compact body, and the minority 
as nearly as possible together in a compact body; and although 
our majority then was not only absolutely larger but very much 
larger in percentage, because of the comparative smallness of 
the membership at that time, yet it is a precedent which we 
ourselves have set. It was done in the Fifty-second Congress 
by unanimous consent, and again in the Fifty-fourth Congress, 
when, by unanimous consent, the Republicans took the seats up 
to the first aisle of the left of the center aisle, their majority 
then being 134. 

I had contemplated making objection to unanimous consent, 
but under the circumstances, all the precedents considered, I 
think it fair not to do so, and shall not. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Does the resolution provide for the col- 
leagues of absent Members drawing their seats? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It does. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understood it to apply only to absence 
on account of sickness. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Absence for any cause. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Does it read that way. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have that part 
of the resolution read once more, or the provision for drawing 
seats for absent Members. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I ask for a vote on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the adoption of the 
resolution? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from 
Minnesota allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to ask him if the latter 
portion of the resolution is not contrary to all precedents up to 
this time? In other words, does not his resolution direct on 
which side of the Chamber a Member shall take his seat, and 
has it not heretofore been allowed that a Member might take his 
seat where he desired, merely agreeing by unanimous consent 
which portion of the House belonged to the Republicans and 
which to the Democrats? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that the latter part of the resolu- 
tion has heretofore been agreed to by ous consent, and 


by the section 


we ask now to agree to consideration of the entire resolution by 


unanimous consent, and if the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Unperwoop] fears the effect of that precedent, I have no objec- 
tion to withdrawing that part of the resolution and asking that 
the division of seats on the floor be made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I merely wish to say to 
the gentleman that for a hundred years this House has as- 
sembled and agreed on the seats which the Members should oc- 
cupy without anything being forced down the throat of the minor- 
ity by a vote of the majority. I am sure that the minority are 
willing to do what is courteous and proper under the circum- 
stances, and I do not think the gentleman should set a precedent 
by saying, “ By a vote of this House we will force you to take 
your seats where we direct you.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If that be the meaning of the resolution, I 
have certainly misunderstood it. I understand that the gentle- 
man from Minnesota is now asking unanimous consent. 

Mr. TAWNEY. For the consideration of this resolution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. For the consideration of the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is a matter of privilege. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I thought he was asking unanimous con- 
sent for the passage of the resolution. Hitherto, as the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop] says, this has been a mat- 
ter of agreement by unanimous consent. 

Several MEMBERS. Why not ask unanimous consent? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. As far as I am concerned, I am perfectly 
willing that it shall be done in that way. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, in view of the statement of the 
gentleman from Mississippi that there is no objection to the 
arrangement provided for in the latter part of the resolution, I 
ask unanimous consent to withdraw that and to adopt the for- 
mer part of the resolution, which has always been adopted by a 
vote of the House. Then I will ask unanimous consent that the 
division of seats be made as contemplated by the latter part of 
the resolution by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution in the 
form indicated by the gentleman from Minnesota, and read the 
first part of it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House do now proceed to draw seats for Members 
and Delegates of the A sie parse in pursuance of Rule XXXII, 


and when names of Members absent from the city or on account of 
sickness are called, that seats be selected by their colleagues. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I now ask unanimous consent that in the 
drawing of seats this section to my left be set aside for the Re- 
publican Members as their names are called, and that the section 
on the extreme left of the House be likewise reserved for the 
Republican Members, leaving the other sections in the center of 
the Democratic side for the Democratic Members, and this side, 
in addition to the other seats indicated, for the Republicans. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that before this rule is enforced the Hon. J. Warren 
Ketrer, an ex-Speaker of this House, be permitted to draw his 
seat; that the Hon. Henry H. BINGHAM, a Member from Penn- 
sylvania, and the Father of the House; the Hon. JOHN SHARP 
WILLIAMS, of Mississippi, leader of the minority, and those Mem- 
bers who have served twenty years, or who were Members of the 
Fiftieth Congress and have served continuously until the present 
time, also be permitted to draw their seats. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, to that request I shall be 
forced to make an objection. One word in explanation. I think 
if we give Members with twenty years’ service their seats you 
will have broken down the line of demarcation, and the next 
time it will be Members with eighteen years’ service, and then 
fifteen years, and there will be no end to it. I think it would be 
better to make the request in the usual form for the ex-Speaker 
who has a seat upon the floor, the leader of the majority, and the 
leader of the minority, and, of course, the “ Father of the House.” 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will 
change my request, and also include the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Payne] with those I have already named. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. KEIFER, 
an ex-Speaker of this House; the gentleman from New York, 
Mr. Payne; the gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. WILLIAMS; 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. BINGHAM, the 
Father of the House,” be permitted to choose their seats. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I would like also 
to include the gentleman from New York, Mr. KETCHAM, who 
has served thirty-four years as a Member of this House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think it is better, Mr. Speaker, that we 
should keep within the precedents. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. In the Fifty-seventh Congress 
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the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Richardson], who was the 
predecessor of the gentleman from Mississippi as leader of the 
minority, made a similar request for Mr. Creamer, of New York, 
because he had been a Member of the House so many years. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It seems very ungracious to 5 but I do 
not see for the life of me where it would stop if we once enter 
upon this line. It is such an ungracious thing that I hate to do 
it, but I can see no end to it. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi objects, and I will withdraw my last request for the gen- 
tleman from New York, Mr. Kronau. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman’s request includes the 
gentleman from Ohio, Mr. KEER, an ex-Speaker of the House; 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Payne; the gentleman from 
Mississippi, Mr. WIIIAus, and the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. BrneHam. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I call for the reading of Rule 
XXXII. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rute XXXII. 
DRAWING OF SEATS. 


1. At the commencement of each Congress, immediately after the 
Members and Delegates are sworn in, the Clerk shall place in a box, 
prepared for that pu purpose, a number of small 7 of marble Bid other 
material equal to the number of Members = Delegates, w lis 
shall be’ consecutively numbered and thoro ughly intermingled, a and at 
such hour as shall be fixed by the Hoos for “that purpose e hands 
of a page, draw said balls one by one from the box and announce the 
8 as it is drawn, upon which announcement the Member or Del- 
egate whose name on a numbered alphabetical list shall nd with 
the number on the ball shall advance and choose his seat for the term 
for which he is elected. 
2. Before said drawing shall commence each seat shall be vacated and 
so remain until selected under this rule, and any seat having been selected 
shall be deemed forfeited if left unoccupied before the call of the roll 
is finished, and whenever the seats of Members and Delegates shall 
have been drawn, no proposition for a second drawing shall in order 
during that Congress. 


The drawing of seats began at 2 o’clock and 22 minutes and 

was concluded at 3 o’clock and 33 minutes. 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF COMMITTEES, 

The SPEAKER announced the following committees: 

Committee on Rules—The Speaker; John Dalzell, of Penn- 
Sylvania; Charles H. Grosvenor, of Ohio; John S. Williams, of 
Mississippi, and David A. De Armond, of Missouri. 

Mileage.—William A. Reeder, of Kansas; William H. Flack, 
of New York; Charles S. Wharton, of Illinois; Elijah B. Lewis, 
of Georgia, and Ernest E. Wood, of Missouri. 

DEATH OF SENATOR PLATT OF CONNECTICUT. 

Mr, LILLEBY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I offer the fol- 
lowing resolution, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. ORVILLE Hitcucock PLATT, a Senator of the United 
States of the State of Connecticut. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Sen- 
ate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased Senator. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE MARSH, OF ILLINOIS. 


Mr. McKINNBY. Mr. Speaker, it is my painful duty to an- 
nounce the death of a late distinguished Member of this House. 
At a later date I shall ask the House to set aside a day on 
which suitable testimonials to his great work and eminent 
services may be heard. I desire to offer the following resolu- 
tion, which I send to the Clerk’s desk and move its adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House bas heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. BENJAMIN F. Marss, late a presentative from the 
State of Illinois. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to transmit this 
resolution to the Senate and a copy thereof to the family of the 


The resolution was agreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT, 

Mr. McKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, as a further mark of the 
respect which we hold of the memory of the deceased Senator, 
ORVILLE HrrcuHcock Piatt, and the deceased Member, BENJA- 
MIN F. Marsą, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 37 
minutes) the House adjourned until 12 o’clock noon to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
estimates of appropriations for defraying the expenses of col- 


lecting the revenue from customs for the year ending June 30, 
1907—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
rinted, 


p 

A letter from the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, transmitting a statement of the sums of money 
drawn and disbursed by him—to the Committee on Accounts, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, transmitting a list of the property in his charge on 
December 4, 1905—to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Chief Clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a statement of all judgments rendered for the year 
ended December 2, 1905—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an 
abstract of the official emoluments of officers of the customs 
service—to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, 
transmitting a statement of expenditures for International Ex- 
changes, etc., for the year ended June 30, 1905—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

The annual report of A. McDowell, Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, for the year ended June 30, 1905—to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 1) to enable the people of 
Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution 
and State government and be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 2) requiring all cor- 
porations engaged in interstate commerce to make returns, and 
for other p to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 8) to amend an act entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenue for the Philippine Is- 
lands, and for other purposes,” approved March 8, 1902—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 4) to amend section 8646, 
Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended by act of 
February 16, 1885—to hte Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5) to provide for the refunding of certain 
money, and so forth—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6) for the relief of the Monongahela Iron 
= Steel Company, of Pittsburg, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7) to provide a seal for United States com- 
missioners—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8) for the relief of the Harbison-Walker 
Company, of Pittsburg, Pa.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9) granting pensions to soldiers and sailors 
confined in so-called Confederate prisons—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10) to authorize the courts of the United 
States to require a party to submit to a personal physical exam- 
ination in certain cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 11) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a publie building thereon at 
Columbus, in the State of Mississippi—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12) to extend the limits of the Shiloh 
National Military Park—-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13) requiring postmasters to affix stamps 
to letters when sufficient coin accompanies the letters to pay the 
postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14) in aid of the common schools in Missis- 
sippi—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 15) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Corinth, in the 
State of Mississippi—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Tupelo, in the 
State of Mississippi—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17) making an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the Tombigbee River, in the State of Mississippi 
am 05 the State of Alabama to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 
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By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 18) relating to arrears 
in pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19) for the appointment of a United States 
district judge for the eastern district of Tennessee, to detach 
certain counties from the eastern district of Tennessee and to 
attach the same to the middle district of Tennessee, to provide 
for divisions in said middle district of Tennessee and the 
time for holding the courts, and to provide for officers of. the 
courts, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20) to change and fix the time for holding 
the circuit and district courts of the United States for the mid- 
dle district of Tennessee; in the southern division of the eastern 
district of Tennessee at Chattanooga, and the northeastern 
division of the eastern district of Tennessee at Greeneville, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21) to establish the tenth judicial circuit 
and to provide for a circuit court of appeals therein, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22) granting an appropriation to the 
trustees of the Woman’s National Industrial Exhibit of the city 
of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23) to authorize the appointment of a 
United States commissioner for the central judicial district of 
the Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24) establishing a United States court at 
Wapanucka, Ind. T.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25) to provide for a United States reform 
school, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26) to give longevity pay to employees 
in the classified civil service—to the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 27) to amend joint resolution entitled 
“Joint resolution authorizing Members to certify monthly the 
amount paid by them for clerk hire and directing the same to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House,” approved March 
8, 1893—to the Committee on Accounts. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public 
Bulldings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 29) to authorize the Delaware Indians in 
the Cherokee Nation to bring suit in the Court of Claims 
against the United States, and the Mississippi Choctaws to sue 
the Choctaw Nation, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 30) to add a corps of dental surgeons to 
the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery of the Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 31) to reorganize the corps of dental sur- 
geons attached to the Medical Department of the Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 32) to provide a home for aged and infirm 
colored people—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 33) authorizing the Secretary of War to pro- 
vide condemned cannon and carriages for ornamentation pur- 
poses in the national cemetery at Knoxville, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 34) to empower the Secretary of War to 
allow burial of wives of deceased enlisted men in national cem- 
eteries in the same graves as deceased soldiers—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 35) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
accept the tract of land at or near Greeneville, Tenn., where lie 
the remains of Andrew Johnson, late President of the United 
States, and establishing the same as a fourth-class national cem- 
etery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 36) to increase the efficiency of the Army 
of the United States, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 37) fixing the hours of labor in the Execu- 
tive Departments in Washington—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 38) regulating pilots—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 39) to establish in the Department of Agri- 
culture a bureau to be known as the Bureau of Public Highways, 
and to provide for national aid in the improvement of the public 
roads—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 40) for the purchase of a national forest 
reserve in the Southern Appalachian Mountains, to be known as 
the National Appalachian Forest Reserve ”—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 41) granting a pension to certain Hast 
Tennesseans engaged in the secret service of the United States 


during the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 42) for the relief of certain persons who 
volunteered to serve as members of Tenth Regiment of Ten- 
nessee Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 43) to repeal certain laws relating to per- 
manent and indefinite appropriation—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 44) for the erection of 
a Federal building for the United States courts and other Goy- 
ernment offices at East St. Louis, III.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 45) for the erection of a public building at 
Belleville, III.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 46) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Alton, III.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 47) to amend section 4386 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 48) to establish a postal 
savings bank system, and to provide for the conduct and regula- 
hon S the same—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 49) regulating sleeping- 
car service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 50) to amend section 3394 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to tobacco— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 51) establishing regular terms of the United 
States circuit and district courts at South Bend, Ind.—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 52) to legalize and permit the maintenance 
of certain dams in and bridges over the St. Joseph River, in the 
States of Indiana and Michigan—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 53) defining the power of the academic 
board at the Naval Academy with regard to the admission of 
candidates and the retention of deficient midshipmen—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 54) to provide for the purchase of addi- 
tional ground and the enlargement and improvement of the 
public building at South Bend, Ind.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 55) to create a commission to investigate 
the expediency and practicability of establishing public rifle 
ranges throughout the United States, and to report a feasible 
plan or method for establishing such rifle ranges—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 56) to amend an act entitled “An act in 
amendment of sections 2 and 3 of an act entitled ‘An act grant- 
ing pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the 
performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to 
widows, minor children, and dependent parents,’ approved June 
27, 1890,” approved May 9, 1900—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 57) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Portland, in the State of Maine— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 58) to prevent the unlawful wearing of 
the badge or insignia of the Grand Army of the Republic or 
other soldier organizations—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 59) providing for the construction or pur- 
chase of a steam vessel for service at Portland, Me.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 60) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to fix the salaries of the deputy collectors 
of customs at the subports of Tacoma and Seattle, in the State 
of Washington, and repealing all laws inconsistent therewith— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 61) making an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the Puyallup Indian school plant at Tacoma, 
Wash.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 62) to authorize the construction of two 
steam vessels for the Revenue-Cutter Service for duty on Puget 
Sound, Washington—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 63) to establish a dwelling for keeper of 
fog signal at Robinson Point, State of Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 64) making an appropriation for the ad- 
ministration and improvement of the Mount Rainier National 
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Park, in the State of Washington—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 65) providing for the establishment of a 
life-saving station in the vicinity of Cape Flattery, or Flattery 
Rocks, on the coast of Washington—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 66) establishing a fog signal at Ediz Hook 
light station, State of Washington, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 67) granting right of way for telegraph 
and telephone lines in the district of Alaska—to the: Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 68) to provide for the purchase of-a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Aberdeen, in 
the State of Washington—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 69) increasing the limit of cost for public 
building at Tacoma, Wash.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 70) providing for a publie building at 
Olympia, State of Washington—to the Committee on Punie 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 71) to provide a temporary 
home for ex-yolunteer Union soldiers and sailors in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on Military Affairs. r 

Also, a bill (H. R. 72) to acquire certain ground for a Gov- 
8 resery . the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 73) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Manistee, Mich.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 74) to amend sec- 
tion 2871, Revised Statutes, and section 25 of act of June 26, 
1884—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 75) to purchase a painting of Abraham 
Lincoln—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 76) to repeal an act to es- 
tablish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
Sinton approved July 1, 1898—to the Committee on the Ju- 

ary. 
By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 77) declaring 
certain cars used in the transportation of articles of interstate 
and foreign commerce common carriers, and prohibiting an 
ownership in or control over them by shippers—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 78) to remove the restric- 
tions on the alienation and taxation of land in Indian Terri- 
tory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 79) providing for the admission of the 
State of Sequoyah into the Union, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 80) to divide the State of Vir- 
ginia into three judicial districts, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 81) to provide for the improvement of 
Ni River, in Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 82) to ee for the improvement of 
Powell River, in Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 83) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Big Stone Gap, Va.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 84) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Wytheville, Va.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 85) for the establishment, control, opera- 
tion, and maintenance of a sanitarium for disabled volunteer 
soldiers at New River, White Sulphur Springs, in the State of 
Virginia—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 86) to provide for the improvement of the 
headwaters of Big Sandy River, in Virginia—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 87) permitting the- Washington Market 
Company to lay a conduit across Seventh street west—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 88) for the erection of a monument to the 
memory of Gen, William Campbell—to the Committee on the 
Library 

By Mr GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 89) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Bridgeton, in the State of New Jersey—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 90) to amend the copyright 
laws—to the Committee on Patents 
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By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 91) for the amendment of 
the patent laws to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 92) fixing salary of 
Vice-President and members of the Cabinet—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 93) providing for the repair and rebuilding 
of the road from Harrisonville, N. J., to the post at Fort Mott, 
N. J., and the national cemetery at Finns Point, New Jersey— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 94) authorizing the President to appoint an 
inspector, to be attached to the office of the Secretary of the 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 95) to provide for surveys of rivers and 
harbors at the expense of State or municipal authorities—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LORIMER (by request): A bill (H. R. 96) in relation 
to national mortgage banks—to the Committee on Banking and 


cy. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 97) to enable the people of 
Oklahoma to form a constitution and State government and be 
admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 98) to place works of art 
on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 99) to aid the Council City and Solomon 
River Railroad Company—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 100) to encourage and to temporarily assist 
the construction, equipment, operation, and maintenance of- 
railroads in the district of Alaska, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 101) to place hides on the free list—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 102) to provide for the sur- 
vey of Elk River, in Tennessee and Alabama—to. the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 103) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Lewisburg, in 
the State of Tennessee—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 104) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Murfreesboro, 
in the State of Tennessee—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 105) for the continued improvement of i 
3 Fork River, Gan the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. be 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 106) for the erection and 
construction of a publie building in the city of Brainerd for 
the accommodation of the United States post-office and other 
Government offices—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 107) providing that the 
statute of limitations shall not be interposed in any suit brought 
by any laborer, workman, or mechanic in the Court of Claims 
against the United States to recover wages claimed to be due 
him under the national eight-hour law—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 108) for the establishment of 
a third-order flash light and fog signal upon south end of break- 
water, harbor of refuge, Milwaukee, Wis.—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 109) to provide for untaxed 
denaturalized alcohol for manufacturing purposes and for use | 
in the arts—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 110) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
procure medals for the Sixth Massachusetts Regiment, who 
were the first fully equipped soldiers to arrive, on April 19, 

1861, for the defense of the city of Washington—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 111) to encourage the ex- 
port trade in drugs, chemicals, and other articles of domestic 
manufacture—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 112) to encourage the export trade—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 113) to promote the efficiency of the Life- 

Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 114) to appropriate the sum of $40,000 to 
the Cape Cod Pilgrim Memorial Association, to be used in erect- 
ing at Provincetown, Mass., a suitable memorial of the landing 
of the Pilgrims—to the Committee on the Library 

Also, a bill (H. R. 115) for the erection of a T pile building 
at Plymouth, Mass.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 116) to amend chapter 11 of the laws of 
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1897, entitled “An act to provide revenue for the Government 
and to encourage the industries of the United States“ —to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. ` 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 117) to amend section 1 of 
an act entitled “An act relating to the Metropolitan police of the 
District of Columbia,” approved February 28, 1901—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 118) to amend sections 713 and 714 of “An 
act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1901, as amended by the acts approved January 
31 and June 30, 1902, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 119) amendatory of an act entitled “An act 
to provide for payment of damages on account of changes of 
grade due to construction of the Union Station, District of Co- 
lumbia,” approved April 22, 1904—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 120) to amend section 7 of the Code of Law 
for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 121) authorizing the extension of Seven- 
teenth street NW.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 122) to require the erection of fire escapes 
in certain buildings in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 123) authorizing the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to establish building lines—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 124) to regulate the operation of street 
railways in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 125) regulating the retent on contracts 
with the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 126) for the widening of a section of 
Columbia road east of Sixteenth street—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 127) authorizing the extension of Rhode 
Island avenue NE.—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 128) for the opening of a connecting high- 
way between Water Side drive and Park road, District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 129) for the opening of a connecting park- 
way along Piney Branch, between Sixteenth street and Rock 
Creek Park, District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 180) authorizing the extension of Kalo- 
rama road NW.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 131) to provide for the 
purchase of additional ground and the enlargement and im- 
provement of the public building at Beaver Falls, Pa.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 132) to amend section 3893 of the Revised 
Statutes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 133) authorizing 
the construction upon the military reservation at Fort Morgan, 
Ala., of a suitable building for the use and accommodation of 
the customs service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 134) to provide a site and erect a public 
building at Troy, Ala.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 135) to fix the fees of court criers, bailiffs, 
and witnesses in attendance upon the United States courts in 
Alabama—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 136) to provide a site and erect a public 
building at Andalusia, Ala.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 187) to provide a site and erect a public 
building at Greenville, Ala.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 138) to create a commission to investigate 
the expediency and practicability of establishing public rifle 
ranges throughout the United States—to the Committee on 
Militia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 139) to erect suitablle buildings, and to im- 
prove the grounds around the same, for disabled Confederate 
soldiers, at or near Mountain Creek, Ala.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 140) to establish and maintain a national 
sanitarium for indigent consumptives—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 141) for the erection of a monument to 
Jeremiah O’Brien—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 142) to establish a soldiers’ home at or 


near Daphne, in Baldwin County, Ala.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 143) in relation to the expenses of holding 
courts of the United States in the northern and middle districts 
of Alabama—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 144) appropriating $100,000 to enlarge the 
public building at Montgomery, Ala., so as to meet the necessi- 
ties of the public business—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 5 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 145) to amend sec- 
tion 4386 of the Revised Statutes of the United States regulat- 
ing the transportation of animals from one State to another— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 146) further 
regulating the class of matter denied admission to the mail— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VAN DUZER: A bill (H. R. 147) to provide against 
entering into a contract by any officer or employee of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States of America for products of con- 
vict labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 148) to establish postal savings banks for 
depositing savings at interest, with the security of the Gov- 
ernment for the repayment thereof, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 149) to appropriate $50,000 for the pur- 
pose of sinking artesian wells in the State of Nevada—to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 150) to establish a fish-hatching and fish 
station in the State of Nevada—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 151) to reestablish the United States mint 
at Carson City, Ney.—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 152) to amend section 953 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. Ì 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 153) to authorize the erec- 
tion of a monument at Point Pleasant, W. Va., to commemorate 
the battle of the Revolution fought at that point between the 
Colonial troops and Indians October 10, 1774—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 154) providing for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Bluefield, W. Va.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 155) to provide for enlarging 
the public building at Knoxville, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 156) to establish a subtreasury at Knox- 
ville, Tenn.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 157) for the erection of a public building at 
Morristown, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 158) for the erection of a public building at 
Harriman, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 159) pro- 
viding for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics arising under the eight-hour law—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 160) imposing a tax on certain transactions 
in grain, provisions, cotton, stocks, bonds, and other securities, 
and for other pu to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 161) to enable the Secretary of the Treasury 
to extend, enlarge, and improve the post-office and custom-house 
building at Springfield, Mass.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 162) to establish at 
Atlanta, Ga., a subtreasury—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 163) to provide a site and erect a public 
building in Covington, Ga.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings und Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 164) to provide a site and erect a public 
building in Monroe, Ga.—to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 165) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 166) establishing the Atlanta National 
Military Park—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 167) to commemorate the 
heroism and sacrifice of the officers and men of the United 
States monitor Tecumseh, lost leading the advance at the battle 
25 Mobile Bay, August 5, 1864—to the Committee on the 
Library. 
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By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 168) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Lagrange, Ga.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 169) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Carrollton, Ga.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 170) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the city of Newnan, Ga.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 171) for the improvement of the Chatta- 
hoochee River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 172) providing for the 
erection of a public building at Bessemer, Ala.—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 173) to protect merchants and traders 
from oppression by trusts and combines—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 174) to enable the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to extend, enlarge, and improve the post-office and court- 
house building at Birmingham, Ala.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 175) to refund the cotton 
tax—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 176) to exclude cer- 
tain aliens from admission to the United States under the im- 
migration laws—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: A bill (H, R. 177) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at 
Easton, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 178) providing for the erection 
of a monument at Kings Mountain battle ground commemora- 
tive of Generals Campbell, McDowell, Colonel Shelby, and others 
who participated in the battle of Kings Mountain on the 7th 
day of October, A. D. 1780—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 179) for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of John Paul Jones—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 180) to establish in the Department of 
Agriculture a bureau to be known as the Bureau of Public 
Highways, and to provide for national aid in the improvement 
of the public roads—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 181) for the purchase of a national forest 
reserve in the White Mountains, to be known as the National 
White Mountain Forest Reserve—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 182) to provide for the 
enlargement and improvement of the public building at Fort 
Worth, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 183) to enable the 
people of Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a con- 
stitution and State government and be admitted into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 184) to regulate carriers 
engaged in interstate commerce, to prohibit them from limiting 
their common-law liability, and to increase the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 185) to provide for site and 
public building at Chambersburg, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. . 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 186) to authorize the 
readjustment of the accounts of Army officers in certain cases, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 187) to amend act of June 9, 
1884—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 188) to amend an act enti- 
tled “An act temporarily to provide revenue for the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes,” approyed March 8, 1902—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 189) to establish a life- 
saving station at the Isles of Shoals, off Portsmouth, N. H.— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 190) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Dover, in the 
State of New Hampshire—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 191) for the erection of an equestrian 
statue of Maj. Gen. John Stark in the city of Manchester, 
N. H.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HASKINS (by request): A bill (H. R. 192) to ex- 
empt from duty all mineral waters when imported in barrels 
or casks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 193) for the erection of a public building at 
Barre, Vt.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 194) for the erection of a public building at 
Island Pond, Vt.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 195) to establish a fish- 
cultural station in the State of Rhode Island—to the Committee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 0 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 196) to authorize the construc- 
tion of light-house keepers’ dwellings at Buffalo Harbor, New 
York—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 197) to authorize the construction of light- 
house keepers’ dwellings at Buffalo Harbor, New York—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 198) to establish range lights on the 
Niagara River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 199) to amend the act of June 27, 1890, 
giving pensions to soldiers and sailors who were incapacitated 
for the performance of manual labor—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 200) to amend the act of June 27, 1890, 
giving pensions to soldiers and sailors who were incapacitated 
for the performance of manual labor—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 201) to provide for the 
construction of a revenue cutter of the first class for service in 
the waters of Key West, Fla.—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 202) providing for the marking and pro- 
tection of the battlefield known as “ Dade’s massacre,” in Sum- 
ter County, Fla., and for the erection of a monument thereon— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALE: A bill (H. R. 203) providing an appropriation 
for a public building at Carbondale, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 204) to improve Clear Fork 
River, in Kentucky and Tennessee—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 205) providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Watertown, N. Y.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 206) for the erection of a public building 
at Fulton, N. ¥.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 207) for the benefit of offi- 
cers who served over three years during the civil war and over 
thirty years since, and who have retired on account of disability 
incurred in the line of duty since the close of the Spanish- 
American war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Peunsylvania: A bill (H. R. 208) to erect 
a monument on Brandywine battlefield, Chester County, Pa.— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 209) to define the offense commonly known 
as hazing, and to provide a punishment for the same at the 
1 States Naval Academy to the Committee on Naval Af- 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 210) to erect a monument to the memory of 
John Morton—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 211) to provide for the extension and en- 
largement of the public building at Chester, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 212) to establish a national military park 
at the Brandywine battle ground, Pennsylvania—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 213) to provide for the verifi- 
eation of papers by national banking associations—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 214) to pro- 
vide a public building for the use of the post-office and other 
civil offices of the city of Pine Bluff, Ark.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 215) to repeal the several acts authorizing 
an internal tax on cotton and relating to the same, and provid- 
ing for the payment to the treasurers of the respective States 
wherein said tax was levied and collected the amounts so col- 
lected upon the creation by law in said States of a tribunal to 
adjudicate the claims of individuals for such taxes paid in said 
respective States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 216) declaring all persons or associations 
of persons, joint stock companies, corporations, or associations 
of such companies or corporations, owning or operating, or own- 
ing and operating private freight cars used in interstate com- 
merce to be common carriers and subject to the provisions of 
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the act to regulate commerce, approved February 4, 1887, and 
all acts amendatory thereof or supplemental thereto—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 217) to provide for the improvement, con- 
struction, and repair of the dikes and abutment work and the 
maintenance of the river bank and channel of the Arkansas 
River at Pine Bluff, Ark., and to appropriate $40,000 therefor— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 218) to appropriate $100,000 to preserve and 
maintain the river channel and to prevent the threatened cut-off 
in the Arkansas River near Pine Bluff, Ark.—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 219) to prevent corporations engaged in 
interstate business or commerce from making contributions to 
campaigns for Federal offices—to the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. BONYNGRE: A bill (H. R. 220) to amend the act of 
Congress of June 5, 1900, relating to the allowance of excep- 
tions—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 221) for the establishment of a board for 
the protection of children and animals—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 222) authorizing the taxation, homestead- 
ing, and sale of Federal lands within irrigation districts—to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 223) providing for the sale of the old mint 
building and site thereof at Denyer, Colo.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 224) in relation to the elective franchise, 
defining offenses against the same, and prescribing punishments 
therefor—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 225) to provide for an additional judge of 
the district court of the United States for the district of Colo- 
rado—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 226) to purchase certain lands adjacent to 
the present site of Fort Logan, Colo,—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 227) to increase proportionately with the 
present rating for total deafness the pensions of all persons who 
may be entitled to pension under the general laws for partial 
deafness—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 228) repealing an act entitled “An act to 
extend the time for presenting claims for additional bounties,” 
and so forth—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 229) providing for the purchase of metal 
and the coinage of minor coins, and the distribution and redemp- 
tion of said coins—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 230) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Denver, in the 
State of Colorado—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 231) for the erection of a 
Federal building for the United States courts at Texarkana, 
Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 282) amending section 17, chapter 296, 
United States Statutes at Large, volume 14, so as to provide 
that members of Congress using free transportation to and from 
Congress shall not receive mileage—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 233) to provide for the 
settlement of certain claims of officers and enlisted men of the 
Army for the loss or destruction, without fault or negligence on 
the part of said officers and men, of property belonging to them 
in the military service of the United States—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 234) amendatory of the 
pension law in the act of June 27, 1890—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 235) providing for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Niles, Mich.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 236) amending the national- 
bank act of 1864 for the better security of national-bank de- 
posits—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 237) to provide for a pension of $24 per 
month for soldiers and sailors who have attained the age of 
70 years—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 238) to pension all soldiers and sailors 
who served in the Army or Navy of the United States at least 
ninety days in the war of the rebellion, and who were honor- 
ably discharged therefrom, at the rate of $12 per month, and 
also placing upon the pension roll of the United States the 


widows of such soldiers and sailors who were married prior to 
June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 239) relating to liability of common car- 
riers by railroads in the District of Columbia and Territories 
and common carriers by railroads engaged in commerce between 
the States and between the States and foreign nations to their 
employees—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 240) to provide for an allowance for sub- 
sistence of rural free-delivery carriers—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 241) granting to rural free-delivery car- 
riers an annual leave of absence, not exceeding fifteen days, with 
pay—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 242) to provide for the further improve- 
ment of the harbor of Erie, Pa.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. \ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 243) to provide for site and public build- 
— at n Pa.—to the Committee on Public Bulldings and 

roun 

By. Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 244) to provide 
for the issuance of postage-stamp certificates—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 245) to determine the term of service of all 
soldiers, sailors, and marines serving in the war of the rebellion 
for a period of ninety days or more—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 246) creating a national board of pardons— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 247) making the anniversary of William 
McKinley’s birthday a legal holiday—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 248) making the anniversary of Abraham 
Lincoln’s birthday a legal holiday—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 249) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Grand Rapids, in the State of Michigan—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 250) to increase the pay of letter car- 
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VAN DUZER: A bill (H. R. 251) to establish the 
Department of Mines and Mining—to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 252) authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appoint certain persons in the 
Regular Army and place them upon the retired list—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H, R. 253) providing 
for the recognition of the men who served as locomotive engi- 
neers during the Iate war of the rebellion—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 254) de- 
claring all persons or associations of persons, joint stock com- 
panies, corporations, or associations of such companies or cor- 
porations, owning or operating or owning and operating private 
freight cars and refrigerator cars used in interstate commerce 
to be common carriers and subject to the provisions of the act to 
regulate commerce, approved February 4, 1887, and all acts 
amendatory thereof or supplemental thereto—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 255) granting 
pensions to Army locomotive engineers, and providing pensions 
to widows and minor children of Army locomotive engineers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 256) to provide 
for presenting a badge or button to each honorably discharged 
soldier, sailor, and marine of the war for the preservation of the 
Union, and for protecting the same by law—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 257) providing for an additional appropria- 
tion for the public building at Flint, Mich.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 258) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Pontiac City, Mich—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 259) to increase the pay of mail carriers 
on rural free-delivery routes—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 260) to increase the pension of those who 
have lost a limb above the knee and total deafness of both ears 
(combined) in the military or naval service of the United 
States—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 261) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Sewickley, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 262) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Watertown, in the State of South Dakota—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 263) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Huron, in the 
State of South Dakota—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 264) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Mitchell, in the 
State of South Dakota—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 265) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Lead, in the 
State of South Dakota—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 266) increasing 
the cost of public building at Spokane, in the State of Wash- 
ington—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 267) to admit the products of 
the Philippine Islands into all of the ports of the United States 
of America free of duty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 268) to amend an act entitled “An act 
granting an increase of pension to soldiers of the Mexican war 
in certain cases,” approved January 5, 1893—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 269) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Paragould, in 
the State of Arkansas—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 270) to increase the pensions of widows of 
Mexican soldiers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 271) to confer jurisdiction upon the Court 
of Claims to hear and determine the claims of churches, lodges, 
and educational or eleemosynary institutions arising from the 
late civil war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 272) to provide for the construction and 
maintenance of levees along the Mississippi River, from the hills 
above Cairo to the Head of the Passes, by the Government of the 
United States of America—to the Committee on Levees and 
Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 273) to prohibit the collection of a revenue 
tax, or the granting of other authority permitting or author- 
izing the sale or giving away of foreign or domestic distilled 
spirits, intoxicating liquors, wines, or any compound thereof in 
any district or territory of any of the several States or Terri- 
tories of the United States of America where the sale or giving 
away of such foreign or domestic distilled spirits, intoxicating 
liquors, wines, or any compound thereof are prohibited by the 
laws of said States or Territories, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 274) to prevent the fraudu- 
lent naturalization of aliens—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 275) to regulate the taking of appeals or 
writs of error from the United States district courts in the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 276) to authorize the issuance of special 
bench warrants in certain criminal cases—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 277) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
establish circuit courts of appeals and to define and regulate in 
certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, 
and for other purposes,” approved the 3d day of March, in the 
year 1891—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 278) to regulate carriers 
engaged in interstate commerce, to prohibit them from limiting 
their common-law liability, and to increase the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 279) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
York, in the State of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 280) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Gettysburg, in 
the State of Pennsylyania—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 281) to authorize and direct the Secretary 
of War to purchase certain lands on the battlefield of Gettys- 
burg, and making an appropriation therefor—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 282) granting a fifteen-day leave of ab- 


sence to rural free-delivery letter carriers—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 283) to provide suitable 
medals for officers and men of the Navy and Marine Corps who 
participated in certain engagements of the civil war—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 284) to reorganize and increase the effi- 
ciency of the Hospital Corps of the Navy of the United States, 
and to define its duties and regulate its pay—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 285) to provide for the extermination or 
control of the gypsy moth and the brown-tail moth—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 286) to appropriate $15,000 for the study 
of the foreign natural enemies or means of contro] of the gypsy 
moth and of the brown-tail moth, and for the introduction of 
such of these as promise to be useful in controlling the two 
insects named in America—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 287) to purchase a painting of the several 
ships of the United States Navy known as the “ Squadron of 
Evolution,” and entitled Peace”—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 288) to remove the duty on hides of 
cattle—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 289) to remove the duty on coal—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 290) concerning the naval hospital grounds 
at Chelsea, Mass.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 291) au- 
thorizing the President to enter into a commercial treaty with 
the Government of His Majesty the King of the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland, with the view to reciprocity 
between the United States of America and Canada, with refer- 
ence to a modification of the customs tariff of Canada imposing 
a duty upon American strawberries—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 292) to amend the postal laws of the 
United States and permit all newspapers or publications of the 
second class, one copy to each actual subscriber, to go free 
through the mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 293) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to place a clock in the Government build- 
ing in the city of Newbern, N. C.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 294) authorizing the retirement of light- 
house keepers and the payment to them of a pension—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 295) to 
enlarge the trade and promote the sale of cotton products in 
foreign markets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 296) to supplement an act to regulate com- 
merce, approved February 4, 1887, and amendments thereto—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 297) to authorize the construction of dams 
and power stations in the Tennessee River at Muscle Shoals, 
Alabama—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 298) to put printing 
paper and wood pulp on the free list—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 299) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Columbia Riyer by the Port- 
land and Seattle Railway Company—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 300) to extend the privilege of immediate 
transportation of dutiable merchandise to various subports in 
customs collection district of Puget Sound, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 301) dividing the State of 
South Carolina into two judicial districts, providing for the 
appointment of a district judge, and so forth—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 302) for the erection of a public building 
at Anderson, S. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 303) for the erection of a 
public building at Belvidere, III.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 304) for the construction of an addition to 
the public building at Rockford, III.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr, DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 305) to enlarge the post- 
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office and court-house building in the city of Williamsport, Pa.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COCKRAN: A bill (H. R. 306) providing for the 
appointment of a special commission to inquire into and ascer- 
tain the amounts of money expended by both parties at all 
elections for Presidential electors from 1892 to 1904, both inclu- 
sive—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, 
and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 807) providing that all contributions ex- 
ceeding $50 in amount hereafter made to the expenses of polit- 
ical parties at elections where Presidential electors and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress are chosen shall be reported to the 
clerk's office of the district court of the United States for the 
district in which the donors reside, and for the publication of 
such reports—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 308) to amend section 2 of 
chapter 89 of Supplement to the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, volume 1, second edition, 1874 to 1892, page 282—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 309) to repeal an act entitled “An act to 
establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States,” approved July 1, 1898, and the amendment to 
said act approved February 5, 1903—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 310) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend section 2204 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States to the Committee on the Public Lands. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 311) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend the homestead laws as to certain unappropriated and un- 
reserved lands in Nebraska,” approved April 28, 1904—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 312) providing for the holding of Federal 
court at Kearney, Nebr.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 313) to restore homestead rights to certain 
persons who made entries within a certain area in Nebraska 
between the 28th day of April and the 28th day of June, 1904, 
upon conditions—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 314) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon in the city of North 
Platte, State of Nebraska—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 315) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon in the city of 
Kearney, State of Nebraska—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 816) to increase the pensions of those who 
have been disabled so as to render their incapacity to perform 
manual labor equivalent to the loss of a hand or foot—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 317) to increase the effi- 
ciency of United States shipping commissioners and to provide 
for the organization of a free shipping bureau—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 318) appropriating $25,000 to enlarge the 
public building at Brooklyn, N. Y., to meet the necessities of 
public business—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 319) to establish a fish hatch- 
ery and fish-culture station in the county of Franklin, in the 
State of New York, for the propagation of trout, bass, and other 
game and food fishes—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H.-R. 320) to commemorate the battle of Platts- 
burg and to provide a monument in honor of American sailors 
and soldiers killed in defense of Plattsburg—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 321) for the erection of a public building at 
Malone, N. Y.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 322) to extend the pro- 
visions of the pension act of June 27, 1890, to the Missouri En- 
rolled State Militia and other organizations—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 323) to declare February the 12th a na- 
tional holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 324) for the erection of a monument to the 
memory of Brig. Gen. Nathaniel Lyon at St. Louis, Mo.—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 325) for the 
erection of a public building at Danville, Ky.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 326) for the erection of a public building at 
Lawrenceburg, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 


By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 327) limiting the hours of 
daily services of laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed 
upon the public works of or work done for the United States or 
any Territory or the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on Labor, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 328) in relation to contempts of court—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 329) providing for the election of a Dele- 
gate to the House of Representatives from the district of 
Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 330) to create the Territory of Alaska and 
to provide for the government of the same—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 831) to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations; to make preference for the use of American freighting 
vessels; to extend the postal service by American steamships, 
and to promote American trade—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 832) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to authorize the Secretary of War and the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to make certain disposition of condemned 
ordnance, guns, and cannon balls in their respective Depart- 
8 approved May 22, 1896—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 333) to prevent the unauthorized use of the 
names or pictures of persons for the purposes of trade—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 334) to amend section 1395 of the Revised 
Statutes, to Increase the number of chaplains in the Nayy—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 335) to provide for 
the erection of a public building at Madisonville, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 336) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Athens, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 337) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Cleveland, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 338) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Winchester, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 339) granting right of way for road 
tbrough Government reservation north of national cemetery, 
Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 340) to amend sections 4924 
and 4927 of the Revised Statutes, relating to patents—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 341) recognizing the military 
service of and giving pensionable status under all pension laws 
of the United States to persons serving under United States 
officers as home guards, militia, or other provisional troops dur- 
ing the civil war—to the Committe on Invalid Pensious. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 342) to provide for the erection of an 
addition to and the improvement of the United States court- 
house and post-office building at Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 343) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Sparta, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 344) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at McMinnville, Tenn—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 345) to provide 
for an increased annual appropriation for agricultural experi- 
ment stations, and regulating the expenditure thereof—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 346) to erect a public building at 
Dixon, III.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 347) for the im- 
provement of the public schools of the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 348) providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Muscatine, lowa—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 349) for the suppression of 
train robberies in the Territories of the United States and 
other places, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 350) to 
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Mitchell, in the State of South Dakota—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 351) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Huron, in the 
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State of South Dakota—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also a bill (H. R. 852) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Watertown, 
in the State of South Dakota—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 353) for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of Commodore John Barry—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 354) for the erection of a public building 
at Syracuse, N. Y.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 355) providing for the manner 
of payment of postage on books, catalogues, and other printed 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 356) for the protection of producers, manu- 
facturers, and venders of milk and cream, and of lawful milk 
beverages composed mainly of milk, in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 857) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to improve the Des Moines River, and for other 

to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 358) to amend an act authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to cause to be erected monuments and markers 
on the battlefield of Gettysburg, Pa., to commemorate the yalor- 
ous deeds of certain regiments and batteries of the United 
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 859) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Ames, in the 
State of Iowa—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 360) for the erection of a public building 
2 Des Moines, lowa—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 361) to extend the provisions of the act 
of March 3, 1885, relative to officers and enlisted men of the 
United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 362) to provide for the or- 
ganization of corporations te engage in commerce with foreign 
nations and among the several States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 363) to amend the Code of 
Law for the District of Columbia regarding corporations—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 364) relative to the naturalization laws of 
the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 365) to amend the civil-service act, known 
as “An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the 
United States”—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 


Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 866) providing for the erection of a monu- 
ment in the United States Battle Ground Cemetery at Washing- 
ton, D. C., located on the spot where the battle of Fort Stevens 
was fought July 11, 12, and 13, 1864, commemorative of the 
members of the Twenty-fifth Regiment New York (Sickles’s) 
Volunteer Cavalry, who fell or participated therein—to the 
Committee on the Library. s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 367) to authorize the detail of a retired 
naval officer on behalf of American seamen—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 868) for the relief of certain officers of 
the United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 369) for the completion of the Bronx 
River improvement—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 370) for the deepening and widening of 
the Bronx Kills, creating a direct channel between Long Island 
Sound and the Harlem River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 371) for the completion of the Harlem 
River ship canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 372) for the completion of Westchester 
Creek improvement—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 373) for the erection of a public building 
in the borough of the Bronx, New York City—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 374) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to promote the efficiency of the militia, and for other 

”—to the Committee on Militia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 375) to regulate child labor in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 376) concerning reservations of public 
lands as preserves and breeding grounds for native birds or 
for game birds, and to punish violations of Executive orders 
concerning same—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 377) to extend the limits of the port of 
entry of New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 378) to provide for a public building at 
New 3 La. —to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

ro 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 379) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to provide for the adjudication 
and payment of claims arising from Indian depredations,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1891—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 380) to authorize the sale of a portion of 
the Lower Brulé Indian Reservation in South Dakota, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 881) to amend section 2982 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, in reference to the 
sale of supplies to vessels of war—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 882) for the protection of 
the workingmen of the United States and their families—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 383) to prohibit shanghaiing and peonage in 
the United States—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 384) to prohibit corporations from contrib- 
uting to campaign funds in elections of Federal officers, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 385) regulating the operation of automo- 
biles and other motor vehicles between the States—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 386) for the erection of a 
public building at Bloomington, Ind.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 387) making appropriation for public build- 
ing at Bedford, Ind.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 388) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Trini- 
dad, Colo.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 389) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a post-office building 
thereon at Cape Charles, in the State of Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 390) to change the port of Tappahannock, 
in the district of Tappahannock, in the State of Virginia, to 
Reedyille, Va.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 391) to amend sections 7 and 8 of an act 
entitled “An act to promote the efiiciency of the Life-Saving 
Service and encourage the saving of life from shipwreck ”—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 392) to establish a lighted beacon at the 
mouth of Pungoteague Creek, Chesapeake Bay, Virginia—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 393) granting pensions to sol- 
diers and sailors who have lost both eyes or who have become 
totally blind from causes not occurring while in the military or 
naval service of the United States—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 394) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Lancaster, Ohio—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 395) concerning foreign-built dredges—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 396) to establish a fish hatchery and fish- 
culture station in southern Ohio, on the waters of the Mus- 
kingum, the Hocking, or the Scioto rivers—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 897) to modify an act entitled “An act to 
regulate and improve the civil service of the United States,” 
approved January 16, 1883, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 398) to retire 
on full pay certain disabled persons from the United States 
Light-House Service—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 399) to provide for a Delegate to the House 
of Representatives of the United States from Porto Rico—to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 400) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Kenosha, in the 
State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 401) for the erection of a public building 
5 Beloit, Wis.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 402) setting aside a portion of the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of public lands in the Philippine Islands for 
school purposes—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 403) to prohibit certain 
corporations from contributing money to influence the result of 
elections or to influence legislation—to the Committee on Blec- 
tion of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Con- 


gress. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 404) to establish a minimum tariff of the 
United States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 405) to amend section 16 of an act entitled 
“An act to provide revenue for the Government and to encour- 
age the industries of the United States,” approved July 24, 
1897—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 406) to secure to the Philippine Islands 
free trade with the balance of the domain of the United States— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 407) granting certain lands 
belonging to the United States and situated in the State of Ala- 
bama to the State of Alabama for the use and benefit of the 
common schools of that State—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 408) to repeal an act to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy throughout the United States, approved 
July 1, 1898—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 409) to amend 
the homestead laws as to certain unappropriated and unre- 
served lands in Colorado—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 410) providing for the purchase of metal 
and the coinage of minor coins, and the distribution and re- 
demption of said coins—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 411) to amend section 5409 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 412) providing for the payment of ex- 
penses of judges in certain cases—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 413) to permit United States marshals to 
delegate authority to sign official checks—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 414) to limit the time within which prose- 
cutions may be instituted against officers, agents, or employees 
of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 415) to amend section 1044 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the Judici- 


ary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 416) providing for the appointment of a 
Solicitor for the Post-Office Department and abolishing the office 
of Assistant Attorney-General for the Post-Office Department— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 417) to make certain the mileage to be 
charged to and collected from parties other than the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 418) conferring jurisdiction upon United 
States commissioners over offenses committed in a portion of 
the permanent Hot Springs Mountain Reservation, Ark.—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 419) to amend section 542 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 420) to amend sections 4092, 4093, 4094, 
4095, 4096, and 4129 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 421) to regulate the practice of law in the 
Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 422) providing for the exercise of the 
powers of the judge of the district court of the United States 
for the Territory of Hawaii by certain other judges of the 
courts of the Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 423) for the erection of a public building 
at Chippewa Falls, Wis.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 424) to amend section 5398 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary 

Also, a bill (H. R. 425) to extend certain provisions of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States to the Philippine Islands— 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 426) to amend subdivision 6 of section 
4596 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as amended 
by chapter 28, approved December 21, 1898, entitled “An act to 
amend the laws relating to American seamen, for the protection 


of such seamen, and to promote commerce ”—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 427) to provide for filing of commissions of 
officers of the Post-Office Department and Department of Com- 
merce and Labor—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 428) to regulate certain criminal procedure 
in the Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 429) providing 
for a tax on United States bonds deposited by national banking 
associations to secure their circulating notes—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 430) to provide for free alcohol in certain 
arts and industries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 431) to open for 
settlement 505,000 acres of land in the Kiowa, Comanche, and 
Apache Indian reservations, in Oklahoma ‘Territory—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.-R. 482) to provide for an appeal of one case 
from the Choctaw and Chickasaw citizenship court to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 433) to subject the mineral lands on the 
Indian reservations in the United States and Territories to 
location, operation, development, and entry, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 434) to remove restrictions on the sale of 
certain lands in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 435) to amend the act relating to Indian 
depredations—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 486) establishing a United States court and 
recording district at Duncan, Ind. T., and conforming other dis- 
tricts therewith—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 437) to limit the jurisdiction of the district 
and circuit courts of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 488) requiring the United States Govern- 
ment to furnish post-office boxes permanently to all citizens 
paying the first cost of their box in all post-offices now renting 
boxes to citizens, and to repeal all laws inconsistent with this 
act—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 439) providing for the lease of the public 
grazing lands in the arid States and Territories of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 440) to amend section 4386 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, striking out “ twenty-eight con- 
secutive hours“ and “twenty-eight hours“ and inserting “ forty 
consecutive hours” and “forty hours ”—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 441) to provide for the union of Okla- 
homa Territory and the Indian Territory, and to enable the peo- 
ple thereof to form a constitution and State government, and to 
be admitted into the Union as the State of Oklahoma, on an 
equal footing with the original States, and to make donations of 
public lands to said State—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 442) to prohibit corporations from making 
money contributions in connection with political elections—to 
the Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, and 
Representatives in Congress. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 443) to authorize the President of the 
United States, in conjunction with the State of Texas, to run 
and mark the boundary lines between the Territories of Okla- 
homa and New Mexico and the State of Texas—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 444) extending the operation of the irriga- 
tion reclamation act of Congress to the State of Texas—to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 445) pro- 
viding for the erection of a public building at the city of Ever- 
ett, in the State of Washington—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 446) providing for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Whatcom, in the State of Washington—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 447) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Navy to contract for the construction of a floating steel 
dry dock to be stationed within Drum Point Harbor, near the 
mouth of Patuxent River, Chesapeake Bay, Maryland—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H, R. 448) to amend section 29 of 
an act entitled “An act to provide a national currency, secured 
by a pledge of United States bonds, and to provide for the cir- 
culation and redemption thereof,” approved June 3, 1864—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
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By Mr. JAMES: 


A bill (H. R. 449) for the relief of tobacco 
growers—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 450) to prevent corruption 
at elections, and so forth—to the Committee on Election of Presi- 
dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 451) for the 
erection of a public building in the city of New Britain, Conn.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bil (H. R. 452) to establish a fish- 
hatching and fish station in the State of Michigan—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 453) for a publié building at Ann Arbor, 
Mich.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 454) to increase salaries of rural free- 
delivery carriers—to the Committee on tlhe Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 455) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Shamokin, in the State of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 456) to limit 
the immigration of aliens into the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 457) to provide for the reorganization of 
the consular service of the United States—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. McNARY: A bill (H. R. 458) providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Quincy, Mass.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 459) providing that the United States frigate 
Constitution be transferred to Castle Island, Boston Harbor, to 
be used as a naval museum—to the Cemmittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 460) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
proivde revenue for the Government and to encourage the indus- 
tries of the United States,” approved July 24, 1897, as to import 
duties on hides, harness, leather, boots, and shoes—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 461) to amend the customs drawback law— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 462) amending section 2513 of the Revised 
Statutes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 463) authorizing the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Celumbia to enter into a contract or 
contracts for the dredging and improvement of the Anacostia 
River and the reclamation and improvement of its flats from 
the line of the District of Columbia to the Pennsylvania Avenue 
Bridge—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEARST: A bill (H. R. 464) to enable the United 
States of America to acquire, maintain, and operate electric 
telegraphs, and so forth—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 465) to empower United States attorneys, 
without the direction of the Attorney-General, to enforce the 
act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints 
and monopolies, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 466) to protect trade and commerce against 
restraints and monopoly—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 467) to prevent wasteful departmental ap- 
propriations by requiring estimates of expenditures to specify 
in detail the items thereof—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 468) to supplement and amend the act 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 
4, 1887, and the acts amendatory thereof and supplemental 
thereto—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 469) to increase the powers of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission and to expedite the final decision 
of cases arising under the act to regulate commerce by creating 
an interstate commerce court—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 470) for the establishment of a parcels 
post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 471) to protect the lives of seamen en- 
gaged in coastwise traffic between the States—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 472) to prohibit aliens 
from fishing in the waters of Alaska—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 473) to regulate corporations, 
joint stock companies, and other associations engaging in inter- 
state and foreign commerce in food and fuel supplies to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 474) to create a railway 


capitalization commission—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 475) to place insurance 
companies and all subsidiary trust and banking companies in 
which they or their officers own controlling interest under the 

fon and control of the Treasury Department of the 
United States, and to apply to them certain provisions of the 
national-bank act—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 476) for the protection of citizens of the 
United States under 15 years of age—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 477) to extend the sovereign visitorial 
power of the United States over certain life insurance com- 
panies and other corporations organized under State laws, and 
for other p to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 478) to place insurance companies under 
the supervision and control of the Department of Commerce and 
aper and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and 


By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 479) to define and punish 
bribery in elections and political conventions—to the Commit- 
tee on Election of President, Vice-President, and Representa- 
tives in Co: 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 480) supplemental to an 
act entitled “An act to provide for the construction of a canal 


‘connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans,” ap- 


proved June 28, 1902, and making appropriation for Isthmian 


Canal construction, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 481) to prevent and pun- 
ish the desecration, mutilation, or improper use of the flag of 
on United States of America—to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 1) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
relating to uniform hours of labor—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
2) proposing an amendment to the Constitution fixing the term 
of the President at six years—to the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 3) fixing 
the date of the election of electors for President and Vice-Presi- 
dent and Representatives in Congress, and the date for the 
assembling of Congress—to the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD; A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 4) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution providing for the 
repeal of the fifteenth amendment—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 5) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution providing for the election of 
Senators of the United States—to the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) to cause an 
examination or survey of part of the westerly side of Arthur 
Kill or Staten Island Sound—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 7) authorizing George H. 
Bridgman to accept from the British Government a silver ink- 
stand, in recognition of his services to British interests while 
minister of the United States to Bolivia—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
8) providing for the creation of a joint committee to investigate 
the collections and expenditure of funds during the national 
capas of 1892, 1896, 1900, and 1904—to the Committee on 

ules. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 9) providing for the ap- 
pointment and fixing the duties of the Panama Canal Investiga- 
tion Committee—to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 10) providing for the ap- 
pointment of a special committee to investigate the transactions 
of corporations engaged in interstate insurance—to the Commit- * 
tee on Rules. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 11) for 
the publication of enlogies delivered in Congress on Hon. John 
W. Cranford, Iate a Representative in Congress—to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

By Mr. SULZER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 12) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution providing for the election 
of Senators of the United States—to the Committee on Election 
of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 13) pro- 
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viding for the purchase and placing of Mr. Wilson MacDonald's 
colossal busts of George Washington and Abraham Lincoln in 
each public school building in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 14) for the purpose of 
carrying out the provisions of General Orders, No. 195, War 
Department, June 29, 1863, for the presentation of medals—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 15) pro- 
viding for a survey of a 35-foot channel in the Delaware River 
at the expense of the city of Philadelphia—to the Committee on 
Riyers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 16) pro- 
viding for the printing of certain statutes and decisions—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

. By Mr. WILLIAMS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res, 17) to 
amend the Constitution of the United States in relation to 
income and succession taxes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
18) setting aside certain lands within the Mescalero Indian 
Reservation, in Néw Mexico, for the use of the Indians thereon, 
and providing for the sale of the residue of the lands therein 
for the benefit of said tribe of Indians—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 19) to prevent the lease 
of certain Indian lands in Oklahoma Territory for a longer 
period than one year—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 20) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States authorizing the 
levy of a tax on incomes and inheritances—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MUDD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 21) authoriz- 
ing the President of the United States to appoint a commission 
to examine and report upon a route for the construction of a 
free and open waterway to connect the waters of the Chesa- 
peake and Delaware bays—to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals. 

By Mr. HEARST: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 22) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution providing for the 
election of Senators of the United States by direct vote of the 
people—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress, 

By Mr. KINKAID: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 23) to 
award to James H. Cook, of Agate, Nebr., a bronze medal for 
valiant services in the Geronimo campaign—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BATES: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 24) to restore 
the status of the McLane’s Erie Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Infantry, who served in the civil war—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 25) providing for the erection of a monument in Arlington 
Cemetery to the memory of Charles Vernon Gridley, late cap- 
tain, United States Navy—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 26) 
authorizing the payment of $500 by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to T. H. Reeves, State statistical agent of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture during the calendar year 1901—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 27) providing for a 
survey of the Isthmus of Darien for canal purposes—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 28) pro- 
viding for the printing of 20,000 additional copies of the Jef- 
ferson Bible (“Morals of Jesus of Nazareth”)—to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr.. CUSHMAN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 29) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution providing for the elec- 
tion of Senators of the United States—to the Committee on 
Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in 
Congress. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 1) 
directing a survey to be made of Green Harbor, at Marshfield, 
Mass.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 2) directing a 
survey to be made of the harbor at Wareham, Mass.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 3) directing a survey 
to be made and an estimate of costs submitted in view to the 
erection of a sea wall at Hull, Mass.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BRICK: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 4) pro- 
viding for the publishing of 10,000 copies of the Declaration of 
Independence—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 5) 


providing for the printing of 3,000 copies of Manual of Fish 
Culture, with revision—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 6) providing for 
printing additional United States maps—to the Committee on 

rinting. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A concurrent resolution 
(H. ©. Res. 7) providing for the printing of 8,000 additional 
copies of the Hleventh Special Report of the Commissioner of 
Labor—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 8) providing for 
the printing of 10,000 additional. copies of the Tenth Special 
Report of the Commissioner of Labor—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A resolution (H. Res. 13) for the appoint- 
ment of a committee to investigate the plans and methods used 
by the Department of Agriculture and the Census Bureau in 
obtaining data and making their reports relative to cotton, ete.— 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A resolution (H. Res. 
14) for the investigation of child labor by the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A resolution (H. Res. 15) asking in- 
formation from the Interstate Commerce Commission concern- 
ing wages paid railroad employees—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. ; 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A resolution (H. Res. 16) 
giving certain powers to Committee on Naval Affairs—to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A resolution (H. Res. 17) facilitating 
the distribution of public documents assigned to Representatives 
through the House folding room—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A resolution (H. Res. 18) for the ap- 
pointment of a janitor to the room occupied by the Committee 
on Education—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. BABCOCK : A resolution (H. Res. 19) for the appoint- 
ment of an assistant clerk to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A resolution (H. Res. 20) authorizing 
the Committee on Indian Affairs to have certain printing done, 
and to sit during the sessions of the House—to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 21) authorizing the Committee on 
Indian Affairs to appoint an assistant clerk—to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A resolution (H. Res. 22) to recommend 
reconvening of the Joint High Commission appointed by Great 
Britain, Canada, and the United States—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 23) con- 
cerning the rights of the Cherokee, Creek, Choctaw, and Chicka- 
saw Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 24) directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to transmit to the House a copy of the report in regard 
to the boundary lines of New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McNARY: A resolution (H. Res. 25) recommending 
the reconvening of the Joint High Commission appointed by 
Great Britain, Canada, and the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A resolution (H. Res. 26) authorizing 
the Doorkeeper of the House to appoint an additional page in 
the press gallery—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A resolution (H. Res. 27) 
concerning war vessels on the Great Lakes—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 28) asking for an inspection of 
Holland Harbor, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A resolution (H. Res. 29) providing for 
the payment of P. L. Coultry for services rendered in the House 
folding room—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUGHES: A resolution (H. Res. 80) referring to the 
Court of Claims the House bill and papers for the relief of John 
Morgan’s heirs—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 482) to correct the muster 
of Benjamin F. Hasson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 483) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to B. Frank Paris—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 484) granting a pension to William 
Mayer—to the Committee on Pensions. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 485) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Bantom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 486) granting an increase of pension to 
John Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 487) granting an increase 
of pension to Arthur F. Truitt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 488) granting an increase of pension to 
survivors of the Mexican and Indian wars and to their widows— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 489) granting an increase of pension to 
Ferdinand Hercher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 490) granting an increase of pension to 
R. H. Woods—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 491) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. M. E. Norwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 492) granting a pension to Mrs. Roberts— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 493) granting a pension to Baley R. Gill— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 494) granting a pension to Elcy R. Kelly— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 495) granting a pension to James L. 
Strickland—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 496) granting a pension to Mesura A. Gra- 
ham—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 497) granting a pension to Mary Haynes— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 498) granting a pension to Ruetha Mo- 
run—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 499) granting a pension to Penny F. 
Stevens—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 500) granting a pension to Rhoda A. Pat- 
man—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 501) granting a pension to John Me- 
Michael—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 502) granting a pension to Simeon D. 
Pope—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 503) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of W. L. Gordon, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 504) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of F. M. T. Brannan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 505) for the relief of Sidney 
T. Dupuy and George R. Dupuy—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 506) for the relief of the heirs of S. H. 
Hill, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 507) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of T. L. Walker, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 508) to compensate W. T. Godwin for 
transportation, rent, and supplies furnished United States 
authorities engaged in suppressing a riot in Harris County, 
Ga., in 1867—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 509) for the relief of H. T. Cunningham 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 510) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Anderson Abercrombie, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 511) for the relief of Jesse J. Bull—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 512) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Edward Haile, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 518) to compensate the legal representa- 
tives of Henry S. Castellaw for stock and provisions taken for 
the use of the Army of the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 514) for the relief of 
William F. Wheeler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 515) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Balthazar Rummel—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 516) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Webster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 517) granting an increase of pension to 
Luke A. Waldron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 518) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Van Riper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 519) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 520) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Stern—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


. 


Also, a bill (H; R. 521) granting an increase of pension to 
James Rout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 522) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Roschdiantsky—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 523) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank G. Hawkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 524) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvenus A. Fay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 525) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Conover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 526) granting an inerease of pension to 
Robert Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 527) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard E. Clapper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 528) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Auld—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 529) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis L. Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 530) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George E. Ross—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 531) granting an increase of pension to 
Ebenezer Rickett—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 532) granting an increase of pension to 
James T. Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 533) granting an increase of pension to 
Sumner F. Hunnewell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 534) for the relief of 
Capt. Herman C. Schumm—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 535) granting a pension 
to Maria Horne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 536) granting a pension to William Kern— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 537) granting a pension to William Mar- 
shall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 538) granting a pension to Conrad Stras- 
ser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 539) for the relief of Edward Caralan— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 540) for the benefit of William H. Miller— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 541) for the relief of Richard C. Silence 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 542) for the relief of Paul Werner—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 543) to correct the date of muster of Com- 
pany F, Pacific Battalion Missouri Home Guards—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 544) to amend the miltary record of Wil- 
liam Morrison—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 545) to correct the military record of John 
Herbst—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 546) to remove the charge of desertion 
now standing against Henry Walter—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 547) to correct the military record of 
Frank Clemens Arendes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 548) to reimburse A. J. Cauf- 
man, Girard, Erie County, Pa., in the sum of $300, together 
with interest thereon from October 16. 1862, for soldier fur- 
nished United States, being the amount paid by him to one 
Charles Morton, as a substitute—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 549) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles W. Starr, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 550) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph E. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 551) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 552) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiliam H. Nortrip—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 553) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Vile—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 554) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexis L. Cobb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 555) granting an increase of pension to 
Orsen Hauser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 556) for the relief of Caleb W. Durham— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 557) granting relief to C. M. Curtiss—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 558) granting relief to Charles E. Russell, 
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as administrator of John H. Russell, deceased—to the Commit-| Also, a bill (H. R. 600) granting an increase of pension to 


tee ón War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 559) granting an honorable discharge to 
John P. Webber—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 560) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
son M. Holmes—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 561) granting an increase of pension to 
Giles Townsend—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGD: A bill (H. R. 562) granting an increase 
of pension to John F. Mohn—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 563) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. F. Barcus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 564) granting an increase of pension to 
Sumner Barstow—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 565) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert D. Betts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 566) granting an increase of pension to 
Cassius M. Carroll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 567) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Christy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 568) granting an increase of pension to 
Orrin L. Dake—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 569) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Fletcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 570) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis F. Garson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 571) granting an increase of pension to 
Halsey P. Gabriel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 572) granting an increase of pension to 
Dulcina Galbraith—to the Committee.on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 573) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary H. Houghton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 574) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Hauser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 575) granting an increase of pension to 
William Jennings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 576) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Kester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 577) granting an increase of pension to 
William Kent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 578) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Lauman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 579) granting an increase of pension to 
Uriah J. Loop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 580) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth McKee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 581) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaiah Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 582) granting an increase of pension to 
Fannie J. Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 583) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomah H. Muchmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 584) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry T. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 585) granting an increase of pension to 
John Murray—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 586) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver S. McLain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 587) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Neely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 588) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Nix—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 589) granting an imcrease of pension to 
John M. Odenheimer—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 590) granting an increase of pension to 
Judson N. Pollard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 591) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver F, Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 592) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert N. Raymond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 593) granting an increase of pension to 
Van B. Straight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 594) granting an increase of pension to 
Helen E. South—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 595) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline Stenbeck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 596) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Walter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 597) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet Williams—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 598) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel S. Wales—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 599) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Oliver H, McLain—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 601) granting an increase of pension to 
Israel E. Munger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 602) granting a pension to S. Effie Park- 
hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 603) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Blyth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 604) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram F. Armstrong—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 605) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry M. de Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 606) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter M. Jumper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R: 607) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan Robords—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 608) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob W. Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 609) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace H. Sickles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 610) granting a: pension to Serilda J. 
Shire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 611) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Cassidy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 612) granting an inerease of pension to 
George H. Kohler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 613) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Weaver—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 614) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiliam N. Kipling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 615) granting an increase of pension to 
Walter J. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 616) granting an increase of pension to 
Lettice M. Blore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 617) granting an increase of pension to 
Emanuel Schmidt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 618) granting an increase of pension to 
Eunice A. Starr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 619) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie M. Inglis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 620) granting a pension to Hattie L. 
Chittenden—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 621) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander E. Irwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 622) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 623) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel A, Stratton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 624) granting an increase of pension to 
Cora G. Davison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 625) granting an increase of pension to 
Corydon W. Sanborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 626) granting an increase of pension to 
John C, Dayis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 627) granting a pension to Helen A. 
Edic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 628) granting a pension to David L. 
Finch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 629) granting a pension to John W. Stites— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 630) granting a pension to Charles F. 
Teirner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 631) granting a pension to James Russell 
Hicks—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 632) granting a pension to Henry Neikirk— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 633) granting a pension to William Hen- 
dricks—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 634) granting a pension to Eliza M. Be- 
dell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 635) for the relief of John R. Wilson—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 636) for the relief of William Slater—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 637) for the relief of William H. Bone 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 638) for the relief of Charles S. Wells 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 639) for the relief of C. W. Sturtevant, 
Rolla Brown, Alice Brown, M. L. Kelly, Robert G. Duffy, Fread 
Gehring, T. H. Ross, and L. C. Partee—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 640) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Joseph D. Campbell—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 641) removing the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Samuel W. Gates—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 642) to correct the military record of Henry. 
Wagner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 643) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander W. Browning—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 644) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a biH (H. R. 645) for the relief of Leann 
S. King, assign of Thomas Leitensdorfer—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 646) for the relief of C. W. Sturtevant, 
Rolla Brown, Alice Brown, M. L. Kelly, Robert G. Duffy, Fread 
Gehring, T. H. Ross, and L. C. Partee—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 647) for the relief of Mrs. Julia L. Hall— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 648) granting a pension 
to Charles Falbisaner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 649) granting a pension to Lucy T. Bogue— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 650) granting a pension to Felix G. Stid- 
ger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 651) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Brandau—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 652) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. M. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 653) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Booth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 654) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos J. Loranger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 655) granting an honorable discharge to 
Patrick McGough—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 656) for the relief of John 
W. Noble—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 657) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Babcock—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 658) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry M. Bedford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 659) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Carey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 660) granting an increase of pension 
Squire J. Carlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 661) granting an increase of pension 
Cary D. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 662) granting an increase of pension 
Abraham E. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 663) granting an increase of pension 
Daniel S. Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 664) granting an increase of pension 
Peter Countryman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 665) granting an increase of pension 
James C. Dill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 666) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas J. Frasier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 667) granting an increase of pension 
George H. Gaskill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 668) granting an increase of pension 
James A. Giles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 669) granting an increase of pension 
James M. Heminger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 670) granting an increase of pension 
Alfred B. Lowry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 671) granting an increase of pension 
Alex McLaughlin—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 672) granting an increase of pension 
Stephen S. Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 673) granting an increase of pension 
John M. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 674) granting an increase of pension 
Henry Mock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 675) granting an increase of pension 
Daniel Morrissey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 676) granting an increase of pension to 
Musgrove E. O’Connor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 677) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Ramsey—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 678) granting an increase of pension to 
Emil Schincke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 679) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 680) granting an increase of pension to 
Newman S. Snow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 681) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Snurr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 682) granting an increase of pension to 
George M. Veach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 683) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Wattleworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 684) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli O. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 685) granting an increase of pension to 
William Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 686) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah S. Wyland—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 687) granting a pension to Harvey R. 
Backus—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. A 

Also, a bill (H. R. 688) granting a pension to Johan Frank— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 689) granting a pension to George Hem- 
inger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 690) granting a pension to William B. 
Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 691) granting a pension to Thomas Mc- 
Donald—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 692) granting a pension to Samuel Wells— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 693) granting a pension to Albert G. 
Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 694) granting a pension to Maria V. E. 
Bitters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 695) granting a pension to Mary Jane 
Gay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 696) granting a pension to Matilda Mer- 
rick Goodrich—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 697) granting a pension to B. Annie 
Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 698) granting a pension to Martha Oliver— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 699) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Jonas Albert—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 700) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of George W. Barnes and to grant him 
an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 701) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Charles E. Bentley and to grant him 
an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 702) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Godfrey Bestle and to grant him an 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 703) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Jacob Curry and to grant him an 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 704) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Ely M. De Weese and to grant him 
an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 705) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of William C. Horner and to grant him 
an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 706) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Albert B. Ketterman and to grant 
him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 707) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Thomas F. Lindersmith and to grant 
him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 708) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Andrew Matheny and to grant him 
an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 709) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of George W. Philpott and to grant 
him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 710) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Charles Rankert and to grant him an 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 711) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of William Shaffer and to grant him 
an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 712) to remove the charge of desertion. 
from the military record of Joseph Stallter and to grant him an 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 713) to restore to the pension roll Sarah J. 
Ayers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 714) for the relief of Charles B. Bentley— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 715) for the relief of Martin D. Puckett— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 716) for the relief of Levi C. Smith—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 717) granting 
an increase of pension to O. B. Morrison—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 718) granting an increase of pension to 
Hamilton D, Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 719) granting an increase of pension to 
Maria L. Conant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 720) granting an increase of pension to 
Jasper Ditt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 721) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Keyes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 722) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph B. Presdee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 723) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Raigle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 724) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Coulter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 725) granting a pension to George E. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 726) granting a pension to Belle Royal, 
widow of Andrew Royal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 727) for the relief of 
Mary Keith and Benny Keith—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 728) for the relief of La Fayette & Bro.— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 729) for the relief of Boone Chandler and 
others—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 730) granting a pension to Francis M. 
McClendon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 731) granting an increase of pension to 
Emanuel Netherway—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 732) granting a pension to Mollie Towns- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 733) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel B. Bayless—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 734) granting a pension to Manley W. 
Capps—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 735) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank L. Fornshell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 736) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Pearson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 737) granting a pension to William E. 
Quirk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 738) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 739) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 740) granting a pension to Parlade Jones 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 741) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis F. Self—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 742) granting an increase of pension to 
James Wintersteen—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 743) granting a pension to John F. Bor- 
rows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 744) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph McGuigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 745) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Wedeistedt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 746) granting a pension to Thomas Large— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 747) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 748) granting an increase of pension to 
Earl B. French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 749) granting an increase of pension to 
Elkanah M. Wynn—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 750) granting an increase of pension to 
W. H. Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 751) granting a pension to Louisa Har- 
wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 752) granting a pension to Richard Craw- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

- Also, a bill (H. R. 753) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah M. Dove—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 754) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel A. Lady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 755) granting a pension to Lizzie M. Me- 


Dougal, daughter of private soldier who died as a prisoner of 
war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 756) granting a pension to Matilda A. 
Runions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 757) granting a pension to D. M. Sim- 
erly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 758) granting a pension to Margaret Cot- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 759) granting a pension to William C. Til- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 760) granting a pension to Thomas R. 
Trent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 761) granting a pension to William Brans- 
com—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 762) granting a pension to Rebecea Prich- 
ard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 763) granting a pension to Morris McIn- 
a 8 of John McIntosh—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 764) granting a pension to Strawberry B. 
Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 765) granting a pension to James E. 
Shehan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 766) granting a pension to William See— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 767) granting a pension to Martha L. 
Reams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 768) granting a pension to William Rid- 
dle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 769) granting a pension to Nathan B. 
Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 770) granting a pension to Peter Spur- 
geon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 771) granting a pension to Martin Click 
and four others—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 772) granting a pension to Leonard B. 
Merritt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 773) granting a pension to Monroe Trent— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 774) granting a pension to Sarah Ann 
Ray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 775) granting a pension to John A. Collett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 776) granting a pension to William H. 
Chambers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 777) granting a pension to Sarah Cupp— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 778) granting a pension to J. Lavenia 
Childs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 779) granting a pension to Pleasant -P. 
Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 780) granting a pension to Joseph Brans- 
com—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 781) granting a pension to Samuel Ball— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 782) granting a pension to Sarah Bowers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 783) granting a pension to John G. 
Burchfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 784) granting a pension to Oliver L. Bur- 
nett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 785) granting a pension to John B. 
Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 786) granting a pension to Hartwell B. 
Whittle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 787) granting a pension to Pleasant C. 
Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 788) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Akerman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 789) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel W. Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 790) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Henry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 791) granting an increase of pension to 
Timothy Sivils—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 792) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Caseday—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 793) granting an increase of pension to 
Alwilda A. Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 794) granting a pension to Jackson 
Stokely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 795) granting a pension to George W. 
Oliver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 796) granting a pension to William H. 
Pierre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 797) FEE 
terson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 798) granting a — to David A. Pat- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 799) granting a pension to Zachariah 
Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 800) granting a pension to Bettie Miller— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 801) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Herron—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 802) granting a pension to William Hale— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 803) granting a pension to Samuel M. 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 804) granting a pension to J. W. Hughes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 805) granting a pension to Mary Green—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 806) granting a pension to Peter Guinn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 807) granting a pension to Mary Gilbert— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 808) granting a pension to Susan Fields— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 809) granting a pension to Daniel Fu- 
gate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 810) granting a pension to John B. Graves— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 811) granting a pension to Thomas Dal- 
ton—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 812) granting a pension to William K. 
Daniel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 813) granting a pension to Isaac Daniel— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 814) granting a pension to James Conant— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Auso, a bill (H. R. 815) granting a pension to George W. 
Gabey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 816) granting a pension to John D. Cary— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 817) granting a pension to Wiley Cazart— 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 818) granting a pension to James K. Bow- 
man—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 819) granting a pension to Hester J. 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 820) granting a pension to Henry Spur- 
geon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 821) granting a pension to John Ward—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 822) granting a pension to Adella C. Chan- 
dler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 823) granting a pension to Elzie May Camp 
Bernard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 824) to grant a pension to Nancy Dillard— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 825) granting a pension to J. 8. Grubb—to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 826) granting a pension to Madison 
Grimsby—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 827) granting a pension to Ruetha Moran— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 828) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Phipps—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 829) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Pritchett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 830) granting an increase of pension to 
Hezekiah Dezarn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 831) for the relief of John E. Barrett—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 832) for the relief of George Killeen—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 833) for the relief of Samuel B. Moore— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 834) for the relief of estate of D. W. F. 
Peoples, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 835) for the relief of Frank B. Smith— 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 836) for the relief of Thomas J. Wear— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 837) for the relief of the Georgia Rail- 
road and Banking Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 838) for the relief of the heirs of James 
A. Galbreith—to the Committee on Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 839) for the relief of heirs of Thomas 
Harvey—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 840) for the relief of Edwin S. Harris 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 841) for the relief of Albert W. Perry— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 842) for the relief of the heirs of M. J. 
Parrott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 842) for the relief of the heirs of Margaret 
Kennedy—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 824) for the relief of R. R. Robinson— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 845) for the relief of William B. Sorsby— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 846) for the relief of Mary A. Shufeldt— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 847) for the relief of Lewis F. Self— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 848) to pay heirs of John Sevier, sr., for 
certain military services rendered to the United States by said 
John Sevier, sr.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 849) to pay to Jacob Yost the sum of $434— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 850) making appropriation to pay the es- 
tate of Samuel Lee, deceased, in full for any claim for pay and 
allowances made by reason of the election of said Lee to the 
Forty-seventh Congress and his services therein—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 851) for the relief of estate of Edith 
Beard, late of Washington County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 852) for the relief of Daniel B. Bowman— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 853) for the relief of John T. Phillips—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 854) for the relief of William Ridens—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 855) for the relief of the estate of Alex- 
ander Reeder, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 856) for the relief of J. J. Starnes—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 857) for the relief of Mrs. Emily Miller— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a biil (H. R. 858) for the relief of the estate of Bryant 
Wheeler, deceased, late of Claiborne County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 859) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of the estate of William Irwin, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 860) for the relief of Lewis Atkins—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 861) for the relief of Charles H. Adams— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 862) for the relief of the estate of Samuel 
Stolsworth, deceased, late of Grainger County, Tenn—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 863) for the relief of the estate of John 
Moody, deceased, late of Grainger County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 864) for the relief of Thomas J. Wear— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 865) for the relief of the estate of Allen L. 
Barnes, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 866) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Mary Counts—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 867) for the relief of the estate of Harriet 
G. Woods, deceased, late of Hawkins County, Tenn—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 868) for the relief of Solomon Q. Dugger— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 869) for the relief of Mack Fulton—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 870) for the relief of D. A. Harvey—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 871) for the relief of the heirs of William 
M. Piper, late provost-marshal with the rank of captain—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 872) for the relief of George F. Brott—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 873) for the relief of Jacob Barker—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 874) for the relief of Peter Dougherty—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 875) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of George J. Kinzel—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 876) for the relief of Solomon Lyons—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 877) for the relief of the estate of William 
J. Middleton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 878) for the relief of John Scott Payne— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 879) for the relief of Thomas J. Powell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 880) for the relief of the estate of David L. 
Ripley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 881) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Church of Prospect, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 882) for the relief of Clara L. Sheffield— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 883) for the relief of Lewis White—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 884) for the relief of John Walker—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 885) for the relief of Marion F. Wolfe—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 886) for the relief of George W. Webster— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 887) for the relief of Joseph West—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 888) for the relief of James Vandergriff— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 889) for the relief of George Bailey—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 890) for the relief of Jacob Barkley—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 891) for the relief of Reuben R. Sea—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 892) for the relief of George T. Welch—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 893) for the relief of Ezekiel T. Delph—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 894) for the relief of Riley Day—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 895) for the relief of John H. Dickenson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 896) for the relief of Joseph Fawbush—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 897) for the relief of Robert M. Fox—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 898) for the relief of David Foster—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 899) for the relief of Newton Gray—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 900) for the relief of Arthur Y. Green—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 901) for the relief of Joseph Goodman—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 902) for the relief of Silas J. Grenade—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 903) for the relief of Samuel Greenlee—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 904) for the relief of J. W. Godsey—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 905) for the relief of Alfred Green—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 906) for the relief of William Girdner—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 907) for the relief of James H. Hall—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 908) for the relief of Jacob Hybarger—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 909) for the relief of Jackson Harris—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 910) for the relief of Henry Hall—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 911) for the relief of E. S. Parrott—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 912) for the relief of Henry Poe—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 913) for the relief of Allen Bruner—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 914) for the relief of John G. Brown—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 915) for the relief of Hugh L. Bowlin—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 916) for the relief of William Buttery—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 917) for the relief of Samuel Babb—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 918) for the relief of Walter W. Baker—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 919) for the relief of Richard Burton—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 920) for the relief of James M. Brown—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 921) for the relief of John Butler—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 922) for the relief of William S. Cloud—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 923) for the relief of Samuel S. Caldwell 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 924) for the relief of William M. Cox—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 925) for the relief of Thomas Colyer—to 
ths Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 926) for the relief of Thomas Saylor—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 927) for the relief of W. R. Sentell—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 928) for the relief of Alfred Sellers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 929) for the relief of Pleasant Haun—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 930) for the relief of F. M. Hilton—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 931) for the relief of Alexander Harmon— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 932) for the relief of Calloway Horton—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 933) for the relief of Andrew Cutshal— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 934) for the relief of William M. Henry— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 935) for the relief of Dulaney P. Harmon— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 936) for the relief of Pleasant C. Jones— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 937) for the relief of William B. Jenkins— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 938) for the relief of Richard M. Johnson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 939) for the relief of Lincoln S. Jones 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 940) for the relief of William Jones— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 941) for the relief of William Johnson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 942) for the relief of Willis M. Kent— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 943) for the relief of James B. Leedy— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 944) for the relief of Lewis H. Lee— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 945) for the relief of James Mills— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 946) for the relief of W. G. McKenzie— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 947) for the relief of James McDonald— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 948) for the relief of Henry J. Manis—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 949) for the relief of William A. Morgan— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 950) for the relief of Robert P. Moore—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 951) for the relief of William Moyers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 952) for the relief of W. E. Peirce—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 953) for the relief of Louis B. Quillan—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 954) for the relief of David Roberts—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 955) for the relief of Joshua Richardson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of Jesse Rhea—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 957) for the relief of Ruben S. Sea—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 958) for the relief of Reuben R. Sea—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 959) for the relief of Elbert S. Shanks—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 960) for the relief of W. A. Spears—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 961) for the relief of Homer Sheldon—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 962) for the relief of Henry Smith—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 963) for the relief of Thomas Sutton—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 964) for the relief of George Shults—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 965) for the relief of C. C. Speers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 966) for the relief of John M. Morrison— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 967) for the relief of James Nicholes—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 968) for the relief of J. G. Odell—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 969) for the relief of Levi Viles—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 970) for the relief of George Washington 
Wallace—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 971) for the relief of Wiley Woif—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 972) for the relief of Stephen Wilbourne— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 973) for the relief of Robert Williams—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 974) for the relief of John Wells—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 975) for the relief of William Vance—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 976) for the relief of John G. Williams—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 977) to grant an honorable discharge to 
Canada Peck—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 978) to restore David B. Jeffers to the 
United States Army with the rank of first lieutenant, and place 
him upon the retired list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 979) to amend the record of Capt. Thomas 
H. Reeves, United States Army, retired—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 980) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Thomas B. Wingfield—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 981) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Samuel Lane—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 982) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Jasper L. Bailey—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 983) to remove the charge of desertion 
against William Mullins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 984) to remove the charge of desertion 
against William H. Wheatley—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 985) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against William A. Spears—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 986) to correct the military records of 
W. J. Whitson and Sidney Whitson, and grant their dependent 
father, Isaac Whitson, a pension—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 987) to correct the military record of James 
H. Beal—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 988) to correct the military record of 
Thomas Brackins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 989) to correct the military record of Rob- 
ert Burchfield—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 990) to correct the military record of 
Charles Birchfield—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 991) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam A. Cope—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 992) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam Carder—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 993) to correct the military record of 
Henry C. Coleman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 994) to correct the military record of John 
Clark—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 995) to correct the military record of Ellis 
Carter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 996) to correct the military record of 
Cleaveland Creech—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 997) to correct the military record of Rob- 
ert Henson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 998) to correct the military record of John 
Hickman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 999) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam Kelly—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1000) to correct the military record of 
Jacob Linebaugh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1001) to correct the military record of J. K. 
P. McNabb—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1002) to correct the military record of Mat 
Elliot McLain—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1003) to correct the military record of 
Joseph W. Marley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1004) to correct the military record of 
Daniel Telley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1005) to correct the military record of 
Thomas Ownby—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1006) to correct the military record of 
Samuel Presley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1007) to correct the military record of 
Daniel K. Self—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1008) to correct the military record of 
Charles H. Piper—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1009) to correct the military record of 
Joseph Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1010) to correct the military record of 
Nelson Stover—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1011) to correct the military record of 
Madison Trent and others—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1012) to correct the military record of 
Jesse B. Mitchell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1013) to correct the military record of 
James M. Mace—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1014) to correct the military record of 
George W. Wilson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1015) to correct the military record of 
Warren Wells—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1016) to correct the military record of 
Robert B. Williams—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1017) for the relief of the estate of 
Adam B. Fuller, deceased, of Greene County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1018) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas Flourney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1019) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel B. Bayless—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 1020) for the relief of 
Lee Robbins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1021) for the relief of the heirs of 
George Montgomery, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1022) for the relief of the heirs of Simon 
Rockwell, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1023) for the relief of the heirs of Archie 
B. Forbess—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 1024) granting an increase 
of pension to John E. Hussey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1025) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1026) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas M. Wilcox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1027) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Friend—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1028) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Nessline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1029) granting an increase of pension to 
Ephriam Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 1030) granting an increase of pension to 
Rudolph Huhn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1081) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Honde—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1032) granting an increase of pension to 
Seth Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1033) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1034) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8 granting an increase of pension to 
John Lindquist—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1036) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham K. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1037) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Sales—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1088) granting an increase of pension to 
Gilbert P. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1039) granting an increase of pension to 
Paul Steinbach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1040) granting an increase of pension to 
Arbana Wade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1041) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Toohy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1042) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1043) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace Hounsman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1044) granting an increase of pension to 
Lydia M. Salisbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1045) granting a pension to Caroline Ken- 
nedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1046) granting a pension to Amelia Bache- 
lor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1047) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. 
Seits—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1048) granting a pension to William H. 
Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1049) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Epaphroditus Waite—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ~ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1050) for the relief of Edwin S. Hall—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 1051) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William H. Plunkett—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1052) authorizing the issuance of patent 
in fee to Joseph Vollin—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1053) authorizing the issuance of patent in 
fee to Jane E. Waldron—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1054) to correct the military record of 
Henry A. Kippenbrock—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1055) to correct the military record of 
Levi Conright—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1056) granting a pension to Galen S. Cley- 
enger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1057) granting an increase of pension to 
Caswell D. Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1058) granting an increase of pension to 
Alphonso H. Haryey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1059) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah Spangler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1060) granting a pension to Margaret E. 
Lounsbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1061) granting a pension to John Edmund 
Ray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 1062) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George E. Brickett—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 1063) granting a 
pension to Mary L. MecClure—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1064) granting a pension to James B. Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1065) granting a pension to Alexander 
Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 1066) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Smith—to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1067) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Bender—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1068) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Quigley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1069) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Britton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1070) granting an increase of pension to 
William Carson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1071) granting an increase of pension to 
William K. Keech—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1072) granting an increase of pension to 
John Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1073) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Castlow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1074) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F, Bean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1075) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of John Roach, deceased—to the Committee on War 

laims. 

S Also, a bill (H. R. 1076) to pay the Standard Steel Casting 
Company for one 6-inch gun casting—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1077) referring the claim of William H. 
Diamond, of Chester, Pa., for damages for personal injuries 
sustained, to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1078) for the relief of Hamilton D. South, 
second lieutenant, United States Marine Corps—to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions. b 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1079) to restore the name of John Shar- 
rocks to the pension roll and granting him a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 1080) for the relief of J. W. 
Walker—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1081) for the relief of heirs of John Hamil- 
ton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1082) for the relief of the estate of Milton 
Crawford, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1083) for the relief of the estate of Moses 
M. Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1084) for the relief of the estate of John 
Linton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1085) for the relief of the heirs of Gladney, 
Gardner & Co., of Guntown, Lee County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1086) for the relief of the estate of Rich- 
mond Pace, deceased, late of Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1087) for the relief of Mrs. Lucretia Lam- 
bert—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1088) for the relief of the Methodist 
Church of Kossuth, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1089) for the relief of Matilda H. Reed, of 
ee Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1090) for the relief of the estate of J. K. 
Morrison, deceased, late of Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1091) for the relief of the estate of J. W. 
Hopkins, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1092) for the relief of Mrs. Mary John- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. A 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1093) for the relief of the estate of Richard 
D. Fielder, of Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1094) for the relief of Dr. O. R. Early, of 
Lowndes County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1095) for the relief of Susan C. Robinson, 
Iuka, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1096) for the relief of the estate of Mary 
a 3 deceased, Iuka, Miss. —to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1097) for the relief of the estate of Josiah 
White, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1098) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam Clement, deceased, late of Tishomingo County, Miss.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1099) for the relief of Nancy H. Jones— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1100) for the relief of the Presbyterian 
Chureh of Kossuth, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1101) for the relief of Robert Ingram, of 
Itawamba County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1102) for the relief of Isabella Rowsey, of 
Alcorn County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1108) for the relief of estate of W. F. 
Young, of Burnsville, Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Com 
mittee on War Claims. k 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1104) for relief of estate of W. R. Smith, 
of Burnsville, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1105) for the relief of the heirs of George 
W. Gardner, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1106) for the relief of estate of D. R. 
Hubbard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1107) for the relief of the estate of Richard 
Mann, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1108) for the relief of Mrs. E. A. Hub- 
bard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1109) for the relief of the heirs of Abel 
Walker, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1110) for the relief of the heirs of M. A. 
McAnulty, deceased, late of Alcorn County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1111) for the relief of A. W. McClure, of 
Alcorn County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1112) for the relief of the estate of R. O. 
Bumpass, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1113) for relief of George Kimberley 
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and Sam Kimberley, heirs of M. P. Kimberley, deceased, late of 
Tishomingo County, Miss——to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1114) for the relief of heirs of Sylvia 
Cannon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1115) for the relief of the estate of Andrew 
J. Kincaid—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1116) for the relief of Francis E. Whitfield 
and Lucy G. Whitfield, of Alcorn County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1117) for relief of heirs of Coleman Rogers, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1118) for the relief of J. R. Wilson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1119) for the relief of the trustees of Cum- 
berland Presbyterian Church of Corinth, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1120) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Baptist Church of Corinth, Miss.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1121) for the relief of J. M. Cumby, heir of 
M. G. Cumby—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1122) for the relief of the Masonic lodge 
at Bexar, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1123) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Emaline Finklea—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1124) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Grant—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1125) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Ann Batchelor—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1126) granting a pension to Jesse C. 
Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1127) granting a pension to Rupert Can- 
non—to tte Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1128) for the relief of Jeremiah Walton— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1129) for the relief of James F. Kellum— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 1130) for the relief of Ema- 
line Johns—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1181) granting an increase of pension to 
George Sargent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1132) granting a pension to Lydia A. Kel- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1133) granting a pension to Mary Lock- 
ard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1134) granting a pension to David Graeff— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1135) granting an increase of pension to 
John Shisler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1136) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Stauffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1187) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham M. Kauffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1138) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph S. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1139) granting a pension to David Zecher— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1140) granting an increase of pension to 
William Weitzel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1141) granting a pension to Katie Cush- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1142) for the relief of Ephraim Greena- 
walt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1143) granting an increase of pension to 
Ephraim D. Achey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1144) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin McFalls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1145) for the relief of John G. Stauffer & 
Son—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1146) for the relief of parties from whom 
cigars were seized on account of bearing counterfeit stamps—to 
the Committee on Claims. z 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 1147) granting a pension to 
Amanda B. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1148) granting a pension to Marion F. 
Halbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1149) granting a pension to Theodore F. 
Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1150) granting a pension to Emma J. 
Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1151) granting a pension to Valentine 
Bartley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1152) granting a pension to Edwin Free- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bil (H. R. 1153) granting a pension to Thomas 
Headdy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1154) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles R. Van Trees—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1155) granting a pension to Margaret A. 
True—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1156) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Douglas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1157) granting a pension to Robert Atkin- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1158) granting relief to Edward Smith on 
erroneous muster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1159) granting a pension to John F. 
Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1160) granting a pension to Anna Swords 
and William Swords—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1161) granting a pension to J. T. Jackson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1162) granting a pension to William 
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1163) granting a pension to William <A. 
Mathes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1164) granting a pension to Piety Wil- 
liams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1165) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1166) granting a pension to Thomas 
Waddle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1167) granting a pension to Samuel A. 
Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1168) granting a pension to Martin B. 
Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1169) granting a pension to Oliver P. 
Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1170) granting a pension to William A. 
Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1171) granting a pension to Alfred 
Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1172) granting a pension to Anderson 
Keen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1173) granting a pension to Robert Ger- 
king—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1174) granting a pension to Frances 
Guthrie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1175) granting a pension to John B. 
Gooldy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1176) granting a pension to John H. 
Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1177) granting a pension to James M. 
Douthitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1178) granting a pension to Herman 
Buckthall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1179) granting a pension to Thomas 
Pickett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1180) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Buskirk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1181) granting a pension to Louiza J. 
Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1182) granting a pension to Ezekiel Bridi- 
vell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1183) granting a pension to William G. 
Walton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1184) granting a pension to Sera A. Doug- 
las and Effie M. Baird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1185) granting a pension to Josiah C. Han- 
cock—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1186) granting a pension to William F. 
Bunger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1187) granting a pension to Barton P. 
Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1188) granting a pension to John H. 
Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1189) granting a pension to Hiram P. 
Pauley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1190) granting a pension to Thomas S. 
Fields—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1191) granting a pension to Luzetta 
Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1192) granting a pension to. George B. 
Hess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1193) granting a pension to James S. 
Horrall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1194) granting a pension to Samuel 
Smith—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1195) granting a pension to James E. Also, a bill (H. R. 1237) granting an increase of pension to 


Speake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 1196) granting a pension to James C. 
McCarty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1197) granting a pension to James C. 
McCarty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1198) granting a pension to Abagail 
Tharp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1199) granting a pension to Lydia A. 
Jeweil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. r 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1200) granting a pension to John G. 
Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1201) granting a pension to Edward Max- 
well—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1202) granting a pension to John E. Cal- 
lender—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1203) granting a pension to James S. Cox 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1204) granting a pension to George C. 
Cranshaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1205) granting a pension to Samuel P. 
Bigger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1206) granting a pension to Allen Crow— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1207) granting a pension to Nelson Pur- 
cell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, 2 Lill (H. R. 1208) granting a pension to Albert P. De 
Bruler 4o the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alsc, a bill (H. R. 1209) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Dillon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 1210) granting a pension to Martha Bart- 
lett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1211) granting a pension to S. S. Bryant 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1212) granting a pension to John N. 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1213) granting a pension to John Breden— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1214) granting a pension to Stewart 
Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1215) granting a pension to J. Bass—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1216) granting a pension to William H. 
Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1217) granting a pension to Spillard F. 
Horrall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1218) granting a pension to Nathan H. 
Hinkle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12°9) granting a pension to James Jen- 
nings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 1220) granting a pension to Harvey Mil- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1221) granting a pension to John T. Mc- 
Kee—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1222) granting a pension to Jerry Lock- 
wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1223) granting a pension to Andrew 
Jarvis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1224) granting a pension to Mordechai 
Dix—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1225) granting a pension to Samuel 
Wininger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1226) granting a pension to George Win- 
inger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.-R. 1227) granting a pension to Pierce 
Gorby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1228) granting a pension to William H. 
Goins—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1229) granting a pension to Henry 
Woods—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1230) granting a pension to James S. 
Cox to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1231) granting a pension to William 
King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1232) granting a pension to John V. 
Buskirk—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1233) granting a pension to Lucretia 
Davis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1234) granting an increase of pension to 
Ewell Plummer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1235) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Douglas—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1236) granting an increase of pension to 
Frances Brower—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Robert Owens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1238) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan R. Stalcup—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1239) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick L. Killion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1240) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Headley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1241) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1242) granting an increase of pension to 
Luke Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1243) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1244) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis G. Lutes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1245) granting an increase of pension 
David Rankin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1246) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Ridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1247) granting an increase of pension to 
Columbus Botts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1248) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. H. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1249) granting an increase of pension 
William R. Fulk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1250) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Browning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1251) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel B. Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1252) granting an increase of pension 
Mary E. Mathes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1253) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Bilby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1254) granting an increase of pension to 
Luke V. Temple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1255) granting an increase of pension to 
Thompson H. Withers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1256) for the relief of John A. Fairfax— 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1257) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Nathaniel and William Offut, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1258) for the relief of William Taylor— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1259) for the relief of George A. Exline— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1260) for the relief of Charles R. Van 
Trees—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of R. W. Hayden—ta 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1262) for the relief of James L. East—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1263) authorizing rehearing in the case of 
William Donnelly and Patrick Egan in the United States Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1264) for the relief of Peter F. Kendall—ta 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1265) for the relief of John Benefield, 
executor of Willis Benefield, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1266) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of John Calvert, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 1267) for the relief of 
Jane P. Pculk—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1268) for the relief of James A. Paulk— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1269) for the relief of the estate of Aaron 
Paulk, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1270) for the relief of the heirs of T. L, 
Scott, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1271) for the relief of Mary F. Casey 
Tucker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1272) for the relief of the representatives 
of the estate of Reuben Dawkins, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1273) for the relief of the heirs of E. A. 
Dozier, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1274) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Abraham Lawrence, deceased—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1275) for the relief of Jerry Andrews—ta 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1276) for the relief of Mrs. L. E. Boat- 
wright—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1277) for the relief of the administrators 
as such of the estate of Ira T. Jordan, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1278) for the relief of A. J. Smith—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1279) granting a pension to William 
Lanier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1280) granting a pension to Mary K. 
Lewis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1281) granting a pension to Elizabeth Cot- 
ter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1282) granting a pension to Martha Yar- 
brough—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1283) granting an increase of pension to 
Epsy Ann Austin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1284) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Samuel J. Maund—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 1285) granting an increase of 
pension to James Flynn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1286) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Prentice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1287) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1288) granting an increase of pension to 
S. D. Platt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1289) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert I. Brayton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 1290) to cor- 
rect the military record of S. Spencer Carr—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1291) granting a pension to Joseph Wolf— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1292) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Van Wagenen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1293) granting an increase of pension to 
James K. Van Matre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1294) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Van De Bogert—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1295) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles G. Turney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1296) granting an increase of pension to 
Morris Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1297) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Emerett Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1298) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1299) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Riel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1300) to correct the military record of 
James U. Quinn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1301) to correct the military record of 
Christopher Parkin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1302) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane MeManus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1303) granting a pension to Hannah Mc- 
Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1304) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison P. Luce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1305) for the relief of Frank Lincoln—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1306) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah E. Keyes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1307) for the relief of William G. Keats 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1308) granting a pension to Lizzie Jes- 
tadt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1309) granting a pension to David Hunter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1310) granting a pension to Fred Huga- 
boom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1311) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Hubbard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1312) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry W. Higley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1313) granting an increase of pension to 
Chloe M. Hewitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1314) granting an increase of pension to 
Neil Gillespy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1315) granting a pension to Eliza Farns- 
worth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1316) to correct the military record of John 
H. Ethridge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1317) to correct the military record of 
James Donnallam—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1318) granting a pension to Mary Degnan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1319) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert D. Cresson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1320) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 1821) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Morse—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 1322) granting an increase 
of pension to Katherine F. Wainwright—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1323) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorenza Bliss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1324) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles C. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1325) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses P. Bemis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1326) granting an increase of pension to 
Ora P. Howland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1327) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel F. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1328) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel O. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1329) granting an increase of pension to 
Almeda B. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1330) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Hildreth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1331) granting an increase of pension to 
Roswell J. Kelsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1332) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1333) granting a pension to Priscilla 
Twiss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1334) for the relief of the legal represenia- 
tives of George Soule—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 1335) for the relief of L. K. 
Scott—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1336) granting a pension to Lucinda 
Barnett—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 1337) granting an increase of 
pension to James B. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1338) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Hurst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1339) granting an increase of pension to 
James Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1840) granting a pension to Robert Ken- 
nish—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1341) granting a pension to George B. 
Turpin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 1342) to authorize the 
patenting of certain lands to Margaret Sar-sarp-kin, an Indian 
woman—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1343) for the relief of Matilda Elizabeth 
West—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1344) for the relief of Bernard W. Mur- 
ray—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1345) for the relief of John L. Thompson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1346) for the relief of Herman C. Funk— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1347) for the relief of George Jennings, 
alias George Fish—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1348) granting a pension to Jerome M. 
White—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1349) granting a pension to Rudolph 
Kals—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1350) granting a pension to John Ash- 
worth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1351) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Kyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1352) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Sanford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1353) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Bruce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1354) granting an increase of pension to 
Mason H. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1355) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1356) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Maker—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1357) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1358) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. P. Eberhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1859) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry M. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1360) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Zinn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1361) granting an increase of pension to 
Camillus B. Leftwich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1362) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon Olsen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1363) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas A. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1364) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1365) granting an increase of pension to 
Philetus G. Burch—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1366) granting an increase of pension to 
‘Alonzo Fradenburg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1367) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Murch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1368) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Cummins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1369) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of George Abbott, alias Andrew C. 
Adams—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1370) to reimburse Royal L. Sweany, 
late deputy collector of internal revenue at Tacoma, Wash.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1371) to refund to J. Tennant Steeb cer- 
tain duties erroneously paid by him without protest on goods 
of domestic production shipped from the United States to 
Hawaii and thereafter returned—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 1872) granting a pension to 
Josephine I. Richmond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1373) granting an increase of pension to 
Florence Bacon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1874) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie M. Hoover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1375) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas Mosher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1376) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellis Artley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1377) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas G. Dallman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1878) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Hobart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1879) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Conser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1380) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Beck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1381) granting an increase of pension to 
David H. Quigg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1382) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Fagley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 1383) restoring the name of Henry L. 
Beck to the Army rolls as captain, and providing that he then be 
placed on the retired list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 1384) for the relief of 
Maramon A. Martin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1385) for the relief of Robert R. Furbey— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1386) granting a pension to Rachel E. 
Newell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1387) for the relief of Benjamin F. Harri- 
son—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1388) granting a pension to Thomas S. 
Magruder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1889) for the relief of Thomas C. 
Sweeney—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1390) granting an increase of pension to 
Beckwith A. McNemar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1391) for the relief of Gideon C. Corley—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1392) granting a pension to William P. 
Parrill—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1393) granting a pension to William Hall— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1394) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1395) granting a pension to F. S. Snod- 
grass—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1396) for the relief of John W. Vandine— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1397) for the relief of Alexander Lucas—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1398) for the relief of Elizabeth Muhleman, 
widow, and the heirs at law of Samuel A. Muhleman, deceased— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1399) granting a pension to Eliza J. David- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1400) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Burrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1401) for the relief of John Burns—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1402) to restore to the pension roll the 
name of Andrew C. Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1403) granting a pension to Sarah F. Arm- 
strong—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1404) granting a pension to Wilson John- 
zon of Wheeling, W. Va.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1405) to pension R. J. Myers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1406) granting a pension to James S. 
Peery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1407) granting a pension to Enoch J. 
Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1408) to pension James Logston—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1409) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Alley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1410) granting a pension to Eliza Peel— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1411) granting a pension to William A. 
Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1412) granting a pension to Mary E. Rad- 
cliffe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1413) granting a pension to John Craw- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1414) for the relief of Henry P. Mayer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1415) granting a pension to Walter Cun- 
ningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1416) for the relief of Jacob W. Hudson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1417) granting a pension to Jacob Piles— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1418) granting a pension Squire H. 
Stuck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1419) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank W. Fretwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1420) for the relief of John May—to the 
Committee on Pensions. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1421) for the relief of Francis M. Ben- 
nett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1422) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry B. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1423) for the relief of Henry Snider, of 
Moundsville, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1424) granting a pension to Melvina J. 
Swiger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1425) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Plattenburg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1426) granting a pension to Enoch F. 
Blackwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1427) granting a pension to William P. 
Parrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1428) for the relief of Elias E. Barnes—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1429) for the relief of Maramon A. Martin, 
late private of Company A, Sixth Regiment of West Virginia 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1430) granting a pension to Adam Minear— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1481) granting a pension to John Kirk- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1432) granting an increase of pension to 
Rosaline V. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 1433) granting an increase 
of pension to Philip Graulich—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1434) granting an increase of pension to 
Eleazer A. Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1435) granting an increase of pension to 
Jason Robbins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 1486) granting an increase of pension to 


Charles H. Trumble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ee pe wre 


1905. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 69 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1437) granting an increase of pension to 
Darius J. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1488) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver T. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 1439) for the relief of 
the heirs of Asa O. Gallup—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1440) to increase the pension of Matilda E. 
Lawton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 1441) to authorize the 
President to appoint Col. Henry Lippincott, United States 
Army, retired, to the grade of brigadier-general, United States 
Army, on the retired list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1442) paying certain claims of G. W. How- 
land—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1443) for the payment of Robert D. 
Benedict for services rendered—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1444) for the relief of the estate of F. Z. 
Tucker, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1445) for the relief of Noah L. Cochen— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1446) for the relief of Lucy M. Fisher— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1447) granting an increase of pension to 
Emile H. Brie, alias Amede Brea—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1448) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis R. Stegman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1449) for the relief of the estate of Brig. 
Gen. Wager Swayne, in charge of the Bureau of Refugees, 
Freedmen, and Abandoned Lands—to the Committee on Ac- 
counts, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1450) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy to cede certain lands to the city of New York—to the 
Committee on- Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 1451) for the relief of 
Mary Leary and children—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1452) for the relief of the heirs of Cath- 
arine Gillen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1453) granting an honorable discharge to 
John B. Tredenick—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1454) removing the charge of desertion 
from the naval record of Patrick Naddy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1455) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy to cede certain lands to the city of New York—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 1456) for the relief of William 
L. Best—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1457) granting a medal of honor to Michael 
Finegan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1458) granting a pension to Winifred 
Casey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1459) granting a pension to William Brown, 
alias Daniel Mulligan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1460) granting an increase of pension to 
©. W. Renell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1461) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah T. Robertson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1462) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Tunnicliff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1463) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Denton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1464) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Michael Grayel—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1465) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Daniel O’Brien—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 1466) granting a pension 
to George W. Graves—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1467) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram E. Monroe—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1468) granting an increase of pension to 
Morris B. Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1469) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson Munger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1470) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Miles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1471) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis H. Leland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1472) granting an increase of pension to 
Alice E. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1473) granting an increase of pension to 
Granville F. North—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1474) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas C. Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1475) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen S. Cornell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1476) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 1477) granting an increase 
2 pension to Israel D. Lum—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1478) granting an increase of pension to 
Joħn Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1479) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Franklin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1480) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1481) granting an increase of pension to 
David A. Maple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1482) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1483) granting an increase of pension to 
Josephine E. Quentin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1484) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Lovell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1485) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan J. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1486) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1487) granting a pension to Oscar W. 
Humphrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1488) granting a pension to William 
Shannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1489) granting a pension to James H. 
Huntington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1490) for the relief of George Serrell—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1491) for the relief of William A. Forbes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1492) for the relief of Sarah E. Ran- 
dolph—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1493) to amend the military record of 
Henry G. Craft—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1494) removing the charges of desertion 
from and granting an honorable discharge to Benjamin War- 
ner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 1495) for the 
relief of Tusculum Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 1496) for the 
relief of Edmund Stanfield—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1497) granting a pension to George Abbler- 
back—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bi'l (H. R. 1498) granting a pension to Hickford L. 
Carrier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. = 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1499) granting a pension to Horace Hall— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1500) granting a pension to Emily J. Sher- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1501) granting a pension to Sally Ann 
Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1502) granting a pension to Catherine M. 
Hall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1503) granting a pension to Martha A. 
Hamlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1504) granting a pension to Alonzo F. 
Waterbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1505) granting a pension to William Birm- 
ingham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1506) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli T. Hoyt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1507) granting an increase of pension to 
H. D. Jordan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1508) granting an inerease of pension to 
Elias McQuay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1509) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline N. Lovejoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1510) granting an increase of pension to 
Henrietta Buck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1511) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelius A. Hallenbeck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1512) granting an increase of pension to 
Melvin T. Edmonds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1513) to correct the military record of 
Jabez Lumbart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1514) to correct the military record of 
Joel N. Sanford—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1515) to correct the military record of 
Hiram Eideneir—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1516) to correct the military record of 
Henry S. Hunter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1517) to correct the military record of 
C. W. Thompson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1518) to correct the military record of 
George S. Groesbeck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1519) to correct the military record of 
Henry Myers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1520) to correct the military record of 
Jacob Betzer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 1521) for 
the relief of Anna M. Mershon, administratrix of Daniel S. 
Mershon, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1522) for the relief of Adolphus Yuncker— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1523) for the relief of William S. Schenck— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1524) for the relief of William H. Cornell— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1525) for the relief of Robert T. Short— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1526) for the relief of George Davidson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1527) granting a pension to Charlotte 
Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1528) granting a pension to Anna J. Ran- 
dolph—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1529) granting a pension to Laura L. 

to 


Burke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1530) granting an increase of pension 
Sarah S. Woodward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1531) granting an increase of pension 
Benjamin Wellman—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1532) granting an increase of pension 
James M. Smith—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1533) granting an increase of pension 
Wilbur F. Vannote—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1534) granting an increase of pension 
Adam Weaber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1535) granting an increase of pension to 
Kemenskio A. N. L. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1536) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Burnwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1537) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas L. Forbis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1538) referring the claim of the legal 
representatives of William T. Duvall, deceased, against the 
United States to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H. R. 1539) for the relief of Edward 
S. Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 1540) for the relief of 
Charles Beers, sole surviving partner of the firm of Strauss, 
Bianchi & Co., of New York City—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1541) for the relief of Charles Uerkvitz— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1542) to provide for a medal in commemo- 
ration of the services of Haym Salomon during the war of the 
Revolution and to express recognition of the same—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1543) granting a pension to Oscar C. Dun- 
lap—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1544) granting a pension to George B. 
Chapin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1545) granting a pension to Florence D. 
Rafferty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1546) granting a pension to Kate H. Mor- 
ris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1547) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Olmsted—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1548) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma Leviness—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1549) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis H. Gein—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1550) to provide United States registry for 
the steamer Success—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1551) to provide United States registry for 
the steamer Marie—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 1552) granting a pension to 
Annie M. C. McGeary—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1553) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey J. Fulmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 1554) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel B. Spinning—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1555) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Jane Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1556) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan Wigley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1557) granting an increase of pension 
to Frank J. Oatley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1558) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Peabody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1559) granting a pension to John B. Ken- 
ney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1560) to remove the charge of desertion 
sea William H. Springer—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1561) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to grant an honorable discharge to Peter O’Neil—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1562) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
grant an honorable discharge to Mathew J. Logan—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. z 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1563) for the relief of Matthew J. Davis— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1564) for the relief of Michael J. Murphy— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1565) for the relief of Theodore H. 
Bishop—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 1566) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Lowry—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. F 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1567) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Duffy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1568) granting an increase of pension to 
Seth Weldy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1569) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mur- 
ray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1570) for the relief of James P. Barney— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1571) for the relief of the legal representa- 
e of Joseph White, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1572) for the relief of Thomas W. Hig- 
gins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1573) for the relief of Priscilla R. Burns— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1574) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin Sampson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 1575) for the relief of 
Hudson M. Harris—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1576) for the relief of Joseph Johnson, 
alias Sidney McKizzie—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1577) for the relief of George H. White— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1578) for the relief of Henry Ickes, alias 
William H. Burkett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1579) for the relief of Jacob F. Banks—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1580) for the relief of Hiram Pegg—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1581) granting a pension to Elmore Hard- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1582) granting a pension to William Behr- 
mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1583) for the relief of James and William 
Crooks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1584) granting a pension to Roderick R. 
Ackley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1585) granting an increase of pension to 
George N. Dutcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1586) granting an increase of pension to 
W. M. Gaunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1587) for the relief of Ellas Minnich—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1588) for the relief of Charles D. Wright— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1589) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Dillin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1590) for the relief of E. M. Chilson—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1591) for the relief of V. R. Hughner—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1592) granting a pension to Augustus H. 
Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1593) granting a pension to Sarah K. 
Adams—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1594) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis H. Sanford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1595) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Humphrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1596) granting a pension to Catharine A. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1597) granting a pension to Perry Dunton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1598) granting a pension to Margeret 


Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1599) granting a pension to Frank Mead— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1600) granting a pension to A. Norwood— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1601) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Horton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1602) granting a pension to Horace Boyd— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1603) amending the record of John S. 
Thomas, deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1604) granting a pension to Isaiah H. 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1605) for the relief of J. H. Rector—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1606) granting a pension to Susan 
Stevens—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1607) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Thornton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1608) for the relief of John Hahn—to the 


Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1609) granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1610) granting an increase of pension to 


Harvey H. Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1611) granting a pension to Julia Ann 
Taggart—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1612) granting a pension to Louise §. 
Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1613) for the relief of Samuel Barrow— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1614) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob H. Lynch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1615) granting an increase of pension to 
Emory A. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1616) for the relief of Charles J. Gibbs— 
to the ‘Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1617) granting a pension to Ivy G. Ten 
Broeck—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1618) granting a pension to Albert C. 
Sheldon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1619) for the relief of John Reed, alias 
Michael Flannigan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1620) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel H. Maxam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1621) granting a pension to Adah A. 
Helmer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1622) granting a pension to H. S. Chase— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1623) granting a pension to Eliza A. 
Burger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1624) granting an increase of 5 to 
James F. Mead— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1625) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus J. Newton —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1626) to restore to the pension roll Sarah 
J. Ayers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1627) granting a pension to Elias Min- 
nich—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1628) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary B. Long—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1629) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram Rosa—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1630) for the relief of Thomas E. 
Streeter—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1631) for the relief of Fannie H. Chris- 


topher—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1632) granting a pension to Jerry B. Gil- 
son—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1633) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Goake—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1634) granting a pension to Celina M. 
Bass — to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1635) granting an increase of pension to 
Anson R. Hodgkins— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1636) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward J. Disbrow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1637) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Quirk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1638) granting a pension to Ellen W. 
Gallea—to. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1639) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Rosa—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ~ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1640) granting a pension to Charlotte S. 
Dunning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1641) for the relief of Rey. George W. C. 
Smith—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1642) for the relief of Myron Powers—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1643) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin H. Parmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1644) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander C. M. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1645) granting an increase of pension to 
Adolphus Bump—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1646) granting a pension to Ida Eubank— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1647) for the relief of the estate of 
Joshua Hill, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1648) for the relief of the widow of Harri- 
son S. Weeks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1649) granting a pension to John M. 
Hoisington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1650) granting an increase of pension to 


Frank B. Watkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1651) granting an increase of pension to 


Alonzo Baxter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 1652) granting a pension to 


Nahum C. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1653) granting an increase of pension 


Frank W. Weeks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1654) granting an increase of pension 


Carlos H. Rich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Henry A. Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1656) granting an increase of pension 


Henry H. Hatch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 
to 
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Also, a bill (H. R, 1657) granting an increase of pension 


Thomas J. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1658) granting an increase of pension to 


George M. Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1659) granting an increase of pension to 


Royal Sanderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1660) granting an increase of pension to 


William H. Willey—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1661) granting an increase of pension to 


Mary F. Day—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


Aiso, a bill (H. R. 1002) granting an increase of pension to 


Cutler. D. Sanborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1663) granting an increase of pension to 


Orlando S. Osborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1664) granting an increase of pension to 


Laura E. Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1665) granting an increase of pension to 


Frederick E. Hayward—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1666) granting an increase of pension. to 
Calvin L. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1667) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram H. Hicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1668) granting an increase of pension to 
Carroll A. McKnight—to the Committee on Invalid Pepsions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1669) granting an increase of pension to 
Ransom O. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1670) granting an increase of pension to 
Loren S. Axtell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1671) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis E. Brigham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1672) granting an increase of pension to 
Jasper H. Perkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1673) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie E. Edson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1674) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Eagleson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1675) granting an increase of pension to 
Melissa S. Lee—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1676) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver H. Mackenzie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1677) granting an increase of pension to 


Lovila. L. H to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1678) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Livermore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1679) to remove the record of dishonorable 
dismissal from the military record of Henry A. Flint—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1680) for the relief of Nahum C. Baker—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1681) to remove the record of dishonorable 
dismissal from the military record of Julius A. Morrill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1682) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Norris W. Silver, alias Norman W. 
Silver—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 1683) granting a pension to 
Frank Bougger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1684) granting a pension to I. M. Wolf—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill H. R. 1685) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Bedient—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1686) granting an increase of pension to 
George S. MeGregor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1687) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Daly—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1688) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. McCauley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1689) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Bailor—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1690) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet J. Cobbey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensiors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1691) granting an increase of pension to 
S. S. Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1692) granting an increase of pension to 
J. R. Prentice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1693) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Q. Oviatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1694) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1695) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1696) granting an increase of pension to 
John Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1697) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Dayidson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1698) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry Emery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1699) granting an increase of pension to 
James Batten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1700) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Riddle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1701) granting an increase of pension to 
Loyard E. Benton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1702) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey Gamble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1703) granting an increase of pension to 
James McClay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1704) granting an increase of pension to 
Osiah Attison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1705) granting an increase of pension to 
Fred Preisinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1706) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Washburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1707) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hamm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1708) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Beardsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1709) granting an increase of pension to 
B. P. Munns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1710) granting an increase of pension to 
Herman C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1711) granting an increase of pension to 
F. D. Garnsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1712) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob W. Roby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1713) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Munshaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1714) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Purcell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1715) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Winslow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1716) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1717) granting an increase of pension to 
George M. Fowler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1718) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles I. Krickbaum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1719) granting an increase of pension to 
William N. Whitlock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions., 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1720) granting an increase of pension to 
James V. Morrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1721) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. MeGee—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1722) granting an increase of pension to 
Ephriam Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1723) granting an increase of pension to 
Rutson J. Bullock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1724) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace W. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1725) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac D. Neihardt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1726) granting an increase of pension to 
John Wesley Mosier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1727) granting an increase of pension to 
Swan Swanson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1728) granting an increase of pension to 
George C. Vance—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1729) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Walden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1730) granting an increase of pension to 
Hanley B. Closson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1731) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah D. Fye—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1732) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaiah Paisley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1733) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Lambert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1734) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1735) granting an increase of pension to 
Joel H. Mastin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1736) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 1737) to amend the military 
record of Joseph H. Gibler—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1738) for the relief of Sarah A. Clapp—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1789) for the relief of Joseph Leggett—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1740) granting an increase of pension to 
Myron T. Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1741) granting a pension to Magdalena 
Palmer—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1742) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Daughenbaugh—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 1743) granting a pension to 
Cornelius J. Ballou—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1744) for the relief of George Iyers, of 
Boone, Pueblo County, Colo., administrator of William Ivers— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1745) for the relief of John H. Alphin— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1746) for the relief of Daniel E. Kimball 
and John H. Alphin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1747) for the relief of Daniel E. Kimball— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1748) for the relief of J. H. McDaniel— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a-bill (H. R. 1749) granting certain lands to the city of 
Durango, Colo.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1750) to correct the military record of Amos 
Abbott—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 1751) for the relief of Jo- 
seph Thompson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 1752) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Hugh N. Lokerson—to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 1753) granting an increase 
of pension to James W. Ward—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1754) granting a pension to William Nel- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1755) for the relief of West Virginia State 
troops—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1756) for the relief of James M. Clouston— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1757) for the relief of James M. Stephen- 
son, of Point Pleasant, W. Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1758) for the relief of John H. Snyder—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1759) for the relief of John Morgan’s 
heirs—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1760) for the relief of Thomas McCal- 
lister—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1761) for the relief of F. F. Morris—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1762) for the relief of Turman V. Cre- 
means—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1763) for the relief of Leroy Douglass—to 
the Committee on Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1764) for the relief of William H. Jones— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1765) for the relief of J. H. Copenhaven, 
administrator of Bayliss G. Farley, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1766) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Stone—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1767) granting an increase of pension to 
J. H. Marcum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H; R. 1768) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Childers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1769) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Lawhern—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1770) granting an increase of pension to 
William Large—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1771) granting an increase of pension to 
James Clay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1772) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Plybon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1773) granting a pension to P. S. Cook to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1774) granting a pension to Charles Dil- 
lon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1775) granting a pension to Alexander 
Kinnison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1776) granting a pension to John Muck May- 
nard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1777) granting a pension to John Bartram— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1778) granting a pension to J. L. Jennings— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1779) granting a pension to Daniel Per- 
dew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1780) granting a pension to W. B. Cook— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1781) to remove charge of desertion from 
record of Jesse Ford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1782) to remove the charge of desertion 
from record of Jefferson Mullins—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1783) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of John W. Shelton—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1784) to remove the charge of desertion 
from record of S. B. Miller—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1785) to remove charge of desertion from 
records of War Department against William B. Meade—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1786) to remove charge of desertion from 
the records of War Department against James T. Billups—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 1787) granting an increase of 
paon to Joseph M. West—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1788) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Christy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1789) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Shade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1790) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1791) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Draper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1792) granting an increase of pension to 
Roswell Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1793) granting an increase of pension to 
Playford Gregg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1794) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert McNulty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1795) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1796) granting an increase of pension fo 
John Shadle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1797) granting a pension to James H. 
Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1798) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. G. Sperry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1799) for the relief of heirs of Mrs. Tel- 
lisse W. Wilson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1800) granting a pension to Eliza J. Ingle— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1801) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace Kemerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1802) correcting the record of Elisha C. 
Bierce—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1803) granting a pension to George 8. 
Taylor—to the Committee on Pensions. j 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 1804) granting a pension to 
Mary McCarty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 1805) granting an 
increase of pension to Henrietta V. West—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1806) for the relief of Sarah Ann Collins 
and Lauretta Turlington—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1807) for the relief of the Downings 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Oakhall, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 1808) for the 
relief of J. J. L. Peel—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1809) granting a pension to Lena Mc- 
Nabb—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 1810) granting an increase 
of pension to James E. Post—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. . 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 1811) granting an increase 
of pension to John B. Coleman to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1812) granting an increase of pension to 
George E. Knapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill-(H. R. 1813) granting a pension to Fannie Moy- 
nahan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1814) granting a pension to Caleb Shreye— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1815) granting an increase of pension to 
J. B. Dickson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1816) granting an increase of pension to 
Norman I. Squires—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1817) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. McCammon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1818) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Snook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1819) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Ewing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1820) granting an increase of pension to 
William Little—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1821) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1822) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel H. Dayis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1823) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Bayley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1824) granting a pension to Peter R. 
Crum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1825) granting a pension to Walter Dona- 
hue—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1826) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1827) granting a pension to Wesley Ann 
Dodd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1828) granting a pension to Rosina B 
tel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1829) granting a pension to Ransom 
Hunter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1830) granting an increase of pension 
George Sowerwine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1831) granting an increase of pension 
Lucinda Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1832) granting an increase of pension 
Gustavus A. Hess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1833) granting an increase of pension 
W. E. McRobert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1834) granting an increase of pension 
Ann E. McGrew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1835) granting an increase of pension to 
Edmund Doran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1836) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram B. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1837) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1838) granting an increase of pension to 
Asa J. Clother—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1839) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Eryine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1840) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram S. Kingsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1841) granting a pension to Jane Sloan— 


` to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1842) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Dayidson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,.a bill (H. R. 1843) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Snowden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1844) granting an increase of pension to 
Holowell W. Kinney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1845) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Buckner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1846) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1847) granting a pension to Charles C. 
Jeffers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1848) granting an increase of pension to 
Solon C. Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1849) granting a pension to William C. 
Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (I. R. 1850) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward W. Thomas to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1851) granting an increase of pension to 
Ralph D. Parsons—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1852) granting a pension to William H. 
Moody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1853) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1854) granting an increase of pension to 
Philo J. Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1855) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Benjamin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1856) granting an increase of pension to 
Seth Raymond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1857) granting a pension to Emeline 
Malone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1858) granting an increase of pension to 
James Jacobs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1859) granting an increase of pension to 
George T. B, Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1860) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Bessor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1861) granting an increase of pension to 
David Cool—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1862) granting a pension to D. Y. Mears— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 1863) for the relief of M. A. McCafferty— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1864) granting a pension to Julia A. Mar- 
low—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1865) granting a pension to George 
Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1866) to pay Thomas Madden, of Chadron, 
Nebr., $9,400 for damages sustained on account of depredations 
perpetrated by Ogalalla Sioux Indians in the year 1870, in the 
State of Colorado, without proof of his naturalization as a 
citizen of the United States, he being of foreign birth—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1867) to grant to homesteaders on the 
Fort Randall Military Reservation, in Boyd County, Nebr., and 
Gregory County, S. Dak., a second homestead right—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 1868) granting an increase of 
pension to Perry Egge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 1869) to correct the military 
record of Asher Branch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1870) granting a pension to Charlotte E. 
Brockway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1871) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Cooper—te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1872) granting a pension to Mary Florence 
Davenport—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1873) to pay Orville J. Jennings, of Ful- 
ton, N. ¥., for work done under contract of March 25, 1889— 
to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1874) granting a pension to George Mott- 
ram—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1875) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1876) granting an increase of pension to 
Alice S. Shepard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1877) granting a pension to Esther Ball— 
to 2 eee m apres Pensions. 

so, a . R. 1878) granting a pension to Mary A. Al- 
bright—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1879) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Braun—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1880) granting an increase of pension to 
Hezekiah Swartout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1881) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Beebe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1882) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Jacques—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1883) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary I. Lester—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1884) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert E. Purcell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1885) granting an increase of pension to 
J. B. Van Petten—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1886) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 1887) granting a pension to 
Joseph Brooks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1888) granting a pension to William T. 
Seandlyn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1889) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Shultz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1890) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Leak—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1891) granting a pension to Simeon York— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1892) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Stinnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1893) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Naxwell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1894) granting an increase of pension to 
William N. Mabry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1895) granting a pension to H. Edward 
Goetz—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1896) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Duff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1897) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Duncan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1898) granting an increase of pension to 
James S. Yarnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1899) for the relief of Isaac A. Duncan— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1900) for the relief of the personal repre- 
sentatives of John Gates, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1901) for the relief of Charles Baum—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1902) granting an increase of pension to 
Gilbert Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a. bill (H. R. 1903) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph M. Squibb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1904) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson R. Satterlee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1905) granting a pension to Linnie Stuart 
Toms—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 1906) granting a 
pension to Elbert E. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1907) granting a pension to Robert Hop- 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1908) granting a pension to Guy W. 
Rowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1909) granting a pension to Alexander Mil- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1910) granting a pension to Andrew H. 
Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1911) granting a pension to Harriet E.. 
Grogan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1912) granting a pension_to Julia A. Pow- 
ell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1913) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Conley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1914) for the relief of the representatives 
of M. F. Merritt, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 1915) to refund certain taxes 
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paid by the Fred Miller Brewing Company, of Milwaukee, 
Wis.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1916) to refund to city of Milwaukee 
money expended by said city in paving Wisconsin street in 
front of the United States Government property—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 1917) 
for the relief of the Corn Exchange National Bank of Phila- 
delphia, Pa.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 1918) to amend the records 
on file at the War Department—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 1919) for the relief of Wil- 
liam E. Murray—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1920) to remove the charge of desertion 
against John C. Partlow—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1921) granting an honorable discharge to 
Thomas Weaver—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1922) to provide compensation for injuries 
received by George E. O'Hair, of Indianapolis, Ind., at Ford’s 
Theater disaster, which occurred June 9, 1893—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1923) granting a pension to Henrietta 
Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1924) granting a pension to Martha J. 
Grose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1925) granting a pension to Rebecca J. H. 
Rupe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1926) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
McCormack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1927) granting an increase of pension to 
John Burkhardt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1928) granting an increase of pension to 
Jemima Carland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1929) granting an increase of pension to 
David C. Benjamin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1930) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah Jarvis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1931) granting an increase of pension to 
John Thrasher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1932) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Gwinn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1933) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Kirby—to the Committee on’ Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1934) granting an increase of pension to 
Ben L. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1935) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet J. Sparks—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1936) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Ottinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1937) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph B. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1938) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas B. Foutty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1939) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Limpus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1940) granting an increase of pension to 
Elwood Cook—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1941) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Harlan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1942) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Hannah—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1943) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna Bennett—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1944) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua F. Spurlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1945) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry M. Endsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 1946) granting an 
increase of pension to James A. Sproull—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 1947) for the relief of the 
heirs of Victor Faisans—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 1948) to carry into effect the 
findings of the Court of Claims in case of the claim of Joel G. 
Higgins, Brand Higgins, and estate of Annie G. Higgins, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 1949) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to procure medals for the members or the legal 
heirs of the deceased members of the Worth Infantry and York 
Rifles, who were the first fully armed and equipped soldiers to 
do active service in response to President Lincoln’s call for 
75,000 volunteers, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 1950) for the relief of the minor 


8 of John W. Geering, deceased—to the Committee on 
* 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1951) to refer to the Court of Claims the 
p claims of the State of California—to the Committee on 

laims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1952) granting a pension to Axel A. M. 
Natt och Dag—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1953) granting a pension to Susan S. 
Theall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 1954) for the relief of Israel 
Yount—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1955) for the relief of F. X. Smith, Son & 
Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1956) to authorize the President to place 
the name of Adam K. Baylor on the retired list of the United 
States Navy with the rank of mate, United States Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1957) granting a pension to Joseph Glas- 
sic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1958) granting a pension to Ida L. and 
Clara H. Winters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1959) granting a pension to Harry H. 
Herbst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1960) granting an increase of pension to 
Conrad Laukenman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1961) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma Chenoweth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1962) granting an increase of pension to 
George C. Meyers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1963) granting an increase of pension to 
John Rauch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1964) to correct the military record of 
Edward T. Lewis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1965) to correct the military record of 
George I. Spangler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 1966) for the relief of Letitia 
Tyler Semple—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 1967) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1968) granting an increase of pension to 
John Monroe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1969) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian Petersen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. d 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1970) granting an increase of pension to 
Jobn Huss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1971) granting an increase of pension to 
Melville A. Smith—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1972) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Gillon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1973) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel B. Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1974) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. P. Foale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1975) granting an increase of pension to 
William House—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1976) granting an increase of pension to 
George T. Waring—to the Committee on, Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1977) granting a pension to Emma C. An- 
derson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 1978) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harry C. Thorne—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1979) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanda L. Hill—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1980) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Coward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1981) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin V. Butler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1982) granting a pension to Ada Collins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1983) granting a pension to Mary S. Hough- 
tailing—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1984) granting a pension to Charles P, 
Lounsbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1985) to correct the military record of 
David R. Blessing—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 1986) granting an increase of 
pension to Morris Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1987) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John H. Lash—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 1988) for the relief of the 
heirs of Charles A. Folsom—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1989) for the relief of Katie O’Brien—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1990) for the relief of Edward Lauten- 


schlaeger—to the Committee on Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1991) for the relief of Maurice Lang- 
horne—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1992) for the relief of Valentine Lapham— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1993) granting a pension to Frank B. Ha- 
zleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1994) granting a pension to M. R. Clark— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H, R. 1995) granting a pension to Jane Herr— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1996) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1997) granting an increase of pension to 
S. C. H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1998) granting an increase of pension to 
J. W. Cheney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1999) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hopper—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2000) granting an increase of pension to 
Skeffington Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2001) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis P. Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2002) granting an increase of pension to 
James Buggie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2003) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma R. Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2004) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Wilson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2005) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Kirk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2006) granting an increase of pension to 
Florence B. Knight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2007) granting an increase of pension to 

D. Birge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2008) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Barlow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2009) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane S. Minor—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2010) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Samuel Baird—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (HL R. 2011) granting an 
increase of pension to John Lezenby—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2012) granting an inerease of pension to 
William Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2013) to correct the military record of 
John H. Hoagland—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2014) granting an increase of pension to 
Enoch McCabe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 2015) for the relief of 
Charles Speare—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2016) for the relief of Harrison Loring— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2017) for the relief of Alberth Pires—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2018) for the relief of William Arthur—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2019) for the relief of Harry D, Nicker- 

son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2020) granting a pension to Penny F. 
Stephens—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2021) granting a pension to Georgiana M. 
T'row—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2022) granting a pension to Orange S. 
Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2023) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2024) granting a pension to Lewis Gould- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2025) granting a pension to Kate Howard— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2026) granting a pension to Frank Dixon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2027) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. 
Hatch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2028) granting a pension to Charles F. 
Stetson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2029) granting a pension to Joseph W. 
Clift—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2030) granting a pension to Isaac E. Shep- 
ardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2031) granting a pension to Lydia A. 
Magoon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2032) granting a pension to Sarah A. Me- 
Inerney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2033) granting a pension to George C. 
Peterson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2034) granting a pension to Cora F. 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2035) granting a pension to Richmond L. 
Weston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2086) granting a pension to Louisa Staf- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2087) granting an increase of pension to 
John Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2038) granting an increase of pension to 
James Cushing P. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2039) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Chamberlain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2040) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Lovejoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2041) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert S. Shepard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2042) granting an increase of pension to 
Shepard F. Easton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2043) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie Fitzpatrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2044) granting an increase of pension to 
Bernard Glancy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2045) granting an increase of pension to 
Abbie A. Durant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2046) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Walsh—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2047) granting an increase of pension to 
Nahum A. Gurney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2048) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2049) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Arey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2050) granting an increase of pension to 
Irven Lane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2051) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin H. Lane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2052) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Swett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2053) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie A. Townsend—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2054) granting an increase of pension to 
Ralph A. Adams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2055) granting an increase of pension to 
Joanna Cox—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2056) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucas Longendyke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2057) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward F. Hassett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2058) granting an increase of pension to 
William Vericker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2059) granting an increase of pension to 
Jerome Washburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2060) granting an increase of pension to 
John Farrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2061) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2062) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Humble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2063) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2064) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2065) granting an increase of pension to 
M. Maria F. Fish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2066) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Samuel Smith—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2067) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Sanford K. Knox—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2068) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Timothy Reed—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2069) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Fred A. Miller—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2070) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John W. Curtis—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2071) to correct the military record of 
Frederic E. Fiske—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2072) granting arrears of pension to 
H. Morris Husband—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2073) for the relief of Andrew H. Russell 
and William R. Livermore—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2074) to grant jurisdiction and authority 
to the Court of Claims to adjudicate the claim of Jacob B. 
Phillips against the United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2075) to authorize the United States Com- 
missioner of Fish and Fisheries to convey certain lands to 
Joseph S. Fay, jr., Sarah B. Fay, and Henry H. Fay—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2076) 
granting a pension to Arthur Kennedy—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2077) granting a pension to Charles 
Moyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2078) granting a pension to Eliza Romig— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2079) granting a pension to George W. 
Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2080) granting an increase of pension to 
Sidney A. Asson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2081) granting an increase of pension to 
Kate Park Humphreys—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2082) granting an increase of pension to 
Siotha Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2083) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas A. Slack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2084) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Maginley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2085) to correct the military record of 
Calvin Hough—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2086) to correct the military record of 
George F. Peale—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2087) to correct the military record of John 
Flaherty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2088) granting 
an increase of pension to Sewal A. Edwards—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2089) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura J. Forbes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2090) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen M. Brant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2091) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth F. Peddecord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2092) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin M. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2093) granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Pitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2094) granting a pension to Alice P. 
‘Auer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2095) to correct the military record of 
Norman B. Roberts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2096) for the relief of W. S. Carpenter— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2097) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Frank Gaffney, late of the gunboat Crusader, 
in war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McNARY: A bill (H. R. 2098) granting an increase of 
pension to James F. Merrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2099) granting a pension to Maurice O. 
Flanigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2100) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Wilde—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2101) granting a pension to Francis 
Murphy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2102) granting an increase of pension to 
Eugenia Tilburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 2103) for the relief of James 
H. Rodgers—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2104) for the relief of the heirs of John 
McAnulty, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2105) for the relief of Thomas D. Ruffin, 
of Woodruff County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2106) for the relief of Henry P. Grant, of 
Phillips County, Ark.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2107) for the relief of the Old School 
Presbyterian Church, of Helena, Phillips County, Ark—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2108) granting a pension to Mattie Settle- 
mire—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2109) granting a pension to T. P. All- 
mond—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2110) granting a pension to Ella Whitting- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2111) granting a pension to Angeline 
Buckley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2112) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael McManus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2113) granting an increase of pension to 
L. B. Jackson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2114) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Bibb—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2115) granting an increase of pension to 
David B. Withrow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2116) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Hayes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2117) to compensate the Baptist Church at 
Helena, Ark., for destruction of its building during the late war 
by the Federal Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 2118) for the relief of 
the estates of Aaron Van Camp and Virginius P. Chapin—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 2119) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to bestow a medal of honor upon Maj. J. O. Skin- 
ner, surgeon, United States Army, retired—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2120) granting an increase of pension to 
Parmer Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 2121) for the relief of the 
Stone, Sand and Gravel Company, of New Orleans, La., and the 
surety for the performance of its contract with the Government 
for diverting the mouth of the Yazoo River near Vicksburg—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 2122) for the re- 
lief of W. P. Qualls—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2123) for the relief of Jesse Walling—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2124) for the relief of E. P. Gibson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2125) for the relief of Sarah Crabtree and 
tue estate of Eli Crabtree, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2126) for the relief of Sarah Crabtree— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2127) for the relief of James Nipper—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2128) for the relief of Isom M. Qualls—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2129) for the relief of Lydia A. Newby—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2130) for the relief of C. W. Biese—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2131) for the relief of James A. Lance— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2132) for the relief of the estate of George 
P. Carmichael, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2133) for the relief of the estate of Burrell 
L. Bennett, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2134) for the relief of the estate of John 
A. Heard, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2135) for the relief of the estate of Louisa 
M. Kirklin, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2136) for the relief of George W. Penney 
and the heirs of Thomas Penney, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2137) for the relief of the trustees of 
Hennegan’s Chapel, Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Dun- 
lap, Sequatchie County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2138) for the relief of the estate of Lewis 
Patterson, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2139) for the relief of Mrs. E. L. Eblen— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2140) for the relief of Sarah E. Aber- 
nathy, widow of J. J. Abernathy—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2141) for the relief of R. H. Sively—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2142) for the relief of D. J. Rogers to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2143) for the relief of William M. White, 
of James County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2144) for the relief of Jasper N. T. 
Hamilton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2145) for the relief of Ruth Holder—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2146) granting a pension to Peter An- 
derson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2147) granting a pension to J. L. 
McDowell, alias Leander Dickey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2148) granting a pension to Harriet E. 
Aiken—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2149) granting a pension to William D. 
Humbard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2150) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2151) granting an increase of pension to 
Lydia A. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2152) granting an increase of pension to 
W. A. Pryor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2153) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2154) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2155) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2156) granting an increase of pension to 
Rachel E. Ware—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2157) to remove the charge of desertion 
against the name of Benjamin C. Coleman—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2158) to complete the military record of 
Daniel Cook, deceased, and for an honorable discharge—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 2159) for the relief of George 
Edmunds—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2160) granting a pension to Edgar Parish— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2161) to pay claimants for goods and 
effects lost or destroyed by fire at Ellis Island, New York, on 
June 15, 1897—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 2162) for the relief of 
Abram G. Hoyt—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 2163) 
for the relief of the heirs of Wesley A. Shelton, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 2164) for 
the relief of Mrs. Bathsheba Gordon—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2165) for the relief of the estate of Simeon 
Houk—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2166) for the relief of Salina E. Lauder- 
dale—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2167) for the relief of William W. Cal- 
lahan, administrator of the estate of Thomas Gibbs—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. RIVES: A bill (H. R. 2168) granting an increase of 
pension to William Bridges—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2169) granting an increase of pension to 
Elisah White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2170) granting a pension to Anna B. 
Gude—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2171) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Tester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2172) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Jacob P. Mountz—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2173) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Padgett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2174) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel Buchanan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 2175) granting an increase 
of pension to James W. Bliss—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2176) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Mears—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2177) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Cushing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2178) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin M. Alden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2179) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2180) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Hubbard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2181) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Vaughn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2182) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2183) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas F. Rowley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2184) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel F. Oliver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2185) granting an increase of pension to 
Asa T. Tarbox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2186) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver Farrington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2187) to correct the military record of 
William F. Welch—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2188) to correct the military record of 
Henry W. Dunbrack—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2189) raising the rank of Surg. John W. 
Baker on the retired list of the Navy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2190) for the relief of Ebeneezer S. Bige- 
low—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2191) for the relief of the Atlantic Works, 
of Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2192) for the relief of the widows of 
Union soldiers, sailors, or marines—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2193) for the relief of the heirs of George 
W. Coombs—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2194) granting a pension to Flora C. 
Keene—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2195) granting a pension to Hannah A. 
Sawyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2196) granting a pension to Ellen J. 
Tuttle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2197) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Merritt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2198) granting a pension to Catherine B. 
Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2199) granting a pension to John L. 
Rumery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2200) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2201) granting a pension to Sarah E. Hol- 
brook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2202) granting a pension to Ellen Harri- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2203) granting a pension to Albert S. 
Whittier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2204) granting a pension to Dexter E. W. 
Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2205) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Bliss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2206) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary V. Wentworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2207) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel C. Earle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2208) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel M. Neil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2209) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Estes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2210) granting an increase of pension to 
Newton C. Hopkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 2211) for the relief of 
James W. Kingon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2212) for the relief of John B. Johnson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2213) for the relief of John L. Seargeant— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2214) for the relief of Isaac N. Enloe—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2215) for the relief of Adam Eichner—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2216) for the relief of Laura S. Gilling- 
waters—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2217) granting a pension to Elisha T. 
Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2218) granting a pension to Mary Adam— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. f 7 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2219) granting a pension to Solomon F. 
Wehr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2220) granting a pension to Alexander 
Sinclair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2221) granting a pension to Eliza Moore— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2222) granting an increase of pension to 
Absolom J. Mathews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2223) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Blanton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. `. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2224) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry L. Karns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2225) granting an increase of pension to 
Clinton Fizer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2226) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Long—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2227) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Lapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2228) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander H. Brown—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2229) granting an increase of pension to 
Lytle McCracken—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2230) granting an increase of pension to 
John Piper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2231) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph F. Koonce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2232) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry F. Reuter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2233) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob F. Casey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2234) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob W. Gersteneker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2285) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2236) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Coats—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2237) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Poole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2238) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert H. Church—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2289) granting an increase of pension to 
George Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2240) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel J. Nickles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2241) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Copley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2242) granting an increase of pension to 
James Morrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2243) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick W. Byfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2244) granting an increase of pension to 
Fred Dilg—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2245) granting an increase of pension to 
Troy Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2246) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Damm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2247) granting an increase of pension to 
‘Anthony Sanspeur—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2248) granting an increase of pension to 
Rupert Russ—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2249) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Shreye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2250) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred F. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2251) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Jacob Schmitt—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2252) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Frank T. Rose—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2253) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Daniel G. Peterson, alias Robert 
Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2254) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Charles Lorne, alias Joseph Kello— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2255) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Stephen McKenzie—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2256) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Frederick Reck—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 2257) granting an increase of 
pennion to James Winspear—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2258) granting an increase of pension to 
George Taylor, alias George Parks—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2259) granting a pension to Louis Leith— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2260) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2261) granting an increase of pension to 
William Penwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2262) granting an increase of pension to 
John Seymour—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2263) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Keating—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2264) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert McAnally—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2265) granting an increase of pension to 
Hudson J. Van Scoter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H: R. 2266) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Hodges—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2267) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Rupert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2268) granting an increase of pension to 
John Gary, alias John Adams—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2269) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Steel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2270) granting an increase of pension to 
John Lehn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2271) granting am increase of pension to 
H. P. Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2272) granting an increase of pension to 
James Hawkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2273) granting a pension to Oscar W. 
Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2274) granting a pension to Welhelmina 
Siefert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2275) granting a pension to William 
Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2276) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2277) granting an increase of pension to 
William K. Fowle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2278) granting a pension to Julia Burke— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2279) granting a pension to Martin 
Uehlein—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2280) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Quermbeck—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2281) to correct the military record of 
Dean Wilson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2282) to correct the military record of 
Leander Frost, alias James Benston—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2283) for the relief of Charles E. Lock- 
wood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 2284) granting prize money 
to George W. Cromis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2285) granting a pension to Michael Sal- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2286) granting a pension to Jacob Miller— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2287) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Gething—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2288) granting a pension to John H. Sea- 
grist—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2289) granting an increase of pension to 
Algernon Lightcap—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2290) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Reedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2291) granting an increase of pension to 
William Elms—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2292) granting a pension to Dennis Lee 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2293) granting a pension to David 
Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2294) granting a pension to John J. 
Berger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2295) directing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to bestow a medal upon Sergt. James M. Seitzinger—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2296) to revoke sentence and establish the 
military record of Capt. George G. Lovett, Company K, One 
hundred and eighty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
war of the rebellion, 1861 to 1865—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 2297) for the relief of 
F. P. Brower—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2298) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of M. N. Swofford, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2299) for the relief of W. M. Justice, of 
Hunt County, Tex.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2300) for the relief of W. C. York—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2301) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Dr. Thomas B. Waters, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2302) for the relief of the legal representa- 
e of Jonathan Holmes, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2303) for the relief of the estate of J. V. 
McDaniel, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2304) for the relief of C. W. Reid and Sam 
Daube—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2305) for the relief of J. M. Carney—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2306) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Stell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2307) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph J. Martin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 2308) granting an increase 
of pension to Heloise Gano—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2309) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael McCarty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2310) granting an increase of pension to 
James McPherson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2311) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Mershon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2312) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph B. Slaughter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2313) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Wheeler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2314) granting a pension to Marium Bar- 
ton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2315) granting a pension to Miranda Berk- 
head—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2316) granting a pension to G. W. Finley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2317) granting a pension to Lottie B. 
Galleher—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2318) granting a pension to Patrick Gro- 
gan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2319) granting a pension to A. Hausman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2320) granting a pension to Annie B. Lee 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2321) granting a pension to Bridget Mc- 
Fadden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2322) granting a pension to Emeline 
Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Penstons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2823) granting a pension to Annie Trace— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2324) granting a pension to Christina 
Vetter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2325) granting a pension to Charles F. 
Williams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2326) for the relief of J. W. Bauer and 
others—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2327) for the relief of the heirs of Richard 
Butler, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2328) for the relief of C. P. Cammack, of 
Jefferson County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2329) for the relief of Mary Douglas 
Griffiths—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2330) for the relief of William Hulings 
Henry—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2331) for the relief of W. W. Johnson—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2332) for the relief of Catherine B. Jones 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2333) for the relief of Simeon H. King's 
executrix—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2334) for the relief of Anthony McAn- 
drews—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2335) for the relief of Rudolphus Minton— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2336) for the relief of J. C. Pendleton—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 2337) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2338) granting a pension to Cyrene Gard- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2339) granting a pension to Daniel Madi- 
gan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2340) granting a pension to Evelyn S. 
Beardslee—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2341) granting a pension to Helen H. Hul- 
bert—to the Committee on Pensions. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2342) granting a pension to Winifred E. 
Lewis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2343) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Redden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2344) granting an increase of pension to 
Selden C. Clebridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2345) granting an increase of pension to 
Antoinette Hannahs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2346) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas J. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2347) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Strope—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2348) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2349) for the relief of Arlington C. 
Denike—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 2350) for the relief of the heirs 
of Charles Gothardt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 2351) for the relief of Swan 
Hamlen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2352) for the relief of Alfred D. Barton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2353) for the relief of John A. Lovens—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2354) for the relief of J. M. Jones—to the 
Committee on Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2355) for the relief of Rebecca Mayo—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2356) for the relief of George T. Larkin— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2357) granting a pension to James B. 
Stuart—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2358) for the relief of John D. Rodgers—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2359) for the relief of John E. McDowell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2360) for the relief of G. W. Dunford and 
James Blair, sureties of S. C. Bralley, late postmaster at Red- 
bluff, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2361) for the relief of the heirs of Henry 
Sinon, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2362) for the relief of Henry H. Wynn—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2363) for the relief of I. R. Harkrader—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2364) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah J. Shell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2365) granting a pension to Alfred D. 
Barton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2366) granting a pension to Henry Suther- 
land—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2367) granting a pension to William L. 
Beverly—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2368) granting a pension to John Morgan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2369) granting a pension to J. I. Cock- 
ran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2370) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Steinmueller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2371) to pension Maggie E. Fitzpatrick— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2372) granting a pension to Henry T. 
Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2373) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine L. Benteen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2374) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Sloan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2375) granting a pension to Thomas M. 
Bellomy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2376) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2377) granting an increase of pension to 
J. N. Moore—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2378) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry B. Shell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2379) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Archibald Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 2380) granting 
an increase of pension to Anna E. Hollis—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2381) granting an increase of pension to 
Almira L. Clay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2382) granting an increase of pension to 
Dorothy Wieland to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2383) granting a pension to Nettie Fer- 
guson— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2384) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Hiles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
- Also, a bill (H. R. 2385) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry La Rowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2386) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel W. Hicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2387) granting an increase of pension to 
James K. Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
- Also, a bill (H. R. 2388) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry W. Barnard—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2389) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Stout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2390) granting an increase of pension to 
Hellen H. Hulbert—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2391) granting an increase of pension to 
Caleb Eldred—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2392) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Brewer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2393) granting an increase of pension 
Benjamin D. Eddy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2394) granting an increase of pension 
Frank Buncher—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2395) granting an increase of pension 
Christopher Clinton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2396) granting an increase of pension 
Charles Hull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
‘Also, a bill (H. R. 2397) granting an increase of pension to 
Deforest W. Cowley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2398) granting an increase of pension 
Therena C. Smith—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2399) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles F. Sanscrainte—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2400) granting an increase of pension to 
David Mumber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2401) granting an increase of pension to 
A. A. Austin—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2402) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles L. Randall—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H, R. 2403) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2404) granting an increase of pension to 
Abigail Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2405) granting an increase of pension to 
Sophia E. Farland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2406) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine D. Banerly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2407) granting an increase of pension to 
Orrin Culyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2408) granting an increase of pension to 
John Wilkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2409) granting an increase of pension to 
Ransom M. Fillmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2410) granting an increase of pension to 
Saturnin Jasnowski—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2411) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiliam Burch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2412) granting an increase of pension to 
Helen F. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2413) granting an increase of pension to 
John La More—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2414) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2415) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. H. Brewer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2416) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward H. Dickerman—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2417) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry O. Briggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2418) granting an increase of pension to 
John E. Eggeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2419) granting an increase of pension to 
Willert F. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2420) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Manning, alias George Edwards—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2421) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel S. Mevis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2422) granting an increase of pension to 
Earl R. Childs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2423) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2424) granting an increase of pension to 
Alanson A. Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2425) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2426) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Hoynes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2427) granting an increase of pension to 
Philander G. West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2428) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. McEnally—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2429) granting an increase of pension to 
2 P. Canfield, now Tyler to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2430) granting an increase of pension to 
Orrin J. Wells—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2431) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2432) granting an increase of pension to 
A. Cameron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2433) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Tifft—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2434) granting an increase of pension to 
Sbannon W. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2435) granting an increase of pension to 
Tlilia Ann Connor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2436) granting a pension to John Gra- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2487) granting a pension to Leona Sals- 
paugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2438) granting a pension to Lucy Keller 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2439) granting a pension to William 
Shick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2440) granting a pension to Morgan Gu- 
lick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2441) granting a pension to August 
Nacker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2442) granting a pension to Charles E. 
Everts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2443) granting a pension to George W. 
Mower—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2444) granting a pension to Alvin D. Hub- 
bord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2445) granting a pension to Hulbert O. 
White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2446) granting a pension to Mary E. A. 
McConnelly—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2447) granting a pension to Abram G. An- 
derson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2448) granting a pension to Andrew Fer- 
ris—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2449) granting a pension to John Algoe— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2450) granting a pension to Marceny 
Goodell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2451) granting a pension to Sarah C. 
Choate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2452) granting a pension to Charles 8. 
Moy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2453) granting a pension to Chancey 
Lewis—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2454) granting a pension to Lizzie J. 
Hoadley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2455) granting a pension to William 
Carter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2456) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 2457) granting a 
pension to Sarah E. Lyon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2458) granting a pension to E. H. Clark 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2459) granting a pension to Homer L. 
Thayer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2460) granting a pension to William 
Christie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2461) granting a pension to Henry Knoop 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2462) granting a pension to Loretta 
Foote—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2463) granting a pension to Sophia 
Lorned—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2464) granting a pension to Hannah 
Lamb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2465) granting a pension to R. C. Worth- 
ington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2466) granting a pension to John W. Kin- 
caid—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2467) granting a pension to H. C. Beamer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2468) granting a pension to John Broad— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2469) granting an increase of pension to 
Alta Mira Parsons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2470) granting a pension to Myra L. Clay— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2471) granting a pension to Freeman 
Rohrabacher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2472) granting a pension to Moses Fra- 
gar—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2473) granting a pension to Wiliam R. 
Hiscock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2474) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma M. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2475) granting a pension to Herbert N. 
Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2476) granting a pension to Rhoda A. 
Wocd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2477) granting a pension to Benson 
McNall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2478) granting a pension to Asa M. 
Foote—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2479) granting a pension to John Brown— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2480) granting a pension to Jeremiah 
O’Neill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2481) granting a pension to W. C. Brown— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 2482) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2483) granting a pension to C. A. Brunk— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2484) granting a pension to Isaac H. 
Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2485) granting a pension to John Coggins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2486) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Bowers—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2487) granting a pension to Huldah A. 
Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2488) granting a pension to James 
‘Abbott, alias James Buck—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2489) granting a pension to Enos S. 
Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2490) granting a pension to Lucius Bow- 
dish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2491) granting a pension to Edwin A. 
Botsford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2492) granting a pension to Richard 
Dobson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2493) granting a pension to Eliu P. Chad- 
wick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2494) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Penoyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2495) granting a pension to Minnie Louise 
Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2496) granting a pension to Merritt 
Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2497) granting a pension to Andrew 
Farries—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2498) granting a pension to Lorenzo 
Buck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
` Also, a bill (H. R. 2499) for the relief of William D. Petty 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2500) for the relief of Jesse H. Dickerson— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2501) granting relief to certain members 
of the Seventh Michigan Cavalry, war of the rebellion—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2502) to correct the military record of 
William Klock—to,the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2503) to correct the military record of 
John Balch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2504) to correct the military record of 
Joseph B. Ellis- to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2505) to correct the military record 
Stephen R. Thorpe—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2506) to correct the military record 
William B. MecCloy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2507) to correct the military record 
Franklin E. Roberts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2508) to correct the military record 
Harrison Ferguson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2509) to correct the military record 
Stephen G. Fishback—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2510) to correct the military record 
David Paterson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2511) to correct the military record 
Shibley Shepherd—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2512) to correct the military record 
Henry Berry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2513) to correct the military record 
Timothy Way—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2514) to correct the military record 
Peter V. Copp—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2515) to correct the military record 
Milo A. Lucas—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2516) to correct the military record 
H. M, Jones—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2517) to correct the military record 
Clark G. Russell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2518) to correct the military record of 
Capt. A. M. Dobbelacre—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 2519) for the 
relief of Samuel H. Keifer—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2520) for the relief of Charles W. Irwin— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2521) for the relief of Joseph Schrembs— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2522) for the relief of Ellen A. Dunn—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2523) for the relief of Rodman Hart—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2524) for the relief of Augustus Dudley 
Hubbell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2525) for the relief of George W. Hatha- 
way—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2526) for the relief of David Houk—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2527) for the relief of Silas Guernsey—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2528) for the relief of John Gracy—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2529) for the relief of Richard S. Gill—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2530) for the relief of Clark S. Frazier—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2531) granting a pension to Elizabeth For- 
tier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2532) for the relief of James K, Davie—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2533) granting a pension to William H. H. 
Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2534) for the relief of Peter Duchane—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2535) for the relief of Cæsar Dixon—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2536) for the relief of Walter Culver—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2537) for the relief of James Conway, late 
of Company I, Tenth New York Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2538) for the relief of Persons T. Carpen- 
ter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2539) granting a pension to Frances Ð. 
Childs—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2540) for the relief of Richard Bruner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2541) for the relief of William Barber—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2542) for the relief of W. R. Barrett—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2548) for the relief of Matthew Bier—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2544) for the relief of L. W. Bon—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2545) for the relief of Lemon Barnes—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2546) for the relief of George W. Ban- Also, a bill (H. R. 2586) granting an increase of pension to 


nan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2547) for the relief of James F. Baker—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2548) for the relief of Jacob Black—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2549) for the relief of Lucas P. Retter- 
stonf, alias Joseph Gray—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2550) granting a pension to George W. 
Zanty—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2551) granting a pension to Mary J. War- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2552) for the relief of John J. Waters—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2553) granting a pension to Mary E. Wil- 
kinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2554) for the relief of Hiram Winas, late 
of Company G, Fifteenth Michigan Infantry—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2555) for the relief of Lebens G. Lan- 
don—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2556) for the relief of George W. Lindley, 
19 55 George W. La Pratte—to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2557) for the relief of William Leech—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2558) for the relief of John W. McCrath— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2559) for the relief of James Moore—te 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2560) for the relief, of Eli W. Marble—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2561) granting a pension to Chester Nar- 

n—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2562) granting a pension to Carlton Neal— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2563) for the relief of William O’Don- 
nell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2564) for the relief of F. E. Rosenkrans— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2565) for the relief of William Henry 
Stapleton, alias William Henry—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2566) for the relief of John Shields—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2567) for the relief of Warren Shepard— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2568) for the relief of A. E. Tower, late 
captain Company E, Sixth Michigan Cavalry, now of Ionia, 
Mich.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2569) for the relief of Charles Stewart, 
late of Company B, Forty-fourth Illinois Volunteer Infantry— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2570) granting a pension to Squire M. 
Armstead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2571) for the relief of John W. Beatty— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2572) for the relief of George W. Blakes- 
lee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2573) for the relief of Chauncey Boyce— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2574) for the relief of Job Trumble—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2575) for the relief of Lucy A. Taylor—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2576) for the relief of Alonzo Vangor- 
don—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2577) granting a pension to Jane Ann 
Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2578) for the relief of Warren P. Wood— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2579) for the relief of Adam D. Shriner— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2580) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry W. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2581) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus M. Burgess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2582) granting an increase of pension to 
Morris M. Comstock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2583) granting an increase of pension to 
J. W. Forbes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2584) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet V. Gridley—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2585) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Guernsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Thomas J. Keyes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2587) granting an increase of pension to 
Waldo W. Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2588) granting an increase of pension to 
R. Randall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H.. R. 2589) granting an increase of pension to 
John Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2590) granting an increase of pension to 
Magnus D. Slack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2591) granting an increase of pension to 
Phebe Tate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2592) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Travis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2593) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel A. McCormick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2594) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Bearss—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2595) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter D. Sutton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2596) to correct the military record of 
Henry Harris—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2597) to correct the military record of 
Fremont C. Downing—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2598) to correct the military record of 
Harvey Cluff—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2599) to correct the military record of 
Dayton S. Peck—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2600) to renew certain letters patent—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2601) to renew certain letters patent for a 
new and useful improvement in metallic railway ties heretofore 
issued to Sidney B. Wright, late of Wyandotte, Mich.—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2602) to renew certain letters patent for 
an invention in the means of securing railroad rails to metallic 
ties, heretofore issued to Sidney B. Wright, late of Wyandotte, 
Mich.—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2603) to reimburse Nelson H. Walbridge— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2604) for the reimbursement of the heirs of 
James Anderson for transportation and expenses in recruiting 
troops for service in the Union Army—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2605) granting to Sumner H. Tarbell pay 
for bearing military dispatches for headquarters of the district 
of Minnesota, St. Paul, during the Sioux outbreak of 1862—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2606) to remove charge of desertion from 
record of Henry Fuller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2607) granting a pension to James F. 
Baker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2608) granting a pension to Charles F. 
Ballard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2609) granting a pension to Hattie Bal- 
lou—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2610) granting a pension to Margaret A. 
Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2611) granting a pension to Alanson 
Beebe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2612) granting an increase of pension to 
Phebe B. Beebe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H: R. 2613) granting a pension to Matthew 
Bier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2614) granting a pension to General M. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2615) granting a pension to Eliza Bur- 
caw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2616) granting a pension to Dolly Burger— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2617) granting a pension to Mary But- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2618) granting a pension to William 
Choate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2619) granting a pension to Phila A. 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2620) granting a pension to William H. 
Cline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2621) granting a pension to Walter S. 
Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2622) granting a pension to Henry Cook— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2623) granting a pension to Jane C, Cor- 
nell—to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2624) granting a pension to Aaron M. 
Dalrymple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2625) granting a pension to Caroline 
Draper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2626) granting a pension to Kryn Dykema— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2627) granting a pension to Jane A. 
Ecker—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2628) granting a pension to George 
Eckles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2629) granting a pension to Mary A. Ever- 
hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2630) granting a pension to Amri H. 
Field—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2631) granting a pension to Mary Fitz- 
Gibbons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2632) granting a pension to Elizabeth Fitz- 
patrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2633) granting a pension to S. J. Fix—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2634) granting a pension to Electa McLean 
French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2625) granting a pension to Henry Fuller 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2636) granting a pension to Abraham 
Geiser—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2637) granting a pension to Levi Good- 
rich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2638) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Gouldsbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2639) granting a pension to Rose Anna 
Griffith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2640) granting a pension to Decatur Har- 
mon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2641) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Heator—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2642) granting a pension to Frank Hiler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2643) granting a pension to Benjamin Hol- 
ben—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2644) granting a pension to Henry Hull— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2645) granting a pension to Mary B. Jen- 
nings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2646) granting a pension to William A. 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H: R. 2647) granting a pension to Sylvia H. 
Lamoreaux—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2648) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis H. Leland—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2649) granting a pension to Charles E. 
Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2650) granting a pension to Jay P. Liver- 
more—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2651) granting a pension to Mary A. Los- 
sing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2652) granting a pension to Emily M. Low- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2653) granting a pension to Ann Lynch— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2654) granting a pension to Harriet Mese- 
cas—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2655) granting a pension to Lillie Man- 
cha—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2656) granting a pension to Addaile C. 
Morse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2657) granting a pension to Frank W. 
Morton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2658) granting a pension to Adrian Musty— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2659) granting an increase of pension to 
Raynor H. Newton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2660) granting a pension to Perry C. 
Older—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2661) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin J. Painter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2662) granting a pension to Emma L. 
Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2663) granting a pension to Josephine A. 
Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2664) granting a pension to Lucinda J. 
Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2665) granting an increase of pension to 
William Randall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2666) granting a pension to Hannah C. 
Rich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2667) granting a pension to Sarah Robert- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2668) granting a pension to Julia A. Rosen- 
berger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2669) granting a pension to Thomas Scar- 
vell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2670) granting a pension to Henry Star— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2671) granting an increase of pension to 
Ralph Steffens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2672) granting a pension to Sarah Stev- 
ens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2673) granting a pension to Henry Stock- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2674) granting a pension to John H. Sum- 
ner—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2675) granting a pension to Henry G. 
Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2676) granting a pension to Charles M. 
Tibbetts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2677) granting a pension to Samuel B. 
Tibbets—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2678) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Van Etten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2679) granting a pension to John Van 
Horn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2680) granting a pension to Dellamarr 
Wade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2681) granting a pension to Anna E. War- 
den—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2682) granting a pension to James War- 
ren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2683) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Weber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2684) granting a pension to Birdie M. 
Wedge—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2685) granting a pension to Susan Wei- 
derwax—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2686) granting a pension to Lester 
Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2687) granting a pension to Benjamin 8. 
Whitman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2688) granting a pension to Stephen T. 
Wilcox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to James I. 
Willoughby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2690) granting a pension to Ellen E. 
Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2691) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Wyckoff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2692) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Yates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2693) granting a pension to James E. 
Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2694) granting a pension to George W. 
Prescott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2695) granting an increase of pension to 
James T. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2696) granting a pension to William C. 
Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2697) granting an 
increase of pension to R. G. Childress—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 2698) for the relief of 
certain surgeons in the Philippine service—to tne Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2699) for the relief of J. S. Huron—to the 
Committee on Claims. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2700) for the relief of James A. Jackson 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2701) for the relief of Adam L. Eichel- 
berger—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2702) for the relief of Charles S. Blood 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2703) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Weeks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2704) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Gillett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2705) granting an increase of pension to 
H. W. Perkins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2706) granting an increase of pension to 
Malcolm L. McMullen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2707) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2708) granting an increase of pension to 
Manluff W. Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2709) granting an increase of pension to 
Julius D. Rogers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2710) granting a pension to Frank B. 
Saxon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2711) granting a pension to Henry Sis- 
trunk—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2712) granting 
a pension to Margaret A. Kennedy—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 2713) granting a pension 
to Frances H. Brooke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2714) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Charles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2715) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Martine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2716) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas A. Banks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2717) granting a pension to Emma 
Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2718) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Hare—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2719) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Johnson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2720) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Sprouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2721) granting an increase of pension to 
A. R. Matheny—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2722) granting an increase of pension to 
Elam Skivers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2723) granting a pension to Laura W. 
Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2724) granting an increase of pension to 
David B. Wacaser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2725) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah E. Waldon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2726) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Keach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 2727) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Shropshire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2728) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert B. Beardsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2729) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2730) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Worley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2781) granting an increase of pension to 
James Eddy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2732) granting an increase of pension to 
Vatehel Carmen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2733) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvanus G. Peppel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2734) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Gibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2785) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2786) granting a pension to William Meri- 
deth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 2737) for 
the relief of Thomas Crowley—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2738) for the relief of Thomas Crowley 


to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2739) for the relief of James Welch—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2740) for the relief of James Welch—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2741) granting a pension to Henrietta 
Sherman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2742) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2743) granting a pension to Lucien H. 
Mussot—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2744) granting a pension to Edward Cop- 
pers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2745) granting an increase of pension to 
William McBride—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2746) granting an increase of pension to 
James Horan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2747) granting an inerease of pension to 
James Lyons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2748) granting an increase of pension to 
John Mulligan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2749) granting an increase of pension to 
Agnes Flynn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2750) to remove the charge of desertion 
py a Thomas F. Adams—to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2751) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John J. Waterkeyn—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2752) to correct the military record of 
James A. Lessey, alias Lasey, or Lacy—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2753) to correct the naval record of George 
Nelson Armstrong—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2754) to place David Robertson, t, 
first class, Hospital Corps, on the retired list of the United 
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 2755) granting an increase 
of pension to William E. S. Foss—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2756) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Greene—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2757) granting an increase of pension to 
Johnathan E. Floyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2758) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan Graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2759) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Eaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2760) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles P. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2761) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Mahoney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2762) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiliam Chandler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2763) granting an increase of pension to 
Anthony Sherlock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2764) granting an increase of pension to 
George L. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2765) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Benson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2766) granting an inerease of pension to 
Horace E. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2767) granting an increase of pension to 
Ransom Manning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2768) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. McKenney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2769) granting an increase of pension to 
Ethan A. Valentine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2770) granting an increase of pension to 
Ephraim Plumpton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2771) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas McCabe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2772) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli Cero—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2773) granting an increase of pension to 
John MecNally—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2774) granting a pension to Addie A. 
Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2775) granting an increase of pension to 
George G. Martin—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2776) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas S. Cottiell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2777) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert F. Durgin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2778) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Mahoney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2779) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Coffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2780) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Fifield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2781) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin V. B. Wyman—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2782) granting an increase of pension to 
John Franklin Hobbs, alias John Franklin—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2783) granting an increase of pension to 
James Meagher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2784) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2785) granting an increase of pension to 
M Bonynge—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2786) granting an increase of pension to 
Edmond G. Carey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2787) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen B. Tarlton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2788) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Rowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2789) granting an increase of pension to 
Merrill Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2790) granting an increase of pension to 
Lyman Jackman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2791) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2792) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Stockman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2793) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan D. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2794) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard E. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2795) granting a pension to Emma Auger 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2796) granting a pension to Benjamin T. 
Odiorne—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2797) for the relief of John L. Hadley—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2798) for the relief of the State of New 
Hampshire—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 2799) for the relief of the 
Maier of the General Slocum disaster—to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2800) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Manahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2801) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander M. Lowry—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2802) to appoint Warren C. Beach a cap- 
tain in the Army and place him on the retired list—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. P 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 2803) for the relief of 
Dewitt Eastman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2804) for the relief of George H. Suits— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2805) for the relief of the Laird-Norton 
Company, of Winona, Minn.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2806) for the relief of Conrad Bohn—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2807) for the relief of Gideon Holton—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2808) for the relief of Harry S. Gillrup— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2809) for the relief of Edward J. Krue- 
ger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2810) granting a pension to Lydia E. 
French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2811) granting a pension to Angie A. Mar- 
yin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2812) granting a pension to Edward A. 
Goodfellow—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2813) granting a pension to Anna Mc- 
Falls—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2814) granting an increase of pension to 
Alida M. Utter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2815) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Howard—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2816) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Town—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2817) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas D. Doig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2818) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton Selby—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2819) granting an increase of pension to 
John Horstman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2820) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph McKnight—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2821) granting an increase of pension to 
Turner J. Preble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2822) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Gates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2823) granting an increase of pension to 
Orton D. Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2824) granting an increase of pension to 
Marzavan J. Secord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2825) granting an increase of pension to 
George Johnson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2826) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Prochel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2827) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Westerhouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2828) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2829) granting an increase of pension to 
E. A. Whitecomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2830) granting an increase of pension to 
Garrett Schermerhorn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2831) granting an increase of pension to 
Amyntas Briggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2832) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Lathrop—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2833) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hanley—to the Committee on Invalid: Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2834) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Ashton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2835) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel A. Rask—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2836) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry L. Pengilly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2837) to correct the military record of 
Mark H. Dunnell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2838) granting an honorable discharge to 
Harry A. White—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2839) removing the charge of desertion 
from the military record of J. E. Getman—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2840) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Henry J. Bolewine—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2841) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Benjamin F. Dayton—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2842) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Ashley C. Cameron—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2843) removing the charge of desertion 
against David Whitford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 2844) for 
the relief of C. P. Johnson & Son—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2845) for the relief of the First Baptist 
Church, of Newbern, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2846) for the relief of the heirs of Dr. 
J. B. Owen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2847) for the relief of I. F. Hill, executor 
of W. E. Hill, of Duplin County, N. C.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2848) for the relief of W. T. Dixon—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2849) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse Harrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ‘TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 2850) granting a pension 
to Jane C. Van Akin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2851) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Stoddard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2852) granting an increase of pension to 
James Dayton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2853) granting an increase of pension to 
Murray W. Woodward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2854) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Ann Deline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2855) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron D. S. Knisiley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2856) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2857) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Hanley—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2858) granting a pension to Jane Baker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2859) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Epke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2860) granting a pension to Catherine M. 
Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2861) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward F. Overmoyer—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2862) granting a pension to Mary B. Rob- 
erts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2863) granting an increase of pension to 
Orville W. Heath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2864) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna E. Worden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2865) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilder D. Easlick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2866) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane Van Wey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2867) granting an increase of pension to 
Leah Bedford—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2868) granting a pension to Harriet A. 
Hicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2869) granting a pension to Lucy Cas- 
well—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2870) granting an increase of pension to 
Jehu F. Wotring—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2871) granting a pension to Jane A. Sher- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2872) granting an increase of pension to 
James Melntyre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2873) granting a pension to Sarah M. A. 
Barber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2874) granting an increase of pension to 
Orville W. Sage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2875) granting a pension to David E. 
Boyse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2876) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Cunningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2877) granting a pension to Lizzie S. Tay- 
lor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2878) granting a pension to John M. 
Cheevyers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2879) granting a pension to Sarah Bab- 
cock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2880) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2881) granting a pension to Hannah A. 
Robison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2882) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Gragg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2883) granting a pension to Samuel M. 
Center—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2884) granting a pension to Alice Anna 
Amsden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2885) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Stoddard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2886) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucius Q. Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2887) granting an increase of pension to 
Dewitt C. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2888) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Trabilcox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2889) granting an increase of pension to 
James Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2890) granting a pension to Arminda Mar- 
ble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2891) granting a pension to Augusta D. 
Murdock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2892) granting a pension to Julia B. Hub- 
ble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2893) granting a pension to Amelia Per- 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2894) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Hibbord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2895) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2896) granting a pension to Charles E. 
Barry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2897) granting a pension to Spencer M. 
Case—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2898) granting a pension to James Hum- 
mel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2899) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis X. Soleau—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2900) granting a pension to William E. 
Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2901) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2902) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Wyrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2908) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Donaldson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2904) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Newton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2905) granting an increase of pension to 
Burr Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2906) granting an increase of pension to 
James McIntyre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also; a bill (H. R. 2907) granting an increase of pension to 
George R. Beach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2908) granting a pension to Lizzie Cal- 
lum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R: 2909) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob T. Wise—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2910) granting an increase of pension to 
Artemus Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2911) granting a pension to William G. 
Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2912) granting an increase of pension to 

Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2913) granting a pension to Louise H. 
Watson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2914) granting a pension to Jerusha M. 
Crane—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2915) granting a pension to Amelia B. 
Gifford—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2916) granting a pension to Sarah Soper— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2917) granting a pension to Catharine 
Essig—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2918) granting a pension to William James 
Simpson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2919) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Edward H. Beebe—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2920) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Edward Montgomery—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2921) correcting the military record of 
Martin Barley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2922) granting an honorable discharge to 
Eph B. Cooper—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2923) for the relief of Phillip Miller—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2924) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Henry D. Cutting, alias Henry O. Strat- 
ton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2925) to remove the charge of desertion 
against the name of Melanchton Borst—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2926) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Smith—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2927) to pay and reimburse John F. 
Milich—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2928) granting relief to Edwin A. Wells— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2929) granting relief to Guy M. Claflin— 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2930) for the relief of Myron C. Bond 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2931) for the relief of James Scoby—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2932) for the relief of Joshua P. Talford— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2983) for the relief of Peter Mommie—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2934) granting relief to William H. 
Rogers—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2935) for the relief of William A. Clark 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2936) for the relief of John J. Bell—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2937) for the relief of Henry Hayden, John 
Kennedy, Wright H. Calkins, and James E. Barrett—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2938) granting relief to certain members 
of the Seventh Michigan Cavalry, war of the rebellion—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2939) for the relief of Arra M. Farns- 
worth—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2940) for the relief of James I. Mabee—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2941) providing for the payment of $137 
to Hugh A. Ernst for services rendered overtime and use of 
typewriter in the Bureau of Immigration, in the Treasury De- 
partment—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2942) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2943) for the relief of James L. Carpen- 
ter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2944) for the relief of Peter Fisher—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2945) for the relief of Herman B. Robb— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2946) granting relief to the heirs of George 
©. Lull—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2947) granting relief to Anna Wendell 
Miller—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2948) for the relief of Deloss M. Baker, 
Frank W. Clay, and Herman Y. C. Hart, committee, and to re- 
imburse those who subscribed and paid for site for post-office 
building at Adrian, Mich.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 2949) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Adamson—to the Committee on Invalid 


By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 2950) confirming the 
title of James F. Hancock to the south half of the southeast 
quarter and the south half of the southwest quarter of section 
26, township 17 south, range 6 west, in Jefferson County, Ala.— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2951) authorizing Eli R. Jones to perfect 
his homestead entry to the southeast quarter of section 32, in 
township 18 south, of range 2 west, in Jefferson County, Ala.— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. VAN DUZER: A bill (H. R. 2952) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of D. P. Crook, deceased—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A pill (H. R. 2953) granting a pension 
to Jeremiah Dailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2954) granting a pension to Chauncey P. 
Dean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2955) granting a pension to Rhoda A. Tor- 
rance—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2956) granting a pension to Hannah P. 
B. Cluney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2957) granting ‘a pension to Herman 
Borchardt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2958) granting a pension to Isaiah V. Fil- 
kins—to:the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2959) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos H. Tennant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2960) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick P. Leo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2961) granting an increase of pension to 
R. T. Hazzard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2962) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Barber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2963) granting an increase of pension 
Rinaldo Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2964) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel Ely, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2965) granting an increase of pension to 
Darius Ketchum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2966) granting an increase of pension 
Truman D. Blomers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2967) granting an increase of pension 
Adaline Coit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2968) granting an increase of pension to 
Sidney Leonard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ~ 

Also, a bill (H. R..2969) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan P. Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2970) granting an increase of pension 
John L. Curtiss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2971) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Armstrong—to the Committee ou Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2972) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilbert Simmons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2973) to remove charge of desertion from 
military record of John W. Dailey—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A Dill (H. R. 2974) granting a pension to 
Susan M. Schmitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2975) granting a pension to Kate B. 
Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2976) granting a pension to Lawrence 
Mahearn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2977) granting a pension to George H. 
Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2978) granting a pension to Amanda M. 
Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2979) granting a pension to John R. 
Bouldry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2980) granting a pension to Ernest B. 
Hutchins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2981) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph S. Shepmoes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2982) granting an increase of pension to 
Ansel K. Tisdale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2983) granting an increase of pension to 
Horatio Carter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2984) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Gildersleeye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


` Also, a bill (H. R. 2985) granting an increase of pension to 
Herbert A. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2986) granting an increase of pension to 
Adelaide E. Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2987) granting an increase of pension to 
Joe V. Meigs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2988) for the relief of the Bath Iron 
Works and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2989) providing for rank and pay for cer- 
pe tg ite officers of the Nayy—to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 2990) granting a 
pe nsion to Felix G. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pei- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2991) granting a pension to Henry F. 
Landes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2992) for the relief of Samuel T. Town- 
send—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2993) for the relief of Mrs. E. W. Wil- 
liams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2994) for the relief of A. L. Hall—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2995) appropriating $4,243.90 to repay 
the city of Montgomery, Ala., moneys expended for streets and 
sidewalks adjacent to the Government building in said city—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 2996) to reim- 
burse Capt. Sydney Layland for sums paid by him while 
master of the United States transport Mobile, in July and 
August, 1898—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 2997) for the relief of 
Capt. Sidney F. Shaw—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2998) for the relief of Mary A. Coleman— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2999) for the relief of West Virginia State 
troops—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3000) granting a pension to William Stone- 
street—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3001) granting a pension to George M. D. 
Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3002) granting an inċrease of pension to 
David C. Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3003) granting a pension to Edwin L. 
Fetty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3004) granting an increase of pension to 
William Haines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3005) granting an increase of pension 
Jacob C. Shafer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3006) granting an increase of ‘pension to 
William H. Crites—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3007) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas Carder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3008) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Kerr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3009) granting an increase of pension 
Murry Shannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3010) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas C. Meadows—to the Committee on Invalid Penstons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3011) granting an increase of pension to 
Salathial S. Stalnaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3012) granting an ‘increase of pension to 
Angeline Battin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Emerson Smith Company 
Limited), of Beaver Falls, Pa., for a law for two classes of 
mail only—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Friendship Council, No. 201, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Washington, Pa., favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition for an amendment to the Constitution prohibit- 
ing polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of the board of 
directors of the Trades League of Philadelphia, against Chinese 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, petition of the National German-American Alliance, 
against prohibitive temperance ann the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of Rogers, Brown & Co., of 
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Buffalo, N. X., favoring reclassification of postage rates to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of East Buffalo Live Stock Association, favoring 
enlargement of the powers of the Interstate Commerce Gommis- 
sion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the board of trustees of the New York 
State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, favoring reestablishment of 
the canteen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of the business men of Juneau 
County, Wis., against legislation favoring a parcels post—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: Petition of over 50 wholesale tea mer- 
chants of Chicago, Ill., protesting against any duty on tea— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Cora 
G. Davidson, of Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petition of heirs of Philip Roberts, 
late of Granger County, Tenn., for reference of war claim to 
the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, petition of heirs of Anderson C. Quillen, late of Hancock 
County, Tenn, for reference of war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Stephen Gose, of Claiborne County, Tenn., 
for reference of war claim to the Court of Claims under the 
Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petitions of Hoboken Coun- 
cil, No. 384, and of J. P. Winower Council, No. 618, Junior Order 
of United American Mechanics, for a law to restrict immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Union Steel Casting Company, the Manu- 
facturers’. Association, the Diamond National Bank, the Oil Well 
Supply Company, and others, for a law providing for two kinds 
of mail only—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: Petition of F. Widlar & Co., of 
Cleveland, Ohio, and other jobbers, protesting against a duty o 
tea and coffee—to the Committee.on Ways and Means. 3 

Also, resolution of Harvey Rice Council, No. 211, Junior 
Order of United American Mechanics, protesting against unre- 
stricted immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Data to. accompany a bill providing for 
the purchase of a site for a public building at Columbia, Miss.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Resolution of Valley Falls Lodge, No. 12, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, in fayor of further 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 3 

Also, resolution of the Rhode Island Medical Society, in favor 
of a reorganization of the Medical Department of the Army—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Rhode Island Horticultural Society, in 
favor of placing basic slag meal on the free list—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

Also, resolution of the Rhode Island Horticultural Society, in 
favor of an increased annual appropriation for agricultural ex- 
periment stations; also, resolution of the Agricultural Federa- 
tion, urging increased appropriation for experiment stations—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Resolutions of Akron Council, No. 906, of 
Akron, Ohio; Lancaster Council, No. 912, of Lancaster, Pa.; 
General Cameron Council, No. 851, of Mount Joy, Pa., and Em- 
pire Council, No. 120, of Lancaster, Pa., Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petition of the Brotherhood of Locomo- 
tive Engineers of Woodsville, N. H., and resolution of Railroad 
Telegraphers, Division No. 45, of New Hampshire, upon railroad 
rate legislation—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. DEEMER: Petition of C. C. Wright and others, of 
Williamsport, Pa., favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 7 

By Mr. FLACK: Papers to accompany bill increasing the 
pension of Charles W. Renell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. i 

Also, papers to accompany bill to eorrect the military record 
of Daniel O’Brien—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to William 
Brown, alias Daniel Mulligan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. â 

By Mr. FOWLER: Petition of the Woman’s Club of West- 


field, N: J., for preservation of Niagara Falls, New York—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: Papers to accompany bill 
correcting the military record of Jacob Betzer—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. — : 

Also, petition of Melvin T. Edmonds, of Coldwater, Mich., 
asking for increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. , =u? 

Also, petition to correct military record of Henry Myers, of 
Battlecreek, Mich.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 4 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William Burmingham, of Albion, Mich.—to the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. b 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Alonzo F. Water- 
bury, helpless son of late Henry W. Waterbury, of Reading, 
Mich.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Corne- 
lius A. Hollenbeck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 3 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Hickford L. Car- 
rier, of Brookfield, Mich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany -bill for the relief of George 
Abblerback—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Pittsburg Plate Glass 
Company, and others, of Pittsburg, Pa., for a law providing for 
two classes of mail matter only—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Hall of J. C. Winower Council, No. 618, of 
Pennsylvania, and Hall of Hoboken Council, No. 384, of Penn- 
sylvania, for a law restricting immigration—to the Committ 
on Immigration and Naturalization. : : 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of citizens of Lancaster, Ohio 
praying for further restriction of immigration; also, resolutions 
of the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., concerning admis- 
sion of Chinese—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Edward Duffy 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas Lowry— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolution of C. J. Bassett Post, No. 
56, of Allegan, Mich., for an amendment to the pension laws— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Woodmen Grange, No. 610, of Gobleyille, 
Mich., in support of a parcels post—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Resolutions of Division No. 45 of Rail- 
road Telegraphers, and Division No. 106, Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers, against conferring additional powers upon the 
Interstate Commerce Commission to fix freight rates—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Protestant churches of St. Johnsbury, 
Vt., in favor of an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Council No. 41, Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics, of Newport, Vt., in favor of further re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of Mr. A. Miller, ask- 
ing for special pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of C. H. Conley, asking for a special pension 
act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of James A. Spraul, asking for a special pension 
act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Harriet E. Grogan, asking for special pen- - 
sion legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Andrew H. Nichols, asking for special pen- 
sion legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also petition of Emma Rowe, widow of Charles Rowe, asking 
for special pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Robert Hopkins, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the general assembly of Connecticut, for 
uniform laws on marriage and divorce—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. zd 

Also, petitions of Council No. 6 and Council No. 12, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Bridgeport, Conn., favor- 
ing restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of business men of Byron, IIL, 
against a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of Abraham Lincoln Council, No. 
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2, of California, Junior Order United American Mechanics, in 
favor of the restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of the Merchants’ Exchange of San Fran- 


cisco, Cal., in regard to the Chinese boycott of American prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of numerous merchants and mercantile firms of 
San Francisco, Cal., in favor of amendments of the postal laws 
so as to provide for two classes of mail matter only—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., in respect to the regulation of railroad freight rates 
and enlargement of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of El Capitan Division, No. 115, Order of 
Railway Conductors, against granting the Interstate Commerce 
Commission power to regulate railroad freight rates—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of sundry San Francisco merchants, against 
granting the Interstate Commerce Commission power to fix rail- 
road freight rates—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of San Francisco retail grocers, against placing 
a duty on tea and coffee—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of the peace convention of the 
Shakers of Mount Lebanon, August 31, 1905, against wars be- 
tween nations, and for international arbitration for settlement 
of all disputes—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry 
Jaques—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mary I. Lester—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of J. B. Van Patten— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition and papers of Mary A. Albright, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition and papers of Francis M. Beebe, for an in- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition and papers of Martin Braun, for an increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of Rock Council, No. 54, of Glen- 
rock; Susquehanna Council, of Wrightville; Moss Rose Council, 
of Seven Valleys; Colonial Council, of York, and Hauer Council, 
of Spring Grove, all in Pennsylvania, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Papers to accompany bills granting 
pensions to Mary L. Houghtalling, Edward Coward, Martin V. 
Butler, and Ada Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase the pension of 
Amanda M. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MAHON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Par- 
mer Stewart, of Huntingdon, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: Petition of Council No. 2, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Alton, III., 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Central Labor Union of Mattoon, III., 
against employment of Japanese and Asiatic laborers on the 
Panama Canal—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Retail Groters’ Association, against a 
duty on tea—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Decatur Retail Grocers’ Association, 
against a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Reads. 

Also, petition of the Journeyman Tailors’ Union of America, 
of Champaign, III., favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of William H. Smith, of Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Rachel E. Ware, 
of Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OPJEN: Petition of Ed West and others, for a law 
restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Petitions of Spring- 
ville Council, No. 659, of Arts; William Valley Council, No. 317, 
of Tower City; Grier City Council, No. 385, of Grier City; 
Webster Council, No. 23, of Schuylkill Haven, and Jennings 
Council, No, 367, of Shenandoah, all in Pennsylvania, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization, 


By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany 
resolution favoring enlargement of the sale of cotton products 
in foreign markets—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Petition of the American members of 
the Education Association of China, relative to Chinese stu- 
dents—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the board of trustees of the New York State 
Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, urging reestablishment of the can- 
teen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Trades League of Philadelphia, for 
legislation permitting admission of Chinese visitors and travel- 
ers not of cooly class—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Nome Chamber of Commerce, for repre- 
ese: of Alaska in Congress—to the Committee on the Terri- 
ories. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the East Buffalo Live Stock Asso- 
ciation, for Government regulation of railway rates—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Local Union No. 43, Brotherhood of Paint- 
ers and Paper Hangers, of Buffalo, relative to wood alcohol! 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the board of trustees of the Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Home, of Bath, N. Y., favoring reestablishment of the 
canteen at the Home for the sale of malt liquors only—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion of Winnifred E. Lewis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of residents of Frankfort, N. Y., favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Selden C. Cola- 
bridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mrs. Cyrene Gard- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Samuel Read Lodge, Knights of Pythias, No. 
378, of Utica, N. X., favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SIMS: Petition of R. A. Harris and others, for a 
law restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of J. P. Swayze, sec- 
retary for Davisburg Grange, Andersonville, Mich., advocating 
treaties with France, Russia, Switzerland, and Austria-Hungary 
relative to such tariff laws as shall best suit the agricultural 
interests of Michigan in the export trade to said countries—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Flint River Baptist Association, for bet- 
terment of conditions in the Kongo Free State—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WEBB: Petitions of Cannonsville Council, No. 25, 
of Concord; Maiden Council, No. 88, of Maiden, and Gastonia 
Council, No. 68, all in North Carolina, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, for restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petitions of Summers Council, No. 
150; Newton Council, No. 75; White Pine Council, No. 8, and 
Tanner Council, No. 87, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, all in West Virginia, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
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Tourspay, December 5, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. HALE. 

ALEXANDER S. CLAY, a Senator from the State of Georgia, 
and SAMUEL D. McENERY, a Senator from the State of Lou- 
isiana, appeared in their seats to-day. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SENATOR FROM CONNECTICUT. 


Mr, BULKELEY presented the credentials of Frank B. Bran- 
degee, chosen by the legislature of the State of Connecticut a 
Senator from that State for the unexpired portion of the term 
beginning March 4, 1903; which were read and ordered to be 
filed. 

Mr. BULKELEY. My colleague is present, and I ask that he 
be sworn. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The Senator-elect will present him- 
self at the desk and take the oath prescribed by law. 5 

Mr. Brandegee was escorted to the Vice- President's desk 3 
Mr. BULKELEY; and the oath prescribed by law having ‘been 
administered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


WILLIAM J. Brow NIN, the Chief Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, appeared and delivered the following message: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the House of Representatives 
te inform the Senate that a quorum of the House of Representa- 
tives has assembled; that Josera G. CANNON, a Representative 
from the State of Illinois, has been elected Speaker; that ALEX- 
ANDER McDoweE LL, a citizen of the State of Pennsylvania, has 
been elected Clerk, and that the House is ready for business. 

Also, that a committee of three was appointed by the Speaker 
on the part of the House of Representatives to join the commit- 
tee appointed on the part of the Senate to wait on the President 
of the United States and notify him that a quorum of the two 
Houses has assembled and that Congress is ready to receive any 
communication he may be pleased to make, and that Mr. Mc- 
CLEARY of Minnesota, Mr. Lirraver of New York, and Mr. Wu- 
LIAMS of Mississippi were appointed such committee on the part 
of the House. 

The message further communicated to the Senate resolutions 
passed by the House commemorative of the life and public sery- 
ices of Hon. ORVILLE HircHcock PLATT, late a Senator from the 
State of Connecticut. 

The message also communicated to the Senate intelligence of 
the death of Hon. BENJAMIN F. Mans, late a Representative 
from the State of Illinois, and transmitted resolutions of the 
House thereon. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. ALLISON and Mr. MORGAN, the committee appointed 
to wait upon the President of the United States, appeared; and 

Mr. ALLISON said: Mr. President, the committee appointed 
by the Senate, together with a similar committee from the 
House of Representatives, have discharged the duty im 
upon them by waiting upon the President of the United States 
and informing him that the two Houses of Congress are in ses- 
sion and ready to receive any communication he may have to 
make. The President extended his cordial greetings individu- 
ally to the Members and also to the Congress, and informed us 
that he would communicate immediately in writing. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 
Mr. PROCTOR was, on his own motion, excused from further 
service upon the Committee on Military Affairs. 
PRESIDENT'S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


Mr. B. F. Barnes, one of the secretaries of the President of 
the United States, appeared and said: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the President of the United 
States to deliver to the Senate several messages in writing. 

The messages were received from the secretary and handed to 
the Vice-President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the annual message of the President of the United States, which 
the Secretary will read. 

The Secretary (CHARLES G. BENNETT) read the message, as 
follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


The people of this country continue to enjoy great prosperity. 
Undoubtedly there will be ebb and flow in such prosperity, and 
this ebb and flow will be felt more or less by all members of the 
community, both by the deserving and the undeserving. Against 
the wrath of the Lord the wisdom of man can not avail; in 
times of flood or drought human ingenuity can but partially re- 
pair the disaster. A general failure of crops would hurt all of 
us. Again, if the folly of man mars the general well-being, then 
those who are innocent of the folly will have to pay part of the 
penalty incurred by those who are guilty of the folly. A panic 
brought on by the speculative folly of part of the business com- 
munity would hurt the whole business community. But such 
sioppage of welfare, though it might be severe, would not be 
lasting. In the long run the one vital factor in the permanent 
prosperity of the country is the high individual character of the 
average American worker, the average American citizen, no mat- 
ter whether his work be mental or. manual, whether he be 
farmer or wage-worker, business man or professional man, 

In our industrial and social system the interests of all men are 
so closely intertwined that in the immense majority of cases a 
straight-dealing man who by his efficiency, by his ingenuity and 
industry, benefits himself must also benefit others. Normally 
the man of great productive capacity who becomes rich by guid- 
ing the labor of many other men does so by enabling them to 
produce more than they could produce without his guidance; 
and both he and they share in the benefit, which comes also to 
the public at large. The superficial fact that the sharing may 
be unequal must never blind us to the underlying fact that there 
is this sharing, and that the benefit comes in some degree to each 


man concerned. Normally the wage-worker, the man of small 
means, and the average consumer, as well as the average pro- 
ducer, are all alike helped by making conditions such that the 
man of exceptional business ability receives an exceptional re- 
ward for his ability. Something can be done by legislation to 
help the general prosperity; but no such help of a permanently 
beneficial character can be given to the less able and less fortu- 
nate, save as the results of a policy which shall inure to the ad- 
yantage of all industrious and efficient people who act decently ; 
and this is only another way of saying that any benefit which 
comes to the less able and less fortunate must of necessity come 
even more to the more able and more fortunate. If, therefore, 
the less fortunate man is moved by envy of his more fortunate 
brother to strike at the conditions under which they have both, 
though unequally, prospered, the result will assuredly be that 
while damage may come to the one struck at, it will visit with 
an even heavier load the one who strikes the blow. Taken as a 
whole we must all go up or go down together. 
CORPORATIONS. 


Yet, while not merely admitting, but insisting upon this, it is 
also true that where there is no governmental restraint or super- 
vision some of the exceptional men use their energies not in 
ways that are for the common good, but in ways which tell 
against this common good. The fortunes amassed through cor- 
porate organization are now so large, and vest such power in 
those that wield them, as to make it a matter of necessity to 
give to the sovereign—that is, to the Government, which repre- 
sents the people as a whole—some effective power of supervi- 
sion over their corporate use. In order to insure a healthy 
social and industrial life, every big corporation should be held 
responsible by, and be accountable to, some sovereign strong 
enough to control its conduct. I am in no sense hostile to 
corporations. This is an age of combination, and any effort to 
prevent all combination will be not only useless, but in the end 
vicious, because of the contempt for law which the failure to 
enforce law inevitably produces. We should, moreover, recog- 
nize in cordial and ample fashion the immense good effected by 
corporate agencies in a country such as ours, and the wealth of 
intellect, energy, and fidelity devoted to their service, and there- 
fore normally to the service of the public, by their officers and 
directors. The corporation has come to stay, just as the trade 
union has come to stay. Each can do and has done great good. 
Each should be favored so long as it does good. But each 
should be sharply checked where it acts against law and 
justice. 

So long as the finances of the Nation are kept upon an honest 
basis no other question of internal economy with which the 
Congress has the power to deal begins to approach in im- 
portance the matter of endeavoring to secure proper industrial 
conditions under which the individuals—and especially the 
great corporations—doing an interstate business are to act. 
The makers of our National Constitution provided especially 
that the regulation of interstate commerce should come within 
the sphere of the General Government. The arguments in favor 
of their taking this stand were even them overwhelming. But 
they are far stronger to-day, in view of the enormous develop- 
ment of great business agencies, usually corporate in form. 
Experience has shown conclusively that it is useless to try to get 
any adequate regulation and supervision of these great corpora- 
tions by State action. Such regulation and supervision can 
only be effectively exercised by a sovereign whose jurisdiction 
is coextensive with the field of work of the corporations—that 
is, by the National Government. I believe that this regulation 
and supervision can be obtained by the enactment of law by the 
Congress. If this proves impossible, it will certainly be nec- 
essary ultimately to confer in fullest form such power upon the 
National Government by a proper amendment of the Constitu- 
tion. It would obviously be unwise to endeavor to secure such 
an amendment until it is certain that the result can not be 
obtained under the Constitution as it now is. The laws of the 
Congress and of the several States hitherto, as passed upon by 
the courts, have resulted more often in showing that the States 
have no power in the matter than that the National Govern- 
ment has power; so that there at present exists a very unfor- 
tunate condition of things, under which these great corporations 
doing an interstate business occupy the position of subjects 
without a sovereign, neither any State government nor the 
National Government having effective control over them. Our 
steady aim should be by legislation, cautiously and carefully 
undertaken, but resolutely persevered in, to assert the sov- 
ereignty of the National Government by affirmative action. 

This is only in form an innovation, In substance it is merely 
a restoration; for from the earliest time such regulation of in- 
dustrial activities has been recognized in the action of the law- 
making bodies; and all that I propose is to meet the changed 
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conditions in such manner as will prevent the Commonwealth 
abdicating the power it has always possessed, not only in this 
country but also in England before and since this country 
became a separate Nation. 

It has been a misfortune that the national laws on this sub- 
ject have hitherto been of a negative or prohibitive rather than 
an affirmative kind, and still more that they have in part 
sought to prohibit what could not be effectively prohibited, and 
have in part in their prohibitions confounded what should be 
allowed and what should not be allowed. It is generally useless 
to try to prohibit all restraint on competition, whether this 
restraint be reasonable or unreasonable; and where it is not 
useless it is generally hurtful. Events have shown that it is 
not possible adequately to secure the enforcement of any law of 
this kind by incessant appeal to the courts. The Department of 
Justice has for the last four years devoted more attention to 
the enforcement of the antitrust legislation than to anything 
else. Much has been accomplished; particularly marked has 
been the moral effect of the prosecutions; but it is increasingly 
evident that there will be a very insufficient beneficial result in 
the way of economic change. The successful prosecution of one 
device to evade the law immediately develops another device to 
accomplish the same purpose. What is needed is not sweeping 
prohibition of every arrangement, good or bad, which may tend 
to restrict competition, but such adequate supervision and regu- 
lation as will prevent any restriction of competition from being 
to the detriment of the public—as well as such supervision and 
regulation as will prevent other abuses in no way connected 
with restriction of competition. Of these abuses, perhaps the 
chief, although by no means the only one, is overcapitalization— 
generally itself the result of dishonest promotion—because of 
the myriad evils it brings in its train; for such overcapitaliza- 
tion often means an inflation that invites business panic; it 
always conceals the true relation of the profit earned to the 
capital actually invested, and it creates a burden of interest 
payments which is a fertile cause of improper reduction in or 
limitation of wages: it damages the small inyestor, discourages 
thrift, and encourages gambling and speculation; while perhaps 
worst of all is the trickiness and dishonesty which it implies— 
for harm to morals is worse than any possible harm to material 
interests, and the debauchery of politics and business by great 
dishonest corporations is far worse than any actual material 
evil they do the public. Until the National Government obtains, 
in some manner which the wisdom of the Congress may suggest, 
proper control oyer the big corporations engaged in interstate 
commerce—that is, over the great majority of the big corpora- 
tions—it will be impossible to deal adequately with these evils. 

I am well aware of the difficulties of the legislation that I am 
suggesting, and of the need of temperate and cautious action in 
securing it. I should emphatically protest against improperly 
radical or hasty action. The first thing to do is to deal with the 
great corporations engaged in the business of interstate trans- 
portation. As I said in my Message of December 6 last, the im- 
mediate and most pressing need, so far as legislation is con- 
cerned, is the enactment into law of some scheme to secure to 
the agents of the Government such supervision and regulation 
of the rates charged by the railroads of the country engaged in 
interstate traffic as shall summarily and effectively prevent the 
imposition of unjust or unreasonable rates. It must include 
putting a complete stop to rebates in every shape and form. 
This power to regulate rates, like all similar powers over the 
business world, should be exercised with moderation, caution, 
and self-restraint; but it should exist, so that it can be effect- 
ively exercised when the need arises. 

The first consideration to be kept in mind is that the power 
should be affirmative and should be given to some administrative 
body created by the Congress. If given to the present Interstate 
Commerce Commission or to a reorganized Interstate Commerce 
Commission, such commission should be made unequivocally 
administrative. I do not believe in the Government interfering 
with private business more than is necessary. I do not believe 
in the Government undertaking any work which can with pro- 
priety be left in private hands. But neither do I believe in the 
Government flinching from overseeing any work when it be- 
comes evident that abuses are sure to obtain therein unless there 
is governmental supervision. It is not my province to indicate 
the exact terms of the law which should be enacted; but I call 
the attention of the Congress to certain existing conditions with 
which it is desirable to deal. In my judgment the most impor- 
tant provision which such law should contain is that conferring 
upon some competent administrative body the power to decide, 
upon the case being brought before it, whether a given rate pre- 
scribed by a railroad is reasonable and just, and if it is found to 
be unreasonable and unjust, then, after full investigation of the 
complaint, to prescribe the limit of rate beyond which it shall 


not be lawful to go—the maximum reasonable rate, as it is com- 
monly called—this decision to go into effect within a reasonable 
time and to obtain from thence onward, subject to review by the 
courts. It sometimes happens at present, not that a rate is too 
high but that a favored shipper is given too low a rate. In such 
case the Commission would have the right to fix this already 
established minimum rate as the maximum, and it would need 
only one or two such decisions by the Commission to cure rail- 
road companies of the practice of giving improper minimum 
rates. I call your attention to the fact that my proposal is not 
to give the Commission power to initiate or originate rates gen- 
erally, but to regulate a rate already fixed or originated by the 
roads, upon complaint and after investigation. A heavy penalty 
should be exacted from any corporation which fails to respect 
an order of the Commission. I regard this power to establish a 
maximum rate as being essential to any scheme of real reform 
in the matter of railway regulation. The first necessity is to 
secure it; and unless it is granted to the Commission there is 
little use in touching the subject at all. 

Illegal transactions often occur under the forms of law. It 
has often occurred that a shipper has been told by a traffic 
officer to buy a large quantity of some commodity and then 
after it has been bought an open reduction is made in the rate 
to take effect immediately, the arrangement resulting to the 
profit of the one shipper and the one railroad and to the dam- 
age of all their competitors; for it must not be forgotten that 
the big shippers are at least as much to blame as any railroad 
in the matter of rebates. The law should make it clear so that 
nobody can fail to understand that any kind of commission 
paid on freight shipments, whether in this form or in the form 
of fictitious damages, or of a concession, a free pass, reduced 
passenger rate, or payment of brokerage, is illegal, It is worth 
while considering whether it would not be wise to confer on the 
Government the right of civil action against the beneficiary of 
a rebate for at least twice the value of the rebate; this would 
help stop what is really blackmail. Elevator allowances should 
be stopped, for they have now grown to such an extent that they 
are demoralizing and are used as rebates. 

The best possible regulation of rates would, of course, be that 
regulation secured by an honest agreement among the railroads 
themselves to carry out the law. Such a general agreement 
would, for instance, at once put a stop to the efforts of any one 
big shipper or big railroad to discriminate against or secure 
advantages over some rival; and such agreement would make 
the railroads themselves agents for enforcing the law. The 
power vested in the Government to put a stop to agreements 
to the detriment of the public should, in my judgment, be ac- 
companied by power to permit, under specified conditions and 
careful supervision, agreements clearly in the interest of the 
public. But, in my judgment, the necessity for giving this 
further power is by no means as great as the necessity for 
giving the Commission or administrative body the other powers 
I have enumerated above; and it may well be inadvisable to 
attempt to vest this particular power in the Commission or 
other administrative body until it already possesses and is 
exercising what I regard as by far the most important of all 
the powers I recommend—as indeed the vitally important 
power—that to fix a given maximum rate, which rate, after 
the lapse of a reasonable time, goes into full effect, subject to 
review by the courts. 

All private-car lines, industrial roads, refrigerator charges, 
and the like should be expressly put under the supervision of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission or some similar body so 
far as rates, and agreements practically affecting rates, are con- 
cerned. The private-car owners and the owners of industrial 
railroads are entitled to a fair and reasonable compensation on 
their investment, but neither private cars nor industrial rail- 
roads nor spur tracks should be utilized as devices for securing 
preferential rates, A rebate in icing charges, or in mileage, or 
in a division of the rate for refrigerating charges is just as 
pernicious as a rebate in any other way. No lower rate should 
apply on goods imported than actually obtains on domestic 
goods from the American seaboard to destination except in 
cases where water competition is the controlling influence. 
There should be publicity of the accounts of common carriers; 
no common carrier engaged in interstate business should keep 
any books or memoranda other than those reported pursuant to 
law or regulation, and these books or memoranda should be open 
to the inspection of the Government. Only in this way can 
violations or evasions of the law be surely detected. A system 
of examination of railroad accounts should be provided similar 
to that now conducted into the national banks by the bank exam- 
iners; a few first-class railroad accountants, if they had proper 
direction and. proper authority to inspect books and papers, 
could accomplish much in preventing willful -violations of the 
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law. It would not be necessary for them to examine into the 
accounts of any railroad unless for good reasons they were 
directed to do so by the Interstate Commerce Commission. It 
is greatly to be desired that some way might be found by which 
an agreement as to transportation within a State intended to 
operate as a fraud upon the Federal interstate commerce laws 
could be brought under the jurisdiction of the Federal author- 
ities. At present it occurs that large shipments of interstate 
traffic are controlled by concessions on purely State business, 
which of course amounts to an evasion of the law. The Commis- 
sion should have power to enforce fair treatment by the great 
trunk lines of lateral and branch lines. 

I urge upon the Congress the need of providing for expe- 
ditious action by the Interstate Commerce Commission in all 
these matters, whether in regulating rates for transportation or 
for storing or for handling property or commodities in transit. 
The history of the cases litigated under the present commerce 
act shows that its efficacy has been to a great degree destroyed 
by the weapon of delay, almost the most formidable weapon in 
the hands of those whose purpose it is to violate the law. 

Let me most earnestly say that these recommendations are not 
made in any spirit of hostility to the railroads. On ethical 
grounds, on grounds of right, such hostility would be intolera- 
ble; and on grounds of mere national self-interest we must re- 
member that such hostility would tell against the welfare not 
merely of some few rich men, but of a multitude of small invest- 
ors, a multitude of railway employees, wage-workers; and 
most severely against the interest of the public as a whole. I 
believe that on the whole our railroads have done well and not 
ill; but the railroad men who wish to do well should not be ex- 
posed to competition with those who haye no such desire, and 
the only way to secur¢ this end is to give to some Government 
tribunal the power to see that justice is done by the unwilling 
exactly as it is gladly done by the willing. Moreover, if some 
Government body is given increased power the effect will be to 
furnish authoritative answer on behalf of the railroad whenever 
irrational clamor against it is raised, or whenever charges made 
against it are disproved. I ask this legislation not only in the 
interest of the public but in the interest of the honest railroad 
man and the honest shipper alike, for it is they who are chiefly 
jeoparded by the practices of their dishonest competitors. This 
legislation should be enacted in a spirit as remote as possible 
from hysteria and rancor. If we of the American body politic 
are true to the traditions we have inherited we shall always 
scorn any effort to make us hate any man because he is rich, 
just as much as we should scorn any effort to make us look down 
upon or treat contemptuously any man because he is poor. We 
judge a man by his conduct—that is, by his character—and not 
by his wealth or intellect. If he makes his fortune honestly, 
there is no just cause of quarrel with him. Indeed, we have 
nothing but the kindliest feelings of admiration for the success- 
ful business man who behaves decently, whether he has made 
his success by building or managing a railroad or by shipping 
goods over that railroad. The big railroad men and big ship- 
pers are simply Americans of the ordinary type who have devel- 
oped to an extraordinary degree certain great business qualities. 
They are neither better nor worse than their fellow-citizens of 
smaller means. They are merely more able in certain lines and 
therefore exposed to certain peculiarly strong temptations. 
These temptations have not sprung newly into being; the excep- 
tionally successful among mankind have always been exposed to 
them; but they have grown amazingly in power as a result of 
the extraordinary development of industrialism along new lines, 
and under these new conditions, which the lawmakers of old 
could not foresee and therefore could not provide against, they 
have become so serious and menacing as to demand entirely 
new remedies. It is in the interest of the best type of railroad 
man and the best type of shipper no less than of the public that 
there should be governmental supervision and regulation of these 
great business operations, for the same reason that it is in the 
interest of the corporation which wishes to treat its employees 
aright that there should be an effective employers’ liability act, 
or an effective system of factery laws to prevent the abuse of 
women and children. All such legislation frees the corporation 
that wishes to do well from being driven into doing ill, in order 
to compete with its rival, which prefers to do ill. We desire to 
set up a moral standard. There can be no delusion more fatal 
to the Nation than the delusion that the standard of profits, of 
business prosperity, is sufficient in judging any business or polit- 
ical question—from rate legislation to municipal government. 
Business success, whether for the individual or for the Nation, 
is a good thing only so far as it is accompanied by and develops 
a high standard of conduct—honor, integrity, civic courage. The 
kind of business prosperity that blunts the standard of honor, 
that puts an inordinate value on mere wealth, that makes a man 


ruthless and conscienceless in trade and weak and cowardly in 
citizenship, is not a good thing at all, but a very bad thing for 
the Nation. This Government stands for manhood first and for 
business only as an adjunct of manhood. 

The question of transportation lies at the root of all industrial 
success, and the revolution in transportation which has taken 
place during the last half century has been the most important 
factor in the growth of the new industrial conditions. Most 
emphatically we do not wish to see the man of great talents 
refused the reward for his talents. Still less do we wish to see 
him penalized; but we do desire to see the system of railroad 
transportation so handled that the strong man shall be given no 
advantage over the weak man. We wish to insure as fair treat- 
ment for the small town as for the big city; for the small shipper 
as for the big shipper. In the old days the highway of com- 
merce, whether by water or by a road on land, was open to all; 
it belonged to the public and the traffic along it was free. At 
present the railway is this highway, and we must do our best to 
see that it is kept open to all on equal terms. Unlike the old 
highway it is a very difficult and complex thing to manage, and 
it is far better that it should be managed by private individuals 
than by the Government. But it can only be so managed on 
condition that justice is done the public. It is because, in my 
judgment, public ownership of railroads is highly undesirable 
and would probably in this country entail far-reaching disaster, 
that I wish to see such supervision and regulation of them in the 
interest of the public as will make it evident that there is no 
need for public ownership. The opponents of Government 
regulation dwell upon the difficulties to be encountered and the 
intricate and involved nature of the problem. Their contention 
is true. It is a complicated and delicate problem, and all kinds 
of difficulties are sure to arise in connection with any plan of 
solution, while no plan will bring all the benefits hoped for by its 
more optimistic adherents. Moreover, under any healthy plan, 
the benefits will develop gradually and not rapidly. Finally, 
we must clearly understand that the public servants who are to 
do this peculiarly responsible and delicate work must themselves 
be of the highest type both as regards integrity and efficiency. 
They must be well paid, for otherwise able men can not in the 
long run be secured; and they must possess a lofty probity 
which will revolt as quickly at the thought of pandering to any 
gust of popular prejudice against rich men as at the thought of 
anything even remotely resembling subserviency to rich men. 
But while I fully admit the difficulties in the way, I do not for a 
moment admit that these difficulties warrant us in stopping in 
our effort to secure a wise and just system. They should have 
no other effect than to spur us on to the exercise of the resolu- 
tion, the even-handed justice, and the fertility of resource, 
which we like to think of as typically American, and which will 
in the end achieve good results in this as in other fields of 
activity. The task is a great one and underlies the task of 
dealing with the whole industrial problem. But the fact that it 
is a great problem does not warrant us in shrinking from the 
attempt to solve it. At present we face such utter lack of 
supervision, such freedom from the restraints of law, that excel- 
lent men have often been literally forced into doing what they 
deplored because otherwise they were left at the mercy of- 
unscrupulous competitors. To rail at and assail the men who 
have done as they best could under such conditions accomplishes 
little. What we need to do is to develop an orderly system; 
and such a system can only come through the gradually 
increased exercise of the right of efficient Government control. 


SAFETY APPLIANCES, 


In my annual Message to the Fifty-eighth Congress, at its 
third session, I called attention to the necessity for legislation 
requiring the use of block signals upon railroads engaged in 
interstate commerce. The number of serious collisions upon 
unblocked roads that have occurred within the past year adds 
force to the recommendation then made. The Congress should 
provide, by appropriate legislation, for the introduction of block 
signals upon all railroads engaged in interstate commerce at the 
earliest practicable date, as a measure of increased safety to 
the traveling public. 

Through decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States 
and the lower Federal courts in cases brought before them for 
adjudication the safety-appliance law has been materially 
strengthened, and the Government has been enabled to secure 
its effective enforcement in almost all cases, with the result 
that the condition of railroad equipment throughout the country 
is much improved and railroad employees perform their duties 
under safer conditions than heretofore. The Government’s 
most effective aid in arriving at this result has been its inspec- 
tion service, and that these improved conditions are not more 
general is due to the insufficient number of inspectors employed. 
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The inspection service has fully demonstrated its usefulness, 

and in appropriating for its maintenance the Congress should 

make provision for an increase in the number of inspectors. 
HOURS OF LABOR OF RAILROAD EMPLOYEES. 

The excessive hours of labor to which railroad employees in 
train service are in many cases subjected is also a matter which 
may well engage the serious attention of the Congress. The 
strain, both mental and physical, upon those who are engaged 
in the movement and operation of railroad trains under modern 
conditions is perhaps greater than that which exists in any 
other industry, and if there are any reasons for limiting by law 
the hours of labor in any employment, they certainly apply with 
peculiar force to the employment of those upon whose vigilance 
and alertness in the performance of their duties the safety of 
all who travel by rail depends. 

EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY LAW. 

In my annual Message to the Fifty-seventh Congress, at its 
second session, I recommended the passage of an Employers’ 
Liability Law for the District of Columbia and in our navy- 
yards. I renewed that recommendation in my Message to the 
Fifty-eighth Congress, at its second session, and further sug- 
gested the appointment of a commission to make a comprehen- 
sive study of employers’ liability, with a view to the enactment 
of a wise and constitutional law covering the subject, applicable 
to all industries within the scope of the Federal power. I hope 
that such a law will be prepared and enacted as speedily as 
possible. . 

LABOR. 

The National Government has as a rule but little occasion to 
deal with the formidable group of problems connected more or 
less directly with what is known as the labor question, for in 
the great majority of cases these problems must be dealt with 
by the State and municipal authorities and not by the National 
Government. The National Government has control of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, however, and it should see to it that the City 
of Washington is made a model city in all respects, both as 
regards parks, public playgrounds, proper regulation of the sys- 
tem of housing so as to do away with the evils of alley tene- 
ments, a proper system of education, a proper system of dealing 
with truancy and juvenile offenders, a proper handling of the 
charitable work of the District. Moreover, there should be 
proper factory laws to prevent all abuses in the employment of 
women and children in the District. These will be useful 
chiefly as object lessons, but eyen this limited amount of useful- 
ness would be of real national value. 

There has been demand for depriving courts of the power to 
issue injunctions in labor disputes. Such special limitation of 
the equity powers of our courts would be most unwise. It is 
true that some judges haye misused this power; but this does 
not justify a denial of the power any more than an improper ex- 
ercise of the power to call a strike by a labor leader would justify 
the denial of the right to strike. The remedy is to regulate the 
procedure by requiring the judge to give due notice to the ad- 
verse parties before granting the writ, the hearing to be ex parte 
if the adverse party does not appear at the time and place 
ordered. What is due notice must depend upon the facts of the 
case; it should not be used as a pretext to permit violation of 
law, or the jeopardizing of life or property. Of course, this 
would not authorize the issuing of a restraining order or injunc- 
tion in any case in which it is not already authorized by exist- 
ing law. : 

I renew the recommendation I made in my last annual Mes- 
sage for an investigation by the Department of Commerce and 
Labor of general labor conditions, especial attention to be paid 
to the conditions of child labor and child-labor legislation in the 
several States. Such an investigation should take into account 
the various problems with which the question of child labor is 
connected. It is true that these problems can be actually met 
in most cases only by the States themselves, but it would be well 
for the Nation to endeavor to secure and publish comprehensive 
information as to the conditions of the labor of children in the 
different States, so as to spur up those that are behindhand, and 
to secure approximately uniform Jegislation of a high character 
among the several States. In such a Republic as ours the one 
thing that we can not afford to neglect is the problem of turning 
out decent citizens. The future of the Nation depends upon the 
citizenship of the generations to come; the children of to-day 
are those who to-morrow will shape the destiny of our land, and 
we can not afford to neglect them. The legislature of Colorado 
has recommended that the National Government provide some 
general measure for the protection from abuse of children and 
dumb animals throughout the United States. I lay the matter 
before you for what I trust will be your favorable consideration. 

The Department of Commerce and Labor should also make a 
thorough investigation of the conditions of women in industry. 
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Over five million American women are now engaged in gainful 
occupations; yet there is an almost complete dearth of data 
upon which to base any trustworthy conclusions as regards a 
subject as important as it is vast and complicated. There is 
need of full knowledge on which to base action looking toward 
State and municipal legislation for the protection of working 
women. The introduction of women into industry is working 
change and disturbance in the domestic and social life of the 
Nation. The decrease in marriage, and especially in the birth 
rate, has been coincident with it. We must face accomplished 
facts, and the adjustment to factory conditions must be made; 
but surely it can be made with less friction and less harmful 
effects on family life than is now the case. This whole matter 
in reality forms one of the greatest sociological phenomena of 
our time; it is a social question of the first importance, of far 
greater importance than any merely political or economic ques- 
tion can be; and to solve it we need ample data, gathered in a 
espe and scientific spirit in the course of an exhaustive investi- 
gation. 

In any great labor disturbance not only are employer and 
employee interested, but also a third party—the general public. 
Every considerable labor difficulty in which interstate commerce 
is involved should be investigated by the Government and the 
facts officially reported to the public. 

The question of securing a healthy, self-respecting, and mutu- 
ally sympathetic attitude as betweeen employer and employee, 
capitalist and wage-worker, is a difficult one. All phases of the 
labor problem prove difficult when approached. But the under- 
lying principles, the root principles, in accordance with which 
the problem must be solved are entirely simple. We can get jus- 
tice and right dealing only if we put as of paramount importance 
the principle of treating a man on his worth as a man rather 
than with reference to his social position, his occupation, or the 
class to which he belongs. There are selfish and brutal men in 
all ranks of life. If they are capitalists their selfishness and 
brutality may take the form of hard indifference to suffering, 
greedy disregard of every moral restraint which interferes with 
the accumulation of wealth, and cold-blooded exploitation of the 
weak; or, if they are laborers, the form of laziness, of sullen 
envy of the more fortunate, and of willingness to perform deeds 
of murderous violence. Such conduct is just as reprehensible 
in one case as in the other, and all honest and farseeing men 
should join in warring against it wherever it becomes manifest. 
Individual capitalist and individual wage-worker, corporation 
and union, are alike entitled to the protection of the law, and 
must alike obey the law. Moreover, in addition to mere obedi- 
ence to the law, each man, if he be really a good citizen, must 
show broad sympathy for his neighbor and genuine desire to 
look at any question arising between them from the standpoint 
of that neighbor no less than from his own; and to this end it 
is essential that capitalist and wage-worker should consult freely 
one with the other, should each strive to bring closer the day 
when both shall realize that they are properly partners and not 
enemies. To approach the questions which inevitably arise be- 
tween them solely from the standpoint which treats each side in 
the mass as the enemy of the other side in the mass is both wicked 
and foolish. In the past the most direful among the influences 
which have brought about the downfall of republics has ever been 
the growth of the class spirit, the growth of the spirit which tends 
to make a man subordinate the welfare of the public as a whole 
to the welfare of the particular class to which he belongs, the 
substitution of loyalty to a class for loyalty to the nation. This 
inevitably brings about a tendency to treat each man not on his 
merits as an individual, but on his position as belonging to a 
certain class in the community. If such a spirit grows up in 
this Republic it will ultimately prove fatal to us, as in the past 
it has proved fatal to every community in which it has become 
dominant. Unless we continue to keep a quick and lively sense 
of the great fundamental truth that our concern is with the 
individual worth of the individual man, this Government can 
not permanently hold the place which it has achieved among the 
nations. The vital lines of cleavage among our people do not 
correspond, and indeed run at right angles to, the lines of cleay- 
age which divide occupation from occupation, which divide 
wage-workers from capitalists, farmers from bankers, men of 
small means from men of large means, men who live in the 
towns from men who live in the country; for the vital line of 
cleavage is the line which divides the honest man who tries to 
do well by his neighbor from the dishonest man who does ill by 
his neighbor. In other words, the standard we should establish 
is the standard of conduct, not the standard of occupation, of 
means, or of social position. It is the man’s moral quality, his 
attitude toward the great questions which concern all human- 
ity, his cleanliness of life, his power to do his duty toward him- 
self and toward others, which really count; and if we substi- 
tute for the standard of personal judgment which treats each man 
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according to his merits, another standard in accordance with 
which all men of one class are favored and all men of another 
class discriminated against, we shall do irreparable damage to 
the body politic. I believe that our people are too sane, too self- 
respecting, too fit for self-government, ever to adopt such an atti- 
tude. This Government is not and never shall be government 
by a plutocracy. This Government is not and never shall be 
government by a mob. It shall continue to be in the future 
what it has been in the past, a government based on the theory 
that each man, rich or poor, is to be treated simply and solely 
on his worth as a man, that all his personal and property rights 
are to be safeguarded, and that he is neither to wrong others 
nor to suffer wrong from others. 

The noblest of all forms of government is self-government; 
but it is also the most difficult. We who possess this priceless 
boon, and who desire to hand it on to our children and our 
children’s children, should ever bear in mind the thought so 
finely expressed by Burke: “ Men are qualified for civil liberty 
in exact proportion to their disposition to put moral chains upon 
their own appetites; in proportion as they are disposed to listen 
to the counsels of the wise and good in preference to the flattery 
of knaves. Society can not exist unless a controlling power 
upon will and appetite be placed somewhere, and the less of it 
there be within the more there must be without. It is ordained 
in the eternal constitution of things that men of intemperate 
minds can not be free. Their passions forge their fetters.” 

INSURANCE. 


The great insurance companies afford striking examples of 
corporations whose business has extended so far beyond the 
jurisdiction of the States which created them as_to preclude 
strict enforcement of supervision and regulation by the parent 
States. In my last annual Message I recommended “that the 
Congress carefully consider whether the power of the Bureau 
of Corporations can not constitutionally be extended to cover 
interstate transactions in insurance.” Recent events haye em- 
phasized the importance of an early and exhaustive considera- 
tion of this question, to see whether it is not possible to furnish 
better safeguards than the several States have been able to 
furnish against corruption of the flagrant kind which has been 
exposed. It has been only too clearly shown that certain of 
the men at the head of these large corporations take but small 
note of the ethical distinction between honesty and dishonesty ; 
they draw the line only this side of what may be called law- 
honesty, the kind of honesty necessary in order to avoid falling 
into the clutches of the law. Of course the only complete rem- 
edy for this condition must be found in an aroused public con- 
science, a higher sense of ethical conduct in the community at 
large, and especially among business men and in the great pro- 
fession of the law, and in the growth of a spirit which condemns 
all dishonesty, whether in rich man or in poor man, whether it 
takes the shape of bribery or of blackmail. But much can be 
done by legislation which is not only drastic but practical. 
There is need of a far stricter and more uniform regulation of the 
vast insurance interests of this country. The United States 
should in this respect follow the policy of other nations by pro- 
viding adequate national supervision of commercial interests 
which are clearly national in character. My predecessors have 
repeatedly recognized that the foreign business of these com- 
panies is an important part of our foreign commercial relations. 
During the Administrations of Presidents Cleveland, Harrison, 
and McKinley the State Department exercised its influence, 
through diplomatic channels, to prevent unjust discrimination 
by foreign countries against American insurance companies. 
These negotiations illustrated the propriety of the Congress 
recognizing the national character of insurance, for in the ab- 
sence of Federal legislation the State Department could only 
give expression to the wishes of the authorities of the several 
States, whose policy was ineffective through want of uni- 
formity. 

I repeat my previous recommendation that the Congress 
should also consider whether the Federal Government has any 
power or owes any duty with respect to domestic transactions 
in insurance of an interstate character. That State supervision 
has proved inadequate is generally conceded. The burden upon 
insurance companies, and therefore their policy holders, of con- 
fiicting regulations of many States, is unquestioned, while but 
little effective check is imposed upon any able and unscrupu- 
lous man who desires to exploit the company in his own interest 
at the expense of the policy holders and of the public., The in- 
ability of a State to regulate effectively insurance corporations 
created under the laws of other States and transacting the 
larger part of their business elsewhere is also clear. As a 
remedy for this evil of conflicting, ineffective, and yet burden- 
some regulations there has been for many years a widespread 
demand for Federal supervision. The Congress has already 


recognized that interstate insurance may be a proper subject 
for Federal legislation, for in creating the Bureau of Corpora- 
tions it authorized it to publish and supply useful information 
concerning interstate corporations, “including corporations en- 
gaged in insurance.” It is obvious that if the compilation of 
statistics be the limit of the Federal power, it is wholly ineffect- 
ive to regulate this form of commercial intercourse between 
the States, and as the insurance business has outgrown in mag- 
nitude the possibility of adequate State supervision, the Con- 
gress should carefully consider whether further legislation can 
be had. What is said above applies with equal force to fra- 
ternal and benevolent organizations which contract for life 
insurance. 
THE REVENUES. 


There is more need of stability than of the attempt to attain 
an ideal perfection in the methods of raising revenue; and the 
shock and strain to the business world certain to attend any 
serious change in these methods render such change inadvisable 
unless for grave reason. It is not possible to lay down any 
general rule by which to determine the moment when the rea- 
sons for will outweigh the reasons against such a change. Much 
must depend, not merely on the needs, but on the desires, of the 
people as a whole; for needs and desires are not necessarily 
identical. Of course no change can be made on lines beneficial 
to, or desired by, one section or one State only. There must be 
something like a general agreement among the citizens of the 
several States, as represented in the Congress, that the change 
is needed and desired in the interest of the people as a whole; 
and there should then be a sincere, intelligent, and disinterested 
effort to make it in such shape as will combine, so far as possi- 
ble, the maximum of good to the people at large with the mini- 
mum of necessary disregard for the special interests of localities 
or classes. But in time of peace the revenue must on the 
average, taking a series of years together, equal the expendi- 
tures or else the revenues must be increased. Last year there 
was a deficit. Unless our expenditures can be kept within the 
revenues then our revenue laws must be readjusted. It is as 
yet too early to attempt to outline what shape such a readjust- 
ment should take, for it is as yet too early to say whether 
there will be need for it. It should be considered whether it is 
not desirable that the tariff laws should provide for applying 
as against or in favor of any other nation maximum and mini- 
mum tariff rates established by the Congress, so as to secure a 
certain reciprocity of treatment between other nations and our- 
selves. Having in view even larger considerations of policy 
than those of a purely economic nature, it would, in my judg- 
ment, be well to endeavor to bring about closer commercial 
connections with the other peoples of this continent. I am 
happy to be able to announce to you that Russia now treats us 
on the most-favored-nation basis. 

ECONOMY IN EXPENDITURES. 

I earnestly recommend to the Congress the need of economy 
and to this end of a rigid scrutiny of appropriations. As exam- 
ples merely, I call your attention to one or two specific matters. 
All unnecessary offices should be abolished. The Commissioner 
of the General Land Office recommends the abolishment of the 
office of receiver of public moneys for United States land 
offices. This will effect a saving of about a quarter of a million 
dollars a year. As the business of the Nation grows it is in- 
evitable that there should be from time to time a legitimate 
increase in the number of officials, and this fact renders it all 
the more important that when offices become unnecessary they 
should be abolished. In the public printing also a large saving 
of public money can be made. There is a constantly growing 
tendency to publish masses of unimportant information. It is 
probably not unfair to say that many tens of thousands of vol- 
umes are published at which no human being ever looks and 
for which there is no real demand whatever. 

Yet, in speaking of economy, E must in no wise be under- 
stood as advocating the false economy which is in the end the 
worst extravagance. To cut down on the Navy, for instance, 
would be a crime against the Nation. To fail to push forward 
all work on the Panama Canal would be as great a folly. 

CURRENCY. 

In my Message of December 2, 1902, to the Congress, I said: 

“Interest rates are a potent factor in business activity, 
and in order that these rates may be equalized to meet the 
varying needs of the seasons and of widely separated com- 
munities, and to prevent the recurrence of financial stringencies 
which injuriously affect legitimate business, it is necessary 
that there should be an element of elasticity in our monetary 
system. Banks are the natural servants of commerce, and upon 
them should be placed, as far as practicable, the burden of 
furnishing and maintaining a circulation adequate to supply 
the needs of our diversified industries and of our domestic 
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and foreign commerce; and the issue of this should be so regu- 
lated that a sufficient supply should be always available for 
the business interests of the country.” 

Every consideration of prudence demands the addition of 
the element of elasticity to our currency system. The evil 
does not consist in an inadequate volume of money, but in the 
rigidity of this volume, which does not respond as it should 
to the varying needs of communities and of seasons. Inflation 
must be avoided; but some provision should be made that will 
insure a larger volume of money during the fall and winter 
months than in the less active seasons of the year; so that the 
currency will contract against speculation, and will expand for 
the needs of legitimate business. At present the Treasury De- 
partment is at irregularly recurring intervals obliged, in the in- 
terest of the business world—that is, in the interests of the Ameri- 
can public—to try to avert financial crises by providing a 
remedy which should be provided by Congressional action. 

BUSINESS METHODS IN DEPARTMENTS. 

At various times I have instituted investigations into the or- 
ganization and conduct of the business of the Executive Depart- 
ments. While none of these inquiries have yet progressed far 
enough to warrant final conclusions, they have already confirmed 
and emphasized the general impression that the organization of 
the Departments is often faulty in principle and wasteful in 
results, while many of their business methods are antiquated 
and inefficient. There is every reason why our executive govern- 
mental machinery should be at least as well planned, econom- 
ical, and efficient as the best machinery of the great business 
organizations, which at present is not the case. To make it so 
is a task of complex detail and essentially executive in its 
nature; probably no legislative body, no matter how wise and 
able, could undertake it with reasonable prospect of success. I 
recommend that the Congress consider this subject with a view 
to provide by legislation for the transfer, distribution, consolida- 
tion, and assignment of duties and executive organizations or 
parts of organizations, and for the changes in business methods, 
within or between the several Departments, that will best pro- 
mote the economy, efficiency, and high character of the Govern- 
ment work. : 

FEDERAL ELECTIONS. 

In my last annual Message I said: 

“The power of the Government to protect the integrity of the 
elections of its own officials is inherent and has been recognized 
and affirmed by repeated declarations of the Supreme Court. 
There is no enemy of free government more dangerous and none 
so insidious as the corruption of the electorate. No one defends 
or excuses corruption, and it would seem to follow that none 
would oppose vigorous measures to eradicate it. I recommend 
the enactment of a law directed against bribery and corruption 
in Federal elections. The details of such a law may be safely 
left to the wise discretion of the Congress, but it should go as 
far as under the Constitution it is possible to go, and should 
include severe penalties against him who gives or receives a 
bribe intended to influence his act or opinion as an elector; and 
provisions for the publication not only of the expenditures for 
nominations and elections of all candidates, but also of all con- 
tributions received and expenditures made by political commit- 
tees.” 

I desire to repeat this recommendation. In political cam- 
paigns in a country as large and populous as ours it is inevitable 
that there should be much expense of an entirely legitimate 
kind. This, of course, means that many contributions, and some 
of them of large size, must be made, and, as a matter of fact, 
in any big political contest such contributions are always made 
to both sides. It is entirely proper both to give and receive 
them, unless there is an improper motive connected with either 
gift or reception. If they are extorted by any kind of pressure 
or promise, express or implied, direct or indirect, in the way of 
favor or immunity, then the giving or receiving becomes not only 
improper but criminal. It will undoubtedly be difficult as a 
matter of practical detail to shape an act which shall guard 
with reasonable certainty against such misconduct; but if it 
is possible to secure by law the full and verified publication in 
detail of all the sums contributed to and expended by the candi- 
dates or committees of any political parties the result can not 
but be wholesome. All contributions by corporations to any 
political committee or for any political purpose should be for- 
bidden by law; directors should not be permitted to use stock- 
holders’ money for such purposes; and, moreoyer, a prohibition 
of this kind would be, as far as it went, an effective method of 
stopping the evils aimed at in corrupt practices acts. Not only 
should both the National and the several State legislatures 
forbid any officer of a corporation from using the money of the 
corporation in or about any election, but they should also forbid 
such use of money in connection with any legislation save by 


the employment of counsel in public manner for distinctly legal 
services. 
THE HAGUE CONFERENCE. 


The first Conference of Nations held at The Hague in 1899, 
being unable to dispose of all the business before it,- recom- 
mended the consideration and settlement of a number of im- 
portant questions by another conference to be called subsequently 
and at an early date. These questions were the following: 
(1) The rights and duties of neutrals; (2) the limitation of 
the armed forces on land and sea, and of military budgets; (3) 
the use of new types and calibers of military and naval guns; 
(4) the inviolability of private property at sea in times of war; 
(5) the bombardment of ports, cities, and villages by naval 
forces. In October, 1904, at the instance of the Interparlia- 
mentary Union, which, at a conference held in the United 
States and attended by the lawmakers of fifteen different na- 
tions, had reiterated the demand for a second Conference of 
Nations, I issued invitations to all the powers signatory to The 
Hague Convention to send delegates to such a conference and 
suggested that it be again held at The Hague. In its note of 
December 16, 1904, the United States Government communi- 
cated to the representatives of foreign governments its belief 
that the conference could be best arranged under the provisions 
of the present Hague treaty. 

From all the Powers acceptance was received, coupled in some 
cases with the condition that we should wait until the end of 
the war then waging between Russia and Japan. The Emperor 
of Russia, immediately after the treaty of peace which so hap- 
pily terminated this war, in a note presented to the President on 
September 13, through Ambassador Rosen, took the initiative in 
recommending that the conference be now called. The United 
States Government in response expressed its cordial acquies- 
cence and stated that it would, as a matter of course, take part 
in the new conference and endeayor to further its aims. We 
assume that all civilized governments will support the move- 
ment, and that the conference is now an assured fact. This 
Government will do everything in its power to secure the success 
of the conference to the end that substantial progress may be 
made in the cause of international peace, justice, and good will. 

This renders it proper at this time to say something as to the 
general attitude of this Government toward peace.. More and 
more war is coming to be looked upon as in itself a lamentable 
and evil thing. A wanton or useless war, or a war of mere 
aggression—in short, any war begun or carried on in a con- 
scienceless spirit, is to be condemend as a peculiarly atrocious 
crime against all humanity. We can, however, do nothing of 
permanent value for peace unless we keep ever clearly in mind 
the ethical element which lies at the root of the problem. Our 
aim is. righteousness. Peace is normally the handmaiden of 
righteousness; but when peace and righteousness conflict then 
a great and upright people can never for a moment hesitate to 
follow the path which leads toward righteousness, even though 
that path also leads to war. There are persons who advocate 
peace at any price; there are others who, following a false 
analogy, think that because it is no longer necessary in ciyi- 
lized countries for individuals to protect their rights with a 
strong hand, it is therefore unnecessary for nations to be ready 
to defend their rights. These persons would do irreparable 
harm to any nation that adopted their principles, and even as it 
is they seriously hamper the cause which they advocate by tend- 
ing to render it absurd in the eyes of sensible and patriotic 
men. There can be no worse foe of mankind in general, and 
of his own country in particular, than the demagogue of war, 
the man who in mere folly or to serve his own selfish ends 
continually rails at and abuses other nations, who seeks to 
excite his countrymen against foreigners on insufficient pre- 
texts, who excites and inflames a perverse and aggressive na- 
tional vanity, and who may on occasions wantonly bring on 
conflict between his nation and some other nation. But there 
are demagogues of peace just as there are demagogues of war, 
and in any such movement as this for The Hague conference it is 
essential not to be misled by one set of extremists any more 
than by the other. Whenever it is possible for a nation or 
an individual to work for real peace, assuredly it is failure of 
duty not to so strive; but if war is necessary and righteous 
then either the man or the nation shrinking from it forfeits 
all title to self-respect. We have scant sympathy with the 
sentimentalist who dreads oppression less than physical suffer- 
ing, who would prefer a shameful peace to the pain and toil 
sometimes lamentably necessary in order to secure a righteous 
peace. As yet there is only a partial and imperfect analogy 
between international law and internal or municipal law, be- 
cause there is no sanction of force for executing the former 
while there is in the case of the latter. The private citizen is 
protected in his rights by the law, because the law rests in the 
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last resort upon force exercised through the forms of law. A 
man does not have to defend his rights with his own hand, 
because he can call upon the police, upon the sheriff’s posse, 
upon the militia, or in certain extreme cases upon the Army, 
to defend him. But there is no such sanction of force for inter- 
national law. At present there could be no greater calamity 
than for the free peoples, the enlightened, independent, and 
peace-loving peoples, to disarm while yet leaving it open to any 
barbarism or despotism to remain armed. So long as the world 
is as unorganized as now, the armies and navies of those peoples 
who on the whole stand for justice, offer not only the best, but 
the only possible, security for a just peace. For instance, if 
the United States alone, or in company only with the other 
nations that on the whole tend to act justly, disarmed, we might 
sometimes avoid bloodshed, but we would cease to be of 
weight in securing the peace of justice—the real peace for which 
the most law-abiding and high-minded men must at times be 
willing to fight. As the world is now, only that nation is 
equipped for peace that knows how to fight and that will not 
shrink from fighting if ever the conditions become such that 
war is demanded in the name of the highest morality. 

So much it is emphatically necessary to say in order both 
that the position of the United States may not be misunder- 
stood, and that a genuine effort to bring nearer the day of the 
peace of justice among the nations may not be hampered by a 
folly which, in striving to achieve the impossible, would ren- 
der it hopeless to attempt the achievement of the practical. 
But while recognizing most clearly all above set forth, it 
remains our clear duty to strive in every practicable way to 
bring nearer the time when the sword shall not be the arbiter 
among nations. At present the practical thing to do is to try 
to minimize the number of cases in which it must be the arbiter, 
and to offer, at least to all civilized powers, some substitute for 
war which will be available in at least a considerable number 
of instances. Very much can be done through another Hague 
conference in this direction, and I most earnestly urge that this 
Nation do all in its power to try to further the movement and 
to make the result of the decisions of The Hague conference 
effective. I earnestly hope that the conference may be able to 
devise some way to make arbitration between nations the cus- 
tomary way of settling international disputes in all save a 
few classes of cases, which should themselves be as sharply 
defined and rigidly limited as the present governmental and 
social development of the world will permit. If possible, there 
should be a general arbitration treaty negotiated among all 
the nations represented at the conference. Neutral rights and 
property should be protected at sea as they are protected on 
land. There should be an international agreement to this pur- 
pose and a similar agreement defining contraband of war. 

During the last century there has been a distinct diminution 
in the number of wars between the most civilized nations. 
International relations have become closer, and the development 
of The Hague tribunal is not only a symptom of this growing 
closeness of relationship, but is a means by which the growth 
can be furthered. Our aim should be from time to time to 
take such steps as may be possible toward creating something 
like an organization of the civilized nations, because as the 
world becomes more highly organized the need for navies and 
armies will diminish. It is not possible to secure anything like 
an immediate disarmament, because it would first be neces- 
sary to settle what peoples are on the whole a menace to the 
rest of mankind, and to provide against the disarmament of 
the rest being turned into a movement which would really 
chiefly benefit these obnoxious peoples; but it may be possible 
to exercise some check upon the tendency to swell indefinitely 
the budgets for military expenditure. Of course such an 
effort could succeed only if it did not attempt to do too much; 
and if it were undertaken in a spirit of sanity as far removed 
as possible from a merely hysterical pseudo-philanthropy. It 
is worth while pointing out that since the end of the insurrec- 
tion in the Philippines this Nation has shown its practical faith 
in the policy of disarmament by reducing its little army one- 
third. But disarmament can never be of prime importance: 
there is more need to get rid of the causes of war than of the 
implements of war. 

I have dwelt much on the dangers to be avoided by steering 
clear of any mere foolish sentimentality because my wish for 
peace is so genuine and earnest; because I have a real and 
great desire that this second Hague conference may mark a 
long stride forward in the direction of securing the peace of 
justice throughout the world. No object is better worthy the 
attention of enlightened statesmanship than the establishment 
of a surer method than now exists of securing justice as be- 
tween nations, both for the protection of the little nations and 
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for the prevention of war between the big nations. To this 
aim we should endeavor not only to avert bloodshed, but, above 
all, effectively to strengthen the forces of right. The Golden 
Rule should be, and as the world grows in morality it will be, 
the guiding rule of conduct among nations as among individuals; 
though the Golden Rule must not be construed, in fantastic 
manner, as forbidding the exercise of the police power. This 
mighty and free Republic should ever deal with all other states, 
great or small, on a basis of high honor, respecting their rights 
as jealously as it safeguards its own. 
MONROE DOCTRINE. 

One of the most effective instruments for peace is the Monroe 
Doctrine as it has been and is being gradually developed by 
this Nation and accepted by other nations. No other policy 
could have been as efficient in promoting peace in the Western 
Hemisphere and in giving to each nation thereon the chance to 
develop along its own lines. If we had refused to anply the 
Doctrine to changing conditions it would now be completely 
outworn, would not meet any of the needs of the present day, 
and indeed would probably by this time have sunk into com- 
plete oblivion. It is useful at home, and is meeting with recog- 
nition abroad because we have adapted our application of it to 
meet the growing and changing needs of the Hemisphere. 
When we announce a policy, such as the Monroe Doctrine, we 
thereby commit ourselves to the consequences of the policy, 
and those consequences from time to time alter. It is out of 
the question to claim a right and yet shirk the responsibility 
for its exercise. Not only we, but all American Republics who 
are benefited by the existence of the Doctrine, must recognize 
the obligations each nation is under as regards foreign peoples 
no less than its duty to insist upon its own rights. : 

That our rights and interests are deeply concerned in the 
maintenance of the Doctrine is so clear as hardly to need argu- 
ment. This is especially true in view of the construction of 
the Panama Canal. As a mere matter of self-defense we must 
exercise a close watch over the approaches to this canal; and 
this means that we must be thoroughly alive to our interests 
in the Caribbean Sea. 

There are certain essential points which must never be for- 
gotten as regards the Monroe Doctrine. In the first place we 
must as a nation make it evident that we do not intend to treat 
it in any shape or way as an excuse for aggrandizement on our 
part at the expense of the republics to the south. We must 
recognize the fact that in some South American countries there 
has been much suspicion lest we should interpret the Monroe 
Doctrine as in some way inimical to their interests, and we 
must try to convince all the other nations of this continent once 
and for all that no just and orderly government has anything to 
fear from us. There are certain republics to the south of us 
which have already reached such a point of stability, order, and 
prosperity that they themselves, though as yet hardly con- 
sciously, are among the guarantors of this Doctrine. These 
republics we now meet not only on a basis of entire equality, 
but in a spirit of frank and respectful friendship, which we 
hope is mutual. If all of the republics to the south of us will 
only grow as those to which I allude have already grown, all 
need for us to be the especial champions of the Doctrine will 
disappear, for no stable and growing American Republic wishes 
to see some great non-American military power acquire territory 
in its neighborhood.. All that this country desires is that the 
other republics on this Continent shall be happy and prosperous; 
and they can not be happy and prosperous unless they maintain 
order within their boundaries and behave with a just regard for 
their obligations toward outsiders. It must be understood that 
under no circumstances will the United States use the Monroe 
Doctrine as a cloak for territorial aggression. We desire peace 
with all the world, but perhaps most of all with the other peo- 
ples of the American Continent. There are of course limits to 
the wrongs which any self-respecting nation can endure. It is 
always possible that wrong actions toward this Nation, or to- 
ward citizens of this Nation, in some State unable to keep order 
among its own people, unable to secure justice from outsiders, 
and unwilling to do justice to those outsiders who treat it well, 
may result in our having to take action to protect our rights; 
but such action will not be taken with a view to territorial ag- 
gression, and it will be taken at all only with extreme reluctance 
and when it has become evident that every other resource has 
been exhausted. 

Moreover, we must make it evident that we do not intend to 
permit the Monroe Doctrine to be used by any nation on this 
Continent as a shield to protect it from the consequences of its 
own misdeeds against foreign nations. If a republic to the 
south of us commits a tort against a foreign nation, such as an 
outrage against a citizen of that nation, then the Monroe Doc- 
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trine does not force us to interfere to prevent punishment of the 
tort, save to see that the punishment does not assume the form 
of territorial occupation in any shape. The case is more diffi- 
cult when it refers to a contractual obligation. Our own Gov- 
ernment has always refused to enforce such contractual obliga- 
tions on behalf of its citizens by an appeal to arms. It is much 
to be wished that all foreign governments would take the same 
view. But they do not; and in consequence we are liable at 
any time to be brought face to face with disagreeable alterna- 
tives. On the one hand, this country would certainly decline to 
go to war to prevent a foreign government from collecting a 
just debt; on the other hand, it is very inadvisable to permit 
any foreign power to take possession, even temporarily, of the 
custom-houses of an American Republic in order to enforce the 
payment of its obligations; for such temporary occupation might 
turn into a permanent occupation. The only escape from these 
alternatives may at any time be that we must ourselves under- 
take to bring about some arrangement by which so much as 
possible of a just obligation shall be paid. It is far better that 
this country should put through such an arrangement, rather 
than allow any foreign country to undertake it. To do so in- 
sures the defaulting republic from having to pay debts of an 
improper character under duress, while it also insures honest 
creditors of the republic from being passed by in the interest 
of dishonest or grasping creditors. Moreover, for the United 
States to take such a position offers the only possible way of 
insuring us against a clash with some foreign power. The posi- 
tion is, therefore, in the interest of peace as well as in the in- 
terest of justice. It is of benefit to our people; it is of benefit 
to foreign peoples; and most of all it is really of benefit to the 
people of the country concerned. 

This brings me to what should be one of the fundamental 
objects of the Monroe Doctrine. We must ourselves in good 
faith try to help upward toward peace and order those of our 
sister republics which need such help. Just as there has been 
a gradual growth of the ethical element in the relations of one 
individual to another, so we are, even though slowly, more and 
more coming to recognize the duty of bearing one another's 
burdens, not only as among individuals, but also as among 
nations. 

SANTO DOMINGO. 

Santo Domingo, in her turn, has now made an appeal to us 
to help her, and not only every principle of wisdom but every 
generous instinct within us bids us respond to the appeal. It 
is not of the slightest consequence whether we grant the aid 
needed by Santo Domingo as an incident to the wise develop- 
ment of the Monroe Doctrine, or because we regard the case of 
Santo Domingo as standing wholly by itself, and to be treated 
as such, and not on general principles or with any reference to 
the Monroe Doctrine. The important point is to give the needed 
aid, and the case is certainly sufficiently peculiar to deserve to be 
judged purely on its own merits. The conditions in Santo 
Domingo haye for a number of years grown from bad to worse 
until a year ago all society was on the verge of dissolution. 
Fortunately, just at this time a ruler sprang up in Santo Do- 
mingo, who, with his colleagues, saw the dangers threatening 
their country and appealed to the friendship of the only great 
and powerful neighbor who possessed the power, and as they 
hoped also the will to help them. There was imminent danger 
of foreign intervention. The previous rulers of Santo Domingo 
had recklessly incurred debts, and owing to her internal dis- 
orders she had ceased to be able to provide means of paying the 
debts. The patience of her foreign creditors had become ex- 
hausted, and at least two foreign nations were on the point of 
intervention, and were only prevented from intervening by 
the unofficial assurance of this Government that it would itself 


strive to help Santo Domingo in her hour of need. In the case 


of one of these nations, only the actual opening of negotiations 
to this end by our Government prevented the seizure of territory 
in Santo Domingo by a European power. Of the debts incurred 
some were just, while some were not of a character which really 
renders it obligatory on, or proper for, Santo Domingo to pay 
them in full. But she could not pay any of them unless some 
stability was assured her Government and people. 

Accordingly the Executive Department of our Government 
negotiated a treaty under which we are to try to help the 
Dominican people to straighten out their finances. This treaty 
is pending before the Senate. In the meantime a temporary 
arrangement has been made which will last until the Senate 
has had time to take action upon the treaty. Under this 
arrangement the Dominican Government has appointed Amer- 
icans to all the important positions in the customs service, and 
they are seeing to the honest collection of the revenues, turning 
over 45 per cent to the Government for running expenses and 
putting the other 55 per cent into a safe depositary for equitable 


division in case the treaty shall be ratified, among the various 
creditors, whether European or American. 

The custom-houses offer well-nigh the only sources of revenue 
in Santo Domingo, and the different revolutions usually haye as 
their real aim the obtaining possession of these custom-houses. 
The mere fact that the collectors of customs are Americans, that 
they are performing their duties with efficiency and honesty, and 
that the treaty is pending in the Senate, gives a certain moral 
power to the Government of Santo Domingo which it has not 
had before. This has completely discouraged all revolutionary 
movement, while it has already produced such an increase in 
the revenues that the Government is actually getting more from 
the 45 per cent that the American collectors turn over to it than 
it got formerly when it took the entire revenue. It is enabling 
the poor harassed people of Santo Domingo once more to turn 
their attention to industry and to be free from the curse of 
interminable revolutionary disturbance, It offers to all bona 
fide creditors, American and European, the only really good 
chance to obtain that to which they are justly entitled, while 
it in return gives to Santo Domingo the only opportunity of 
defense against claims which it ought not to pay, for now if it 
meets the views of the Senate we shall ourselves thoroughly. 
examine all these claims, whether American or foreign, and see 
that none that are improper are paid. There is, of course, oppo- 
sition to the treaty from dishonest creditors, foreign and Ameri- 
can, and from the professional reyolutionists of the island itself. 
We have already reason to believe that some of the creditors 
who do not dare expose their claims to honest scrutiny are 
endeavoring to stir up sedition in the island and opposition to 
the treaty. In the meantime I have exercised the authority. 
vested in me by the joint resolution of the Congress to prevent 
the introduction of arms into the island for revolutionary 
purposes. 

Under the course taken, stability and order and all the ben- 
efits of peace are at last coming to Santo Domingo, danger of 
foreign intervention has been suspended, and there is at last a 
prospect that all creditors will get justice, no more and no less. 
If the arrangement is terminated by the failure of the treaty 
chaos will follow; and if chaos follows, sooner or later this Goy- 
ernment may be involved in serious difficulties with foreign gov- 
ernments over the island, or else may be forced itself to interyene . 
in the island in some unpleasant fashion. Under the proposed 
treaty the independence of the island is scrupulously respected, 
the danger of violation of the Monroe Doctrine by the interven- 
tion of foreign powers vanishes, and the interference of our 
Government is minimized, so that we shall only act in conjunc- 
tion with the Santo Domingo authorities to secure the proper 
administration of the customs, and therefore to secure the pay- 
ment of just debts and to secure the Dominican Government 
against demands for unjust debts. The proposed method will 
give the people of Santo Domingo the same chance to move 
onward and upward which we have already given to the people 
of Cuba. It will be doubly to our discredit as a nation if we 
fail to take advantage of this chance; for it will be of damage 
to ourselyes, and it will be of incalculable damage to Santo 
Domingo. Every consideration of wise policy, and, above all, 
every consideration of large generosity, bids us meet the request 
of Santo Domingo as we are now trying to meet it. 

ARMY AND NAVY. 

We cannot consider the question of our foreign policy without 
at the same time treating of the Army and the Navy. We now 
have a very small army—indeed, one well-nigh infinitesimal 
when compared with the army of any other large nation. Of 
course the Army we do have should be as nearly perfect of its 
kind and for its size as is possible. I do not believe that any 
army in the world has a better average of enlisted man or a 
better type of junior officer; but the Army should be trained 
to act effectively in a mass. Provision should be made by suffi- 
cient appropriations for maneuyers of a practical kind so that 
the troops may learn how to take care of themselyes under 
actual service conditions; every march, for instance, being made 
with the soldier loaded exactly as he would be in an active 
campaign. The generals and colonels would thereby have op- 
portunity of handling regiments, brigades, and divisions, and 
the commissary and medical departments would be tested in 
the field. Provision should be made for the exercise at least of 
a brigade and by preference of a division in marching and em- 
barking at some point on our coast and disembarking at some 
other point and continuing its march. The number of posts in 
which the Army is kept in time of peace should be materially, 
diminished and the posts that are left made correspondingly, 
larger. No local interests should be allowed to stand in the way. 
of assembling the greater part of the troops which would at need 
form our field armies in stations of such size as will permit the 
best training to be given to fhe personnel of all grades, including 
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the high officers and staff officers. To accomplish this end we 
must have not company or regimental garrisons, but brigade and 
division garrisons. Promotion by mere seniority can never re- 
sult in a thoroughly efficient corps of officers in the higher ranks 
unless there accompanies it a vigorous weeding-out process. 
Such a weeding-out process—that is, such a process of selec- 
tion—is a chief feature of the four years’ course of the young 
officer at West Point. There is no good reason why it should 
stop immediately upon his graduation. While at West Point he 
is dropped unless he comes up to a certain standard of excel- 
lence, and when he graduates he takes rank in the Army accord- 
ing to his rank of graduation. The results are good at West 
Point; and there should be in the Army itself something that 
will achieve the same end. After a certain age has been reached 
the average officer is unfit to do good work below a certain 
grade. Provision should be made for the promotion of excep- 
tionally meritorious men over the heads of their comrades and 
for the retirement of all men who have reached a given age 
without getting beyond a given rank; this age of retirement of 
course changing from rank to rank. In both the Army and the 
Navy there should be some principle of selection, that is of pro- 
motion for merit, and there should be a resolute effort to elimi- 
nate the aged officers of reputable character who possess no 
special efficiency. 

There should be an increase in the coast artillery force, so 
that our coast fortifications can be in some degree adequately 
manned. There is special need for an increase and reorganiza- 
tion of the Medical Department of the Army. In both the 
Army and Navy there must be the same thorough training for 
duty in the staff corps as in the fighting line. Only by such 
training in advance can we be sure that in actual war field 
operations and those at sea will be carried on successfully. 
The importance of this was shown conclusively in the Spanish- 
American and the Russo-Japanese wars. The work of the 
medical departments in the Japanese army and navy is espe- 
cially worthy of study. I renew my recommendation of Janu- 
ary 9, 1905, as to the Medical Department of the Army and eall 
attention to the equal importance of the needs of the staff 
corps of the Navy. In the Medical Department of the Navy 
the first in importance is the reorganization of the Hospital 
Corps, on the lines of the Gallinger Bill (S. 3984, February 1, 
1904), and the reapportionment of the different grades of the 
medical officers to meet service requirements. It seems advis- 
able also that medical officers of the Army and Navy should 
have similar rank and pay in their respective grades, so that 
their duties can be carried on without friction when they are 
brought together. The base hospitals of the Navy should be 
put in condition to meet modern requirements and hospital 
ships be provided. Unless we now provide with ample fore- 
thought for the medical needs of the Army and Nayy appalling 
suffering of a preventable kind is sure to occur if ever the 
country goes to war. It is not reasonable to expect successful 
administration in time of war of a department which lacks a 
third of the number of officers necessary to perform the medical 
service in time of peace. We need men who are not merely 
floctors; they must be trained in the administration of military 
medical service. 

Our Navy must, relatively to the navies of other nations, 
always be of greater size than our Army. We have most wisely 
continued for a number of years to build up our Navy, and it 
has now reached a fairly high standard of efficiency. This 
standard of efficiency must not only be maintained, but in- 
creased. It does not seem to me necessary, however, that the 
Navy should—at least in the immediate future—be increased 
beyond the present number of units. What is now clearly 
necessary is to substitute efficient for inefficient units as the 
latter become worn-out or as it becomes apparent that they are 
useless. Probably the result would be attained by adding a 
single battle ship to our Navy each year, the superseded or out- 
worn vessels being laid up or broken up as they are thus re- 
placed. The four single-turret monitors built immediately after 
the close of the Spanish war, for instance, are vessels which 
would be of but little use in the event of war. The money spent 
upon them could have been more usefully spent in other ways. 
Thus it would have been far better never to have built a single 
one of these monitors and to have put the money into an ample 
supply of reserye guns. Most of the smaller cruisers and gun- 
boats, though they serve a useful purpose so far as they are 
needed for international police work, would not add to the 
strength of our Navy in a conflict with a serious foe. There is 
urgent need of providing a large increase in the number of 
officers, and especially in the number of enlisted men. 

Recent naval history has emphasized certain lessons which 
ought not to, but which do, need emphasis. Seagoing torpedo 
boats or destroyers are indispensable, not only for making night 
attacks by surprise upon an enemy, but even in battle for finish- 


ing already crippled ships. Under exceptiona] circumstances 
submarine boats would doubtless be of use. Fast scouts are 
needed. The main strength of the Navy, however, lies and can 
only lie in the great battle ships, the heavily-armored, heavily- 
gunned vessels which decide the mastery of the seas. Heavy- 
armed cruisers also play a most useful part, and unarmed 
cruisers, if swift enough, are very useful as scouts. Between 
antagonists of approximately equal prowess the comparative 
perfection of the instruments of war will ordinarily determine 
the fight. But it is of course true that the man behind the gun, 
the man in the engine room, and the man in the conning tower, 
considered not only individually, but especially with regard to 
the way in which they work together, are even more important 
than the weapons with which they work. The most formidable 
battle ship is of course helpless against even a light cruiser if 
the men aboard it are unable to hit anything with their guns; 
and thoroughly well-handled cruisers may count seriously in an 
engagement with much superior vessels, if the men aboard the 
latter are ineffective, whether from lack of training or from 
any other cause. Modern war ships are most formidable mech- 
anisms when well handled, but they are utterly useless when 
not well handled; and they can not be handled at all without 
long and careful training. This training can under no circum- 
stance be given when once war has broken out. No fighting ship 
of the first class should ever be laid up save for necessary 
repairs; and her crew should be kept constantly exercised on 
the high seas, so that she may stand at the highest point of 
perfection. To put a new and untrained crew upon the most 
powerful battle ship and send it out to meet a formidable 
enemy is not only to inyite but to insure disaster and disgrace. 
To improvise crews at the outbreak of a war, so far as the 
serious fighting craft are concerned, is absolutely hopeless. If 
the officers and men are not thoroughly skilled in, and have not 
been thoroughly trained to, their duties, it would be far better 
to keep the ships in port during hostilities than to send them 
against a formidable opponent, for the result could only be that 
they would be either sunk or captured. The marksmanship of 
our Navy is now on the whole in a gratifying condition, and 
there has been a great improvement in fleet practice. We need 
additional seamen; we need a large store of reserve guns; we 
need sufficient money for ample target practice, ample practice 
of every kind at sea. We should substitute for comparatively 
inefficient types—the old third-class battle ship Teras, the 
single-turreted monitors above mentioned, and indeed all the 
monitors and some of the old cruisers—efficient, modern, sea- 
going vessels. Seagoing torpedo-boat destroyers should be sub- 
stituted for some of the smaller torpedo boats. During the 
present Congress there need be no additions to the aggregate 
number of units of the Navy. Our Navy, though very small 
relatively to the navies of other nations, is for the present suf- 
ficient in point of numbers for our needs, and while we must 
constantly strive to make its efficiency higher, there need be no 
additions to the total number of ships now built and building, 
save in the way of substitution as above outlined. I recom- 
mend the report of the Secretary of the Navy to the careful 
consideration of the Congress, especially with a view to the 
legislation therein advocated. 


NATURALIZATION LAWS. 


During the past year evidence has accumulated to confirm the 
expressions contained in my last two annual Messages as to the 
importance of revising by appropriate legislation our system of 
naturalizing aliens. I appointed last March a commission to 
make a careful examination of our naturalization laws, and to 
suggest appropriate measures to avoid the notorious abuses 
resulting from the improvident or unlawful granting of citi- 
zenship. This commission, composed of an officer of the De- 
partment of State, of the Department of Justice, and of the 
Department of Commerce and Labor, has discharged the duty 
imposed upon it, and has submitted a report, which will be 
transmitted to the Congress for its consideration, and, I hope, 
for its favorable action. 

The distinguishing recommendations of the Commission are: 

First. A Federal bureau of naturalization, to be established 
in the Department of Commerce and Labor, to supervise the 
administration of the naturalization laws and to receive re- 
turns of naturalizations pending and accomplished. 

Second. Uniformity of naturalization certificates, fees to be 
charged, and procedure. 

Third. More exacting qualifications for citizenship. 

Fourth. The preliminary declaration of intention to be abol- 
ished and no alien to be naturalized until at least ninety days 
after the filing of his petition. 

Fifth. Jurisdiction to naturalize aliens to be confined to 
United States district courts and to such State courts as have 
jurisdiction in civil actions in which the amount in controversy 
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is unlimited; in cities of over 100,000 inhabitants the United 
States district courts to have exclusive jurisdiction in the 
naturalization of the alien residents of such cities. 


CRIMINAL LAWS. 


In my last Message I asked the attention of the Congress to 
the urgent need of action to make our criminal law more effect- 
ive; and I most earnestly request that you pay heed to the 
report of the Attorney-General on this subject. Centuries ago 
it was especially needful to throw every safeguard round the 
accused. The danger then was lest he should be wronged by 
the state. The danger is now exactly the reverse. Our laws 
and customs tell immensely in favor of the criminal and against 
the interests of the public he has wronged. Some antiquated 
and outworn rules which once safeguarded the threatened 
rights of private citizens, now merely work harm to the gen- 
eral body politic. The criminal law of the United States stands 
in urgent need of revision. The criminal process of any court 
of the United States should run throughout the entire terri- 
torial extent of our country. The delays of the criminal law, 
no less than of the civil, now amount to a very great evil. 


BREACHES OF TRUST IN PUBLIC SERVICE. 


There seems to be no statute of the United States which pro- 
vides for the punishment of a United States attorney or other 
officer of the Government who corruptly agrees to wrongfully do 
or wrongfully refrain from doing any act when the considera- 
tion for such corrupt agreement is other than one possessing 
money value. This ought to be remedied by appropriate legis- 
lation. Legislation should also be enacted to cover, explicitly, 
unequivocally and beyond question, breach of trust in the shape 
of prematurely divulging official secrets by an officer or employee 
of the United States, and to provide a suitable penalty therefor. 
Such officer or employee owes the duty to the United States to 
guard carefully and not to divulge or in any manner use, pre- 
maturely, information which is accessible to the officer or em- 
ployee by reason of his official position. Most breaches of public 
trust are already covered by the law, and this one should be. 
It is impossible, no matter how much care is used, to prevent 
the occasional appointment to the public service of a man who 
when tempted proves unfaithful; but every means should be 
provided to detect and every effort made to punish the wrong- 
doer. So far as in my power lies each and every such wrong- 
doer shall be relentlessly hunted down; in no instance in the 
past has he been spared; in no instance in the future shall he 
be spared. His crime is a crime against every honest man in the 
Nation, for it is a crime against the whole body politic. Yet in 
dwelling on such misdeeds, it is unjust not to add that they are 
altogether exceptional, and that on the whole the employees of 
the Government render upright and faithful service to the peo- 
ple. There are exceptions, notably in one or two branches of 
the service; but at no time in the Nation’s history has the pub- 
lic service of the Nation taken as a whole stood on a higher 
plane than now, alike as regards honesty and as regards 
efficiency. 

PUBLIC-LAND LAWS, 

Once again I call your attention to the condition of the public- 
land laws. Recent developments have given new urgency to the 
need for such changes as will fit these laws to actual present 
conditions. The honest disposal and right use of the remaining 
public lands is of fundamental importance. The iniquitous 
methods by which the monopolizing of the public lands is being 
brought about under the present laws are becoming more gener- 
ally known, but the existing laws do not furnish effective rem- 
edies. The recommendations of the Public Lands Commission 
upon this subject are wise and should be given effect. 

The creation of small irrigated farms under the Reclamation 
Act is a powerful offset to the tendency of certain other laws to 
foster or permit monopoly of the land. Under that act the con- 
struction of great irrigation works has been proceeding rapidly 
and successfully, the lands reclaimed are eagerly taken up, and 
the prospect that the policy of national irrigation will accom- 
plish all that was expected of it is bright. The act should be 
extended to include the State of Texas. 

The Reclamation Act derives much of its value from the fact 
that it tends to secure the greatest possible number of homes 
on the land, and to create communities of freeholders, in part 
by settlement on public land, in part by forcing the subdivision 
of large private holdings before they can get water from Goy- 
ernment irrigation works. The law requires that no right to 
the use of water for land in private ownership shall be sold for 
a tract exceeding 160 acres to any one land owner, This pro- 
vision has excited active and powerful hostility, but the success 
of the law itself depends on the wise and firm enforcement of 
it. We can not afford to substitute tenants for freeholders on 
the public domain. 


The greater part of the remaining public lands can not be 
irrigated. They are at present and will probably always be of 
greater value for grazing than for any other purpose. This fact 
has led to the grazing homestead of 640 acres in Nebraska and 
to the proposed extension of it to other States. It is argued that 
a family can not be supported on 160 acres of arid grazing land. 
This is obviously true; but neither can a family be supported on 
640 acres of much of the land to which it is proposed to apply 
the grazing homestead. To establish universally any such arbi- 
trary limit would be unwise at the present time. It would 
probably result on the one hand in enlarging the holdings of 
some of the great land owners, and on the other in needless 
suffering and failure on the part of a very considerable propor- 
tion of the bona fide settlers who give faith to the implied 
assurance of the Government that such an area is sufficient. 
The best use of the public grazing lands requires the careful 
examination and classification of these lands in order to give 
each settler land enough to support his family and no more. 
While this work is being done, and until the lands are settled, 
the Government should take control of the open range, under 
reasonable regulations suited to local needs, following the 
general policy already in successful operation on the forest 
reserves. It is probable that the present grazing value of the 
open public range is scarcely more than half what it once was 
or what it might easily be again under careful regulation. 

The forest policy of the Administration appears to enjoy the 
unbroken support of the people. The great users of timber are 
themselves forwarding the movement for forest preservation, 
All organized opposition to the forest reserves in the West has 
disappeared. Since the consolidation of all Government forest 
work in the National Forest Service there has been a rapid and 
notable gain in the usefulness of the forest reserves to the peo- 
ple and in public appreciation of their value. The national 
parks within or adjacent to forest reserves should be trans- 
ferred to the charge of the Forest Service also. 


MISSISSIPPI LEVEES. 


The National Government already does something in connec- 
tion with the construction and maintenance of the great system 
of levees along the lower course of the Mississippi; in my judg- 
ment it should do much more, 


MERCHANT MARINE. 


To the spread of our trade in peace and the defense of our 
flag in war a great and prosperous merchant marine is indis- 
pensable. We should have ships of our own and seamen of our 
own to convey our goods to neutral markets, and in case of 
need to reenforce our battle line. It can not but be a source 
of regret and uneasiness to us that the lines of communication 
with our sister republics of South America should be chiefly 
under foreign control. It is not a good thing that American 
merchants and manufacturers should have to send their goods 
and letters to South America via Europe if they wish security 
and dispatch. Even on the Pacific, where our ships have held 
their own better than on the Atlantic, our merchant flag is now 
threatened through the liberal aid bestowed by other govern- 
ments on their own steam lines. I ask your earnest considera- 
tion of the report with which the Merehant Marine Commission 
has followed its long and careful inquiry. 


JAMESTOWN TERCENTENNIAL, 


I again heartily commend to your favorable consideration the 
tercentennial celebration of the settlement at Jamestown, Vir- 
ginia. Appreciating the desirability of this commemoration, the 
Congress passed an act, March 3, 1905, authorizing in the year 
1907, on and near the waters of Hampton Roads, in the State of 
Virginia, an international naval, marine, and military celebra- 
tion in honor of this event. By the authority vested in me by 
this act, I have made proclamation of said celebration, and have 
issued, in conformity with its instructions, invitations to all the 
nations of the earth to participate, by sending their naval vessels 
and such military organizations as may be practicable. This 
celebration would fail of its full purpose unless it were enduring 
in its results and commensurate with the importance of the 
event to be celebrated, the event from which our Nation dates 
its birth. I earnestly hope that this celebration, already in- 
dorsed by the Congress of the United States, and by the legisla- 
tures of sixteen States since the action of the Congress, will 
receive such additional aid at your hands as will make it worthy 
of the great event it is intended to celebrate, and thereby enable 
the Government of the United States to make provision for the 
exhibition of its own resources, and likewise enable our people 
who have undertaken the work of such a celebration to provide 
suitable and proper entertainment and instruction in the his- 
toric events of our country for all who may visit the exposition 
and to whom we haye tendered our hospitality. 
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PENSIONS. _ 


It is a matter of unmixed satisfaction once more to call atten- 
tion to the excellent work of the Pension Bureau; for the 
veterans of the civil war have a greater claim upon us than any 
other class of our citizens. To them, first of all among our 
people, honor is due. x 

Seven years ago my lamented predecessor, President McKinley, 
stated that the time had come for the Nation to care for the 
graves of the Confederate dead. I recommend that the Con- 
gress take action towards this end. The first need is to take 
charge of the graves of the Confederate dead who died in 
Northern prisons. 

IMMIGRATION, 


The question of immigration is of vital interest to this coun- 
try. In the year ending June 30, 1905, there came to the United 
States 1,026,000 alien immigrants. In other words, in the single 
year that has just elapsed there came to this country a greater 
number of people than came here during the one hundred and 
sixty-nine years of our colonial life which intervened between 
the first landing at Jamestown and the Declaration of Independ- 
ence. It is clearly shown in the report of the Commissioner- 
General of Immigration that while much of this enormous 
immigration is undoubtedly healthy and natural, a considerable 
proportion is undesirable from one reason or another; more- 
over, a considerable proportion of it, probably a very large 
proportion, including most of the undesirable class, does not 
come here of its own initiative, but because of the activity of 
the agents of the great transportation companies. These agents 
are distributed throughout Europe, and by the offer of all kinds 
of inducements they wheedle and cajole many immigrants, often 
against their best interest, to come here. The most serious 
obstacle we have to encounter in the effort to secure a proper 
regulation of the immigration to these shores arises from the 
determined opposition of the foreign steamship lines, who have 
no interest whatever in the matter save to increase the returns 
on their capital by carrying masses of immigrants hither in 
the steerage quarters of their ships. 

As I said in my last Message to the Congress, we can not have 
too much immigration of the right sort, and we should have 
none whatever of the wrong sort. Of course it is desirable that 
even the right kind of immigration should be properly dis- 
tributed in this country. We need more of such immigration 
for the South; and special effort should be made to secure 
it. Perhaps it would be possible to limit the number of immi- 
grants allowed to come in any one year to New York and 
other northern cities, while leaying unlimited the number 
allowed to come to the South; always provided, however, that 
a stricter effort is made to see that only immigrants of the 
right kind come to our country anywhere. In actual practice 
it has proved so difficult to enforce the immigration laws where 
long stretches of frontier marked by an imaginary line alone 
intervene between us and our neighbors that I recommend that 
no immigrants be allowed to come in from Canada and Mexico, 
Bave natives of the two countries themselves. As much as 
possible should be done to distribute the immigrants upon the 
land and keep them away from the congested tenement-house 
districts of the great cities. But distribution is a palliative, 
not a cure. The prime need is to keep out all immigrants who 
will not make good American citizens. The laws now existing 
for the exclusion of undesirable immigrants should be 
strengthened. Adequate means should be adopted, enforced by 
sufficient penalties, to compel steamship companies engaged in 
the passenger business to observe in good faith the law which 
forbids them to encourage or solicit immigration to the United 
States. Moreover, there should be a sharp limitation imposed 
upon all vessels coming to our ports as to the number of immi- 
grants in ratio to the tonnage which each vessel can carry. 
This ratio should be high enough to insure the coming hither 
of as good a class of aliens as possible. Provision should be 
made for the surer punishment of those who induce aliens to 
come to this country under promise or assurance of employ- 
ment. It should be made possible to inflict a sufficiently heavy 
penalty on any employer violating this law to deter him from 
taking the risk. It seems to me wise that there should be an 
international conference held to deal with this question of im- 
migration, which has more than a merely national significance; 
such a conference could among other things enter at length into 
the methods for securing a thorough inspection of would-be 
immigrants at the ports from which they desire to embark 
before permitting them to embark. 

In dealing with this question it is unwise to depart from the 
old American tradition and to discriminate for or against any 
man who desires to come here and become a citizen, save on 
the ground of that man’s fitness for citizenship. It is our 
right and duty to consider his moral and social quality. His 


standard of living should be such that he will not, by pressure 
of competition, lower the standard of living of our own wage- 
workers; for it must ever be a prime object of our legislation 
to keep high their standard of living. If the man who seeks to 
eome here is from the moral and social standpoint of such a 
character as to bid fair to add value to the community he 
should be heartily welcomed. We can not afford to pay heed 
to whether he is of one creed or another, of one nation or 
another. We can not afford to consider whether he is Catholic 
or Protestant, Jew or Gentile; whether he is Englishman or 
Irishman, Frenchman or German, Japanese, Italian, Scandina- 
vian, Slay, or Magyar. What we should desire to find out is 
the individual quality of the individual man. In my judgment, 
with this end in view, we shall have to prepare through our 
own agents a far more rigid inspection in the countries from 
which the immigrants come. It will be a great deal better to 
have fewer immigrants, but all of the right kind, than a great 
number of immigrants, many of whom are necessarily of the 
wrong kind. As far as possible we wish to limit the immigra- 
tion to this country to persons who propose to become citizens 
of this country, and we can well afford to insist upon adequate 
scrutiny of the character of those who are thus proposed for 
future citizenship. There should be an increase in the strin- 
gency of the laws to keep out insane, idiotic, epileptic, and pauper 
immigrants. But this is by no means enough. Not merely the 
anarchist, but every man of anarchistic tendencies, all violent 
and disorderly people, all people of bad character, the incom- 
petent, the lazy, the vicious, the physically unfit, defective, or 
degenerate should be kept out. The stocks out of which 
American citizenship is to be built should be strong and healthy, 
sound in body, mind, and character. If it be objected that the 
Government agents would not always select well, the answer 
is that they would certainly select better than do the agents 
and brokers of foreign steamship companies, the people who 
now do whatever selection is done. 

The questions arising in connection with Chinese immigration 
stand by themselyes. The conditions in China are such that the 
entire Chinese coolie class, that is, the class of Chinese laborers, 
skilled and unskilled, legitimately come under the head of unde- 
sirable immigrants to this country, because of their numbers, the 
low wages for which they work, and their low standard of living. 
Not only is it to the interest of this country to keep them out, 
but the Chinese authorities do not desire that they should be 
admitted. At present their entrance is prohibited by laws amply 
adequate to accomplish this purpose. These laws have been, are 
being, and will be, thoroughly enforced. The violations of 
them are so few in number as to be infinitesimal and can be 
entirely disregarded. There is no serious proposal to alter the 
immigration law as regards the Chinese laborer, skilled or un- 
skilled, and there is no excuse for any man feeling or affecting 
to feel the slightest alarm on the subject. 

But in the effort to carry out the policy of excluding Chinese 
laborers, Chinese coolies, grave injustice and wrong have been 
done by this Nation to the people of China, and therefore ulti- 
mately to this Nation itself. Chinese students, business and 
professional men of all kinds—not only merchants, but bankers, 
doctors, manufacturers, professors, travelers, and the like— 
should be encouraged to come here and treated on precisely the 
same footing that we treat students, business men, travelers, and 
the like of other nations. Our laws and treaties should be 
framed, not so as to put these people in the excepted classes, but 
to state that we will admit all Chinese, except Chinese of the 
coolie class, Chinese skilled or unskilled laborers. There would 
not be the least danger that any such provision would result in 
any relaxation of the law about laborers. These will, under all 
conditions, be kept out absolutely. But it will be more easy to 
see that both justice and courtesy are shown, as they ought to be 
shown, to other Chinese, if the law or treaty is framed as aboye 
suggested. Examinations should be completed at the port of 
departure from China. For this purpose there should be pro- 
vided a more adequate consular service in China than we now 
have. The appropriations, both for the offices of the consuls and 
for the office forces in the consulates, should be increased. 

As a people we have talked much of the open door in China, 
and we expect, and quite rightly intend to insist upon, justice 
being shown us by the Chinese. But we can not expect to re- 
ceive equity unless we do equity. We can not ask the Chinese 
to do to us what we are unwilling to do to them. They would 
have a perfect right to exclude our laboring men if our laboring 
men threatened to come into their country in such numbers 
as to jeopardize the well-being of the Chinese population; and 
as, mutatis mutandis, these were the conditions with which 
Chinese immigration actually brought this people face to face, 
we had and have a perfect right, which the Chinese Govern- 
ment in no way contests, to act as we have acted in the matter 
of restricting coolie immigration. That this right exists” 
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for each country was explicitly acknowledged in the last treaty 
between the two countries. But we must treat the Chinese 
student, traveler, and business man in a spirit of the broadest 
justice and courtesy if we expect similar treatment to be 
accorded to our own people of similar rank who go to China. 
Much trouble has come during the past summer from the 
organized boycott against American goods which has been 
started in China. The main factor in producing this boycott 
has been the resentment felt by the students and business 
people of China, by all the Chihese leaders, against the harsh- 
ness of our law toward educated Chinamen of the professional 
and business classes. 

This Government has the friendliest feeling for China and 
desires China’s well-being. We cordially sympathize with the 
announced purpose of Japan to stand for the integrity of 
China. Such an attitude tends to the peace of the world. 


THE CIVIL SERVICE. 


The civil service law has been on the statute books for 
twenty-two years. Every President and a vast majority of heads 
of departments who have been in office during that period 
have favored a gradual extension of the merit system. The 
more thoroughly its principles have been understood, the greater 
has been the favor with which the law has been regarded by 
administrative officers. Any attempt to carry on the great 
executive departments of the Government without this law 
would inevitably result in chaos. The Civil Service Commis- 
sioners are doing excellent work; and their compensation is 
inadequate considering the service they perform. 

The statement that the examinations are not practical in 
character is based on a misapprehension of the practice of the 
Commission. The departments are invariably consulted as to 
the requirements desired and as to the character of questions 
that shall be asked. General invitations are frequently sent out 
to all heads of departments asking whether any changes in the 
scope or character of examinations are required. In other 
words, the departments prescribe the requirements and the qual- 
ifications desired, and the Civil Service Commission cooperates 
with them in securing persons with these qualifications and in- 
suring open and impartial competition. In a large number 
of examinations (as, for example, those for trades positions) 
there are no educational requirements whatever, and a person 
who can neither read nor write may pass with a high average. 
Vacancies in the service are filled with reasonable expedition 
and the machinery of the Commission, which reaches every part 
of the country, is the best agency that has yet been devised for 
finding people with the most suitable qualifications for the va- 
rious offices to be filled. Written competitive examinations do 
not make an ideal method for filling positions, but they do rep- 
resent an immeasurable advance upon the “ spoils” method, un- 
der which outside politicians really make the appointments 
nominally made by the executive officers, the appointees being 
chosen by the politicians in question, in the great majority of 
eases, for reasons totally unconnected with the needs of the 
service or of the public. 

Statistics gathered by the Census Bureau show that the tenure 
of office in the Government service does not differ materially 
from that enjoyed by employees of large business corporations. 
Heads of executive departments and members of the Commission 
have called my attention to the fact that the rule requiring a fil- 
ing of charges and three days’ notice before an employee could 
be separated from the service for inefficiency has served no good 
purpose whatever, because that is not a matter upon which a 
hearing of the employee found to be inefficient can be of any 
value, and in practice the rule providing for such notice and 
hearing has merely resulted in keeping in a certain number of 
incompetents, because of the reluctance of heads of departinents 
and bureau chiefs to go through the required procedure. Ex- 
perience has shown that this rule is wholly ineffective to save 
any man, if a superior for improper reasons wishes to remove 
him, and is mischievous because it sometimes serves to keep in 
the service incompetent men not guilty of specific wrong-doing. 
Having these facts in view, the rule has been amended by pro- 
viding that where the inefficiency or incapacity comes within 
the personal knowledge of the head of a department the removal 
may be made without notice, the reasons therefor being filed 
and made a record of the department. The absolute right of 
removal rests where it always has rested, with the head of a 
department; any limitation of this absolute right results in 
grave injury to the public service. The change is merely one of 
procedure; it was much needed; and it is producing good 
results, : 

The civil service law is being energetically and impartially 
enforced, and in the large majority of cases complaints of viola- 
tions of either the law or rules are discoyered to be unfounded. 
In this respect, the law compares very favorably with any other 


Federal statute. The question of politics in the appointment 
and retention of the men engaged in merely ministerial work 
has been practically eliminated in almost the entire field of 
Government employment covered by the civil service law. The 
action of the Congress in providing the Commission with its 
own force instead of requiring it to rely on detailed clerks has 
been justified by the increased work done at a smaller cost to 
the Government. I urge upon the Congress a careful considera- 
tion of the recommendations contained in the annual report of 
the Commission. 
COPYRIGHT LAWS. 

Our copyright laws urgently need revision. They are imper- 
fect in definition, confused and inconsistent in expression; they 
omit provision for many articles which, under modern reproduc- 
tive processes; are entitled to protection; they impose hardships 
upon the copyright proprietor which are not essential to the fair 
protection of the public; they are difficult for the courts to in- 
terpret and impossible for the Copyright Office to administer 
with satisfaction to the public. Attempts to improve them by 
amendment have been frequent, no less than twelve acts for the 
purpose having been passed since the Revised Statutes. To 
perfect them by further amendment seems impracticable. A 
complete revision of them is essential. Such a revision, to meet 
modern conditions, has been found necessary in Germany, 
Austria, Sweden, and other foreign countries, and bills embody- 
ing it are pending in England and the Australian colonies. It 
has been urged here, and proposals for a commission to under- 
take it have, from time to time, been pressed upon the Congress. 
The inconveniences of the present conditions being so great, an 
attempt to frame appropriate legislation has been made by the 
Copyright Office, which has called conférences of the various 
interests especially and practically concerned with the opera- 
tion of the copyright laws. It has secured from them sugges- 
tions as to the changes necessary; it has added from its own 
experience and investigations, and it has drafted a bill which 
embodies such of these changes and additions as, after full dis- 
cussion and expert criticism, appeared to be sound and safe. 
In form this bill would replace the existing insufficient and in- 
consistent laws by one general copyright statute. It will be pre- 
sented to the Congress at the coming session. It deserves 
prompt consideration. 

ADULTERATION OF FOODS. 


I recommend that a law be enacted to regulate interstate com- 
merce in misbranded and adulterated foods, drinks, and drugs. 
Such law would protect legitimate manufacture and commerce, 
and would tend to secure the health and welfare of the consum- 
ing public. ‘Traffic in foodstuffs which have been debased or 
adulterated so as to injure health or to deceive purchasers 
should be forbidden. 

SMOKE LAW. 

The law forbidding the emission of dense black or gray smoke 
in the city of Washington has been sustained by the courts. 
Something has been accomplished under it, but much remains to 
be done if we would preserve the Capital City from defacement 
by the smoke nuisance. Repeated prosecutions under the law 
have not had the desired effect. I recommend that it be made 
more stringent by increasing both the minimum and maximum 
fine; by providing for imprisonment in cases of repeated viola- 
tion; and by affording the remedy of injunction against the con- 
tinuation of the operation of plants which are persistent of- 
fenders. I recommend, also, an increase in the number of in- 
spectors, whose duty it shall be to detect violations of the act. 

NATIONAL PARKS. 


I call your attention to the generous act of the State of Cali- 
fornia in conferring upon the United States Government the 
ownership of the Yosemite Valley and the Mariposa Big Tree 
Grove. There should be no delay in accepting the gift, and ap- 
propriations should be made for the including thereof in the 
Yosemite National Park, and for the care and policing of the . 
park. California has acted most wisely as well as with great 
magnanimity in the matter. There are certain mighty natural 
features of our land which should be preserved in perpetuity 
for our children and our children’s children. In my judgment 
the Grand Canyon of the Colorado should be made into a na- 
tional park. It is greatly to be wished that the State of New 
York should copy as regards Niagara what the State of Cali- 
fornia has done as regards the Yosemite. Nothing should be 
allowed to interfere with the preservation of Niagara Falls in 
all their beauty and majesty. If the State can not see to this 
then it is earnestly to be wished that she should be willing to 
turn it over to the National Government, which should in such 
case (if possible, in conjunction with the Canadian Government) 
assume the burden and responsibility of preserving unharmed 
Niagara Falis; just as it should gladly assume a similar burden 
and responsibility for the Yosemite National Park, and as it has 
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already assumed them for the Yellowstone National Park. Ade- 
quate provision should be made by the Congress for the proper 
care and supervision of all these national parks. The bound- 
aries of the Yellowstone National Park should be extended to 
the south and east to take in such portions of the abutting for- 
est reservation as will enable the Government to protect the elk 
on their winter range. 

The most characteristic animal of the western plains was the 
great shaggy-maned wild ox, the bison, commonly known as 
buffalo. Small fragments of herds exist in a domesticated 
state here and there, a few of them in the Yellowstone Park. 
Such a herd as that on the Flathead Reservation should not be 
allowed to go out of existence. Either on some reservation or 
on some forest reserve like the Wichita reserve and game 
refuge provision should be made for the preservation of such a 
herd. I believe that the scheme would be of economic advan- 
tage, for the robe of the buffalo is of high market value, and 
the same is true of the robe of the crossbred animals, 


LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 


I call your especial attention to the desirability of giving to 
the members of the Life-Saving Service pensions such as are 
given to firemen and policemen in all our great cities. The men 
in the Life-Saving Service continually and in the most matter 
of fact way do deeds such as make Americans proud of their 
country. They have no political influence; and they live in 
such remote places that the really heroic services they con- 
tinually render receive the scantiest recognition from the public. 
It is unjust for a great nation like this to permit these men to 
become totally disabled or to meet death in the performance 
of their hazardous duty and yet to give them no sort of reward. 
If one of them serves thirty years of his life in such a position 
he should surely be entitled to retire on half pay, as a fireman 
or policeman does, and if he becomes totally incapacitated 
through accident or sickness or loses his health in the discharge 
of his duty he or his family should receive a pension just as any 
‘soldier should. I call your attention with especial earnestness 
to this matter because it appeals not only to our judgment but 
to our sympathy; for the people on whose behalf I ask it are 
comparatively few in number, render incalculable service of a 
particularly dangerous kind, and haye no one to speak for them. 


INDIANS. 


During the year just past, the phase of the Indian question 
which has been most sharply brought to public attention is the 
larger legal significance of the Indian’s induction into citizen- 
ship. This has made itself manifest not only in a great access 
of litigation in which the citizen Indian figures as a party 
defendant and in a more widespread disposition to levy local 
taxation upon his personalty, but in a decision of the United 
States Supreme Court which struck away the main prop on 
which has hitherto rested the Government's benevolent effort to 
protect him against the evils of intemperance. The court holds, 
in effect, that when an Indian becomes, by virtue of an allot- 
ment of land to him, a citizen of the State in which his land is 
situated, he passes from under Federal control in such matters 
as this, and the acts of the Congress prohibiting the sale or gift 
to him of intoxicants become substantially inoperative. It is 
gratifying to note that the States and municipalities of the 
West which haye most at stake in the welfare of the Indians 
are taking up this subject and are trying to supply, in a meas- 
ure at least, the abdication of its trusteeship forced upon the 
Federal Government. Nevertheless, I would urgently press 
upon the attention of the Congress the question whether some 
amendment of the internal-revenue laws might not be of aid in 
prosecuting those malefactors, known in the Indian country as 
“bootleggers,” who are engaged at once in defrauding the 
United States Treasury of taxes and, what is far more im- 
portant, in debauching the Indians by carrying liquors illicitly 
into territory still completely under Federal jurisdiction. 

Among the crying present needs of the Indians are more day 
schools situated in the midst of their settlements, more effective 
instruction in the industries pursued on their own farms, and 
a more liberal extension of the field matron service, which 
means the education of the Indian women in the arts of home 
making. Until the mothers are well started in the right di- 
rection we can not reasonably expect much from the children 
who are soon to form an integral part of our American citizen- 
ship. Moreover, the excuse continually advanced. by male 
adult Indians for refusing offers of remunerative employment 
at a distance from their homes is that they dare not leave their 
families too long out of their sight. One effectual remedy 
for this state of things is to employ the minds and strengthen 
the moral fiber of the Indian women—the end to which the work 
of the field matron is especially directed. I trust that the 
Congress will make its appropriations for Indian day schools 


and field matrons as generous as may consist with the other 
pressing demands upon its providence. 


THE PHILIPPINES. 

During the last year the /hilippine Islands have been slowly 
recovering from the series of disasters which, since American 
occupation, have greatly ieduced the amount of agricultural 
products below what was produced in Spanish times. The war, 
the rinderpest, the locusts, the drought, and the cholera have 
been united as causes to preyent a return of the prosperity much 
needed in the islands. The most serious is the destruction by 
the rinderpest of more than 75 per cent of the draft cattle, 
because it will take several years of breeding to restore the 
necessary number of these indispensable aids to agriculture. 
The Commission attempted to supply by purchase from adjoin- 
ing countries the needed cattle, but the experiments made were 
unsuccessful. Most of the cattle imported were unable to with- 
stand the change of climate and the rigors of the voyage and 
died from other diseases than rinderpest. 

The income of the Philippine government has necessarily been 
reduced by reason of the business and agricultural depression 
in the islands, and the government has been obliged to exercise 
great economy to cut down its expenses, to reduce salaries, and 
in every way to avoid a deficit. It has adopted an internal- 
revenue law, imposing taxes on cigars, cigarettes, and distilled 
liquors, and abolishing the old Spanish industrial taxes. The 
law has not operated as smoothly as was hoped, and although 
its principle is undoubtedly correct, it may need amendments 
for the purpose of reconciling the people to its provisions. The 
income derived from it has partly made up for the-reduction in 
customs revenue. 

There has been a marked increase in the number of Filipinos 
employed in the civil service, and a corresponding decrease in 
the number of Americans. The government in every one of its 
departments has been rendered more efficient by elimination 
of undesirable material and the promotion of deserving public 
servants. 

Improvements of harbors, roads, and bridges continue, al- 
though the cutting down of the revenue forbids the expenditure 
of any great amount from current income for these pu 
Steps are being taken, by advertisement for competitive bids, 
to secure the construction and maintenance of 1,000 miles of 
railway by private corporations under the recent enabling legis- 
lation of the Congress. The transfer of the friar lands, in 
accordance with the contract made some two years ago, has 
been completely effected, and the purchase money paid. Pro- 
vision has just been made by statute for the speedy settlement 
in a special proceeding in the Supreme Court of controversies 
ever the possession and title of church buildings and rectories 
arising between the Roman Catholic Church and schismatics 
claiming under ancient municipalities. Negotiations and hear- 
ings for the settlement of the amount due to the Roman Catholic 
Church for rent and occupation of churches and rectories by the 
Army of the United States are in progress, and it is hoped a 
satisfactory conclusion may be submitted to the Congress before 
the end of the session. 

Tranquillity has existed during the past year throughout the 
Archipelago, except in the province of Cavite, the province of 
Batangas, and the province of Samar, and in the island of Jolo 
among the Moros. The Jolo disturbance was put an end to by 
several sharp and short engagements, and now peace prevails 
in the Moro province. Cavite, the mother of ladrones in the 
Spanish times, is so permeated with the traditional sympathy 
of the people for ladronism as to make it difficult to stamp out 
the disease. Batangas was only disturbed by reason of the 
fugitive ladrones from Cavite. Samar was thrown into disturb- 
ance by the uneducated and partly savage peoples living in the 
mountains, who, having been given by the municipal code more 
power than they were able to exercise discreetly, elected 
municipal officers who abused their trugts, compelled the people 
raising hemp to sell it at a much less price than it was worth, 
and by their abuses drove their people into resistance to consti- 
tuted authority. Cavite and Samar are instances of reposing 
too much confidence in the self-governing power of a people. 
The disturbances have all now been suppressed, and it is hoped 
that with these lessons local governments can be formed which 
will secure quiet and peace to the deserving inhabitants. The 
incident is another proof of the fact that if there has been 
any error as regards giving self-government in the Philippines 
it has been in the direction of giving it too quickly, not too 
slowly. A year from next April the first legislative assembly 
for -the islands will be held. On the sanity and self-restraint 
of this body much will depend so far as the future self-govern- 
ment of the islands is concerned. 

The most encouraging feature of the whole situation has been 
the very great interest taken by the common people in educa- 
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tion and the great increase in the number of enrolled students 
in the public schools. The increase was from 300,000 to half 
a million pupils. The average attendance is about 70 per cent. 
The only limit upon the number of pupils seems to be the 
capacity of the government to furnish teachers and school- 
houses. 

The agricultural conditions of the islands enforce more 
strongly than ever the argument in favor of reducing the tariff 
on the products of the Philippine Islands entering the United 
States. I earnestly recommend that the tariff now imposed by 
the Dingley bill upon the products of the Philippine Islands 
be entirely removed, except the tariff on sugar and tobacco, and 
that that tariff be reduced to 25 per cent of the present rates 
under the Dingley Act; that after July 1, 1909, the tariff upon 
tobacco and sugar produced in the Philippine Islands be entirely 
removed, and that free trade between the islands and the 
United States in the products of each country then be provided 
for by law. 

A statute in force, enacted April 15, 1904, suspends the oper- 
ation of the coastwise laws of the United States upon the trade 
between the Philippine Islands and the United States until July 
1, 1906. I earnestly recommend that this suspension be post- 
poned until July 1, 1909. I think it of doubtful utility to apply 
the coastwise laws to the trade between the United States and 
the Philippines under any circumstances, because I am con- 
vinced that it will do no good whatever to American bottoms, 
and will only interfere and be an obstacle to the trade between 
the Philippines and the United States; but if the coastwise law 
must be thus applied, certainly it ought not to have effect until 
free trade is enjoyed between the people of the United States 
and the people of the Philippine Islands in their respective 
products. 

I do not anticipate that free trade between the islands and 
the United States will produce a revolution in the sugar and 
tobacco production of the Philippine Islands. So primitive are 
the methods of agriculture in the Philippine Islands, so slow is 
capital in going to the islands, so many difficulties surround a 
large agricultural enterprise in the islands, that it will be 
many, many years before the products of those islands will have 
any effect whatever upon the markets of the United States. 
The problem of labor is also a formidable one with the sugar 
and tobacco producers in the islands. The best friends of the 
Filipino people and the people themselves are utterly opposed 
to the admission of Chinese coolie labor. Hence the only solu- 
tion is the training of Filipino labor, and this will take a long 
time. The enactment of a law by the Congress of the United 
States making provision for free trade between the islands and 
the United States, however, will be of great importance from a 
political and sentimental standpoint; and while its actual 
benefit has doubtless been exaggerated by the people of the 
islands, they will accept this measure of justice as an indica- 
tion that the people of the United States are anxious to aid the 
people of the Philippine Islands in every way, and especially 
in the agricultural development of their Archipelago. It will 
aid the Filipinos without injuring interests in America. 

HAWAII. 

In my judgment immediate steps should be taken for the fer- 
tification of Hawaii. This is the most important point in the 
Pacific to fortify in order to conserve the interests of this 
country. It would be bard to overstate the importance of this 
need. Hawaii is too heavily taxed. Laws should be enacted 
setting aside for a period of, say, twenty years 75 per cent of 
the internal revenue and customs receipts from Hawaii as a 
special fund to be expended in the islands for educational and 
public buildings, and for harbor improvements and military and 
naval defenses. It can not be too often repeated that our aim 
must be to develop the Territory of Hawaii on traditional 
American lines, That Territory has serious commercial and 
industrial problems to reckon with; but no measure of relief 
can be considered which looks to legislation admitting Chinese 
and restricting them by statute to field labor and domestic 
service. The status of servility can never again be tolerated on 
American soil. We can not concede that the proper solution 
of its problems is special legislation admitting to Hawaii a class 
of laborers denied admission to the other States and Territories. 
There are obstacles, and great obstacles, in the way of building 
up a representative American community in the Hawaiian 
Islands; but it is not in the American character to give up in 
the face of difficulty. Many an American Commonwealth has 
been built up against odds equal to those that now confront 
Hawaii. 

No merely half-hearted effort to meet its problems as other 
American communities have met theirs can be accepted as final. 
Hawaii shall never become a Territory in which a governing 
class of rich planters exists by means of coolie labor. Even if 


the rate of growth of the Territory is thereby rendered slower, 
the growth must only take place by the admission of immigrants 
fit in the end to assume the duties and burdens of full American 
citizenship. Our aim must be to develop the Territory on the 
same basis of stable citizenship as exists on this continent. 

7 PORTO RICO. 

I earnestly advocate the adoption of legislation which will 
explicitly confer American citizenship on all citizens of Porto 
Rico. There is, in my judgment, no excuse for failure to do 
this. The harbor of San Juan should be dredged and improved. 
The expenses of the Federal court of Porto Rico should be met 
from the Federal Treasury, and not from the Porto Rican treas- 
ury. The elections in Porto Rico should take place every four 
years, and the legislature should meet in session every two 
years, The present form of government in Porto Rico, which 
provides for the appointment by the President of the members 
of the executive council or upper house of the legislature, has 
proved satisfactory and has inspired confidence in property own- 
ers and investors. I do not deem it advisable at the present 
time to change this form in any material feature. The prob- 
lems and needs of the island are industrial and commercial 
rather than political. 

INSULAR AFFAIRS IN GENERAL, 

I wish also to call the attention of the Congress to one ques- 
tion which affects our insular possessions generally; namely, 
the need of an increased liberality in the treatment of the whole 
franchise question in these islands. In the proper desire to 
prevent the islands being exploited by speculators and to have 
them develop in the interest of their own people an error has 
been made in refusing to grant sufficiently liberal terms to 
induce the investment of American capital in the Philippines 
and in Porto Rico. Elsewhere in this Message I have spoken 
strongly against the jealousy of mere wealth, and especially of 
corporate wealth as such. But it is particularly regrettable to 
allow any such jealousy to be developed when we are dealing 
either with our insular or with foreign affairs. The big cor- 
poration has achieved its present position in the business world 
simply because it is the most effective instrument in business 
competition. In foreign affairs we can not afford to put our 
people at a disadvantage with their competitors by in any way 
discriminating against the efliciency of our business organiza- 
tions. In the same way we can not afford to allow our insular 
possessions to lag behind in industrial development from any 
twisted jealousy of business success. It is, of course; a mere 
truism to say that the business interests of the islands will only 
be developed if it becomes the financial interest of somebody to 
develop them. Yet this development is one of the things most 
earnestly to be wished for in the interest of the islands them- 
selves. We have been paying all possible heed to the political 
and educational interests of the islands, but, important though 
these objects are, it is not less important that we should favor 
their industrial development. The Government can in certain 
ways help this directly, as by building good roads; but the fun- 
damental and vital help must be given through the development 
of the industries of the islands, and a most efficient means to 
this end is to encourage big American corporations to start 
industries in them, and this means to make it advantageous for 
them to do so. To limit the ownership of mining claims as has 
been done in the Philippines is absurd. In both the Philippines 
and Porto Rico the limit of holdings of land should be largely 
raised. 

ALASKA. 

I earnestly ask that Alaska be given an elective Delegate. 
Some person should be chosen who can speak with authority of 
the needs of the Territory. The Government should aid in the 
construction of a railroad from the Gulf of Alaska to the Yukou 
River, in American territory. In my last two Messages I ad- 
yocated certain additional action on behalf of Alaska. I shall 
not now repeat those recommendations, but I shall lay all my 
stress upon the one recommendation of giving to Alaska some 
one authorized to speak for it. I should prefer that the Dele- 
gate was made elective, but if this is not deemed wise then make 
him appointive. At any rate, give Alaska some person whose 
business it shall be to speak with authortiy on her behalf to 
the Congress. The natural resources of Alaska are great. Some 
of the chief needs of the peculiarly energetic, self-reliant, and 
typically American white population of Alaska were set forth 
in my last Message. I also earnestly ask your attention to the 
needs of the Alaskan Indians. All Indians who are compe- 
tent should receive the full rights of American citizenship. It 
is, for instance, a gross and indefensible wrong to deny to such 
hard-working, decent-living Indians as the Metlakahtlas the 
right to obtain licenses as captains, pilots, and engineers, the 
right to enter mining claims, and to profit by the homestead 
law. ‘These particular Indians are civilized, and are competent 
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and entitled to be put on the same basis with the white men 
round about them. 


ADMISSION TO STATEHOOD. 

I recommend that Indian Territory and Oklahoma be admitted 
as one State and that New Mexico and Arizona be admitted as 
one State. There is no obligation upon us to treat territorial 
subdivisions, which are matters of convenience only, as binding 
us on the question of admission to statehood. Nothing has taken 
up more time in the Congress during the past few years than 
the question as to the statehood to be granted to the four Terri- 
tories above mentioned, and after careful consideration of all 
that has been developed in the discussions of the question I rec- 
ommend that they be immediately admitted as two States. 
There is no justification for further delay; and the advisability 
of making the four Territories into two States has been clearly 
established. 

In some of the Territories the legislative assemblies issue 
licenses for gambling. The Congress should by law forbid this 
practice, the harmful results of which are obvious at a glance. 


THE PANAMA CANAL. 

The treaty between the United States and the Republic of 
Panama, under which the construction of the Panama Canal 
was made possible, went into effect with its ratification by the 
United States Senate on February 23, 1904. The canal proper- 
ties of the French Canal Company were transferred to the 
United States on April 23, 1904, on payment of $40,000,000 to 
that company. On April 1, 1905, the Commission was reorgan- 
ized, and it now consists of Theodore P. Shonts, chairman, 
Charles E. Magoon, Benjamin M. Harrod, Rear-Admiral Morde- 
cai T. Endicott, Brig. Gen. Peter C. Hains, and Col. Oswald H. 
rnst. John F. Stevens was appointed chief engineer on 
July 1 last. Active work in canal construction, mainly prepara- 
tory, has been in progress for less than a year and a half. Dur- 
ing that period two points about the canal have ceased to be 
open to debate. First, the question of route; the canal will be 
built on the Isthmus of Panama. Second, the question of feasi- 
bility; there are no physical obstacles on this route that Ameri- 
can engineering skill will not be able to overcome without 
serious difficulty, or that will prevent the completion of the 
canal within a reasonable time and at a reasonable cost. This 
is virtually the unanimous testimony of the engineers who have 
investigated the matter for the Government. 

The point which remains unsettled is the question of type, 
whether the canal shall be one of several locks above sea level, 
or at sea level with a single tide lock. On this point I hope to 
lay before the Congress at an early day the findings of the 
Advisory Board of American and European Engineers, that at 
my invitation have been considering the subject, together with 
the report of the Commission thereon; and such comments 
thereon or recommendations in reference thereto as may seem 
necessary. 

The American people is pledged to the speediest possible con- 
struction of a canal adequate to meet the demands which the 
commerce of the world will make upon it, and I appeal most 
earnestly to the Congress to aid in the fulfillment of the pledge. 
Gratifying progress has been made during the past year and 
especially during the past four months. The greater part of 
the necessary preliminary work has been done. Actual work of 
excavation could be begun only on a limited scale till the Canal 
Zone was made a healthful place to live in and to work in. 
The Isthmus had to be sanitated first. This task has been so 
thoroughly accomplished that yellow fever has been virtually 
extirpated from the Isthmus and general health conditions 
vastly improved. The same methods which converted the island 
of Cuba from a pest hole, which menaced the health of the 
world, into a healthful place of abode, have been applied on the 
Isthmus with satisfactory results. There is no reason to doubt 
that when the plans for water supply, paving, and sewerage of 
Panama and Colon and the large labor camps have been fully 
carried out, the Isthmus will be, for the Tropics, an unusually 
healthy place of abode. The work is so far advanced now 
that the health of all those employed in canal work is as well 
guarded as it is on similar work in this country and elsewhere. 

In addition to sanitating the Isthmus, satisfactory quarters 
are being provided for employees and an adequate system of 
supplying them with wholesome food at reasonable prices has 
been created. Hospitals have been established and equipped 
that are without superiors of their kind anywhere. The coun- 
try has thus been made fit to work in, and provision has been 
made for the welfare and comfort of those who are to do the 
work. During the past year a large portion of the plant with 
which the work is to be done has been ordered. It is confi- 
dently believed that by the middle of the approaching year a 
sufficient proportion of this plant will have been installed to 
enable us to resume the work of excavation on a large scale. 


What is needed now and without delay is an appropriation 
by the Congress to meet the current and accruing expenses of 
the Commission. The first appropriation of $10,000,000, out of 
the $135,000,000 authorized by the Spooner Act, was made three 
years ago. It is nearly exhausted. There is barely enough of 
it remaining to carry the Commission to the end of the year. 
Unless the Congress shall appropriate before that time all work 
must cease. To arrest progress for any length of time now, 
when matters are advancing so satisfactorily, would be de- 
plorable. There will be no money with which to meet pay-roll 
obligations and none with which to meet bills coming due for 
materials and sypplies; and there will be demoralization of 
the forces, here and on the Isthmus, now working so harmo- 
niously and effectively, if there is delay in granting an emer- 
gency appropriation. Estimates of the amount necessary will 
be found in the accompanying reports of the Secretary of War 
and the Commission. 

THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

I recommend more adequate provision than has been made 
heretofore for the work of the Department of State. Within 
a few years there has been a very great increase in the amount 
and importance of the work to be done by that Department, 
both in Washington and abroad. This has been caused by the 
great increase of our foreign trade, the increase of wealth 
among our people, which enables them to travel more gener- 
ally than heretofore, the increase of American capital which 
is seeking investment in foreign countries, and the growth of 
our power and weight in the councils of the civilized world. 
There has been no corresponding increase of facilities for doing 
the work afforded to the Department haying charge of our 
foreign relations. 

Neither at home nor abroad is there a sufficient working force 
to do the business properly. In many respects the system which 
was adequate to the work of twenty-five, or even ten, years ago, 
is inadequate now, and should be changed. Our consular force 
should be classified, and appointments should be made to the 
several classes, with authority to the Executive to assign the 
members of each class to duty at such posts as the interests of 
the service require, instead of the appointments being made as 
at present to specified posts. There should be an adequate in- 
spection service, so that the Department may be able to inform 
itself how the business of each consulate is being done, instead 
of depending upon casual private information or rumor. The 
fee system should be entirely abolished, and a due equivalent 
made in salary to the officers who now eke out their subsistence 
by means of fees. Sufficient provision should be made for a 
clerical force in every consulate, composed entirely of Ameri- 
cans, instead of the insufficient provision now made, which com- 
pels the employment of great numbers of citizens of foreign 
countries whose services can be obtained for less money. At a 
large part of our consulates the office quarters and the clerical 
ferce are inadequate to the performance of the onerous duties 
imposed by the recent provisions of our immigration laws as 
well as by our increasing trade. In many parts of the world 
the lack of suitable quarters for our embassies, legations, and 
consulates detracts from the respect in which our officers ought 
to be held, and seriously impairs their weight and infiuence. 

Suitable provision should be made for the expense of keeping 
our diplomatic officers more fully informed of what is being 
done from day to day in the progress of our diplomatic affairs 
with other countries. The lack of such information, caused by 
insufficient appropriations available for cable tolls and for 
clerical and messenger service, frequently puts our officers at a 
great disadvantage and detracts from their usefulness. The 
salary list should be readjusted. It does not now correspond 
either to the importance of the service to be rendered and the 
degrees of ability and experience required in the different posi- 
tions, or to the differences in the cost of living. In many cases 
the salaries are quite inadequate. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 

December 5, 1905. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
message of the President will lie upon the table, and, together 
with the accompanying documents, will be printed. 


DELAWARE RIVER AND BAY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for action by the Congress thereon, a certified 
copy of an act 2 by the general assembly of the State of Dela- 
ware, entitled“ act to ratify and confirm a compact or agreement 
between the States of New Jersey and Delaware respecting the Dela- 
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ware River and Bay and to authorize the execution thereof,” which 


was submitted to me Hon. Preston Lea, governor of the State of 
Delaware, in . the mandate of the thie daw. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tus WEITE Hovuss, December 5, 1905. 
CERTAIN SETTLERS ON NORTHERN PACIFIC LAND GRANT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the aegre score oud ee the Congress, a draft 

and settlers within the 


Glas a se torre Paride and grant ager Sii E fete om 
of ern Pacific lan 3 a m 
the an the reasons for the desired 


Secretary of the Interlor, setting 
action. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


THE WEITE Housn, December 5, 1905. 
REPORT OF COMMISSION ON NATURALIZATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the consideration of the eg Sag td 
port E the Commission on Naturalization, appointed 


order of Marth 1, 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 
Tue Warre House, December 5, 1905. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewi for the consideration of the Congress, the 
2 second Annual rt of the United States Civil Service Com- 


tive 


z THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
THE Wuire House, December 5, 1905. 


REPORT OF BOARD ON GEOGRAPHIO NAMES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
singe cee to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatires: 


I transmit herewi for the information of the Congress, the Third 
Report of the United States Board on Geographic Names, constituted 
by Executive order of tember 4, 1 4890. 

is invited to the 55 of 


ngress, 
and that an annual 8 . of 
enable the Board to conduct the necessary co 
bo rey of questions submitted, and pe Hie gi pri 
the decisions made by the Board. 


Tue Wuite House, December 5, 1905. 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE BENJAMIN F. MARSH. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I ask the Chair to submit to 
the Senate the action of the House relative to the death of Hon. 
BENJAMIN F. Mans, late a Representative from the State of 
Illinois. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolutions indicated by the Senator from Illinois, which 
will be read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIYS, 
December 4, 1905. 


rofound sorrow of the 
epresentatiye from the 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


Resolved, That the House has heard with 
death of Hon. BENJAMIN F. MARSH, late a 
State of Illinois. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to transmit this 
ae to the Senate, and a copy thereof to the family of the de- 
ceased. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I submit resolutions and ask 
for their present consideration. 

The resolutions were read; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate proceeded to their consideration, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with sensibility the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. BENJAMIN F. H, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of ee 

Resolved, That as an a mal mark of respect to the memory of 
the deceased the te do now adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions submitted by the Senator from Illinois. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and in accord- 
ance with the second resolution (at 2 o'clock and 50 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, De- 
cember 6, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Turspay, December 5, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couprn, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. Humphreys of Mississippi and Mr. Claude Kitchin ap- 
peared at the bar of the House and qualified by taking the oath 
of office prescribed by law. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO NOTIFY THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, the committee 
appointed by the House to wait upon the President of the 
United States in conjunction with a similar committee on the 
part of the Senate, to advise him that a quorum of the House 
is present and that Congress is ready to receive any message 
that he may have to communicate, has performed that duty, 
and the President has requested us to say that he will communi- 
cate with the Congress in writing in the very near future. 


RECESS. 


At 12 o’clock and 12 minutes, on motion of Mr. PAYNE, the 
House took a recess for ten minutes. 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order by 
the Speaker. 


ANNUAL MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Sundry messages in writing from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. BARNES, one of his secretaries. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the annual message 
from the President of the United States. 

[For message see Senate proceedings, page 91.] 

REFERENCE OF THE PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the President’s mes- 
sage and accompanying documents be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union and ordered to be 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SWEARING IN A MEMBER. 


Mr. Hardwick, a Representative from the State of Georgia, 
appeared at the bar and took the oath of office. 


RESOLUTIONS EXPRESSIVE OF SYMPATHY WITH THE SUFFERERS BY 
THE MASSACRES IN RUSSIA, 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
of this House that the resolutions I baye introduced, which I 
ask to have referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs when 
appointed, and which I trust I will haye the opportunity to 
speak to at some later day, may be now read by the Clerk and 
printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the resolutions shall be read and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs and also printed in the 
RECORD. i 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, without knowing the nature of 
the resolutions, I do not like to establish such a precedent as 
this, where the gentleman asks simply that the resolutions be 
read. It is out of the ordinary and against the rules of the 
House. I do not know anything about the nature of the reso- 
lutions. If the gentleman will state in substance the nature of 
his resolutions, perhaps we can get along with it. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I think after I have stated it the gentle- 
man from New York will withdraw any objection he might 
otherwise make. The resolutions express the sympathy of the 
American people with the sufferers from the massacres in 
Russia. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have no objection this 
once. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 0 
Resolutions resets of the a of the American people re- 

specting the recent massacres in Russia and extending their sym 

and romieating the — President ot the United States to use his 8 

friendly offices, etc. 

Be it resolved by the House of R 

of America, That the 
sorrow and feel akin to horror of na tion and massacres of 
the Jews in Russ The American Ay mbua ever t Animated by the spirit 
+“ justice and . meni strongly ar th the recognition of 
e brotherhood of — our 3 
thou 


resentatives of the United States 
Members of this House learned with profound 
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the unfortunate sufferers who have been plunged into a ef that 2 


gars S and tender them the expressions of their hear 
sympathy. 

11 it R resolved, That the President of the United States is 
hereby respectfully requested, if he finds it not incompatible with the 
ublic Interests, to use such good and friendly offices with the Russian 
overnment as the traditional and unbroken friendship between the two 
sections may justify, as may secure action by the Russian Govern- 
ewe as may tend to prevent the recurrence of such outrages in the 
uture. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the same may be printed in the Recorp and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


PANAMA CANAL, 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill H. R. 480 may be made the special order for to-morrow 
after the reading of the Journal, and that it may continue as 
such until disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
H. R. 480 and that the same shall be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 480) supplemental to an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic 


and Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, and making appropria- 
tions for Isthmian Canal construction, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the bonds authorized by section 8 of the act 
entitled “An act to provide for the construction of a canal connecting 
the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, 
shall be subject to the provisions of section 13 of the act entitled “An 
act to define and fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity of 
all forms of money issued or coined by the United States, to refund the 
public debt, and for other purposes, approved March- 14, 1900, the same 
as though sald bonds were issued under the provisions of said act of 
March 14, 1900. 

Sec. 2. That there is hereby appropriated, out of ay money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $16,500,000 to con- 
tinue the construction of the Isthmian Canal, to be expended under the 
direction of the President in accordance with the said act to provide 
for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans, approved June 28, 1902, and for each and every 
purpose connected with the same, the said sum to continue available 
until expended: Provided, That all eee from the appropria- 
tion herein made shall be reimbursed to the Treasury of the United 
States out of the proceeds of the sale of bonds authorized in section 8 
of the said act approved June 28, 1902. 

Sec. 3. That a detailed statement of the expenditures from this and 
n appropriations for the construction of the Isthmian Canal 


aba) made annually to Congress at the beginning of each regular 
session, 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to inquire of my colleague—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. Speaker, am I recognized? 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. To the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I reserve the right to object. 

The SPEAKER. It is a question of unanimous consent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object 
and announcing I would object now, I want to make a request 
of the gentleman from Iowa. It is that he permit his request 
for unanimous consent to go over until to-morrow. I have not 
had time to scrutinize the bill, and if the request were pushed 
now I should undoubtedly object. Perhaps after scrutinizing 
it I may not, but I would request him to permit the request for 
unanimous consent to go over until to-morrow, until we have 
time to consider the matter. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr, Speaker, at the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi I modified the request that it was my 
purpose to make. I did intend to ask that the bill might now 
come up for consideration, but the gentleman having suggested 
that he desired to see the bill, I thought that I was complying 
with the substance of his request by asking that it be considered 
to-morrow. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; the gentleman from Iowa, if he will 
excuse me, must have misunderstood me. The request I made 
of him was to permit his request for unanimous consent to go 
over. Without further information, I am not certain whether I 
would or would not object. I know I will object now and I am 
inclined to think I might object to-morrow, but I want time to 
consider it. Perhaps I may not object, and if I do not it would 
facilitate the public business. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, with the statement so posi- 
tively made that the gentleman would object now, I do not see 
that there is any alternative for me except to postpone my re- 
quest until to-morrow. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And to-morrow, when the gentleman pre- 
fers the request again, I will consider it on its merits, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama rose, 


Mr. HEPBURN. In the meantime, in order that the bill 
may have 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Will the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. HEPBURN] allow me a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Will the gentleman state 
whether or not the bill has been printed as yet? x; 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I sent a few moments ago 
to get a copy of it, and I could not. It is a matter of very great 
importance, and we ought to have time to look into it. It has 
not been in the hands of the Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
Committee, because that committee has not been appointed as yet. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Hepsurn] whether it is his intention to ask unanimous 
consent to have the data printed also. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I was about to say when I yielded to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Ricuarpson], that I have a 
statement of the expenditures under the appropriation hereto- 
fore made, up to the 13th of September of this year. And I 
have also a statement of the estimates that are involved, in 
the sum of $16,500,000, covered by this sum which it is pro- 
posed to be appropriated. 

Therefore I ask unanimous consent that the bill and these 
two papers be printed in the Recorp, so that the gentlemen can 
have them before them in the morning. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
asks unanimous consent that the bill be printed in the Recorp, 
together with the two statements of the expenditures that have 
been made and the estimates that are thought to be essential. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. I suggest also that the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN] ask that those estimates be printed in the usual 
pamphlet form, for convenience, as well as in the Recorp. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will ask that also. 

The SPEAKER. To be printed as a document? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is reminded that it would be 
printed as a document anyway. 


Mr. PAYNE. If they are addressed to the Speaker of the 
House, they would be. And, if that is so, I will withdraw my 
suggestion. 


Mr. WILIAMS. It ought to be printed in the Recorp anyhow. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will withdraw the suggestion, on the state- 
ment of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request that it be 
printed in the RECORD? 

There was no objection. 

The reports are as follows: 


ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION, 
Summary of expenditures in all departments to September 30, 1905. 


To June 80, 
195. Sept. 30,1905.) Total. 
General expenses: 
Isthmian Canal Commission.......| $187,714.57 | $47,542.41 | $185,256.98 
Office committee on engineering 5, 783. 67 3,535. 48 9,319.15 
Special commissio ners 14, 329. 02 3. 936. 88 18, 265. 90 
Department of administration: 
Office of administration 67,981.72 B4, 051. 04 102,012,76 
General auditor, Washington office 19,406. 21 10, 734. 00 30, 140. 21 
General auditor, Isthmus office -_. 5,381. 33 14, 619, 45 19, 950, 78 
Disbursing officer, Washington 
o E E T E S 8,714. 28 2.507. 14 11. 281, 42 
Disbursing officer, Isthmus office - 18, 405. 37 14,419.91 82, 826. 28 
The land department 5,100. 60 4,028.76 9,127. 36 
ö of government and sani- 
tation: 
Executive office ..........-........- 20, 223. 05 23, 148. 84 52, 371.89 
e treasurer 665, 00 25.00 690. 00 
Administration of justi 13, 501. 30 9, 385.05 22, 886. 35 
Collector of revenues 23,916. 30 7, 676. 77 81,593.07 
Sanitation 208,641.05 | 174,754.40 | 883,305.45 
Hospitals and asylums 169, 852. 86 64, 678. 69 234,581.55 
Construction of waterworks, sew- 
era, and s— 
Zone highway improvements.. 9, 277.50 18, 022. 81 27,800. 31 
Streetimprovements, Panama. 606.72 5, 266. 68 5,873. 40 
Construction of waterworks 
TIC WED oo ae oe ope 186,154.16 | 135,673.61 | 821,827.77 
Police and prison 67,594.12 23, 040. 20 90, 634. 82 
8 of construction and en- 
eering: 
Office of chief engineer 182, 485, 22 27,234.48 | 209,719.70 
Manager of labor and quarters 
and corrals -.......-.-...-..-.-.-- 14, 358, 68 49,068.19 63, 426. 87 
Bureau of waterworks, sewers, 
and 3 —— 6 10, 198. 97 951.10 11, 150.07 
Bureau o z ones, 
and electric fights SATIN R 5 Ne 2,348.28 
ureau of meteorology and river 
YC (CC TTT 342. 38 3,672.67 4,015.00 
Canal construction . . 694,292.33 | 315,812.29 | 1,010, 104. 62 
ine-shop expenses 252,514. 41 215, 508. 55 „082. 
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pied estimated at $25,000 per month -STAPE 118, 000 
a ei 
Purchase of Panama Railroad stock. — 25 — 
ah | ems of steamers Havana and Estimated requirements for the balance of the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1906_____.__________ 16, 500, 000 
E. S. Benson, General Auditor. 
3 . REPRESENTATIVE ANTHONY MICHALEK., 


Mr. RAINEY rose. 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Illinois rise? 


eral purchasing officer, Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege 


Fiare dare e enpe nnn a 17,470.85 affecting this House. 
New Ne Vor 55 4,931. 48 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
sew Osieens — 695. 35 Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, I have here a protest which I 
80100 T have just received, numerously signed by the citizens of the 
Division of material and sup- Fifth Congressional district of Illinois, protesting against being 
plies, Isthmus. 206,750. 71 represented here in this body by ANTHONY MICHALEK, whom 


21,009: © they allege is an alien. The petition is accompanied by aff- 


davits, which certainly make at least a strong prima facie case. 

I desire to present this petition now, and to accompany it 
with a resolution asking that the Speaker appoint a special 
committee of five to immediately investigate the claim made 
by these citizens of that district. I ask that the petition also be 
read. It is not a long one. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the petition and reso- 
lution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
1 9 the honorable the House of . of the Fifty-ninth 

Congress of the United States of A 


The undersi citizens and legal aise, of the Fifth 888 
district of ois respectfully resent unto your honorable 
that at the last Conaressional ection held in said district * 
AUO MICHALEK was elected as a Member of the Fifty-ninth Con- 
that since said election it has come to the notice of the under- 
Signed that said ANTHONY MICHALEK was not at the time he was elected 


Total, entire period to December 1, 1903. $9, 987, 092. 15 | nor is he now a citizen of the United States. 

ted acco ma ‘an ies rged Wherefore we protest BE being r represented in your honorabla 
p eee 250, 000. 00 | body by one who not dooms ed it worth while to become a citizen of 
Estimated amount of cash on hand December 1, 1908.— 300, 000. 00 | the United States, and 3 petition your honorable body to 


cause an investigation to be and 
MICHALEK is not a citizen of che nited States to take — 4 action 
in the premises as to your honorable body shall seem fit and proper. 
And in support of g of as vcard we herewith submit the affidavits of 
Julius M. and — 1 — Pejsar, which affidavits 
are made of this te petition, 2 — we offer produce other and addi- 
tional testimony on any hearing ordered by your honorable body. 
And we will every pray. 


STATE or ILLINOIS, County of Cook, ss: 


Julius M. Kahn, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says 
that he is an attorney at law, and resides at 729 East Fiftieth place. 
in the city of 2 that he is a native-born citizen of the 1 


E. S. Benson, General Auditor. 
8 2, 1905. 


IsTHMIAN CANAL AFFAIRS, 
Orrien OF ADMINISTRATION. 
PANAMA CANAL BUILDING, 
‘Washington, D. O., December 1, 1995. 
Detailed statement of amounts com ome 5 of $16,500,900 
ae for, being estimated expenditure. period from December 
1, 1905, to June 30, 1906. 


1. Estimated liabilities to December 1, 1905, covering mate- 


ered ‘and: in’ transit. oo ea, 4, 000, 000 | States, and 39 za Poroa hiy familiar with the records of the 
sie face nied raont aa e T courts of Cook Co State of Ilinols, and a competent person 
CCCCTTCTTTT—T—T—T—T—V—T—T————— 45, 920 to examine the — uo the courts; that in said county there are 
Household and office furnishings 165, 773 four courts which have the power to naturalize e itizens, namely: The 
Lumber and lumber products 957, 061 circuit court, superior court, meray 4 8 criminal’ court, and no 
Mechinetre + i E 455, 679 other court in said Cook County has such power, and that no other 
Plumbing supplie——4444„4ũ 347, 430 court had such power for more than thirty years last past; that he 


3 e r eee e 511. 970 courts for purpose of ascertaining whether one Vaclav Michalek 
Rootin and paving material- = 417. 936 ever became a Eitigen of the United States; that he carefully exam- 
pe and sanitary supplies „452 ined the records beginning with the year 1879 and ending with the year 
prea shovels, dredges, and dr 157. 183 1890, both inclusive, and that there is no record in any of said courts 
Water and sewer pi 223, 084 6677 org oe Seg why geen ye EN 
— 3 BETAS) sa 0 e, at during of said pe 0 no one 
Miscellaneous supplies 303, 539 by the naan of Michalek became a citizen in sald Cook County ex- 

4, 000, 000 ia pt ea epres 3 bog became a cuen = ot Cook 1888 Pe 

natur: on and ent o; superior court of Cook County ; 

2. 3 Jung 30, 8 for delivery’ not 8, 350, 000 that said Michael TAP PA as appears from said rds, ounty 
i sar nea CC $1,071,100 , native of Germany, and not a native of Bohemia, Austria, in, and that he 

120 1 ti — aay REEE 1.367. 000 took the oath eee allegiance to the Emperor of Germany. 

ge dg — nn 398 And this afian at after a thorough investigation of the rec- 

172 suem i vels- chines (piows, ete.) —— 151.784 ords he finds that Vaclay Michalek was never naturalized in the 

ceding onen reals (plows, ete.) 30.650 County of Cook during said period of time. 

3 — tan Fm wers- 23.382 Affiant further says that under the election laws of the State of 
3 earth spreaders one Soe Illinois poe voter must ster and answer under oath certain ques- 
2 dip redges_-——.~ 2.074 tions in regard to his fications as a voter, and that the record 
M laneous — * of each voter's answers kept; that this affiant examined the records 
3,350,000 e ok chk, ‘and Slate of d and Fada dat ASTONS Ase 
J ` ounty o an ate o ois, and fin at ANTHONY MICH- 

S menmas from December 11800. to June 30, 1800" 2, 200, o00 | ALEK, Congrossinan elect, from, the, Tafta, Ilinois, istrict, registered 


in the Eig th precinct of the Eleventh Ward in said ci e year 
5 that his sworn answers to 18 TO propoun Gar were that 
he, ANTHONY MICHALEK, was born in that he became a 
citizen of the United States a ne of Congress. 
And further affiant saith 


4. Estimated miscellaneous material purchases on the 

Isthmus and miscellaneous expenditures from Decem- 

ber 1, 1905, to June 30, 1906, consisting of hotel and 

hospital and other supplies, transportation of la- 

borers from West Indies, etC... — 800, 000 
5. Estimated amount due the Panama Railroad Company 

December 1, 1905, for material and services, coveri ng 

fuel and other supplies, koh gag hon done, constructing si 

ings and second main track, ins 8 of telegraph 

and telephone lines, constructing new and 

re SN ee I SEE ER COs BS RET 500, 000 
6. Estimated’ amona due the Panama Railroad Company 

December 1, 1905, to June 30, 1906, for material and 

2 a din the construction of the second FAT, 

STE EA — . ER E 5 

° samane Isthmus pay rolls from December 1, 1905, to 
Be June 30, 1906, based on estimated pay roll for No- 

vember, with increase of 25 per cent from January 1 

1906, on gold rolls and 50 per cent on silver rolls 4, 875, 000 


Junius M. Kany. 
„ and sworn to before me this 18th day of November, A. D. 


[SEAL.] Epw. R. NewMann, Notary Public. 


STATE or ILLINOIS, County of Cook, 88: 


Josef Pejsar, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says 
that he is and for about thirty-five years 5 st has been a citizen 
of the United States; that he has resided in city of Chicago for 
about thirty-nine ears last past; that he is a householder and resides 
and has resided for more than ten years last past at No. 3437 Lowe 
avenue, in the city of Chi cago; that he is acquainted with ANTHONY 
MICHALEK, Congressman-el from the Fifth Congressional district; 


that the name of the father of said Congressman-elect was Vaclay 


1905. 
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Michalek; 
that this affiant was also by occupation a brewer; 


that said Vaclay Michalek was by occupation a brewer; 
at both of them 
were natives of Bohemia, Austria, and that both of them were employed 


by the Seipp Brewing Ne er pe in the city of Chicago, and that this 
aant was well acquaint with said Vaclay Michalek, father of said 
Con an-elect; that said Vaclav Michalek arrived in this country 
in 1879 as an Immigrant from Bohemia, and brought said ANTHONY 


MICHALEK, his son, with him; that he came direct to Chi , and 
remained here until the time of his death; that he died in the year 
ears in this coun at the 


1883, and that he had not been Si five 
time of his death, and that at the time of his death the said Vaclav 
Michalek was at least 40 years of age; and that the said Vaclay 
Michalek had never been in the United States prior to the year 1879. 
That at an election held in the city of cage $ few months preced- 
ing the death of said Vaclay Michalek this nt had a conversation 
with said Vaclay Michalek in the Bohemian language, in which con- 
versation this affiant desired said Michalek to become interested in the 
coming election, and asked him to become a citizen of the United 
Stat and make application for his first papers, but that said Vaclav 
Michalek answered that elections could get along without him, and 
that he was not and did not care to become a citizen of the United 
States for some time to come. 
And further affiant saith not. 
JOSEF PEJSAR. 


4 3 and sworn to before me this 2ist day of November, A. D. 


[SBAL.] ALFAR M. EBERHARDT, 
Notary Publio. 


Stats or ILLINOIS, County of Cook, ss: 

Matous Sedlacek, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says 
that he is by occupation a brewer; that he is a citizen of the United 
States and resides at 630 West Eighteenth street, in the city of Chi- 
cago, Cook County, III., and that be has been a resident of the city of 
Chicago for a rfod of not less than thirty-four years; that he was 
born in Bohemia, and speaks the Bohemian lan ge. 

Amant further says that he became acquainted with one Vaclav 
Michalek about the time and during the same year that said Vaclav 
Michalek arrived in this country as an immigrant from Bohemia; that 
said Vaclav Michalek came here with his family, and was the father of 
ANTHONY MICHALEK, Congressman-elect from the Fifth Illinois district; 
that said Vaclav Michalek worked during his lifetime at Seipp Brew- 
ing Company and at Hauck’s malt house; that for a perlod of about 
three years the sald Vaclav Michalek and this afflant worked together 
en conversed with each other in the Bohemian language. 

Affiant further says that he well remembers the time of the death of 
said Vaclav Michalek, and that between the time of the arrival of said 
Vaclay Michalek as an immigrant in this country and the time of his 
death less than five (5) years elapsed. 

And further affiant saith not. 

MATOUS SEDLACEK, 
1 and sworn to before me this 21st day of November, A. D. 
LSRAL. Aran M. EBERHARDT, 
Notary Publio. 


Srarn or ILLINOIS, County of Cook, ss: 

Enoch P. Morgan, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says 
that he resides at 495 South Hermitage avenue, in the as of Chicago, 
III.; that he is, and for the past seventeen years has been, a citizen o 
the United States, and for more than thirteen years last past has been 
a resident of the city of . that he is a resident of the Fifth 
Congressional district and is well acquainted with ANTHONY MICHALEK 
Congressman-elect from said district; that during the last Presidential 
campaign this affiant was one of the Republican campaign s ers in 
the employ of the national committee; that said ANTHONY MICHALEK 
informed this afflant that he, MICHALEK, was born in Bohemia, and that 
his father emigrated to this country and brought said ANTHONY with him 
when said ANTHONY was a boy of tender years; that he, said ANTHONY 
MICHALEK, was not a citizen of the United States; that the said con- 
versation took place at the time when said ANTHONY MICHALEK was a 
candidate for Congress at the last national election; that this affiant 
advised him that it was his duty to at once apply to become a citizen 
of the United States, and told him that he could obtain his papers 
easily, because he came to this country when he was under the age of 
18 years, and that this affiant informed him that he should not under 
any circumstances omit to oe that ny at once or that he wonld 
surely get himself in trouble if he voted without being a citizen; that 
said ANTHONY MICHALEK replied that eats would know anyway, and 
that it would not make any difference; that one of his relations, who 
was also not a citizen, had held office, and that he saw no reason wh 
he could not hold office without going to the trouble of taking out h 
papers, and that nobody would know the difference, 

And further affiant saith not. 

ExocH P. MORGAN. 
we and sworn to before me this 18th day of November, A. D. 


Jutius M. Kaun, 
Notary Public. 

Resolved, That the protest of citizens of the Fifth Congressional dis- 
trict of Ilimois against being represented in Con by ANTHONY 
MICHALEK, declared by them to be an alien, be referred if a special 
committee of five Members of this House, to be appointed by the 
Speaker, for immediate investigation. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out so much of 
the resolution as provides for the appointment of a special com- 
mittee, and that the document be referred by the Speaker to the 
appropriate committee of this House when appointed. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman his motion in writing, or 
will he indicate it to the Clerk? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out of the resolution the words “a special committee of five 
members of this House, to be appointed by the Speaker, for immediate 
investigation“ and insert “be referred by the Speaker to the appro- 
priate committee of this House when appointed.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, what committee would the gentle- 
man from Illinois consider the appropriate committee, under 
the peculiar circumstances? 


[spat] 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the precedents in all these ques- 
tions are to the effect that matters of this sort have been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Elections. The Committee on 
Elections, of course, as now constituted, is in three branches, 
No such case as this, except the Roberts case, where a special 
committee was appointed, has come up since the Committee on 
Elections was divided into three branches, and my proposition 
is to leave that to the Speaker. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would suggest further to the gentleman from 
Illinois that in the Roberts case the protest was made before 
the Member had been sworn in. I understand this gentleman 
has been sworn in as one of the Members of the House. The 
protest in the Roberts case was made at the time he presented 
himself to take the oath. 

Mr. MANN. The ground of protest is entirely different, and 
at any rate it is entirely within the province of the House to 
refer this matter to a special committee, to a particular com- 
mittee, or to a committee to be selected by the Speaker. It is 
wholly a matter for the House to determine for itself. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This is peculiarly a matter of high House 
privilege, and it is a peculiar case. If this gentleman is not a 
naturalized citizen of the United States, he is not now and 
never has been a Member of the Congress of the United States, 
because nothing that we can do in the shape of swearing him in 
or receiving him would undo the inhibition that lies against any 
one who is an alien, and not a citizen of the United States, from 
becoming a Member of this House. It is not a matter of elec- 
tion at all. There is no dispute about the fact that he was 
elected. The sole question is one of naturalization or citizen- 
ship. There is no more reason why it should go to the Commit- 
tee on Elections than to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. It seems to me it would be a proper course to 
appoint a special committee; and it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, 
that that view is the more reenforced by the gravity of the ques- 
tion to be considered. It is not only sui generis, but one of the 
gravest questions to be considered. A whole shelf of law books 
may be necessary to be consulted in determining the question as 
to whether this peculiar situation is a situation of citizenship or 
not. I hope that the gentleman from Illinois will withdraw his 
amendment and permit the Speaker to appoint a select commit- 
tee, so that the work may be gotten at at once. That is one rea- 
son I can see why a special committee should be appointed on 
the subject, so that it may deal with it at once owing to its 
peculiar circumstances. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois a question. This is evidently a matter that 
should be heard at once. How can it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Elections and considered at once when the Committee 
on Elections has not yet been appointed? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not know how many bills ema- 
nating from the brilliant mind of my distinguished friend from 
Tennessee were introduced yesterday—undoubtedly some that 
ought to be acted on at once—but unfortunately the House and 
the country will be compelled to wait until the committees are 
appointed and shall have considered them before that solicitude 
can be removed. 

Now, this matter is no more important than others. There 
are a great many precedents in reference to these contests in 
such cases. In the very first House of Representatives a con- 
test was made on the ground that one of the Members elected 
was not a citizen, and it was referred to the Commtitee on 
Elections. There have been constant references upon the same 
ground to the Committee on Elections. I do not feel absolutely 
certain in my own mind whether it ought to be referred to the 
Committee on Elections or to the Committee on the Judiciary; 
but the precedents have been to refer these matters to the Com- 
mittee on Elections. 

It is true that when the Roberts case was before the House, 
under a peculiar situation, a select committee was appointed; 
but this Member has been sworn in. He is as much a Member 
of the House now as though his seat were regularly contested by 
his opponent at the election, and in the end he should be de- 
clared not elected, as often happens in the House. That he is 
entitled to his seat for the present, until this question can be 
decided, there can be no question. 

I can see no objection to referring this to the appropriate 


‘committee, and I see no more reason why a special committee 


should be appointed to investigate this matter than why a spe- 
cial committee should be appointed to take up every bill that is 
introduced into the House. I must insist upon the amendment 
which I offer. If the gentleman desires to discuss it, how 


much time does he desire? 

Mr. RAINHY. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to suggest, in 
connection with the resolution I haye presented, that this is not 
a case of a contested election. The resolution raises no question 
as to whether or not Mr. MICHALEK received more votes than his 
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opponent. The resolution raises a question under the Consti- 
tution of the United States, which provides expressly that in 
order to entitle a man to a seat in this body he must be a citizen 
of the United States, an inhabitant of the State from which he 
is elected, and that he must have been a citizen of the United 
States for the period of seven years. 

Now, the elections committees are not appointed, none of 
them, and prebably will not be for some time, and this is not a 
matter which comes peculiarly under their jurisdiction; but it 
is a matter which does affect not only the district that Mr. 
MICHALEK now assumes to represent in this body, but it affects 
all legislation to be passed upon by this body during the time 
he is permitted to vote here. Now, I insist that as a matter 
of good faith, and in order to preserve the privileges of this 
House, this matter ought to be referred to a special committee. 

It will not occupy much time in its investigation. It is not 
a question as to what votes were cast for him, but the only 
question, and it is a simple one, is whether or not he is now a 
citizen of the United States. 

The fact that he was sworn in yesterday can not make any 
difference. The fact that a man comes here and holds up his 
hand and takes the oath in this House does not establish his 
citizenship, and can never establish it; and until his citizenship is 
established, if contested, he is not entitled to a seat in this 
House, and it is a question that requires immediate investigation, 
and such investigation as only a special committee can give it. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois reserves the 
remainder of his time. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
in front of the Chair [Mr. Mann], if he desires to be recognized. 

Mr. MANN. I desire to ask whether my colleague [Mr. 
RarneEy] wishes to occupy any further time on this question? 

Mr. RAINEY. Les; I desire to occupy time later. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I hope the gentleman will proceed now. 
So far as I know, I shall ask for a vote. 

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman yield to me for two 
minutes? 

Mr. RAINEY. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. WrtraMs] if he desires time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not desire to say anything. I did 
desire to say just about what the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
RatneEy] has said. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from New Jersey? 

Mr. PARKER. Two minutes. 

Mr. RAINEY. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
PARKER] is recognized for two minutes. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this is 
purely a question of an election. If votes are cast at an elec- 
tion for a person who is eligible, they are valid votes. If they 
are cast for a person who is absolutely ineligible, the votes are 
void, and some one else is elected. At least it would seem to me 
that it might be contended that that was so. It can not be 
insisted that because votes are cast for somebody who is ineli- 
gible, therefore the votes cast for somebody else shall be dis- 
regarded. Now that is one point that would make it a question 
fairly to go to an election committee. Another point, however, 
would be as to whether this question of citizenship can now be 
raised. Should not the question be raised when the certificate 
of election is made out when the votes are counted? When 
that is once passed, and the man without objection comes and 
takes his oath as a citizen to support the Constitution of the 
United States, there is a great deal of question as to whether 
that matter can come up again; and so I think this, like all 
other questions pertaining to an election, should go to an elec- 
tions committee. Therefore I support the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, if I may be recognized 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Raney] yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLM- 
STED]? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Two minutes. 

Mr. RAINEY. Yes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I merely want to call attention, Mr. Speaker, 
to the provision of the sixtieth paragraph of Rule XI, giving 
to the committees on elections the right to report at any time 
on any matter “ touching the right of a Member to his seat.” 

This is surely such a matter as that, and therefore clearly 
within the province of the elections committee of the House. 
Of course it is entirely within the power of the House, as the 
gentleman from Illinois has said, to take it into its own hands 
or to authorize the appointment of a select committee; but, 
under the rules of the House as they now stand, it is clearly 
referable to the elections committee. 


Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, in reply to what has been said 
I simply desire to suggest that there is a way in which a man 
can become a citizen of the United States. He can not become 
a citizen of the United States by being a candidate for office; 
he can not become a citizen of the United States by receiving 
more votes when he is a candidate for Congress than his oppo- 
nent; he can not become a citizen of the Unitéd States by 
standing here in front of the Speaker’s desk and taking the oath 
which ordinarily entitles a man to a seat in Congress, provided 
he is a citizen of the United States. None of these things makes 
aman a citizen, and unless he is a citizen he has no right to a 
seat here. The only question raised here is as to his citizenship, 
and that being the only question, it occurs to me that as a mat- 
ter of fairness and as a matter of privilege, in which every man 
in this House has an interest, whether he sits on this side of the 
House or on the other side of the House, this matter ought to 
be investigated at once, not by a committee to be appointed at 
some time in the future, which will be burdened with other 
business when it is appointed, but by a committee which will 
have nothing else before it and which can investigate this one 
matter now and speedily. Therefore I think the resolution 
ought to pass without this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] to the 
resolution. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
WiutaMs) there were—ayes 169, noes 121. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 178, nays 94, 
answered present“ 2, not voting 113, as follows: 


YEAS—178. 
Acheson Dawes Kennedy, Ohio Reynolds 
Allen, Me. Dawson Kinka; hodes 
len, N. J. Deemer Klepper Rives 

mes Denby Knap Roberts 
Andrus Dixon, Mont. Knowland Rodenberg 
Bannon Dovener Lacey Samuel 
Barchfeld Draper Lafean Schneebell 
Bartholdt Dwight Landis, Chas. B. Scroggy 
Bates Edwards Landis, Frederick Smith, Cal. 
Bennet, N. Y. Esch Law Smith, Iil. 
Bennett, Ky. Flack Le Fevre Smith, Iowa 
Birdsall Fordney Lilley, Conn. Smith, Samuel W. 
Bonyn Foss Lilley, Pa. Smith, Wm. Alden 
Boutel Foster, Ind. Littauer Smyser 
Bowe Fulkerson 3 Southard 
Bradley Fuller Lo Southwick 
Brick Gaines, W. Va. McCall Petts 
Brooks, Colo. Gardner, Mass. McCleary, Minn. Stafford 

rown Gardner, Mich. M s Steenerson 
Brownlow Gardner, N. J. McGavin Sterling 
Buckman Gillett, Cal. McKinney Stevens, Minn. 
Burke, Pa. Graft MeMorran Sulloway 
Burleigh Graham Madden awney 
Burton, Del. Greene Mahon Taylor, Ohio 
Burton, Ohio Gronna Mann omas, Ohio 
Butler, Pa. Grosvenor Marshall Tirrell 
Calder Hamilton Miller Townsend 
Campbell, Kans. Haugen Minor ndall 
Campbell, Ohio Hayes Moon, Pa. Van Winkle 
Capron Hedge Mouser Volstead 
Chaney Henry, Conn. Murdock Vreelan 
Chapman Hepburn Needham Wadsworth 
Cocks Higgins Nevin Waldo 
Cole Hill, Conn, Norris Wanger 
Conner Hinshaw Olcott Watson 
Cooper, Pa. Hoar Olmsted Webber 
Cousins Holliday Otjen Weeks 
Cromer Howell, N. J. Overstreet Welborn 
Currier Howell, Utah Parker Wharton 
Curtis Hubbard Parsons ilson 
Cushman Hughes Payne Wood, N. J. 
Dale Humphrey, Wash. Perkins Woodyard 
Dalzell Jones, Wash. Pollard Young 
Darragh Kahn Powers 
Davis, Minn. Keifer Reeder 

NAYS—04. 

Adamson Fitzgerald Kitchin, Wm. W. Rucker 
Aiken oyd Lamar Ruppert 
Bankhead Gaines, Tenn. Lamb Russell 
Bartlett Garber Lee Ryan 
Beall, Tex. Garner Legare Sheppard 
Rell. Ga. Garrett Lester Sherley 
Bowers Gilbert, Ky. Little Sims 
Bowie Gillespie Lloyd Small 
Broocks, Tex. Goldfogle McDermott Smith, Ky. 
Brundidge Goulden McLain Smith, 
Burgess Gudger Macon Spight 
Burleson Hardwick Meyer Stanley 
Burnett Heflin oon, Tenn, Steph Tex. 
Butler, Tenn. Henry, Tex. Moore Thomas, N. C. 
Candler Hill, Miss. Padgett Towne 
Clark, Mo. Hopkins age Trimble 
Clayton Houston Patterson, S.C. Wallace 
Cockran Howard on atkins 
Davis, W. Va. Humphreys, Miss. Pujo Webb 
De Armon: t Rainey Wiley, Ala. 
Dixon, Ind. James Randell, Tex, Williams 
Ellerbe Johnson Reid or 
Fie Jones, Va. Richardson, Ala. 


Robinson, Ark, 


Kitchin, Claude 
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NOT VOTING—113. 


Lever Patterson, N. C. 
NOT VOTING—112. 

Adams, Pa. wis Robertson, La. 
Adams, Wis. Foster, Vt. Lindsay tt 
Alexander Fowler Littlefield Shackleford 
Babcock French Livingston 1 
Bede Gilbert, Ind. Lorimer herman 
Beidler Gill oud rhe A 

ingham Gillett, Mass. Loverin; 
Bisho Glass LeCarthy Slem 
Blackburn Goebel McKinlay, Cal. Smith, Md. 
Brantley Granger McKinley, III. mith, Pa. 
Broussard Gregg MeLach Snap; 
Burke, 8. Dak. Griggs McNary Southall 
Byrd Hale Martin Sparkman 
Calderhead Haskins ey Sullivan, Mass, 
Cassel Hay Michalek Sullivan, N. X. 
Castor Hearst Mondell Sulzer 
Clark, Fla. Hermann Morrell Swanson 
Cooper, Wis. Hitt udd - Talbott 
Crumpacker Hogg Murphy Taylor, Ala. 
Davey, La. H Palmer Underwood 
Davidson Hull Patterson, Pa. Van r 
Dickson, III. Jenkins Patterson, Tenn. Wachter 
Dresser Keliher Pearre veems 
Driscoll Kennedy, Nebr. Prince Weisse 
Dunwell Ketcham Ransdell, La. Wiley, N. J. 
Ellis Kline Rhinock Williamson 
Fassett pt Richardson, Ky. Wood, Mo. 
Fletcher Lawrence Rixey 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
For the vote: 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
Mr. Bancock with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. Bron with Mr. CLARK of Florida. 

r. BrepLer with Mr. FLOOD. 

. BURKE of South Dakota with Mr. GILL. 

. CASSEL. with Mr. GRANGER. 

. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. GREGG. 

. CRUMPACKER with Mr. Hay. 

. FostEr of Vermont with Mr. HOPKINS. 

. Davison with Mr. 

. FRENCH with Mr. KLINE. 

. Haskins with Mr. LEWIS. 

. Hrrr with Mr. SULZER. 

Hur with Mr. McNary. 

. KercHam with Mr. Rrxey. 

. JENKINS with Mr. SWANSON. 

Mr. Lawrence with Mr. RHINOCK. 

. PEARRE with Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky. 
Loup with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

Mr. Loverrne with Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
. McCartHy with Mr. SMiru of Maryland. 
„ MORRELL with Mr. Van DUZER. 

. Scorr with Mr. WEISSE. 

. Prince with Mr. TALBOTT. 

. Fassetr with Mr. Woop of Missouri. 

. ADAMS of Pennsylvania with Mr. BROUSSARD. 
. BINdHAu with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 

. DUNWELL with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. Apams of Wisconsin with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 

For the session: 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania with Mr. PATTERSON of North 
Carolina. 

For the day: 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. SULLIVAN of New York. 

For the balance of the day: 

Mr. Hate with Mr. LINDSAY. 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. Lever. 

Mr. BisHor with Mr. GRIGGS. 

Mr. PALMER with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. LORIMER with Mr. Grass. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the res- 
olution as amended. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Mann, a motion to reconsider the last 
motion was laid on the table. 

RELIEF OF ENTRYMEN AND SETTLERS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the consideration of the Con a draft of 
a bill for the relief of certain entrymen and settlers within the limits 
of the Northern Pacific land grant, together with a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interiór setting forth the reasons for the desired 
action. 


THE WHITE House, December 5, 1905, 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 


COMMISSION ON NATURALIZATION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the consideration of the. Congress, the report 
or the Commission on Naturalization, appointed by Executive order of 


ch 1, 1905. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tun WuHitz House, December 5, 1905. e 


COMPACT RESPECTING DELAWARE RIVER AND BAY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of thé United States; whiċh, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary: 7 z 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for action by the Congress thereon, a certified 
sopr of an act passed the eral assembly of the State of Delaware, 
entitled “An act to ratify and confirm a compact or agreement between 
the States of New Jersey and Delaware respecting the Delaware River 
and Bay, and to authorize the execution thereof,” which was submitted 
to me by Hon. Preston Lea, governor of the State of Delaware, in pur- 
suance of the mandate of the law. f 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


THE WHITE House, December 8. 1905. 

: REPORT OF CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service: ` 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: Ree 

I transmit- herewith, for the consideration of the Congress, the 
Drents ascona Annual Report of the United States Civil Service Com- 
m 

ae THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tun Warre House, December 5, 1905. ' ~. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
PATTERSON of Tennessee for ten days, on account of Important 
business. a 

JOHN M. PINCKNEY. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it is my painful 
duty to announce to the House of Representatives the death of 
Hon. Jomn M. PINCKNEY, of Texas, late a Member of this body. 
Ata future day I shall ask that a suitable time be set apart for 
the passing of such eulogies upon him as Members desire. 

I now move the adoption of the following resolution, which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. ‘ 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with 


ofound sorrow of the 
death of the Hon. Jonx M. Pinckney, late a Representative from the 
State of Texas. 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to transmit this 
8 to Senate, and a copy thereof to the family of the 
deceased, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the reso- 
lution, 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, as a further mark 
of respect to the memory of the late Mr. PINCKNEY, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 4 o'clock p. m.) the House adjourned until 
to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a re- 
port of the contingent expenses of the Department for the year 
ended June 30, 1905—to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting his annual 
comet for the year 1905—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Acting Secretary of War, an estimate of 
emergency appropriations for the Isthmian Canal Commission— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting pa- 
pers in the pension claim of Emeline S. Gosline, now Hayner, 
with a recommendation of legislation—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and letter only ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior; transmitting 
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copies of the acts and journals of the twenty-third legislative 
assembly of Arizona—to the Committee on the Territories. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
copies of the acts and journals of the second and third legisla- 
tive assemblies of Porto Rico—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
copies of the laws and journals of the eighth legislative assem- 
bly of Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Territories. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
copies of the laws and journals of the third legislative assem- 
bly of Hawaii—to the Committee on the Territories. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
copies of the acts and journals of the thirty-sixth legislative 
assembly of New Mexico—to the Committee on the Territories. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
statement of the expenditures of his Department for contingent 
expenses for the year ended June 30, 1905—to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Interior Department, and ordered to be 
printed. 4 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Addie E. Bailey, sole heir of William G. Webber, against The 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
_transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Henry O'Bannon and William A. O'Bannon, sole heirs of 
‘Alfred O’Bannon, against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 

transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Sarah Bibby, Ada B. Ewing, Alice G. Warner, Benjamin M. 
Hord, Mildred Washington, and Thomas E. Hord, sole heirs of 
estate of Thomas Hord, against The United States—to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
& letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of J. W. Mitchell, administrator of estate of Thomas J. Mitchell, 
against The United States—to the Committeee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Edgar Cherry and James M. Head, executors of estate of 
William H. Cherry, against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of J. Harrison Planck and P. S. Dudley, trustees of the Baptist 
Church of Flemingsburg, Ky., against The United States—to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Zachariah D. Ridout, surviving executor of estate of Hester Ann 
Ridout, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Eliza Chambers, executrix of estate of Royall Chambers, against 

The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Cornelius Virts against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS INTRO- 
DUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3013) for the 
relief of tobacco growers—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3014) to establish a subtreasury at Nash- 
ville, Tenn.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3015) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Springfield, 
Tenn., and appropriating money therefor—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 3016) to make goods, wares, 
and merchandise, made in whole or in part by convicts, or in 
reformatories, subject to the laws of the State or Territory 
into which they may be transported—to the Committee on Labor. 
Also, 2 bill (H. R. 3017) to amend an act to extend the pro- 


visions, limitations, and benefits of “An act granting pensions 
to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, 
known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee disturb- 
ance, and the Seminole war,” approved June 27, 1902—to the 


Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3018) to enlarge the United States court 
and post-office building at San Antonio, Tex.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 3019) to repeal the act pro- 
viding for the sale of timber and stone lands—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3020) to organize a bureau of mines—to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 3021) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Columbus, in the State of Indiana, and appropriating 
money therefor—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 3022) to prevent Sunday bank- 
ing in post-offices in the handling of money orders and registered 
letters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 3023) making it a 
capital offense to unlawfully, knowingly, and purposely kill or 
attempt to kill the Président of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3024) to provide for the appointment of an 
additional district judge in the district of Indiana, for the 
establishment of judicial divisions in said district, and so forth 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3025) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend section 4766 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States,” approved March 3, 1899—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3026) to punish lynching of aliens—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3027) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Michigan 
City, In the State of Indiana—to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3028) to erect a monument or memorial 
temple on the Tippecanoe battle ground, in Tippecanoe County, 
Ind.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 3029) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to increase the pensions of those who have 
lost limbs in the military or naval service of the United States— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: A bill (H. R. 3030) to fix a duty on zinc- 
bearing ores, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3031) for the erection of a public building 
at Carthage, Mo.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 3032) to prohibit officers and 
employees in the civil service of the Government of the United 
States from holding any office or employment in any corpora- 
tion or joint stock company, and prescribing penalties therefor— 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 3033) to repeal the 
national bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 3034) granting pensions 
to soldiers, sailors, and marines confined in so-called Confederate 
prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 3035) granting a pension to 
soldiers and sailors in consideration of their services, and a 
uniform pension to widows of soldiers and sailors—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3036) in 
amendment of an act entitled “An act to increase pensions for 
total deafness ”—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 3037) for the erection of 
a public building at Amsterdam, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 3038) to construct a road 
from Fort McPherson, Ga., to the rifle range and military res- 
ervation near Waco, Ga.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 3039) to pro- 
vide for clean paper money—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. LITTAUDR: A bill (H. R. 3040) for the erection of a 
public building at Saratoga Springs, N. Y.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 3041) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Alpena, in the State of Michigan—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3042) making an appropriation for in- 
creasing the depth of the Cheboygan River from termination of 
present dredged channel up to and terminating at the dam and 
lock on said river—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 3043) to in- 
crease the limit of the appropriation for a public building at 
Perth Amboy, N. J.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 3044) requiring shippers and 
manufacturers of medicine for interstate shipment to label said 
medicine and print thereon the ivgredients contained in such 
medicine—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 3045) making an appro- 
priation for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at the city of Greencastle and State of In- 
diana—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 3046) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Gulfport, in the State of Mississippi—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3047) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Laurel, in the 
State of Mississippi—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3048) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Hattiesburg, in 
-the State of Mississippi—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3049) to establish a fish-hatching and 
fisk-culture station at a point on the Gulf of Mexico, in the State 
of Mississippi—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3050) to extend the provisions of “An act 
to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw Indians, and for other purposes,“ to Mississippi 
Choctaws of mixed blood—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 3051) to establish a fish- 
hatching and fish station in the city of Sheboygan, Sheboygan 
County, State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 3052) to provide for a public 
building at Terrell, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
fags and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3053) to provide for the enlargement 
and improvement of the public building at Tyler, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 3054) provid- 
ing for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at East Orange, in the State of New Jersey— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H. R. 3055) for the erection of a 
monument to Andrew Lewis—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3056) to grant franking privilege to agri- 
cultural departments of States and Territories—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3057) to provide for enlarging the public 
building at Roanoke, Va., in order to accommodate the United 
States courts—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3058) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Radford, Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3059) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Bedford City, Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3060) to erect a custom-house and post- 
office building in the city of South Boston, Va.—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 3061) to authorize the 
Rock Island, Arkansas and Louisiana Railroad Company to 
construct a bridge across Ouachita River and other navigable 
rivers in the State of Arkansas—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 3062) to authorize the con- 
struction, operation, and maintenance of telegraphic cables be- 
tween the mainland of the United States of America and the 
Canal Zone on the Isthmus of Panama, and other places, and to 
promote commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 3063) to promote the safety of 


employees and travelers upon railroads by requiring the use of 
the block system by common carriers engaged in interstate com- 
merce, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 
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By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 3064) for a preliminary 
examination to determine the advisability of constructing a 
canal between Red River and Sulphur River, Texas, by way of 
Texarkana, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3065) to provide for the improvement of 
upper Red River by the construction of levees on the south 
bank thereof above Fulton, Ark.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3066) directing the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to publish in his annual reports number and nature of 
reports of those to whom seeds are sent—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3067) to enable the Department of 3 
culture to continue its investigations and experiments with 
reference to the cotton boll worm, cotton-wilt disease, and 
root rot to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3068) to provide for the improvement of 
Sulphur River by the construction of levees along both its 
banks from its mouth to the confluence of the Delta County 
forks—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 3069) for the improvement 
of Kentucky River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3070) to provide for the improvement of 
the Tug and Louisa forks of the Big Sandy River, in West 
Virginia and Kentucky—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 3071) to encourage 
the reclamation of certain arid tracts of land in the State of 
Montana and to provide relief for the owners of inundated 
lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ANDRUS: A bill (H. R. 3072) for the completion of 
East Chester Creek, New York, improyement—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 3073) to appro- 
priate $500,000 to deepen the channel and remove obstructions in 
the Alabama River, in the State of Alabama—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3074) to prevent the United States from 
issuing a license to any person to sell spirituous, vinous, or 
malt liquors or other intoxicating beverages in any community 
where the sale thereof is prohibited by State or local laws—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: A Dill Œ. R. 3075) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Eureka, in the State of California—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3076) to amend section 2325 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3077) to amend section 13 of an act of 
March 1, 1893, entitled “An act to create the California Débris 
Commission and regulate hydraulic mining in the State of 
California ”—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3078) to provide for the examination and 
classification of certain lands in the State of California—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3079) for the construction of a light-house 
tender for use on the coast of California—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 3080) to authorize 
the erection of a public building at Crookston, Minn.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 3081) to provide for a public 
building in the city of Marietta, Ga.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3082) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Dalton, Ga.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 3083) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Macomb, Ill.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 3084) for the erection of 
a public building at Bar Harbor, State of Maine—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 3085) to author: 
ize the appointment of official stenographie reporters for the 
several circuit and district courts of the United States, to pro- 
vide compensation therefor, and to define the duties thereof, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 3086) for the relief of farm- 
ers, merchants, and other dealers in leaf tobacco—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3087) for the relief of farmers and tobacco 
growers—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
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By Mr. SMITH of IIlinois: A bill (II. R. 3088) to provide for 
the allowance and payment to the employees of the Government 
Printing Office of the same leave of absence as is allowed to the 
clerks and employees of the Executive Departments of the Gov- 
ernment—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3089) fixing the maximum length of rural 
routes hereafter to be established and increasing the salaries of 
rural carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Reads. 


By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 3090) to improve 
the civil-seryice system of the United States—to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3091) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the city of Greatfalls, Mont.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3092) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the city of Missoula, Mont.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R, 3093) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Beaverdam, in the State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3094) fixing the rate of pensions for per- 
sons eligible under section 2, act of June 21, 1890, who require 
the frequent and periodical attendance of another person—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, „a bill (H. R. 3095) providing for the erection of a 
keeper’s dwelling at the Sheboygan light station, Sheboygan, 
Wis.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 3096) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Clarinda, lowa—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Bu and Grounds. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 3097) providing for the erec- 
tion of an addition or extension to the post-office and court- 
house at Quincy, III.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3098) to pro- 
vide an elastic currency by making it lawful for any or all 
holders of bonds of the United States to deposit said bonds with 
the Treasurer of the United States and to secure therefor cer- 
tain legal-tender Government notes; providing fer a tax on 
said depositors while said bonds remain on deposit; providing 
for the issue of bonds of the United States to maintain the 
parity of said notes, and authorizing national banking associa- 
tions to hold United States bonds in lieu of money for half of 
their legally required reserves—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 3099) to fix the 
salary of the United States attorney for the southern district 
of Alabama—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 3100) for the protection and 
improvement of harbor on Mississippi River at Natchez, Miss.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3101) for the protection and improvement 
of harbor on Mississippi River at Natchez, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3102) to proyide for a survey of Natchez 
Harbor, on Mississippi River, at Natchez, Miss—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. f 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 8103) to protect the monu- 
ments already erected on the battlefields of Bull Run, Virginia— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3104) for the protection of the Balls Bluff 
battlefield, in Loudoun County, Va., and the cemetery thereon— 
to the Committee on Miliary Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3105) to provide for the building of a pub- 
lie avenue on the south side of the Potomac River from the city 
of Washington to Mount Vernon—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3106) to protect the monuments already 
erected on the battlefields of Bull Run, Virginia, and other 
monuments that may be there erected—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3107) to provide for the construction of a 
memorial bridge across the Potomac River from Washington 
to Fort Myer and the national cemetery at Arlington—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3108) to forbid distilleries in local-option 
communities—to the Committee on Ways and Means. g 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 3109) for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Manchester, State of Virginia—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: A bill (H. R. 3110) to provide for 
the improvement and enlargement of the Fort Scott (Kans.) 
National Cemetery, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 3111) providing for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Winchester, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 3112) to amend section 4289 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3113) to encourage and protect salmon cul- 
ture in Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 3114) authorizing the appro- 
priation of $250,000 to the Negro Development and Exposition 
Company of the United States of America—to the Committee on 
Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. SCHNEERELI: A bill (H. R. 3115) to authorize the 
establishment of a permanent national exposition in the District 
5 Columbia—to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expost- 

ons, 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 3116) establishing a United 
States court at Checotah, Ind. T., and conforming other districts 
therewith—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3117) providing for the erection of a United 
States land office and post-office building at Dardanelle, Ark.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3118) to provide for the building of exten- 
sions and additions to the Federal court and post-office building 
in the city of Little Rock, Ark.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3119) to provide for a macadamized ap- 
proach and roadway to the national cemetery at Little Rock, 
Ark., and for a suitable wall or iron fence around said cemetery, 
and other improvements therein—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8120) for the erection of a Federal jail at 
Little Rock, Ark.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3121) to provide for the improvement of 
navigation on the Arkansas River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 3122) for the relief of the 
tobacco growers—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3123) to require city and street railway 
companies to use vestibule fronts in certain months—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3124) to create the Shenandoah Valley 
Park Commission, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 8125) to establish a 
library post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3126) for the erection of a public building 
at er Mass.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. - 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 3127) providing for the hold- 
ing of Federal court at Grand Island, Nebr.—te the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 3128) to promote the safety of 
employees and travelers upon railroads—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 3129) for the erection of 
a public building at North Adams, Mass.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3130) te amend 
the act of March 2, 1903, increasing the pensians of those who 
have lost limbs or been totally disabled in the same in the 
military or naval service of the United States—to the Connnit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. . N 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 3131) providing 
a Territorial form of government for Alaska—to the Counnittee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 3132) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Fort Valley, in the State of Georgia, and appropriating money 
therefor—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 3133) regu- 
lating the settlement of the accounts between the United States 
and the several States relative to the disposition of the public 
lands, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public 


By Mr. SPERRY (by request): A bill (H. R. 3134) to pre- 
vent the sale of intoxicating liquors in buildings, ships, navy- 
yards, parks, and other premises owned or controlled by the 
United States Government—to the Committee on -Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8135) for the erection of a public building 
2 eet. Conn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
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By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 3136) authorizing the pur- 
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chase of a site for customs purposes and the construction of 
buildings at Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3137) authorizing rebate of duties on an- 
thracite coal imported into the United States from October 6, 
1902, to January 15, 1903, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 3138) to authorize the estab- 
lishment of a fish-cultural and biological station on the west shore 
of Lake Michigan, or east shore of Green Bay, in the State of 
Wisconsin—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. E 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3139) for the erection of a public building 
at Appleton, Wis.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3140) to erect a public building at Mari- 
nette, Wis.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 3141) to es- 
tablish a national military park at Guilford battle ground, in 
North Carolina—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3142) to provide for furnishing the highest 
court of each State copies of the Supreme Court Reports here- 
after published in exchange for the reports of the highest State 
courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 3143) to annex a 
portion of Arizona Territory to the State of Utah—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3144) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the city of Logan, Utah—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 3145) to amend section 4 of an 
act passed December 27, 1894, entitled “An act to establish a 
national military park at the battlefield of Shiloh”—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3146) to provide for a road to the Shiloh 
National Military Park—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3147) to provide for a road to the Shiloh 
National Military Park—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3148) authorizing survey of Beech River, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3149) authorizing survey of Big Sandy 
River, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3150) authorizing survey of Forked Deer 
River, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3151) authorizing a survey of the Obion 
River, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3152) authorizing survey of South Fork of 
Forked Deer River, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3153) to repeal an act to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the United States, ap- 
proved July 1, 1898—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3154) for investigation of the chemical 
composition and economic uses of cotton seed and its products— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3155) to erect a custom-house and post- 
office building in the city òf Paris, State of Tennessee—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3156) to regulate the mode and manner of 
taking proof in all civil cases, both at law and equity, in the 
circuit courts of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 3157) providing for the 
erection of a public building at Greeenville, Ohio—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 3158) to authorize the Post- 
master-General to establish a station, substation, or branch 
post-office in certain communities—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 3159) to limit the effect 
of the regulation of commerce between the several States and 
with foreign countries in certain cases—to the Oommittee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H. R. 3160) to 
prohibit the coming of Japanese and Korean laborers to the 
United States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 3161) 
for the erection of a public building at Greenville, Miss.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 3162) for the erection 


of a public building at North Tonawanda, N. Y.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BOWIE (by request): A bill (H. R. 3163) authorizing 
R. R. Asbury and associates to use the water power at Locks 1, 
2, and 3, in Coosa River, Alabama—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3164) granting certain lands belonging to 
the United States and situated in the State of Alabama to 
the State of Alabama for the use and benefit of the common 
schools of that State—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3165) to repeal an act to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the United States, ap- 
proved July 1, 1898—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3166) to increase the pay of mail carriers 
on rural free-delivery routes—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3167) to establish a fish-hatching and fish 
station in the State of Alabama—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 3168) to in- 
crease the limit of cost for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Colorado Springs, in the 
State of Colorado—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 3169) to increase the limit 
of cost of the United States post-office at Ithaca, N. Y. - to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 3170) for improving, re- 
pairing, and the erection of an addition to the public building 
at Cedar Rapids, Iowa, and for purchasing ground therefor—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 3171) providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Chillicothe, Mo.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3172) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Brookfield, Mo.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3173) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Carrollton, Mo.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama (by request): A bill 
(H. R. 3174) for the organization and maintenance of an expe- 
dition for the investigation of all phenomena connected with the 
sea, for the advancement of physical science—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3175) for the erection of a public building 
at Florence, Ala.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 3176) for the erection of a 
monumental statue in the city of Washington, D. C., to Rear- 
Admiral Charles Stewart—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3177) for the erection of a monumental 
statue in the city of Washington, D. C., to Rear-Admiral John 
A. Dahlgren—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3178) extending the provisions of the pen- 
sion laws of the United States to persons engaged in the opera- 
tion and construction of military telegraph lines during the war 
of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 3179) for 
improving and arching Hot Springs Creek in the city of Hot 
Springs, Ark.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3180) to grant to Oden’s battery of ar- 
tillery, Arkansas State Guards, the right to use and occupy lots 
3, 4, and 5, block 94, Hot Springs, for an armory site—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3181) to authorize Centennial Lodge and 
Ozark Lodge, Knights of Pythias, to erect and maintain a 
sanitarium and bath house on the Government reservation at 
the city of Hot Springs, Ark.—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 3182) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Greensburg, in the county of Westmoreland and State of 
Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3183) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Butler, Pa—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 3184) establishing the 
Franklin Military National Park—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3185) for the erection of a public building 
Columbia, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
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By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 3186) to enable the people 
of Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution 
and State government and be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States; and to enable the people 
of New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (II. R. 3187) to construct and place 
a light-ship near the eastern end of Hedge Fence Shoal, at the 
entrance to Vineyard Sound, Massachusetts—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3188) to construct and place a new light- 
ship at the entrance to Buzzards Bay, Massachusetts, to replace 
the one known as the Hen and Chickens light-ship—to the Com- 
mnittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 30) authoriz- 
ing and directing the Secretary of War to cause a survey and 
examination to be made of the harbor at Fond du Lac, Wis., 
with a view to securing a depth sufficient to permit of the navi- 
gation of vessels with a draft equal to that of those vessels 
which ordinarily navigate Lake Winnebago—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WANGER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 31) relat- 
ing to the badge of the Army and Navy Union—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAMB: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 32) directing 
a suitable shaft to be placed at the grave of George Wythe— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 33) asking 
the President of the United States to make such investigations 
as will elicit all the facts in reference to the restrictions put 
wen the sale of American tobacco—to the Committee on Foreign 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 34) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 35) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution providing for the repeal of the fif- 
teenth amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 36) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution relating to direct taxes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COCKRAN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 37) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
providing for the election of Representatives in Congress and 
fixing their term of office—to the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. LOUD: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 9) direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to cause to be made a survey of the 
harbor at or near Rogers City, Mich—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A concurrent resolution 
(H. C. Res. 10) directing the Secretary of War to cause to be 
made a survey for a ship canal from Newark, N. J., to New 
York Bay—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A concurrent resolution 
(II. C. Res. 11) to print 10,000 additional copies of the Soil 
Survey of Montgomery County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A resolution (H. Res. 31) for the imme- 
diate consideration of H. R. 480, å bill supplemental to an act to 
provide for the construction of a canal, ete.—to the Committee 
on Rules. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A memorial from the legis- 
lature of the State of Texas to the Congress of the United States 
eoncerning the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 3189) for the relief 
of Hyland C. Kirk and others, assignees of Addison C. 
Fletcher—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ACHESON> A bill (H. R. 3190) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Coty—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3191) granting a pension to Ella J. Crosse— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3192) granting an increase of pension to 
Brice S. Ramsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3193) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Todd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE: 


DECEMBER 5, 


Also, a bill (H. R; 3194) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Harvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 3195) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton S. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3196) granting a pension to George W. 
Robb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3197) granting an increase of pension to 
Milo G. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3198) for the relief of Louis R. Newlands— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3199) granting a pension to Emma Pare— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 3200) to provide 
compensation for injuries received by George E. Giles, of Water- 
town, Wis., at the Ford's Theater disaster, which occurred June 
9, 1893—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3201) to 
grant an honorable discharge to Philip Graham from the mili- 
tary service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 3202) to remove the 
charge of desertion now existing on the records of the War De- 
partment against Jacob Breitwieser—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3203) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Dippel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3204) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Anthony—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3205) granting a pension to John Brown— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3206) to correct the military record of 
Francis Buerger—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3207) to correct the military record of 
Jacob Gruen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 3208) granting a pension to 
Isabel T. Borthwick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas (by request) : A bill (H. R. 3209) for 
the relief of the heirs of Nash L. Cox, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 3210) for the 
relief of Sarah H. Milyaney—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3211) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Laforest—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 3212) for the relief of Wil- 
liam J. Robertson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: A bill (H. R. 3213) for the relief of 
Nancy Gregg—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 3214) granting a pension 
to Maggie Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3215) granting a pension to Raymond P. 
Snow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3216) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Seeber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3217) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi G. Cunningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3218) granting an increase of pension to 
George V. Barnard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3219) granting an increase of pension to 
Casper J. Schoer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3220) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 3221) granting an increase of 
pension to Rufus I. Hitehcock—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3222) granting an increase of pension to 
George Merrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3223) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas G. MeLaughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3224) granting a pension to Catherine 
Eberlein—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3225) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Philbrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3226) granting an increase of pension to 
John E. Leahy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3227) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Tuttle—to the Committee on valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3228) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Doyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3229) granting a pension to Jessie Marie 
Hester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3230) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Beulen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3231) for the relief of John Feltes—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3232) for the relief of Josiah P. Sanders— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 3233) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lucius R. Simons—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8234) granting an increase of pension to 
Rush Deskins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8235) granting an increase of pension to 
Russell B. Hyde—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3236) granting a pension to William 
McClure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3237) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8238) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Hartley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3239) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3240) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Polk—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3241) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Cady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3242) granting a pension to Susan J. 
Atkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Algo, a bill (H. R. 3248) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3244) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel A. Daniel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3245) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert C. Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3246) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac H. Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3247) granting an increase of pension to 
Ethan A. Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3248) granting an increase of pension to 
Gabriel H. Patten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3249) granting a pension to John Hiet—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3250) granting a pension to Harrison 
White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3251) granting a pension to Albert H. 
Rutledge—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3252) granting a pension to George W. 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3253) for the relief of the heirs of Elijah 
S. Means—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3254) for the relief of Daniel F. Ritchie 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3255) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac N. Ray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 3256) granting an increase 
5 pension to Edwin Seeley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3257) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa A. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3258) to correct the military record of 
Cyrus S. Clason—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3259) granting à pension to John T. 
Wills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 8260) for the relief of 
Frank J. Ladner—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 3261) granting a pension to 
Mirah A. B. Miller, widow of George Miller, alias George 
Reynolds, late a soldier in the Mexican war—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3262) for the relief of Isaiah Friday—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3263) for the relief of the heirs of George 
O. Baker—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3264) for the relief of John W. Ledbetter— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3265) for the relief of S. R. Bell and S. H. 
Green—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3266) granting an increase of pension to 
J. J. Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3267) for the relief of the estate of H. A. 
Wilson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3268) for the relief of Henry O. Bassett, 
heir of Henry Opeman Bassett, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3269) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam Johnson, deceased, late of Dallas County, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3270) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas M. Sullivan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3271) for the relief of Charles John Hou- 
ser—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3272) for the relief of the estate of William 


Curtis, deceased, late of Dallas County, Ala.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8273) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew J. Levi—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3274) for the relief of the estate of J. E. 
Prestridge, deceased, late of Dallas County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3275) for the relief of Edward M. Boggs— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3276) granting a pension to Adelia Con- 
verse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3277) for the relief of John A. Harbour— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3278) for the relief of John Codman 
Soley—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3279) for the relief of W. J. Warren—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3280) for the relief of C. O. Huckabee—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 3281) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas F. Underwood—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3282) granting a pension to Charles B. 
Montgomery—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3283) granting an increase of pension to 
Bruno Tiesler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3284) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Callahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 3285) for the relief of Mar- 
tin Young—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3286) granting a pension to William 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3287) granting a pension to James M. His- 
lip—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3288) granting a pension to John A. Hart— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3289) granting a pension to Basil Graham— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 3290) granting a pen- 
Mor to Edward McQueen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3291) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah J. Foster—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3292) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3293) granting an increase of pension to 
Hattie A. Towle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3294) granting an increase of pension to 
Phillip Schnepp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3295) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Knapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3296) granting an increase of pension to 
William Warren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3297) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Lonergan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3298) granting an increase of pension to ~ 
John Brugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3299) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3300) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Rifenburg—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3301) granting a pension to Phoebe J. 
Sawdey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3302) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Joseph Rogers—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3303) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Robert P. Horn—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3804) to correct the military record of 
Daniel R. Anderson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3305) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John H. McIntyre—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3306) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Charles B. Steward, alias Edward 
S. Button—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3307) for the relief of C. T. Dibble—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3308) for the relief of John Ritter and 
others—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3309) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Reuben Opp—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3310) for the relief of St. Genevive Tali- 
faro, alias Neat—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3311) for the relief of Claude M. Waite— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3312) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Abrams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3313) granting an increase of pension to 
George Willis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3314) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Jacob H. Wager—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3315) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis L. Dougherty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3316) granting a pension to Anna Chris- 
tie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3317) granting an increase of pension to 
James Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3318) granting a pension to Eunice M. 
Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3319) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3320) granting an increase of pension to 
Willard A. Place—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3321) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver S. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3322) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Storks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3323) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard C. Strumphford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3324) granting a pension to Patrick 
Feeley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3325) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Hawn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3326) granting an increase of pension to 
John O. McNabb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3327) granting a pension to Horace Stam- 
baugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3328) granting an increase of pension to 
Solomon Denny—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3329) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob L. Etnire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3330) granting an increase of pension to 
Emanuel Gross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3331) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias Corns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3332) increasing the pension of William D. 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3333) granting a pension to William Sim- 
mons—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3334) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel D. V. Rose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3335) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3336) granting a pension to Mary L. Ford— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3337) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 3338) granting an increase 
of pension to Lafayette F. Franks—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3339) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram Van Riper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3340) granting an increase of pension to 
William Moorhead—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3341) granting an increase of pension to 
Nellie Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3342) granting an increase of pension to 
Albin L. Ingram—to the Committtee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 3343) for the relief of Daniel 
W. Boutwell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 3344) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Sanborn—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DALE: A bill (H. R. 3345) granting an increase of 
pension to Christina White—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3346) granting a pension to William H. 
Wolfe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3347) granting an increase of pension to 
Orestes B. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 3348) for the relief of 
Charles C. Bauman—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3349) for the relief of George Humphrey— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3350) for the relief of Florence Lambert— 
to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3351) granting a pension to George King— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3352) granting an increase of pension to 
George R. Roraback—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3353) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca Doolittle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3354) granting an increase of pension to 
F. A. Beranek—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3355) granting an increase of pension to 
James Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3356) to correct the military record of 
Timothy Lyons—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3357) granting an honorable discharge to 
James B. Mulford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 3358) for the relief of 
James G. Carmack—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3359) for the relief of Leonard Wilson—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3360) for the relief of William Wilson—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3361) granting a pension to William L. 
Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 3362) granting a pension to 
Charles W. McMullen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3363) granting a pension to Joe B. Daniel— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3364) granting a pension to John F. Mitch- 
ell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3365) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. B. McDaniel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3366) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3367) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver P. Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3368) granting an increase of pension to 
William McNair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 3369) granting an increase of 
pension to Albert Sriver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3370) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Beaty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3371) granting an increase of pension to 
Lee W. Putnam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3372) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Cogle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill H. R. 3373) granting an increase of 
pension to Richard M. Ogle—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3374) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram C. Wyatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3375) granting an increase of pension to 
John E. Keller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3376) granting an increase of pension to 
David Lyton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3377) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli W. Cooley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3378) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias Disney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3379) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Cahill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 3380) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Wilburn—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 3381) referring to the Court 
of Claims for adjudication and determination the claims of the 
widow and family of Marcus P. Norton and the heirs at law of 
others—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3382) to correct the military record of 
Brig. Gen. William Hull—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 3383) granting an increase 
of pension to Parmenas A. Norton—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3384) granting a pension to Benjamin H. 
Decker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3385) granting an increase of pension to 
Marshall D. Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3386) granting an increase of pension to 
Almon Craver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3387) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey Stearns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3388) granting an increase of pension to 
John Dammer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3389) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Campion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3399) granting an increase of pension to 
Emily A. Deuel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3391) granting an Increase of pension to 
Milo W. Seeley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3392) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles L. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 3393) granting an honorable 
discharge to Galen E. Green—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 3394) granting a pension to 
Helen A. Henry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8895) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Winfield S. Usher—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3396) removing the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Gilbert Moore—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 8397) granting an increase 
of pension to Nicholas Chrisler—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8398) granting a pension to Edgar R. 
Knapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3399) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Congdon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 3400) granting 
an increase of pension to Anson K. Carr—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3401) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael McKenzie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3402) granting an increase of pension to 
Sidney S. Brigham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3403) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3404) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Chiott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 3405) granting an increase of 
pension to David Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3406) for the 
relief of John M. Lea—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8407) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Robert C. Hoggins and for the re- 
lief of his widow and children—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3408) for the relief of the estate of John J. 
Hamel—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3409) for the relief of Kinney, McLaughlin 
& Co., and others—to the Committee on Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3410) for the relief of William N. Bilbo, 
jr., administrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3411) for the relief of Payne, James & 
Co.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3412) for the relief of James E. Wilson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

- Also, a bill (H. R. 3413) for the relief of Robert G. Throne 
and the estate of A. G. Adams, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3414) for the relief of Daniel Collins—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3415) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Clarksville, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3416) for the relief of the heirs of James 
M. Hinton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3417) for the relief of the estate of Eliza- 
beth McClure, deceased, late of Montgomery County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 3418) granting an increase 
of pension to John Snouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3419) granting an increase of pension to 
John Biddle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 3420) for the 
relief of Jeremiah Lower—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3421) granting a pension to De Witt C. 
Foreman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3422) granting a pension to M. Olive 
Toner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3423) granting a pension to Thomas 
Watt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3424) to correct the military record of 
William Hommelsberg—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3425) granting a pension to Warren A. 
Blye—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8426) to 
rerate the pension allowed to J. H. Braynard—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3427) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Kimball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3428) granting an increase of pension to 
S. E. Chamberlain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3429) granting an inctease of pension to 
Hugh Donnelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3430) granting a pension to Peter M. 
Culins and conferring the rank of captain—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3431) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against the name of D. J. Mahoney—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3482) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against the name of Jerry Horan—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3433) to correct the military record of 
Hiram A. Keith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 3434) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Darby—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Alsa, a bill (H. R. 3435) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Sallade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 3436) granting a pension 
to Hedley D. Lefener—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 3437) for the relief of the 
estate of Harry Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 3488) for the relief of the trustees 
of the Opequon Presbyterian Church, of Kernstown, Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 3439) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Colored Methodist Episcopal Church, of Winchester, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3440) for the relief of the Muhlenburg 
Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Harrisonburg, Rockingham 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3441) for the relief of the Methodist Bpis- 
copal Church of Middletown, Frederick County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3442) for the relief of the Presbyterian 
Church of Strasburg, Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3443) for the relief of the St. Thomas Epis- 
copal Church, of Middletown, Frederick County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H, R. 3444) for the relief of the Salem Baptist 
Church, of Clark County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3445) for the relief of the Mount Zion 
Church of United Brethren, Frederick County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3446) for the relief of the Evangelical 
Lutheran Church of Stephen City, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. A 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 8447) granting an increase 
of pension to Adam ©. Rarick—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. à 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3448) granting an increase of pension to 
Delhu Norris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3449) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey Gaskill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3450) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Roush—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 3451) granting 
an increase of pension to Alpheus Alonzo Rockwell—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 3452) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob McGaughey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8453) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore Reeves—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3454) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Heath—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3455) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Warden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3456) granting an increase of pension to 
David B. Ott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3457) granting an increase of pension to 
Lawrence Connelly—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 3458) granting a pension to 
Spencer Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3459) for the relief of John W. Williams— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3460) for the benefit of Emily Byrd, of 
Wolfe County, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 3461) to reimburse 
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Robert Murdock for extra clerk hire paid by him as postmaster 
of Logan City, Utah—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 3462) for the 
relief of Franklin Patterson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3463) for the relief of the widow and chil- 
dren of Henry C. Murphy, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 3464) for 
De ree of Robert D. Patterson—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3465) for the relief of the heirs and dis- 
tributees of H. W. Hargrove—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3466) for the relief of Charles W. Johnson, 
nec PAR of Lydia Johnson—to the Committee on War 

aims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3467) for the relief of John G. Young—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 3468) for the relief of James 
T Caldwell to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3469) for the relief of 8 Myers 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3470) for the relief of the heirs of Alfred 
R. Buffin—to the Committee on War Claims. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3471) for the relief of William M. Mantlo— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3472) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen H. 
Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3473) for the relief of James T. Caldwell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 3474) for the relief of J. B. Chandler and 
D. B. Cox—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3475) for the relief of the heirs of Samuel 
Ayres—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3476) for the relief of the trustees of Lib- 
erty Baptist Church, New Kent County, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3477) for the relief of the trustees of West- 
over Church, Charles City County, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3478) for the relief of the personal repre- 
sentatives of the estate of Alexander Myers, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3479) for the relief of the trustees of Four- 
mile Creek Baptist Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 3480) granting a pension 
to Edward T. Blodgett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3481) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Cranston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3482) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin W. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3483) granting an increase of pension to 
Lemuel P. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3484) granting an increase of pension to 
Edson J. Harrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3485) granting an increase of pension to 
Clinton H. Dodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3486) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Thornily—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3487) granting an increase of pension to 
Ferdinand Weise—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3488) granting an increase of pension to 
Egbert J. Olds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3489) granting an increase of pension to 
Marshall Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3490) granting an increase of pension to 
Dwight Mallison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3491) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert E. Paddock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3492) granting an increase of pension to 
Byron Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3493) granting an increase of pension to 
Almira A. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3494) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert A. Talham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3495) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles F. Tower—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3496) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Walton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEB: A bill (H. R. 3497) granting a pension to 
Martha Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3498) for the relief of Stephen M. Honey- 
cut—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3499) for the relief of Lieut. James B. 
Fowler—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 3500) granting a pension 
to William Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3501) granting a pension to Rachel 
Eaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3502) granting a pension to Morris Os- 
born—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3503) granting a pension to Neal Carey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3504) granting an increase of pension to 
Myron Bragg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8505) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Mabee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3506) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. McCormick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 3507) to correct the military 
record of George H. Keating—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 3508) for the relief of the 
estate of Francis Griffing, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3509) for the relief of the estate of Jesse 
M. Brent, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3510) for the relief of estate of the late 
James Makoy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3511) for the relief of the estate of John 
O’Ferrell, deceased—to the Committee on War. Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3512) for the relief of James W. Watson, 
captain in the Tenth Cavalry, United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3513) for the relief of the estate of J. B. 
Lewis, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3514) for the relief of Hampton Wall—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3515) for the relief of William R. Beach— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3516) for the relief of the heirs of Samuel 
G. Miller, deceased, and the estate of Mrs. E. C. Miller, de- 
ceased, late of Claiborne County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3517) for the relief of Emily E. Bishop, of 
Pike County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3518) for the relief of Copiah County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3519) for the relief of G. G. Butler—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3520) for the relief of Girard G. Butler— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3521) for the relief of the estate of Claham 
Blackman, deceased, late of Claiborne County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3522) for the relief of James H. Shannon— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3523) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam R. Tinsley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3524) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. 
Nancy Mitchell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3525) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam M. Bowles, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3526) for the relief of Caleb Perkins—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3527) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam E. Bolls, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3528) for the relief of Samuel S. Coon—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3529) for the relief of D. O. Perkins—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3530) for the relief of George Rea, de- 
ceased, late of Copiah County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3531) for the relief of the estate of John 
R. Powers, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3532) for the relief of the estate of George 
G. Noland, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3533) for the relief of Mrs. Catherine P. 
Byrnes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3534) for the relief of Ann M. Brown—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3535) for the relief of the estate of Isaac 
Jones, of Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3536) for the relief of John A. Brent—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3537) for the relief of the estate of Ed- 
ward McGehee, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3538) for the relief of the estate of Isaac 
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Jones, deceased, late of Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3539) for the relief of Hampton Wall—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3540) for the relief of the estate of F. W. 
Harris, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3541) granting a pension to Dora Weath- 
ersby—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3542) granting a pension to John Walter— 
to the Committee on Pensions. . 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3543) granting an increase of pension to 
E. G. De Lap—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 3544) granting a pension to 
Josiah M. Grier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3545) granting a pension to Harvey 
Ranck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3546) granting a pension to Casper 
Wickey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3547) granting a pension to Thomas Lara- 
more—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3548) granting a pension to Loui Catharine 
McMullen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3549) granting a pension to Margaret 
Eleanor McCoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3550) granting a pension to David Hix- 
son—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3551) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Hood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3552) granting an increase of pension to 
David F. MeDonald—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3553) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Pick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3554) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3555) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Speck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3556) granting an increase of pension to 
David H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3557) granting an increase of penison to 
James B. Wilkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3558) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel H. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3559) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob F. Reamer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3560) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3561) for the relief of Henry C. Wolfe—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3562) for the relief of Alexander Ever- 
hart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3563) for the relief of Peter L. Carbaugh— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3564) for the relief of Jacob J. Miller—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3565) for the relief of Levi Neitz—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3566) to correct the military record of 
Micaiah R. Evans—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 3567) for the relief of John 
Kircher—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3568) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Burch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3569) granting a pension to Ada A. Hub- 
bard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3570) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan Whorton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3571) granting a pension to Eber Watson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 2 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3572) granting a pension to William L. 
Riley to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3573) granting a pension to John V. San- 
ders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3574) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse McDowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3575) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas B. Hovious—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 3576) for the relief of 
Mrs. Catherine Bub—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3577) for the relief of Barclay H. Warbur- 
ton—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3578) for the relief of Hamilton D. South— 
to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 3579) granting a pension to 
John R. C Tucker—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3580) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. 
Hubbard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3581) granting a pension to William F. 
Monday—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3582) granting a pension to P. B. Pulley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3583) granting a pension to Joseph A. 
Nimmo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3584) granting a pension to A. E. Durham— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3585) granting a pension to Mary Wilder— 
to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3586) to correct the military record of 
Robert W. Marr—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3587) granting an increase of pension to 
M. V. B. Amos—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3588) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Riggin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3589) granting an increase of pension to 
Jabez Goodman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3590) granting an increase of pension ta 
Edward E. Ousborne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3591) granting an increase of pension ta 
Roten Burchfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3592) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel F. Hartman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3593) removing charge of desertion. from 
military record of Charles Branstetter—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3594) for the relief of John W. Watkins— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3595) authorizing the President to rein- 
state William C. McCaskill as a cadet in the United States 
Military Academy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 3596) for the relief of James 
M. Blackburn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3597) granting a pension to Charles M, 
Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3598) granting a pension to Anna Bever— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. š 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3599) granting a pension to Georgiana 
Ballard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3600) granting a pension to Lucretia Bar- 
lett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3601) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Benjamin T, Buford—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3602) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Hiram B. Bell—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3603) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Joseph G. Dennis—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3604) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Joseph S. Stoop—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 3605) granting an increase of 
pons ion to Albert Lathrop—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3606) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Hoover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 3607) for the relief of 
Frank M. Dooley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3608) for the relief of James W. Hardin 
and to remove the charge of desertion—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3609) for the relief of the estate of J. J. 
Brison, deceased, late of Wayne County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3610) for the relief of W. S. Reid, adminis- 
trator of Mrs. F. M. Harris, deceased, late of Franklin, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3611) for the relief of the estate of Lemuel 
Long—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3612) for the relief of the estate of N. B. 
Perkins, deceased, late of Williamson County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3613) for the relief of Thomas J. Lawson, 
sr.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3614) for the relief of the estate of Isaac 
Johnson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3615) for the relief of the estate of S. J. 
Stockard, late of Maury County, Tenn.—to the Committee ou 
War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3616) for the relief of Richard Workman— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3617) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam B. Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3618) for the relief of John D. Reed, ad- 
ministrator of J. P. C. Reed, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3619) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Pulaski, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3620) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam Grigsby, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3621) for the relief of the heirs of Michael 
Holoran—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3622) for the relief of the estate of Jona- 
than Mills—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3623) for the relief of P. H. Nelson—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3624) for the relief of Mrs. Jane Henry—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3625) for the relief of the estate of 
Edwin Grant—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3626) for the relief of William G. Tidwell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3627) for the relief of the estate of N. M. 
Buyers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3628) for the relief of the estate of B. H. 
Caldwell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 3629) for the relief of H. J. Brewer, of 
Wayne County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3630) for the relief of the estate of James 
H. Huey, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3681) for the relief of John V. Wright 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3632) for the relief of the estate of F. T. 
MeLaurine—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3683) for the relief of Alexander Ben- 
nett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3634) for the relief of Jonathan Amis—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3635) for the relief of the estate of E. C. 
Overton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3636) for the relief of the estate of Nathan 
Perry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3637) for the relief of the estate of D. S. 
Phelan—to: the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3638) for the relief of the estate of Andrew 
Roberts—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8639) for the relief of Calvin Hardison— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3640) for the relief of the estate of J. A. 
Milhous, deceased, late of Giles County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3641) for the relief of the estate of Andrew 
Scott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3642) for the relief of William M. Beas- 
ley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3643) for the relief of the estate of Nancy 
P. Garrison, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3644) for the relief of the estate of Robert 
Thompson Williams—to the-Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3645) for the relief of G. W. Outlaw—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3646) for the relief of William G. Tid- 
well—to the Committee on War. Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3647) for the relief of James P. Sprott— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3648) for the relief of the estate of Blythe 
SD rott-—to the Committee on War Claims 

Ales a bill (H. R. 3649) for the relief of Zenas Parker—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3650) for the-relief of the vestry of St. 
Peter’s Protestant Episcopal Church, of Columbia, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3651) for the relief of the estate of Henry 
Kelly, late of Giles County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8652) for the relief of the estate of Wash- 
ington W. Miller, late of Maury County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8653) for the relief of. the estate of John 
H. Grimes, deceased, late of Wayne County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3654) for the relief of the Maury County 
Fair Association—to the Committee on Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3655) for the relief of J. S. Woody, Mar- 
pos Mills, Wayne County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3656) for the relief of the estate of Benja- 
min Bolton, late of Maury County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3657) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam Johnson, late of Maury County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3658) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Triune, Williamson 
County, Tenn—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3659) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. 
Henly Patton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3660) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3661) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane Lynch—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8662) granting an increase of pension to 
Freeling H. Amick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3663) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Beiser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3664) granting an increase of pension to 
Gustave Freudenthal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3665) granting a pension to Israel W. 
Bennett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3666) to pay the estate of J. J. Walker for 
stores and supplies—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3667) to pay to the heirs of Pleasant 
Hines, deceased, the sum of $1,000, the value of property taken 
from him by the troops of the United States Army—to the 
Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3668) to pay to the heirs of Nathan Curry, 
deceased, the sum of $1,503, for property taken and used by the 
United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3669) to pay Josephine O. Anderson the 
sum of $175, the value of property from her taken and used by 
the troops of the United States Army—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3670) to pay Thomas S. Truett the sum of 
$340, the value of property taken from him by the troops of the 
United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3671) to pay the heirs of James Ramsy, 
deceased, the sum of $250, the value of property from him taken 
and used by the troops of the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3672) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
haye erected at Hohenwald, Tenn., a monument in honor of 
Meriwether Lewis—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3673) to remove charge of desertion stand- 
ing against William M. Anderson—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3674) to remove the charge of desertion 
against J. W. Teas—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3675) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Merida Mealor—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3676) to remove the charge of desertion 
against W. A. Kilburn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3677) to correct the military record of 
Edward W. Gobbie—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 3678) granting an increase of 
pension to J. C. S. Twitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3679) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert H. Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3680) for the relief of Martha A. Moffitt— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3681) granting an increase of pension to 
Sanders M. Ingram—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 3682) granting an increase 
of pension to E. N. Melton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3683) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Brannan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 3684) granting an increase of 
pension to Erastus L. Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3685) granting an increase of pension to 
James O. Tobey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3686) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry R. Cowan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3687) granting an increase of pension to 
Dominicus J. Wardwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3688) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Rollins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3689) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Lyons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3690) granting an increase of pension to 
Warren S. Rand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3691) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel S. Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3692) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Pressley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3693) granting an increase of pension to 
D. J. Wardwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3694) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph D. Emery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3695) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson M. Mayo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3696) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram E. Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3697) granting an increase of pension to 
George N. Holland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3698) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph E. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3699) granting an increase of pension to 
Randall Eldridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3700) granting a pension to Harriet N. 
Rounds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 3701) granting a pension to 
Rebecca Prince—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3702) granting a pension to Joseph Ge- 
raghty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3703) granting a pension to Mrs, C. L. 
Rouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3704) granting a pension to Mary E. Wal- 
lace—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3705) granting a pension to William L. 
Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3706) granting a pension to Calvin Sturtz— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3707) granting a pension to Sarah J. Steph- 
enson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3708) granting a pension to William Mollen- 
kamp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3709) granting a pension to Mary Mur- 
nane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3710) granting a pension to Samantha A. 
Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3711) granting a pension to George W. Col- 
lins, alias George C. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3712) granting a pension to J. M. Cruson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8713) granting a pension to Albert Donald- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3714) granting a pension to Susannah Dun- 
lop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3715) granting a pension to Samuel Dol- 
loff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3716) granting a pension to A. Foss—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3717) granting a pension to S. A. Bur- 
ges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3718) granting a pension to Henry Hooks— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3719) granting a pension to Peter M. 
Jumper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3720) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph McNulty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3721) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Mize—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8722) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvester C. Limbocker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8723) granting an increase of pension to 
R. G. Lucas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3724) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Likins—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3725) granting an increase of pension to 
George Kreigh—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3726) granting an increase of pension to 
Benton A. Joiner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3727) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin J. Joy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3728) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Husted—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3729) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3730) granting an increase of pension to 
Austin Gill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3731) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3732) granting an increase of pension to 
John Cline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3733) granting an increase of pension to 
Simeon D. Chelf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3734) granting an increase of pension to 
W. H. Carte—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3735) granting an increase of pension to 
Myrtle Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3736) granting an increase of pension to 
John Costello—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8737) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3738) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Baughman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3739) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward O. C. Anthony—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3740) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. H. Armistead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3741) granting increase of pensions to 
certain persons—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3742) granting an increase of pension to 
William Gilmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3743) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Garner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3744) granting an increase of pension to 
Zachary Fletcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3745) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias Fought—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3746) granting an increase of pension to 
David Essick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3747) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3748) granting an increase of penison to 
Sarah E. Douglas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3749) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry R. Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3750) granting an increase of pension to 
Philo S. Darling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3751) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles S. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3752) granting an increase of pension to 
Vincent Dancer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3753) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucinda M. Dean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3754) granting an increase of pension to 
Wesley Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3755) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Clayton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3756) granting an increase of pension to 
Felix Osborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3757) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Oldson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3758) granting an increase of pension to 
George Nulton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3759) granting an increase of pension to 
Sires B. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3760) granting an increase of pension to 
Hollis K. May—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3761) granting an increase of pension to 
John McCaslin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3762) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3763) granting an increase of pension to 
D. T. Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3764) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph F. McKinley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3765) granting an increase of pension to 
David Moore—to the Committee ca Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3766) grant ng an increase of pension to 
J. W. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3767) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis H. Mark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3768) granting an increase of pension to 
N. B. MeKay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3769) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis O’Leary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3770) granting an increase of pension to 
Joel F. Terry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3771) granting an increase of pension to 
William Sweet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


124 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 5, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8772) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Sumner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3773) granting an increase of pension to 
Bird Solomon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3774) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert A. Stuart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3775) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Z. Stump—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3776) granting an increase of pension to 
‘Archie P. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3777) granting an increase of pension to 
David C. Stotts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3778) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse F. Snow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3779) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Shirt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8780) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3781) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3782) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry O. Pixley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3783) granting an increase of pension to 
John Travis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3784) granting an increase of pension to 
Reall A. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3785) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick W. Wagner—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3786) granting an increase of pension to 
Eleanor A. Warren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3787) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Alzor A. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3788) granting an increase of pension to 
William Richards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3789) granting an increase of pension to 
David Shively—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3790) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3791) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Fix—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3792) to correct the military record of 
Thomas Keating—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3793) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of David Kunkle—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3794) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the naval record of Sebastian Kerber—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3795) removing the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Minster—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3796) removing the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John S. Whitaker—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3797) to correct the military record of 
Andrew J. Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3798) for the relief of Enoch Baker—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3799) for the relief of Jonathan R. Blair— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3800) for the relief of Jonathan R. Blair— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3801) for the relief of William A. Grogan— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3802) granting a pension to August W. 
Diercks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 3803) for the relief of W. A. 
Galloway, of Jacksonville, Ark.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3804) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Wiley J. Davis, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3805) granting a pension to Mollie Kup- 
perle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3806) granting a pension to Ena L. Mar- 
tin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3807) granting an increase of pension to 
William Stewart—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3808) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Owen J. Owen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 8809) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Orville T. Lee—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3810) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas M. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3811) granting an increase of pension to 
James White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXET: A bill (H. R. 3812) for the relief of veterans 
of the Confederacy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3813) for the relief of M. F. Snider—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8814) for the relief of acting (volunteer) 
officers of the United States Navy in the civil war—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3815) for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3816) for the relief of Paris Simms and 
others—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3817) for the relief of John H. Hammill— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3818) for the relief of Lucy J. Sullivan— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3819) for the relief of the estate of Mary 
E. Binns, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3820) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Charles W. Adams, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3821) for the relief of the estate of Cath- 
arine R. Moore, deceased, late of Fauquier County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3822) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Alexander F. Butler, late of Louisa County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3823) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Alfred Carter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3824) for the relief of Mason Shipman— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3825) for the relief of the estate of John B. 
Brown, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3826) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Alexander F. Butler—to the Committee on War 
Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8827) for the relief of Luther H. Potter- 
field—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3828) for the relief of John Young—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3829) for the relief of Mrs. Elvira Moore, 
executrix of J. L. Moore—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3830) for the relief of the estate of George 
Hickman, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3831) for the relief of heirs of James W. 
Stone—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3832) for the relief of the estate of W. H. 
Stringfellow, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3833) for the relief of George S. Ayre, ad- 
ministrator of Thomas Ayre, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3834) for the relief of Francis M. Brab- 
ham—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3835) for the relief of Annie E. Hughlett— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3836) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
Griffith W. Paxson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3837) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Mason James, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3838) for the relief of the estate of James 
T. Ball, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3839) for the relief of the estate of James 
M. Catlett, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3840) for the relief of Richard K. Hugh- 
lett—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3841) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Charles W. Adams, decensed—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3842) for the relief of William Knight—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3843) for the relief of the estate of Robert 
Brockett, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3844) for the relief of the heirs of Robert 
Green—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3845) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Mrs. S. W. Skinker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3846) for the relief of Thomas J. Nichols— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3847) for the relief of George Gorham—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3848) for the relief of Thomas J. Fannon— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


1905. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


125 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3849) for the relief of George S. Ayre—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3850) for the relief of the estate of James 
P. Yancey, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3851) for the relief of John A. Fairfax—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3852) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Kitty Douglass—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3853) for the relief of Sarah J. Walker— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3854) for the relief of Mason Shipman—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3855) for the relief of Charles Clarkson 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 3856) for the relief of the estate of Robert 
N. Blake, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3857) for the relief of the estate of 
Emanuel Wenner, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3858) for the relief of Lavinia M. Payne— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 3859) for the relief of Seth R. Cooper— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3860) for the relief of John A. Fairfax— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3861) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of David Scott, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3862) for the relief of Miss L. E. Bowen— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3863) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of William Hough, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3864) for the relief of Mary E. Macgregor— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3865) for the relief of James Downs—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3866) for the relief of Hezekiah T. Em- 
brey, administrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3867) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of E. A. W. Hooe, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3868) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Eli Tavenner, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3869) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of James M. Streshley—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 3870) for the relief of George H. Shaver— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3871) for the relief of the estate of 
William A. Bowen, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3872) for the relief of John H. Haws— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, % bill (H. R. 3873) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of S. A. Buckner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3874) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of James B. McNair, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3875) for the relief of George Umbaugh— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3876) for the relief of Sarah A. Skinner— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3877) for the relief of the estate of j 


William Shreve, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3878) for the relief of Jane L. Follin, 
widow of Joseph N. Follin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3879) for the relief of the estate of Dr. 
Bailey Shumate, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3880) for the relief of H. M. Smith— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3881) for the relief of the estate of 
Lewis Shumate, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3882) for the relief of William Ketland— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3883) for the relief of the estate of 
John Sullivan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3884) for the relief of the estate of James 
Follin, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3885) for the relief of the estate of Maria 
Gibson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3886) for the relief of John C. Newton—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3887) for the relief of the estate of 
Charles A. Newlon, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3888) for the relief of Mrs. L. A. Lynn 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 3889) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Alexander F. Butler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3890) for the relief of the estate of Henry 
S. Williams, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3891) for the relief of the legal representa- 
ae William Burley, deceased—to the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3892) for the relief of John Doherty—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3893) for the relief of the estate of Alex- 
ander F, Dulin, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3894) for the relief of the personal repre- 
sentatives of B. P. Tolson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3895) for the relief of loyal citizens therein 
popes of Loudoun County, Va—to the Committee cn War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3896) for the relief of Stonewall Cockrill, 
of Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3897) for the relief of Anna S. Frobel—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3898) for the relief of the estate of Amos 
Jones, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3899) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam Fletcher, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3900) for the relief of Jane D. Galleher, 
widow of T. H. Galleher—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3901) for the relief of Lucy B. Legrande, 
Catharine Jameson, Elizabeth H. Lester, Shirley B. Shackel- 
ford, Edwin A. Gibson, and the heirs of Henry Shackelford, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3902) for the relief of Napoleon B. Wat- 
kins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3903) for the relief of George M. Fry—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3904) for the relief of Thomas Sherman— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3905) for the relief of Granville J. Kelly— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3906) for the relief of Emma C. Franner, 
George W. Seaton, Hiram K. Seaton, Howard Seaton, Mary 
Seaton, Blanche Seaton, George W. Taylor, Edward Taylor, 
and Catharine Pomeroy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3907) for the relief of Catharine Makely— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3908) for the relief of Susan J. Stegler— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3909) for the relief of the estate of Sina 
Hughlett, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3910) for the relief of the heirs of the 
late Mrs. Mary Ann Randolph Custis Lee, of Fairfax County, 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3911) fer the relief of Benjamin M. 
Yancey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3912) for the relief of John C. Newton, of 
Stafford County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3913) for the relief of Newton Wood- 
yard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3914) for the relief of the heirs of Carter 
B. Butler, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3915) for the relief of Charles Clarkson 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3916) for the relief of the estate of John 
Poland, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3917) for the relief of John Mann—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3918) for the relief of Henry Priest, of 
Fauquier County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3919) for the relief of Virginia E. Ficklin 
and James W. Ficklin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3920) for the relief of the heirs of Ambrose 
Hord, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3921) for the relief of administrator of 
James B. Beavers, deceased, of Fairfax County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3922) for the relief of John H. Haws—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3923) for the relief of the estate of Susan 
Richards, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3924) for the relief of John S. Mann and 
the estate of Lewis W. Mann, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3925) for the relief of the executors of the 
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estate of Sarah M. Sewall, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3926) for the relief of James K. Skinker— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3927) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of James Follin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3928) for the relief of the estate of Lewis 
Shumate, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3929) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam X. Dulin, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3930) for the benefit of the estate of John 
Linton—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3931) to compensate Arthur M. Chichester 
and W. B. Chichester, heirs of Mary Chichester—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3932) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of Samuel W. Hough, administrator of 
William N. Hough, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3933) granting a pension to J. P. Flewel- 
len—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3934) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Drew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3935) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3936) to correct the naval record of Com- 
mander Sidney Smith Lee—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3937) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of John B. Humphreys—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 3938) for 
the relief of the estate of Holliday S. Ravell—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8939) for the relief of the estate of J. TI. 
Moseby, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3940) for the relief of Elvy Brewer, of 
Saline County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 3941) for the relief of the heirs of George 
M. Campbell, deceased, late of Hot Springs County, Ark.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3942) for the relief of the widow and heirs 
of the late D. G. Hineman, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3943) for the relief of Mrs. Mary L. Bryan, 
of Grant County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3944) for the relief of the estate of Samuel 
J. Jones, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3945) for the relief of Mary L. Bryan—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3946) for the relief of Elizabeth M. Chas- 
tain, now Elizabeth M. Harlow—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3947) for the relief of the heirs of Jennie 
Hunter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3948) for the relief of Eliza J. Brockville— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3949) for the relief of Thomas J. Estes— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3950) for the relief of Bayles E. Cobb, of 
Dallas County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3951) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Baptist Church of Pine Bluff, Ark.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3952) for the relief of the heirs of Levander 
Jenkins, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3953) for the relief of the heirs of the late 
Jennie Hunter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3954) for the relief of William M. West— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3955) for the relief of J. F. Steel—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3956) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. 
E. J. Davis, late of Drew County, Ark.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3957) for the relief of John McDermott— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3958) for the relief of Mrs. Fannie E. 
Owens—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3959) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Pine Bluff, Ark.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8960) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Pine Bluff, Ark.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3961) for the relief of the heirs of Olive 
Coppock, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3962) for the relief of the firm of Ber- 


Sats & Scull, late of Arkansas—to the Committee on War 
aims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3963) for the relief of J. E. Caldwell—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3964) for the relief of the estate of James 
Scull—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3965) granting a pension to Rachael C. 
Golden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3966) granting an increase of pension to 
S. D. Jester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3967) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3968) granting a pension to Fannie Hay 
Maffitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3969) to correct the military record of the 
late Ezekiel Golden—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3970) for the relief of Kate H. Kava- 
naugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: A bill (H. R. 8971) granting a pension 
to John T. Horner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3972) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph F. Black—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3973) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac P. Knight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3974) for the relief of Alexander Clapp— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3975) for the relief of M. F. Thomas—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 3976) to refund to the State 
of New York certain duties paid by said State in 1863 to arm 
State troops organized to aid in suppressing the then existing 
insurrection against the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. SIBLEY : A bill (H. R. 3977) granting an increase of 
pension to John Vorous—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3978) granting a pension to Samuel Grecn- 
lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3979) granting a pension to Paul Stang— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3980) granting a pension to Frank G. Ham- 
mond—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3981) granting an increase of pension to 
John McKeever—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3982) granting an increase of pension to 
Jason T. Geibner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3983) granting a pension to Blanche 
Douglass—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3984) granting a pension to George T. 
Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3985) granting an increase of pension to 
L. M. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3986) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel J. Kuhns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3987) granting an increase of pension to 
Uriah Kiester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3988) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel R. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8989) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram T. Houghton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 3990) for the relief of the estate 
of William Williams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3991) for the relief of Marmon Spence 
Pope—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3992) for the relief of the estate of L. D. 
Crawley, deceased, late of Decatur County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3993) for the relief of W. T. Newbill—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3994) for the relief of R. R. Aycock—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3995) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Joseph H. Maddox, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3996) for the relief of the estate of John 
H. Grimes, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3997) for the relief of John A. Meroney— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3998) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of George W. Wray, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 2 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3999) for the relief of the legal represent - 
atives of Jack Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4000) for the relief of S. S. Littlejohn—ta 
the Committee on War Claims. 
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~ Also, a bill (H. R. 4001) for the relief of W. T. Newbill— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4002) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of A. K. Jones, deceaséd—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4003) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of James H. Napier, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4004) for the relief of Houston Medlin— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4005) for the relief of the legal representa- 
he of Richard Odle, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4006) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of B. J. Young, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4007) for the relief of R. H. Carter—to the 
Committee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4008) for the relief of the estate of S. M. 
Davidson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4009) for the relief of J. M. Elston—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4010) for the relief of J. M. Rice—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4011) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of James Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4012) for the relief of Frederick Webb—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4013) for the relief of John Smith—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4014) for the relief of D. C. Savells—to the 
Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4015) for the relief of the estate of W. W. 
Savells, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4016) for the relief of Simon Witkowski— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4017) for the relief of W. E. Mitchum to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4018) for the relief of B. J. Young—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4019) for the relief of the estate of Elijah 
Williams, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4020) for the relief of John Mincey—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4021) for the relief of the estate of Dr. 
J. M. Walker, deceased—-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4022) for the relief of the estate of Isaac 
F. Huddleston, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4023) for the relief of James D. Lane—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4024) for the relief of the estate of Samuel 
Hayes, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4025) for the relief of Mary J. Moody—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4026) for the relief of T. M. D. Coln—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4027) for the relief of John Zimmerman— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4028) for the relief of the estate of David 
Hurst—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4029) for the relief of the estate of Robert 
Edwards, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4030) for the relief of M. Robison, ad- 
ministrator of T, E. Robison, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4031) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
Morton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4032) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. C. 
Williamson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a-bill (H. R. 4033) for the relief of Mary W. Ridley—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4084) for the relief of A. G. Hawkins—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4035) for the relief of the estate of John 
Richards, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4036) for the relief of James Anderson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4037) for the relief of Jesse Cobb (col- 
ored)—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4038) for the relief of Edmund W. Wil- 
liams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4039) for the relief of 7 Plunk - to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4040) for the relief of Goerge Plunk to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4041) for the relief of the estate of O. F. 
Hendricks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4042) for the relief of the legal representa- 
a of John C. Trice, deceased—to the Committee on War 

laims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4048) for the relief of the estate of Tucker 
Jackson, deceased—-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4044) for the relief of the estate of R. H. 
Crider—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4045) for the relief ^f the legal representa- 
8 of Malinda Swink, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4046) for the relief of the estate of F. M. 
Hagy, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4047) for the relief of John F. Leach, ad- 
ministzator of estate of R. H. Carter, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4048) for the relief of the legal represent- 
reat of W. M. McAuley, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4049) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
Morton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4050) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of O. F. Hendricks, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4051) for the relief of the estate of Cloa 
Giles—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4052) for the relief of W. M. Brevard & 
Co.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4053) for the relief of the estate of Jesse 
Giles—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4054) for the relief of P. E. Parker—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4055) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Jennings H. Courts, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4056) for the relief of the estate of James 
T. Clement, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4057) for the relief of the estate of 
Richard L. Hendrix, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4058) for the relief of the estate of Walter 
W. Melton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4059) for the relief of the estate of John 
Sanford, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4060) for the relief of the estate of Hud- 
son Muse, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

* Also, a bill (H. R. 4061) for the relief of the estate of John 
S. Burrows, deceased—to the, Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4062) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of William Kendall, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4063) for the relief of the estate of R. D. 
Freeland, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4064) for the relief of Eli Brown—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4065) for the relief of J. F. Allison—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4066) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of W. M. McAuley, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4067) for the relief of the estate of John 
A. Criner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4068) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah M. 
King—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4069) for the relief of the estate of James 
Hendrix—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4070) for the relief of W. T. Wade, guar- 
dian of the minor heir at law of Archibald B. Womble—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4071) for the relief of Jesse J. Clemmons— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4072) for the relief of James M. Brandon— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4073) for the relief of B. F. Walpole—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4074) for the relief of Benjamin F. Ben- 
nett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4075) for the relief of Thomas Cary—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4076) for the relief of James „ 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


128 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 5, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4077) for the relief of Zelpha Watson—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4078) for the relief of Cullen C. Argo—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4079) for the relief of William H. Carring- 
ton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4080) for the relief of Jefferson Franks— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4081) for the relief of Levi G. Ballard, of 
Chester County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4082) granting a pension to William B. 
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4083) granting a pension to Hannah Gage— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4084) granting a pension to R. B. White— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4085) granting a pension to Martha A. 
Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4086) granting a pension to John R. Cos- 
ten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4087) granting a pension to Robert M. 
Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, ‘a bill (H. R. 4088) granting a pension to John Riggs— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4089) granting a pension to Thomas Cary— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4090) granting a pension to Mary C. 
Quinn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4091) granting a pension to William J. 
Manley—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4092) granting a pension to George W. 
Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4093) granting a pension to James R. 
Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4094) granting a pension to William C. 
Mullins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4095) granting a pension to Rebecca 
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4096) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Boyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4097) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Boyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4098) granting an increase of pension to 
Persia M. Hawkins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4099) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Reed—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4100) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4101) granting an increase of pension to 
John K. McKnight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ~ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4102) for the benefit of H. C. Ruth—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4103) to muster in certain members of 
Col. Frank W. Harrison's regiment of West Tennessee recruits, 
and to grant them an honorable discharge—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4104) granting an honorable discharge to 
John W. Harwood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4105) to muster William H. Brown—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4106) to correct the military record of 
John Turnbo, deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4107) to correct the military record of 
George W. Jones—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4108) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of James Quinn—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4109) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Elias C. Phillips—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4110) to remove the charge of disobedience 
of orders against William W. Kirby—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4111) to remove the charge of desertion 
against John A. Lawler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4112) for the relief 
of James B. Phillips—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4113) for the relief of John Heberer—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4114) for the relief of Edward A. Buder— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4115) for the relief of the city of Cairo, 
in the State of Illinois—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4116) for the relief of John A. Hill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4117) for the relief of James Walden—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4118) for the relief of William H. Thed- 
ford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4119) for the relief of John R. Nelson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill: (H. R. 4120) for the relief of John, alias Henry, 
Ridenbaugh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4121) for the relief of John Ballard—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4122) for the relief of Adam Miller—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4123) for the relief of Leonard P. C. Bink- 
ley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4124) for the relief of Abraham Miller—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4125) for the relief Robert T. Shipley—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4126) for the relief of Alfred McNeély— ` 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4127) for the relief of Gabriel W. Arnold— 
to the ‘Committee on Military Affairs. i 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 4128) for the relief of Edward B. Haynie 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4129) granting an increase of pension te 
George W. Ruble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4130) granting an increase of pension to 
Rederick S. Nickens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4131) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4132) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4133) granting a pension to Alexander 
Tanghlin to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4134) granting a pension to Walter M. 
Corn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4135) granting a pension to Napoleon B. 
Greathouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4136) granting a pension to Nancy C. 
Provence to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4137) granting a pension to Elijah Taylor 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4138) granting a pension to Sidney D. 
Mackey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4139) granting a pension to Virginia E. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4140) granting a pension to Sarah Al- 
drich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4141) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mar- 
tin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4142) granting a pension to Jacob F. Bless- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4143) granting a pension to Alice F. Craw- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4144) granting a pension to Alfred U. 
Whiffen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4145) granting a pension to William H. 
Tate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4146) granting a pension to William 
Mathis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4147) granting a pension to Helen M. 
Hamilton—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4148) granting a pension to Alfred Hay- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4149) granting an increase of pension to 
Thompson Wall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4150) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. McGinis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4151) granting an increase of pension to 
Jobn W. Howard—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4152) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. MeMillan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4153) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Wildy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4154) granting an increase of pension to 
Beal Pickett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4155) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin V. B. Dial—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4156) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah S. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4157) granting an increase of pension to 
Alford A. Fulford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4158) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert C. Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4159) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Summers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4160) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. MeGown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4161) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Beatty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4162) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Montgomery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4163) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred D. Mandrelli—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4164) granting an increase of pension to 
Oregon Boughner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4165) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry G. Sternberg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4166) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. V. Herndon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4167) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert G. Couch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4168) granting an increase of pension to 
Esther A. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4169) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse McBride—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4170) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4171) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of James W. Cline, alias Eugene L. Smith—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4172) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of William Deniston—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4173) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Stephen J. Simpson—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4174) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Henry Casey—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4175) to compensate George K. Kirchner 
for his stock of goods taken and destroyed by Federal soldiers 
in the year A. D. 1862—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 4176) granting an increase 
of pension to Michael Mohan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 4177) granting a pension to 
Susan H. Chadsey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4178) granting an increase of pension to 
J. Loomis Gould—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4179) granting an increase of persion to 
Owen Donohoe—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4180) for the relief of ‘Frederick See—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4181) for the relief of Edmund F. Jen- 
kins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4182) for the relief of Pain’s Fireworks 
Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 4183) for the 
relief of Rittenhouse Moore—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4184) for the relief of the Selma and 
Meridian Railroad Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4185) for the relief of Hannah J. Jones, 
executrix of Emanuel Jones, deceased, a British subject—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4186) for the relief of the Medical College 
of Alabama—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4187) for the relief of the Mobile Marine 
Dock Company—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4188) for the relief of Ella L. Demouy—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4189) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
Patrick H. Burnett, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4190) for the relief of the creditors of the 
Deposit Savings Association, of Mobile, Ala.—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4191) granting a pension to Julia H. Lyle 
and Willie Elizabeth Lyle—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4192) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Cavanaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4193) granting an 
increase of pension to James H. Stone—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4194) granting a pension to Mary Mc- 
Mullen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4195) granting an increase of pension to 
J. H. Se Cheverell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4196) granting an increase of pension to 
James J. Winans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4197) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucy J. Smetts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4198) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Lindsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 4199) for the relief of 
George W. Flack—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4200) to authorize the President to place 
the name of John Roop on the retired list of the United States 
Navy with the rank of first assistant engineer, United States 
Nayy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4201) for the relief of A. Louisa Corson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4202) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Umstead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4203) granting a pension to Mary Tucker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4204) for the relief of the owner or owners 
of the barge Charlic—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4205) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanda W. Ritchie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4206) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Henry Ober—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4207) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Bond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4208) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Worthington—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4209) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Callahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4210) granting an increase of pension to 
Taylor Wanamaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4211) granting an increase of pension to 
John Roop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4212) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4213) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4214) for the recognition of the military 
service of the officers and enlisted men of certain Pennsylvania 
military organizations—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 4215) granting an increase of 
pension to John A. Roberts—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4216) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Boon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4217) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel M. Rose—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4218) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Williamson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4219) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Keener—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4220) granting a pension to W. J. Roberts— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 4221) granting an increase of 
pension to William Foat—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4222) granting an increase of pension to 
Otto Boesewetter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4223) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Schultz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4224) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher Pletzke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4225) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4226) granting an increase of pension to 
William Painter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4227) to remove the charge of desertion 
against John Walther—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4228) to remove the charge of desertion 
against George Richard Hasson—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 4229) granting a pension 
to Harry B. Robb—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4230) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Miles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4231) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Rardin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4232) to correct the military record of 
William M. Cheuvrout—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 4233) to reimburse 
the Harpswell Steamboat Company, of Portland, Me., for ex- 
penses incurred and for repairing damages sustained by its 
steamer Sebascodegan in collision with the United States steamer 
Woodbury—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4234) for the relief 
of Clement C. Anderson—to the Committee op War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4235) for the relief of Robert M. Williams, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4236) for the relief of the 
8 of John B. Russell, deceased—to the Committee on War 

nims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4237) for the relief of S. H. 
Tison—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request) a bill (H. R. 4238) for the relief of Jane 
Lemaster—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R: 4239) for the relief of the 
sufferers by the wreck of the United States revenue cutter 
Gallatin off the coast of Massachusetts—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4240) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Chipman— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4241) granting an increase of pension to 
David B. Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4242) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4243) for the relief of Hannah W. Mil- 
lard—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4244) granting an increase of pension to 
John Spaulding—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4245) to authorize the President of the 
United States to appoint Wilson B. Strong captain and quarter- 
master in the United States Army—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 4246) granting an increase of 
pension to George D. Street—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4247) granting an increase of pension to 
Bridget A. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4248) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4249) granting an increase of pension to 
James J; Lowden—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4250) granting an increase of pension to 
Rose Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4251) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4252) granting an increase of pension to 
Giles R. Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4253) granting an increase of pension to 
Anderson L. Gill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4254) granting an increase of pension to. 


Edson D. Bemis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4255) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip T. Greeley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4256) granting a pension to Antoinette I. 
Sawyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4-57) granting a pension to Alice M. 
Durney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4258) granting a pension to Georgia A. 
Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4259) granting a pension to Emma F. 
Byans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4260) granting a pension to Leuisa J. 
‘Arey—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4261) granting a pension to Louise S. 
McWhinnie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4262) granting a pension to Augustus 
James Norwood—te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 4263) granting a pension to Eben N. 
Blake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4264) granting a pension to Frances E. 
Maloon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4265) granting a pension to Lowell M. 
Maxham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4266) granting a pension to Andrew L. 
Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4267) granting a pension to John D. 
Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (II. R. 4268) granting a pension to George D’Vys— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4269) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Ellen Lauriat—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4270) for the relief of Arthur R. Hender- 
son—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4271) for the relief of Patrick J. Madden— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4272) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph 
B. Wakefield—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4273) for the relief of Paul B. Walbridge— 
to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4274) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Paul Curtis, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4275) for the relief of Samuel M. Blair 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4276) for the relief of Alexander Suther- 
land—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 4277) to correct the military record of 
James J. Mahegan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4278) to correct the military record of 
Josiah Leathe—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4279) to correct the military record of 
Wilbur C. Stephens—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4280) 9 0 upon the retired list the name 
of Joseph H. Burrows to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4281) to amend the military record of 
John H. Lamson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4282) to amend the military record of 
Henry Quick—to the Committee on Naval Affairs,’ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4283) to correct the military record of 
Seth Bonney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4284) granting an honorable discharge to 
James Woods—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4285) removing the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Julius F. Hill, alias Franklin J. 
Hill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4286) donating an obsolete mortar to the 
2 le Historical Society—to the Committee on Military 

‘a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4287) to appropriate the sum of $4,000, to 
be paid to Alfred Roberts for personal injuries received at the 
SEER States custom-house in Boston, Mass.—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4288) to cor- 
rect the war record of Edward J. Gallagher, late first lieutenant 
Company G, Thirty-third Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4289) to authorize the President to revoke 
the order dismissing William T. Godwin, late first lieutenant, 
Tenth Infantry, United States Army, and to place the said 
William T. Godwin on the retired list with the rank of first 
lieutenant—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4290) granting an incréase of pension to 
William T, Godwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4291) granting a pension to Emma Wor- 
rali—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4292) granting a pension to George W. 
Kelly—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4293) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Hagerty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4294) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie R. E. Nesbitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4295) for the relief of Mary Jane Pol- 
lard—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4296) granting an increase of pension to 
8 Buckley McCready—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4297) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob G. Orth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4298) granting a pension to Thomas F. 
Walter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 4299) 
for the relief of John Stinson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4800) for the relief of A. J. Stinson—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4801) for ‘the relief of Burwell J. Curry— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4302) for the relief of L. B. Wyatt—to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4803) for the relief of Robert D. Cox 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4304) for the relief of the estate of 
Reuben Street, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, A bill (H. R. 4305) for the relief of the estate of Peter 
S. Baker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4806) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Wilson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4307) for the relief of Margaret L. Wat- 
kins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4308) for the relief of William B. Olive 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4309) for the relief of the heirs of Kennon 
H. Steger, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4310) for the relief of Calvin S. Hill—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4311) for the relief of Xantippe Jackson 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4312) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Meals, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4313) for the relief of the estate of Cas- 
well B. Derrick, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4314) for the relief of William M. Hil- 
liard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4315) for the relief of William M. Hil- 
liard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4316) for the relief of Mrs. Cassa Simp- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4317) for the relief of the estate of Pres- 
ton Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4318) for the relief of the estate of Sid- 
ney F. Tate, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4319) for the relief of the estate of James 
Woosley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4320) for the relief of the estate of Samuel 
Ward, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also a bill (H. R. 4321) for the relief of the heirs of the es- 
tate of Melissa Gathright, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4322) for the relief of Joseph Lightfoot— 
to the Commitee on War Claims. 

Allso, a bill (H. R. 4323) for the relief of J. M. Curtis, of 
Morgan County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4324) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Chestnut Grove Church, of Morgan County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4325) for the relief of the heirs of the es- 
tate of Melissa Gathright, deceased, of Colbert County, Ala.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4326) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of the estate of Thomas F. Brumby—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4327) for the relief of Mary J. Bailey—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4328) for the relief of the heirs of James 
T. Anderson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4829) for the relief of the heirs of George 
W. Hughes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4330) for the relief of Felix Weeden—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4331) for the relief of Mrs. H. H. Cribbs— 
to thé Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4332) for the relief of Mrs. Bathsheba 
Gordon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4833) for the relief of L. B. Wyatt—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4334) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph B. Pace—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4835) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4336) granting a pension to Martha E. 
Gilbreath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4337) to provide for the payment of the 
claim of the Walnut Grove Cumberland Presbyterian Church, 
of Madison County, Ala., against the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4338) to donate certain lands in Alabama 
for educational purposes—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4339) to provide for the payment of the 
claim of the Florence Masonic Lodge, of Florence, Ala., against 
the United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4340) to provide for the payment of the 
claim of the Primitive Baptist Church, of Huntsville, Ala., 
against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4841) to pay the claim against the United 
States of the trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, 
of Athens, Limestone County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4342) to refer the claim against the United 
States of the heirs of Fabian Varin to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bil (H. R. 4343) to 
donate and grant to the public schools of Hot Springs, Ark., all 
lots and blocks owned by the Government and unsold—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4844) to grant to the public school board 
of Hot Springs, Ark., the right to use and occupy block 114 of 
said city as a site for a school building—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4345) to donate certain lots in the city of 


Hot Springs, Ark., to the National Christian Library Associa- 
tion of said city—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 4346) granting an increase 
of pension to T. H. B. Schooling—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4347) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Burchett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4348) grantipg an increase of pension to 
William McCraw—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4349) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelius Buckley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4850) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Vance—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4351) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4852) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Wolcott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4853) granting an increase of pension to 
Hannah Lee—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4854) granting an increase of pension to 
J. D. Riley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4355) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah G. Ballard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4356) granting an increase of pension to 
Simeon McKinstray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4857) granting an increase of pension to 
Cassius M. Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4358) granting an increase of pension to 
Ferguson M. Carnahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4359) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Sorrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4360) granting an increase of pension to 
Gabriel H. Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4361) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4862) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel C. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4363) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas D. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4864) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Neece—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4865) granting an increase of pension to 
Ambrosia Senecal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4366) granting a pension to Taylor Jones— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4367) granting a pension to Archibald 
Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4868) granting a pension to James W. 
Perkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4869) granting a pension to Samuel T. 
Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4370) granting a pension to John T. 
Burriss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4371) granting a pension to Jackson Lam- 
bert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4872) for the relief of Louis Benecke—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4373) for the relief of McCarty & Collins— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4874) for the relief of Martin Daughen- 
baugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4375) for the relief of Mrs. Mollie Bissell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4376) for the relief of Francis M. Shep- 
pard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4377) for the relief of the estate of Josiah 
White, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4378) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Lewis Jenkins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4379) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Charles W. Miller, alias Charles Nowack—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4380) to correct the military record of John 
Loney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4381) to correct the military record of 
John P. Griffith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 4382) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay certain expenditures incurred by 
the State of New York for the defense and protection of the 
frontier from an invasion from Canada in the year 1864—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 4883) for the relief of the 
estate of Eliza A. White—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 4384) for 
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= relief of the heirs of Elijah D. Guthrie—to the Committee on 
laims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4385) for the relief of the heirs of John S. 
Askin, Arthur Ipock, and John T. Ipock, of Craven County, 
N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4386) granting 
an increase of pension to Zelinda E. Odenbaugh—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 4387) granting a pension to 
Charles H. Bunge to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4388) granting a pension to Laura Hilge- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4389) for the relief of Martha A. Murphy— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4390) for the relief 
of the estate of Dewitt Slawson, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (II. R. 4391) granting an increase of 
pension to William John Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4892) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 4393) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Allen—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 4394) for the relief of Pat- 
rick Doran—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 4395) granting an increase 
of pension to Zeralda Phares—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4396) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvin Wiley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4397) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Byers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4398) granting a pension to Charles C. 
Kilburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4399) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Croddy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4400) granting an increase of pension to 
Enoch P. Updike—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 4401) for the relief of 
estate of Joseph M. Witt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4402) for the relief of D. W. Jarrett—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4403) granting a pension to John H. Pep- 

—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4404) granting a pension to J. L. Marbut, 
alias John Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4405) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of George W. Denson—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4406) granting a pension to Albert M. 
Ryan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4407) granting an increase of pension to 
John Watts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4408) granting a pension to G. M. Mc- 
Curry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4409) for the relief of Isaac Chadwick, of 
Dekalb County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4410) for the relief of the estate of Green 
Guest, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4411) granting a pension to Daniel B. 
Norwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4412) granting a pension to Thomas K. C. 
Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4413) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Edwards, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4414) granting a pension to Josiah Camp- | 
bell—to the Committee on Pensions. | 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4415) for the relief of James Pitts—to the 

Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4416) for the relief of the estate of James 
L. Romine, deceased, Winston County, Ala.—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4417) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Joseph A. Choate—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4418) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Robert A. Godsey—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4419) for the relief of the estate of J. C. 
West—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4420) for the relief of William D. Clay 
and others—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4421) for the relief of J. B. Roberson, 


administrator of the estate of J. P. Roberson, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4422) for the relief of David W. Hollis— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4423) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of James W. Gutherie—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of P. C. Erzinger and 15 other 
citizens of Chicago, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Barbers’ Union Association of Savannah, 
Ga., favoring creation of national commission—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Painters, Paper Hangers, and Decorators’ 
Union No. 467, of Kankakee, III., favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of city council of Santa Fe, N. Mex., for admis- 
sion of New Mexico and Arizona as States—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

Also, petition of Chapel African Methodist Episcopal Church, 
Allegheny, Pa., for suppression of polygamy in the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Trades League of Philadelphia, favoring 
admission to United States of Chinese travelers and visitors 
not of cooly class—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Reformed Presbyterian 
Church of Beaverfalls, Pa., for suppression of polygamy in 
the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the First United Presbyterian Church of 
Rochester, Pa., for the suppression of polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Papers to accompany bill for relief 
of Jane Lancaster, Robert W. McMillan, and S. H. Tyson—ta 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
J. P. Flewellen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
L. D. Borthwick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Trades 
League of Philadelphia, for legislation to admit Chinese visitors 
and travelers not of cooly class—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Nome Chamber of Commerce, for repre- 
sentation in Congress by Alaska—to the Oommittee on the 
Territories. 

Also, petition favoring preservation of trees in California and 
New Hampshire—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Philadelphia Council, No. 196, Knights of 


| Columbus, for statue of Commodore Barry—to the Committee 


on the Library. 

Also, petition for appropriations to improve Columbia River— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Ptition of citizens of 
South Dakota, for a constitutional amendment prohibiting 
polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Morancy Council, No. 58, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Resolutions of Local Union No. 380, Brother- 
hood of Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers of America, of 
Lancaster, Pa., favoring the removal of the tax on denaturized 
alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Conestoga Council, No. 22, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring a restriction on immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CASTOR: Petition of Garden Council, No. 18, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Philadelphia, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of residents of 
Kenosha, Wis., favoring restriction. of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of View Cliff Council and 
Purity Council, of Pennsylvania, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration; also, of the 
Trade League of Philadelphia, relative to Chinese immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of McKeesport (Pa.) Council, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics; General McClennan Council, of 
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Verona, Pa., and Elizabeth Lodge, Knights of Pythias, of Penn- 
Sylvania, fayoring restriction of immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Excelsior Division, No. 359, 
Order of Railway Conductors, against Esch-Townsend bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Trades League of Philadelphia, favoring 
admission of Chinese travelers and visitors—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the Trades League of 
Philadelphia, relative to admission of Chinese travelers and vis- 
itors on equal terms with other nations—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the National German Alliance of the United 
rs fayoring the canteen—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOOD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
A. Smith and William S. Henderson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of David 
Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Petition of citizens of Ten- 
nessee, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: Petition of J. W. Camp- 
bell and others, for restriction of immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition and resolution of Local Union No. 111, of Lynn, 
Mass., Brotherhood of Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers 
of America—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARBER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of M. B. 
Barbee, of Raleigh, N. C.; Jesse A. B. Thorne, of Macclesfield, 
N. C., and Herbert Williams, of McCullers, N. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Warren A. Blye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of the Dames of 1846, relative to 
House bill for relief of Mexican war veteran survivors—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Trades League of Philadelphia, favoring 
change of laws relating to Chinese immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the board of trustees of the New York Sol- 
diers and Sailors’ Home, Bath, N. Y., favoring restoration of the 
canteen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petitions of Star of the West Council, 
No. 465; Pride of the West Council, No. 157, and Hillsdale 
Council, No. 235, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Portland Board of Trade, for appropria- 
tion for improvement of Columbia River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Patterson Coal and Supply Company, for 
postal law favoring two classes of mail matter only—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of the Providence Medical Asso- 
ciation, favoring reorganization of the Medical Department of 
the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Washington Council, No. 2, and Eagle Coun- 
cil, No. 8, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Provi- 
dence, R. L, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Hedley D. Lefever—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petitions of citizens of Nora Springs, 
Elkader, West Union, and Osage, Iowa, favoring enlarging of 
the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Retail Merchants’ Association of Fay- 
ette County, Iowa, for repeal of bankruptcy law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of New Hampton, Iowa, against pas- 
sage of the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of Ben Miller Council, 
No. 11, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Danbury, 
Conn., concerning immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petitions of the Junior 
Order United American Mechanics of Maryland, residents of 
New Brunswick, N. J.; and the Trades and Labor Federation 
of New Brunswick, N. J., favoring restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Woman's Club of Westfield, N. J., for legis- 


lation to preserve Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petitions of residents of Hopewell and New Brunswick, 
N. J., for legislation to prevent use of Indian trust funds for 
contract schools organized by any church or sect—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petition of citizens of Utah, for 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petitions of Harvey G. Eastman Coun- 
cil, No. 97, and Victory Council, No. 82, of New York—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MAHON: Papers to accompany bill for relief of Levi 
Neitz—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for the relief of Casper 
Wickey, Harvey Ranck, Josiah M. Grier, and David F. Mc- 
Donald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Washington Camp, No. 415, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, of Mount Pleasant, Pa., favoring restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. NEVIN: Petition of the United Presbyterian Church 
of Dayton, Ohio, for law prohibiting polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RIXBY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Albert 
Drew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the Trades League of Philadelphia, 
Pa., relating to the admission of Chinese visitors and trayelers— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SIBLEY : Petitions of Rasselas Grange, of Elk County, 
Pa., and Columbus Grange, of Warren County, Pa., for amend- 
ing of the oleomargarine law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SIMS: Petition of citizens of Tennessee, for the 
further restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions of various manufacturers of 
the Second Congressional district of Connecticut, asking for two 
classes of mail matter only—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of New Haven, Conn., favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, 

Also, protest of brewers of Hartford, Conn., against any in- 
crease of tax on beer and ale—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the trustees of the New York 
State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, favoring restoration of can- 
teen to the Home, for malt liquors—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Resolutions of the gen- 
eral assembly of North Carolina, requesting Senators and Repre- 
sentatives to use their united influence to secure the passage 
of a law that will permit farmers and growers of tobacco to 
manufacture and sell the same in any quantity or form free 
from any tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany war claims of heirs of John S. 
Askin and others, of Craven County, N. C.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petitions of Vandemere Council, No. 110; Oriental Coun- 
cil, No. 107, and Pender Council, No 59, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of Wyandotte Council, No. 28, 
of Wyandotte, Mich., favoring restriction of inunigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Webster Farmers’ Club, of Dexter, Mich., 
favoring a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Resolution of the board of trustees 
of the Soldiers and Sailors’ Home of Bath, N. Y., favoring re- 
establishment of the canteen at said Home—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Princeville Grange, No. 507, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Bucks County, Pa., for amendment of 
act to define butter, approved August 6, 1886, by striking out 
the word “ knowingly ” from section 6, line 15—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Patrons of Husbandry, farmers, and dairy- 
men of central Pennsylvania, for passage of a pure-food law 
and for amendment of act defining butter by striking out the 
ware “knowingly ” from section 6—to the Committee on Agri- 

ture, 

Also, resolution of Penns Park Council, No. 973, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Penns Park, Pa., for the restric- 
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tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of Springtown Council, No. 929, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Springtown, Pa., demanding re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of Pipersville Council, No. 620, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Pipersville, Pa., for the restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of Henry Seybert Council, No. 520, of Abing- 
ton, Pa., in favor of restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of American Star Council, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, No. 53, of Bryn Mawr, Pa., for 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of A. T. Vandegrift, T. E. Gusman, and other 
members of Camp No. 215, Patriotic Order Sons of America, 
of Ambler, Pa., for restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WEBB: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John C. 
Keener, of Ingalls, N. C.; John M. Williamson, of Lowesville, 
N. C.; Daniel M. Rose, of Charlotte, N. C.; John A. Roberts, of 
Howards Creek, N. C., and Robert Boon, of Wing, N. C.—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petitions of Davidson (N. C.) Council, No. 56, and Park 
Council, No, 90, Junior Order United American Mechanics, fa- 
yoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Papers to accompany a bill for an increase 
of pension to Christopher Pletzke—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Willis Painter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Nathaniel Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WILEY: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of John 
Sanspree—to the Committee on Pensions. 


SENATE. 


Wepnespay, December 6, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. HALE. 
ANSELM J. McLa , a Senator from the State of Missis- 
sippi, appeared in his seat to-day. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 
REPORTS OF SECRETARY OF SENATE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Senate, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a full and complete statement of the receipts and expendi- 
tures of the Senate of public moneys remaining in his posses- 
sion from July 1, 1904, to June 30, 1905; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, transmitting a full and complete account 
of all property, including stationery, belonging to the United 
States in his possession on the 4th day of December, 1905; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 


REPORTS OF SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Sergeant-at-Arms, transmitting a statement of 
the receipts from the sale of condemned property in his posses- 
sion since December 5, 1904; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, giving a full and complete account of all property 
belonging to the United States in his possession December 4, 
1905; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie 
on the table, and be printed. 


INDEX OF PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


The VICH-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a record and index of private claims before the Senate in the 
Fifty-eighth Congress, made through the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Claims, the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], 
in accordance with the act of March 3, 1905. The record and 
index have already been printed, and the document is ready for 
distribution, as provided in the statute. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 6, 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Attorney-General for the fiscal year 1905; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the operations of the Government Printing Office for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1905; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury for the fiscal year 1905; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LAWS OF OKLAHOMA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, copies of the journals of the council and house proceed- 
ings of the eighth legislative assembly of the Territory of Okla- 
homa, together with a copy of the session laws of 1905, etc. ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

LAWS OF HAWAII. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of 
the house journal of the third legislature of Hawaii, regular 
and extra sessions, 1905, submitted, pursuant to law, through 
the Department by the secretary of the Territory of Hawali; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

LAWS OF PORTO RICO. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, one copy each of the acts and resolutions of the second 
legislative assembly, convened in extraordinary session, and of 
the first session of the third legislative assembly of Porto Rico, 
and journal of the executive council of Porto Rico, third legis- 
lative assembly, first session, 1905, submitted through the De- 
partment by the secretary of Porto Rico, etc.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

LAWS OF NEW MEXICO. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, one copy each of the laws and the council and house 
journals of the thirty-sixth legislative assembly of the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, 1905; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

LAWS OF ABIZONA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a copy of the acts, resolutions, and memorials of the 
twenty-third legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona, 
together with the journals of the council and house proceedings 
for the session; which was referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. . 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
a list of all final judgments in Indian depredations rendered 
in favor of claimants and against the United States under the 
provisions of the act of March 3, 1891, not heretofore appro- 
priated for; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Depredations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the following causes: 

In the cause of The Trustees of the Presbyterian Church of 
Moorefield, W. Va., v. The United States ; 

In the cause of The Trustees of the Calvary Protestant Epis- 
copal Church, of Culpeper County, Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of The County Court of Berkeley County, W. Va., 
v. The United States ; 

In the cause of The Trustees of St. John’s Protestant Epis- 
copal Church, of Harpers Ferry, W. Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of The Trustees of the Presbyterian Church of 
Wytheville, Va., v. The United States. 

In the cause of the Trustees of the Methodist Protestant 
Church of Middleway, Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Vestry of Aquia Protestant Episcopal 
Church, of Stafford County, Va., v. The United States; 
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In the cause of the Trustees of Berea Baptist Church, of 
Stafford County, Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of James W. Adams v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Wardens and Vestrymen of St. Paul’s 
Episcopal Church, of Culpeper County, Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Wardens and Vestrymen of Merchants 
Hope Protestant Episcopal Church, of Prince George County, 
Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of Elk Branch Presbyterian 
Church, of Duffields, W. Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of the Baptist Church of Red- 
banks, Miss., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of the Colored Baptist Church of 
Lebanon, Ky., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of the Presbyterian Church of 
Strawberry Plains, Tenn., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of Oak Grove Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, of Norfolk County, Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of the Christian Church of Dan- 
ville, Ky., v. The United States; 

In the cause of George W. Gall, jr., administrator of Elam 
D. Talbott, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of the Baptist Church of Gauley 
Bridge, W. Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South, of Springfield, Mo., v. The United States ; 

In the cause of the Trustees of Ebenezer Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Culpeper County, Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South, of Morrisville, Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of 
Summit Point, W. Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of Oak Grove Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, of Reams Station, Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of New Salem Baptist Church, of 
Culpeper County, Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of Union Church of Falmouth, 
Va., v. The United States ; 

In the cause of the Vestry of St. Stephen’s Protestant Epis- 
copal Church, of Culpeper, Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of Shiloh (old site) Baptist 
Church, of Fredericksburg, Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South, of Prospect, Tenn., v. The United States ; 

In the cause of the Trustees of Opequon Presbyterian Church, 
of Kernstown, Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of the Christian Church of Fred- 
ericksburg, Va., v. The United States ; 

In the cause of the Trustees of the Christian Church of Pleas- 
ant Hill, Mo., v. The United States ; 

In the cause of the Trustees of the Missionary Baptist Church 
of Waterloo, Ala., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of Cedar Run Baptist Church, of 
Culpeper County, Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of the First Baptist Church of 
Pine Bluff, Ark., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South, of Harrisonville, Mo., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the County Court Cass County, Mo., v. The 
United States ; 

In the cause of James E. Broy and George H. Hartley, trus- 
tees of the Old School Baptist Church, and William P. Hamrick 
and Edward T. Keyser, trustees of the Regular Baptist Church, 
known as the Thornton Gap Baptist Church, v. The United 
States ; 

In the cause of the Trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South, of Clarksburg, W. Va., v. The United States; and 

In the cause of the Trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South, of Clarksville, Ark., v. The United States. 

The communications and accompanying papers were referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STREET RAILWAY FRANCHISES, TAXATION, ETC. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, trans- 
mitting, in response to a resolution of February 20, 1905, a 
report showing the conditions and restrictions under which fran- 
chises are granted to street-railway companies in the several 
cities of the United States which contain a population exceeding 
200,000 and the basis on which the companies are taxed, etc. ; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of Gus Boltz, 

of Nome, Alaska, praying for the enactment of legislation to 


punish certain persons in that Territory for perjury and false 
testimony given in connection with mining suits; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor So- 
ciety of the First Presbyterian Church of Lincoln, Nebr., pray- 
ing for the establishment of an international congress to consider 
questions of common interest; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of Sarah Miranda Clymer, of 
Bridgeton, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation 
granting relief to those who are alone in the world and unable 
to maintain themselves; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Linton, Ind., and Allegheny, Pa.; of 
sundry citizens of Dubuque, Iowa, and Mansfield, Ohio: of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Madison, Wis.; Ulrichsville, 
Ohio; St. Paul, Minn.; Enid, Okla.; Mason City, III.; Farmer 
City, III., and University Park, Colo., praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rzrp SMOOT, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented sundry petitions of Benny Bernstein, of 
New York City, relative to the penal code of the Constitution 
of the United States; which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the legislature of the State 
of Maine, praying for the repeal of section 20, title 33, of the 
Revised Statutes, admitting free of duty certain lumber manu- 
factured in New Brunswick; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp,'as 
follows: 

Resolves of the legislature of the State of Maine, reques the repeal 
ay Congress of section 20 of title 33 of the Revised Statutes of the 


ited States, admitting certain lumber manufactured in New 
wick into the ports of the United States free of duty. 


Whereas for a period of more than seventy-five 2 and for a od 
of forty years, by virtue of a special act of the Congress of the United 
States, lumber grown in the forests of Maine, to an amount ex ing 
one hundred millions year, has been driven down the St. John River 
into the Province of New Brunswick, and after being manufactured has 
been admitted to the markets of the United States of duty, to the 
great advantage of the inhabitants of New Brunswick, and with the 
effect of building up the city of St. John, New Brunswick, and the 
provincial cities and towns, at the expense of and to the detriment of 
the inhabitants of northern Maine, especially of those living in the St. 
Jobn and Aroostook valleys; and whereas the Inhabitants of New 
Brunswick, and especially those interested in the lumber business in 
said province and more 1 7 5 those residing in the city of St. 
John, which city has been chiefly benefited and enriched as a result of 
said special act of Congress, have proven themselyes utterly ungrateful 
and posed to harass and annoy those who are en, in the manu- 
facture of lumber on the upper St. John in Maine, as shown by measures 
presented in the legislature of New Brunswick at the two last sessions, 
and further indicated by numerous newspaper articles 8 in the 
— = ck papers and by various other acts and circumstances: 
erefore, $ 
Resolved, That it is the earnest wish of the legislature of Maine that 
the act of Congress hereinbefore referred to be ed, and our Sena- 
tors and Representatives in Con req’ to use all reasonable 
efforts to obtain a repeal of said law in the interests of and as a meas- 
ure of justice to our own citizens en. in the lumber business on the 
norena border and of all of the ct of that region generally ; and 
rther 
Resolved, That the secretary of the senate be requested to forward a 
copy of these resolutions to our Senators and Representatives in 


Congress. 
j In HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 21, 1905. 


Read and passed finally. 
x MORRILL N. DREW, Speaker. 


IN SENATE, March 22, 1905. 


Forrest GOODWIN, President. 
Marca 22, 1905. 


Read ani passed finally. 


Approved. 

W. T. COBB, Governor. 
A true copy. 
Attest: KENDALL M. 


DUNBAR, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of Local Division No. 40, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Portland, Me., remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called “ Esch-Townsend 
bill” regulating railway rates; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Council of Cum- 
berland County, Me., praying for the adoption of an amendment 
to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Fresno, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Morancy Council, No. 58, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of East Sullivan, 
Me., and a petition of William T. Sherman Council, No. 55, 
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Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Bluehill, Me., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Rockingham Coun- 
cil, No. 2, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of New 
Hampshire, praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict 
immigration; which was referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

He also presented memorials of Local Division No. 45, Order 
of Railway Telegraphers, of Littleton, N. H., and of Mount 
Lafayette Division, No. 572, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engin- 
eers, of Woodsville, N. H., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called “ Esch-Townsend bill” regulating railway rates; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT presented petitions of the Woman's Home and 
Foreign Missionary Society of the North River Presbytery, of 
New Hamburg; of the Central New York Conference of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Clifton Springs, and of the 
Woman’s Republican Club of New York City, all in the State 
of New York, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Reep Soor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

He also presented the petition of S. H. Bradley, of Olean, 
N. V., and a petition of the Friday Afternoon Club, of New 
York City, praying for the passage of the so-called “ child-labor 
bill; ” which were referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

He also presented memorials of the Business Men’s Associa- 
tion of Saratoga Springs; of the general grievance committee 
of the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen of Plattsburg, and 
of Maple City Division, No. 25, Order of Railway Conductors, of 
Ogdensburg, all in the State of New York, remonstrating against 
the enactment of any legislation to diminish the power of rail- 
roads to make their own rates and control their earnings ; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of Sherman Lodge, No. 143, Broth- 
erhood of Railroad Trainmen, of East Syracuse; of Local Union 
No. 187, Carpenters and Joiners’ Union of America, of Geneva; 
of Local Union No. 280, International Cigar Makers’ Union, of 
Oswego; of Central Labor Council, American Federation of 
Labor, of Jamestown; of Local Union No. 246, International 
Iron Molders’ Union, of Frankfort, and of Local Councils Nos. 
4, 6, 9, 11, 16, 20, 23, 27, 32, 37, 52, 58, 61, 64, 68, 82, and 97, of 
Canarsie, Maspeth, Port Jervis, Brooklyn, Auburn, Southampton. 
Shelter Island, Riverhead, Syracuse, Rome, Sag Harbor, and 
Poughkeepsie, all of the Junior Order of United American Me- 
chanics, in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to restrict immigration; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of the Ancient Order of 
Hibernians of Elkins, W. Va., praying that an appropriation be 
made for the erection of a monument to the memory of Com- 
modore John Barry; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Library. 

He also presented petitions of Berkeley Springs Council, No. 
117; Stewartstown Council, No. 52; Valley Star Council, No. 60, 
of Limestone; of Summers Council, No. 150; of Liberty Council, 
No. 137, of Bedington ; of Tanner Council, No. 87; of New Haven 
Council, No. 175; of Chester Council, No. 81; of Elkins Council, 
No. 154; of Cabell Council, No. 196, of Huntington; of Fidelity 
Council, No. 182, of Central City ; of Columbian Council, No. 101, 
of Hacker Valley; of White Pine Council, No. 8; of St. Albans 
Council, No. 220; of United Council, No. 2, of Alton, all of the 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, and of Elm Grove 
Local Council, No. 1217, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and 
Joiners of America, all in the State of West Virginia, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Rhode Island 
Horticultural Society, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to place basic slag meal on the free list; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Rhode Island Horticultural 
Society, praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the 
appropriation for the maintenance of agricultural experiment 
stations; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Rhode Island State Feder- 
ation of Women's Clubs, praying for the passage of the so-called 
“pure-food bill;” which was referred to the Committee on 
Manufactures. 

He also presented a petition of the Providence Medical Asso- 
ciation, of Providence, R. I., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the reorganization of the Medical Corps of 


28 hcg fe which was referred to the Committee on Military 
airs. 

He also presented petitions of Councils Nos. 7, 2, 14, 8, and 12, 
of Providence, Wakefield, and Central Falls, all of the Junior 
Order of United American Mechanics, in the State of Rhode 
Island, praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict 
perpen which were referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented the petition of Donald G. Fraser, of 
Chicago, III., praying for the enactment of legislation placing 
certain excursion launches on Lake Michigan under the inspec- 
tion of the United States Government and compelling same to be 
equipped with necessary life-saving apparatus; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of a joint committee of the 
organized railway employees of Illionis, remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called“ Esch-Townsend bill,“ regulating 
railway rates; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. af 

He also presented a petition of James S. Kirk & Co., of Chi- 
cago, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation removing the 
duty on tallow; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming presented a petition of Local Lodge 
No. 89, International Association of Machinists, of Cheyenne, 
Wyo., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immi- 
gration; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. MILLARD presented petitions of Ingraham Subdivision, 
No. 303, of Chadron; of Subdivision No. 431, of Blue Valley; of 
Subdivision No. 623, of McCook; of Subdivision No. 98, of Lin- 
coln, and of Subdivision No, 621, of Wymore, all of the Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, in the State of Nebraska, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the employment 
of any man as a locomotive engineer who has had less than 
three years’ experience as a fireman; which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HALE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of West- 
field, Me., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Bryant Pond, 
Me., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to re- 
quire certain places of business in the District of Columbia to 
be closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of- William T. Sherman Council, 
No. 55, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Bluehill, 
Me., and a petition of Washington Council, No. 9, Junior Order 
of United American Mechanics, of Springvale, Me., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of 21 citizens of the State of 
Maine, remonstrating against the repeal of the present oleomar- 
garine law; which was referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of 21 citizens of the State of 
Maine, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the establishment of a parcels post and postal currency; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of 126 citizens of the State of 
Maine, praying for the enactment of legislation granting an in- 
erease of pension to $12 per month to all soldiers’ widows; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Council of Port- 
land, Me., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Division No. 40, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Portland, Me., and a 
memorial of Aroostook Lodge, No. 393, Brotherhood of Railway 
Trainmen, of the State of Maine, remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called“ Esch-Townsend railroad-rate bill; ” 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Chickasaw County, Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called “ parcels-post bill;” which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Improved Stock Breeders’ 
Association, of Newton, Iowa, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Fayette County Retail 
Merchants’ Association, of Oelwein, Iowa, praying for the repeal 
of the law establishing a uniform system of bankruptcy; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Ministerial Association 
of Muscatine, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
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regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquor; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FULTON presented petitions of Local Union No. 1313, 
Carpenters’ and Joiners’ Union of America, of Pendleton; of 
sundry citizens of Portland; of the Central Labor Council, 
American Federation of Labor, of Astoria, and of Local Lodge 
No. 63, International Association of Machinists, of Portland, 
all in the State of Oregon, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to restrict immigration; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers and Shippers’ 
Congress, of McMinnville, Oreg., praying that an appropria- 
tion be made to deepen the entrance to Coos Bay, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Astoria, Oreg., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
construction of a north jetty at the mouth of the Columbia 
River, in that State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of Pioneer Council, No. 58, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Boundbrook, 
N. J., and a petition of Local Union No. 169, American Federa- 
tion of Labor, of Elizabeth, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to restrict immigration; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Women’s Club of West- 
field, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the preservation of Niagara Falls as a national park; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the professors of the public 
schools of Montclair, N. J., praying for the repeal of the present 
duty on works of art; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Current News Club, of 
Morristown, N. J., and a petition of the New Jersey Federation 
of Women’s Clubs, of Hoboken, N. J., praying for the passage 
of the so-called“ pure-food bill;” which were referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. SMOOT presented a petition of the legislature of Utah, 
praying that pensions be granted to veterans of the Indian 
wars; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Resolved by the senate (the house replies EN That the Senators 
and Representatives of Utah in the Congress of the United States of 
America be, and are hereby, uested to use their efforts to the end 
that Congress shall 5 La the faithful services of the Indian war 
veterans of Utah by accepting records of such service between the 
years 1850 to 1872, inclusive, from the State of Utah, and filed with 
the Secretary of War, and by granting pay for thirty s as privates 
of volunteer militia to such Indian war veterans of Utah as shall file 


such 1 and that the provisions of the act of July 27, 1892, as 
amended by the act of June 27, 1902, shall be applicable to said Indian 


war veterans. 
S. H. Love, President of the Senate. 
THOMAS HULL, Speaker of the House. 
Approved this 9th day of March, 1905. 
Jonn C. CUTLER, Governor. 


Attest: 

[SEAL.] C. S. TINGEY, Secretary of State. 
STATE or Uran, Office of the Secretary of State, 8s: 

I, Charles S. Tingey, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of 
senate concurrent resolution No. 7, adopted by the legislature of the 
State of Utah on March 9, 1905, and on said day approved by the 
governor and filed in my office, as appears on file in my office. 

In witness whereof have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Utah this 17th day of March, A. D. 1905. 

LSEAL. J C. S. TI SGE, Secretary of State. 

Mr. SMOOT presented a petition of the legislature of Utah, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the adultera- 
tion and misbranding of foods; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures, and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

Memorializing Congress to enact such legislation as will better protect 
the people against adulterated, misbranded, and deleterious foods, 
drugs, and medicines. 

To the President and Congress of the United States: 

Your memorialists, the governor and legislature of the State of Utah, 
represent that the legislature of the State of Utah, having heretofore 
enacted laws for the protection of the people a t adulterated, mis- 
branded, and deleterious foods, drugs, and medicines, realizing the neces- 
sity for adequate legislation by Congress to protect the States against 
interstate commerce, which is beyond the control of the State, in such 
prohibited articles, hereby memorializes Congress to speedily enact effi- 
cient legislation prohibiting interstate commerce in adulterated, mis- 
branded, and deleterious foods, drugs, and medicines, to the end that 
the laws of our State relative thereto may be more effective. 

S. H. Love, President of the Senate. 
THOMAS HULL, Speaker of the House, 
Peri Joun C. CUTLER, Governor. 
est: 


LSxAL. ] C. S. TIN Rx, Secretary of State. 
STATE or UTAN, Office of the Secretary of State, 88: 


I, Charles S. Tingey, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of 


senate joint memorial No. 8, 
950 and filed in my office 
office. 
In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Utah this 9th day of March, A. D. 1905. 
[SBAL.] C. S. TINGEY, Secretary of State. 


Mr. SMOOT presented a petition of the legislature of Utah, 
praying that certain lands be granted in that State for a 
national park; which was referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands, and ordered to be printed in the Rxconb, as follows: 
A memorial to Congress praying for a grant of lands for a State park. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the governor and legislature of the State of Utah, 
respectfully represent that the land included in the Uintah Indian 
Reservation is about to be opened for settlement; that that part of 
said reseryation which is included in the Strawberry Valley, and is 
hereinafter more particularly described, is of such an altitude that 
it Is valueless for agricultural purposes; that it is admirably situated 
for a public park and reservoir purposes; that this State has passed 
an act creating a board to manage and control any lands acquired for 
a State park, and making an 8 to carry the same into 
effect, contingent upon the pran ng of this Eaa 

Wherefore your memorialists pray that at part of the Uintah 
Indian Reservation known as the Strawberry Valley and more par- 
ticularly described as follows, to wit: Townships 2 and 3 south and 
ranges 10 and 11 west and fractional townships 4 south and ranges 
10 and 11 west of the Uintah special meridian be granted to the 
State of Utah to be used rpetually as a State park, the National 
Government reserving the right to construct a reservoir or reservoirs 
with appropriate canals within the limits of the proposed grant, and 
your memorialists will ever pray: 

HOMAS HULL, 


by the legislature of the State of 
ch 9, 1905, as appears on file in my 


Speaker of the House. 
. KOVA . of the Senate. 
OHN C. CUTLER, Governor. 

Attest : 8 

[SEAL.] C. S. TINGEY, Secretary of State. 
Stare or Uram, Office of the Secretary of State, ss: 

I, Charles 8. Tingey, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of 
a memorial to Congress EN ng for a grant of lands for a State park, 
filed in my office March 6, 1905, as appears on file in my office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
ain hie, of the State of Utah this Tth day of March, A. D. 1905. 


Secretary of State. 

Mr. MARTIN presented sundry petitions of citizens of Char- 
lottesville, Elkton, Richmond, Vienna, Waterford, Mount Craw- 
ford, Manassas, Fairport, Gilmerton, Locustville, Danville, 
Quicksburg, Norfolk, Roanoke, and Martinsville, all in the 
State of Virginia, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
restrict immigration; which were referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented a petition of the Business 
Men’s Association of Lewiston, Mont., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate railroad freight rates; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MALLORY presented a petition of Local Union No. 74, 
Carpenters and Joiners’ Union of America, of Pensacola, Fla., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigra- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. STONE presented a petition of the legislature of Mis- 
souri, praying that an appropriation be made for the improve- 
ment of the upper Mississippi River between St. Louis, Mo., and 
St. Paul, Minn.; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
Joint resolution e 8 to approve of and support appro- 

1 for e permanent improvement of the upper Mississippi 


River between St. Louis, Mo., and St. Paul, Minn., by maintaining a 
channel of 6 feet in depth at iow water. 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring 
therein): Whereas the permanent improvement of the upper Mississippi 
River between St. Louis, Mo., and St. Paul, Minn., by maintaining a 
channel of 6 feet in depth at low water will be in the interest of com- 
merce and for the benefit of all people of the five States contiguous: 
Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring 
therein), That we request the Senators and Representatives in Congress 
from the State of uri to approve of and support the request and 
penton of the upper Mississippi Improvement Association now pending 

fore Congress for the improvement. 

I, B. F. Russell, chief clerk of the house of representatives of the 
forty-third general assembly of Missouri, do hereby certify that the 
above and foregoing is a true copy of this joint resolution, passed by 
the forty-third session of the general assembly of the State of Missouri. 

Witness my hand as chief clerk this 18th day of March, A. D. 1905, 
at the city of Jefferson, county of Cole, and State of Missouri. 

B. F. RUSSELL, 
Chief Olerk of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. STONE presented a petition of the legislature of Mis- 
souri, praying that an appropriation be made to improve the 
Mississippi River at or near the foot of the Des Moines River: 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed in the Recor, as follows: 

Joint resolution. 


Whereas the Improvement of the Mississippi River is of gre: - 
rtance to the State of Missouri, as well an other States bo vee pe 


ts shores, and our country at large; and 

Whereas the making of a deep-water channel would materially im- 
prove the navigation of such river; and 

Whereas at various points along said river there are places where it 
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is necessary to make such deep chann or build canals in order to 


and 


t need of the 
ate whieh are sA the Mississippi River 
III., north to Fort Madison, Iowa; 


a bill in relation to 
iver at or near the foot 


navigation of Des Moines 
— Keokuk, lowa, and 


before the Committee —5 Interstate an 
tion and d ion; and 

Whereas the accomplishment of a deep-water channel at such point 
would materially ald in the navigation of said river and thereby benefit 
all the citizens of this country, an sa capecially the ego; of sa States 
bordering thereon: Therefore, in view of the general utility and great 
importance of such measure to Missouri, as well as our country at 


be it 
esolved by the house of el thea of the general assembly o 
Missouri (the senate therein That we opp prove of 
measures to 8 the improvement of lhe cro eas A iver and the 
navigation of the — 3 and to that end commend to favorable con- 
sideration of Songran ces measure under consideration and now before 
its Committee on Interstate and Commerce; and be it further 
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution, duly authenticated, be 
5 to the Missouri Senators and Representatives in Congress. 
B. F. Russell, chief clerk of the house of resentatives of the 
sists: third general assembly of Missouri, do hereby certify that aa 
above and forego: ing is a true copy of this joint resolution, by 
the forty- “third se — 9 * the general assembly of the State of Missour 
Witness my pee erk this 18th dey of March, A. D. 1905, 
at the city o Janes, 0 county of Cole, and State of Missouri. 
B. F. RUSSELL, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. STONE presented a petition of the legislature of Mis- 
souri, praying that an appropriation be made for the improve- 
ment of the Missouri River; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

Joint and concurrent resolution. 

Be it resolved by the house of e ee (the senate concurring 
therein): Whereas the people of os State of Missouri are particularly 
interested in the improvements of the Missouri River, which flows 
across the State from its western to its eastern border, through a 

remarkable 83 — — rae way of co commercial development, in 


country 
order that it ma 
trous floods from 


ssouri way. of commerce, cheap trans- 
8 would be i River, as to the people who live in the tecritary 
ributary thereto, and railroad rates would thereby be reduced, or 
advance therein prevented; and in view of the fact t the failure to 
improve the Missouri River has caused the same to be subject to over- 
70 se great damage of the cities and farming territory along its 


ceded, yet the pulley of the Notional Congress tn the Pa 
: et the po: 0 e National Con 
in dincri against th taranta. af the 


mination 
Valley and in neglect of an 5 — 
expenditures have been e upon ereeks 


arts of the coun 


the people of th 
* ‘while lavish 
small streams in other 


ouri be, are hereby, requested to make every 
ble effort to secure from the National Congress appropriations for 
eee y> yt aes River for the eccomplishinent of the 

a seei ay That the. Speaker of the next House of Representatives oe 
the minority poe of said House and they are hereby, urged and 


requested to place m the Rivers and Harbors Committee of the House 
of Representatives . resentatives from those States bordering on the 


I, B. F. Russell, chief clerk of the house of tatives of the 
forty-third assembly of Missouri, do here that the 


above and nd foregoing is a teas copy of joint and concurrent resolution 


m of the general assembly of the State 


Witness m; c 1905, 
at the city of Jefferson, county of Cole, and State of . ri. 
—.— 


B. F. 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. STONE presented a petition of the legislature 55 Mis- 
souri, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Con- 
stitution providing for the election of United States Senators 
by a direct vote of the people; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorn, as follows: 

House joint and concurrent resolution No. 5. 

— . oe 8 have, at various times, 
and resolutions in favor of the election of United 
popular vote: and 


ational House of Representatives has, on four sep- 
adopted resolutions in favor of 
change in the met 


proposed ot esting United States Senators, 

which were not adopted ay oe the Senate; and 

that Congres ss, on tb of od Constitution of the United Mehara mint pn 
t Con on the ication legislatures o o- 0 

Several „ shall eal a convention for proposing. amendments, and 

bellsving th re is a desire upon the part of the citizens of the 


Whereas a 
adopted memo 
States Senators b 

Whereas the 
=e occasions within recent 


State of Missouri that the United States Senators should be elected 
Me coined “Sa the miter al Therefore be it 
Resolved house sentatives (the senate concurring 
e State of Missouri favors provide f ado 
‘or 


rovide for a change in the present 
United Senden ators, so that they can and shall 
tate by a direct vote of the people. 
Resolved, That a copy of this joint and concurrent resolution and 
- | application to Congress for the cal) of said convention be sent to 
e secretary of — Se each State of the United States, and that a 
similar oe mg sent ent tof the United States Senate and, 
the 8 at National House of Representatives. 
Matrade? by Mr. 3 of Oregon County. 
Originated 
Davio W. HILG, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
B. F. Russi, 
Chief Olerk of the Boan of Representatives. 
Murr B. FIELDS, 
President 9279 Tem. of the Senate, 
CoRNELIUS ROACH, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


I. B. F. Russell, chief clerk of the A of representatives of the 
forty-third fresan assembly of Misso) Pye as certify that the 
— 15 and ens, is a true copy of jo 2 ‘and concurrent resolution 

forty- -third session of the general assembly of the 
State’ 0 8 


Witness my hand as chief clerk this 18th day of Mardy As D. 1905, 
at the city of. Jefferson, county of Cole, and State of Missouri, 
1. F. RUSSELL, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. STONE presented petitions of Reminal Lodge, No. 427, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of St. Louis; of Mark 
Twain Lodge, No. 537, Independent Order of United Mechanics, 
of Hannibal, and of Local Union No. 16, Travelers’ Goods and 
Leather Novelty Workers, of Kansas City, all in the State of 
Missouri, praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict 
immigration; which were referred to the Committee on Im- 
migration. 

Mr. SPOONER presented petitions of Carpenters and Joiners’ 
Local Union No. 161, of Kenosha; of Local Union No. 141, 
Amalgamated Woodworkers’ International Union of America, of 
La Crosse; of Coopers’ Union No. 35, of the Coopers’ Interna- 
tional Union of North America, of Milwaukee; of Sheet Metal 
Workers’ Union No. 351, of Racine, and of Chequamegon Lodge, 
No. 621, International Association of Machinists, of Ashland, all 
in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion restricting immigration; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 89, 
International Association of Machinists, of Cheyenne, Wyo., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of the National League of Women’s 
Organizations, and of the Wyoming Mission, Methodist Episco- 
pal Church, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, 

He also presented a petition of the Central Committee of the 
National Live Stock Association, praying that ample appropria- 
tions be made for the aid of experiment stations for the use of 
the Bureau of Animal Industry, the extension of meat inspec- 
tion, ete.; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades League of Phila- 
deiphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the admission of Chinese visitors and travelers into the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

He also presented a memorial of the Grand Division of the 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Portland, Oreg., remonstrat- 
ing against the enactment of legislation to regulate railway. 
rates; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Division of the 
Grder of Railway Conductors, of Portland, Oreg., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate railway rates; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

BILLS, INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

Syl arts (S. 2) granting an increase of pension to Charles I. 

a gh 

A bill (S. 3) granting an increase of pension to William P. 
Damon (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4) granting a pension to Neda S. Thornton (with 
accompanying papers) ; 


method of electin 
be chosen in each 


1905. 
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A bill (S. 5) granting an increase of pension to Daniel J. 
Hogan; 

A bill (S. 6) granting an increase of pension to Ella N. 
Harvey ; 

A bill (S. 7) granting an increase of pension to Edwin B. 
Lufkin (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 8) granting an increase of pension to William N. 
Hall (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 9) granting an increase of pension to David P. 
Bolster (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 10) granting an increase of pension to Roswell 
Prescott (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 11) granting an increase of pension to Ruth B. 
Gurney (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 12) granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
Littlefield ; 

A bill (S. 13) granting an increase of pension to Huntville 
A. Johnson; 

A bill (S. 14) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Young; 

A bill (S. 15) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie E. 
Shehan (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 16) granting a pension to Susan H. Cutler; 

A bill (S. 17) granting an increase of pension to Levi A. 
Tripp (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 18) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Weston (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 19) granting an increase of pension to Alphonso 
B. Holland (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 20) granting an increase of pension to Edward Hig- 
gins (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 21) granting a pension to Mary G. Bright (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 22) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Smith; and 

A bill (S. 23) granting an increase of pension to Charles A. 
Bradbury (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 24) to establish the Univer- 
sity of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on the University of the United States. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 25) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Auburn, in 
the State of Maine; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce : 

A bill (S. 26) to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving 
Service; 

A bill (S. 27) to amend section 4463 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to the complement of crews of vessels ; 

A bill (S. 28) providing for the appointment of a commission 
on marine construction ; 

A bill (S. 29) to amend section 4399 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to the regulation of steam vessels ; 

A bill (S. 80) to remove discriminations against American 
sailing vessels in the coasting trade; and 

A bill (S. 31) to amend certain sections of Title LII of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, entitled “ Regulation of 
steam vessels,” and acts amendatory thereto, and for other pur- 

SES. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 32) for the relief of the State of New Hampshire; 
and 

A bill (S. 33) to refer to the Court of Claims the war claims 
of the State of New Hampshire. 

Mr GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 34) for the purchase 
of a national forest reserve in the White Mountains, to be 
known as the National White Mountain Forest Reserve; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 35) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Dover, 
in the State of New Hampshire; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 36) authorizing the President 
of the United States to appoint a commission to study and make 
report upon the commercial and industrial conditions of China 
and Japan, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 37) to fix the allowances and 


percentages of the collector at the port of Portsmouth, N. H.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the 
Library: 

A bill (S. 38) for the erection of a statue to the memory of 
Gen. James Miller at Peterboro, N. H.; 

A bill (S. 39) for the erection of an equestrian statue of 
Maj. Gen. John Stark in the city of Manchester, N. H.; and 

A bill (S. 40) for the erection of a monument in the city of 
Washington, D. C., to the memory of the private soldiers of the 
Union Armies and Navy. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 41) to protect the 
President, Vice-President, persons in the line of Presidential 
succession, and ambassadors and foreign ministers; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 42) providing for the appoint- 
ment of a commission on the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 43) to extend the lines of the Capital Traction Com- 
pany ; 

A bill (S. 44) to provide a temporary home for ex-volunteer 
Union soldiers and sailors in the District of Columbia (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 45) to amend section 653 of the Code of Law for the 
District of Columbia, relating to assessment companies ; 

A bill (S. 46) to classify the officers and members of the fire 
department of the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 47) to create a board for the condemnation of insan- 
itary buildings in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 48) authorizing the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to make regulations respecting the public hay 
scales (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 49) authorizing the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to make regulations respecting the rights and priy- 
ileges of the fish wharf (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 50) to regulate the employment of child labor in the 
District of Columbia (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 51) to create a juvenile court in and for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 52) to preserve Sixteenth street NW. as a resi- 
dence street, and for other purposes (with an accompanying 
paper); 

A bill (S. 53) to provide for the abatement of nuisances in 
the District of Columbia by the Commissioners of said District, 
and for other purposes (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 54) to provide a public park on Georgetown Heights, 
in the District of Columbia ; 

A bill (S. 55) for the widening of Bladensburg road, and for 
other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 56) authorizing the extension of Rhode Island 
avenue NE. (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 57) to amend the Code of Law for the District of 
Columbia in relation to the issuance of warrants (with an 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 58) authorizing the extension of Seventeenth street 
NW. (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 59) authorizing the Commissioners of the District 
of 7 to establish building lines (with an accompanying 
paper) ; 

A bill (S. 60) authorizing the extension of Kalorama road 
NW. (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 61) amendatory of an act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for payment of damages on account of changes of grade 
due to construction of the Union Station, District of Columbia,” 
approved April 22, 1904 (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 62) for the opening of a connecting parkway along 
Piney Branch between Sixteenth street and Rock Creek Park, 
District of Columbia (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 63) to amend sections 713 and 714 of the Code of 
Law for the District of Columbia, relating to savings banks 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 64) for the extension of Seventh street and Frank- 
lin street NE., and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 65) to require the erection of fire escapes in certain 
buildings in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes 
(with an accompanying paper); 
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A bill (S. 66) to regulate the operation of street railways in 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes (with an accom- 
panying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 67) for the opening of a connecting highway 
between Water Side drive and Park road, District of Columbia 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 68) for the widening of a section of Columbia road 
east of Sixteenth street (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 69) regulating the retent on contracts with the 
District of Columbia (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 70) to amend section 1 of an act entitled “An act 
relating to the Metropolitan police of the District of Colum- 
1 approved February 28, 1901 (with an accompanying paper; 


A bill (S. 71) requiring the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to prepare a report upon the improvement of the 
Anacostia River flats (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 72) repealing a pro- 
vision of section 13 of an act approved March 8, 1899, entitled 
“An act to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the per- 
sonnel of the Navy and Marine Corps of the United States ;” 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 73) in amendment of an act entitled “An act to in- 
crease pension for total deafness ” ; 
ce ‘sg (S. 74) granting an increase of pension to Aaron T. 

rrier ; 

A bill (S. 75) granting an increase of pension to Urial J. 
Streeter (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 76) granting an increase of pension to Hartwell C. 
Keyes (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 77) granting an increase of pension to Granville P. 
Mason (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 78) granting an increase of pension to Mary R. 
Blethen (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 79) granting an increase of pension to James F. 
Tilton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 80) granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
Stanyan (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 81) granting an increase of pension to David E. 
Everett (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 82) granting an increase of pension to Curtis A. 
Carpenter (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a bill (S. 83) to estab- 
lish and create an additional circuit court of appeals of the 
United States, to be known as the tenth circuit court of appeals, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 84) for the relief of Samuel H. 
Pipes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 85) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Edward Keaster; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 86) for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of Commodore John Barry; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Library. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 87) providing for the 
withdrawal from public entry of lands needed for town-site pur- 
poses in connection with irrigation projects under the reclama- 
tion act of June 17, 1902, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 88) for preventing the manu- 
facture, sale, or transportation of adulterated or misbranded or 
poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, and liquors, 
and for regulating traffic therein, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Manufactures. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 89) to authorize the sale and 


disposition of surplus or unallotted lands of the Fort Hall 


Indian Reservation, in the State of Idaho; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 90) providing for the deposit of 
a model of any vessel of war of the United States Navy bearing 
the name of a State of the United States in the capitol build- 
ing of said State; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 3 

He also introduced a bill (S. 91) granting leaves of absence 


to homesteaders on lands to be irrigated under the provisions 
of the act of June 17, 1902; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 92) to establish a fish-cultural 
station in the State of Idaho; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 93) to amend section 2326 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to mining claims; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and n 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: à 

A bill (S. 94) granting an increase of pension to Albert Wines; 
E (S. 95) granting an inerease of pension to Justin H. 

xom; 

A sr (S. 96) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Francis ; 

8 A bill (S. 97) granting an increase of pension to Thomas F. 
arey ; 

A bill (S. 98) granting an increase of pension to Doris Flor- 
ence Clegg; 

A bill (S. 99) granting an increase of pension to Eugene P. 
Kingsley; and 

A bill (S. 100) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
Durfee. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 101) authorizing the issuance of bonds to erect pub- 
lic buildings in cities of 5,000 or more population ; 

A bill (S. 102) providing for the erection of a public building 

| in the city of Bluefield, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 103) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
| erection of a public building thereon at Grafton, in the State of 
West Virginia; and 

A bill (S. 104) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
| erection of a building thereon at Hinton, in the State of West 
| Virginia. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
| erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 105) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 

Church of Webster, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 106) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of St. Albans, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 107) for the relief of the trustees of the Presby- 
terian Church at Frenchcreek, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 108) for the relief of the trustees of the Baptist 
Church of Fayette County, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 109) for the relief of Edward Tearney; and 

A bill (S. 110) for the relief of L. S. Strauss. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 111) to aid in the erection 
of a monument or memorial at Point Pleasant, W. Va., to com- 
memorate the battle of the Revolution fought at that point be- 
} tween the colonial troops and Indians October 10, 1774; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 112) to make use of the money 
due the estates of deceased colored soldiers of the late civil war; 
which was read twice by its title, and with accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 113) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
McFadden (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 114) granting pensions to officers and enlisted men 
of the military and naval service of the United States who 
served ninety days or more during the war of the rebellion, and 
for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 115) for the relief of Capt. Sampson Snyder's com- 
pany, West Virginia Volunteer Militia; 
| A bill (S. 116) for the relief of Capt. John Bond’s company, 
| West Virginia Volunteer Militia ; 

A bill (S. 117) for the relief of Capt. John Bogg’s company, 
West Virginia Volunteer Militia; 

A bill (S. 118) for the relief of Capt. Isaac Alt's company (B), 
Forty-sixth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Militia; 

A bill (S. 119) for the relief of Capt. E. C. Harper’s company 
(A), Forty-sixth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Militia; 

A bill (S. 120) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Buckley ; 

A bill (S. 121) granting zu increase of pension to John Cook 
(with an accompanying paper); 
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A bill (S. 122) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Stump (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 123) granting an increase of pension to William M. 
Morgan (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 124) granting an increase of pension to Curtis B. 
McIntosh; 

Se bill (S. 125) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
adsall ; 

5 A bill (S. 126) granting an increase of pension to William J. 
treet; 

A bill (S. 127) granting an increase of pension to Anthony H. 
Crawford ; 

A bill (S. 128) granting an increase of pension to Waldo W. 
Gifford (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 129) granting a pension to Rebecca Straus. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 130) for preventing the 
adulteration, misbranding, and imitation of foods, beverages, 
candies, drugs, and condiments in the District of Columbia and 
the Territories, and for regulating interstate traffic therein, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 131) to provide for the purchase 
of a tract of land in the city of Shanghai, Empire of China, 
suitable for the construction of wharves, docks, piers, and ware- 
houses for the purpose of facilitating American exports, and for 
the erection and maintenance of a building for the display of 
American exports in said city, including consular offices, for the 
appointment of a commissioner in charge thereof, and for other 
purposes, which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 132) to establish a fish-culture 
station at the city of Fargo, in the State of North Dakota; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Fisheries. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 183) authorizing the joining of 
Twenty-third street NW. and Kalorama avenue; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 134) establishing an additional 
recording district in Indian Territory; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
Sions: 

She bill (S. 135) granting an increase of pension to Peter P. 
acey; 

A bill (S. 136) granting an increase of pension to Sabastian 
Laudner; 

A bill (S. 137) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Wiper (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 138) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Linehan (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 189) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Le Hundra (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 140) granting an increase of pension to Maitland J. 
Freeman (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 141) granting an increase of pension to Orlinda A. 
Edick ; 

A bill (S. 142) granting an increase of pension to William 
Furlong; 

A bill (S. 148) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Calvert; 

A Will (S. 144) granting an increase of pension to Minerva 
Briggs; 

A bill (S. 145) granting an increase of pension to Wellington 
Marlatt; 

A bill (S. 146) granting an increase of pension to David 
McKee; 

A bill (S. 147) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
McCue; 

A bill (S. 148) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
McCue: 

A bill (S. 149) granting an increase of pension to Cassius 
Lisk (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 150) granting an increase of pension to Lucius A. 
Lincoln (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 151) to provide for 
fixing a uniform standard of classification and grading of wheat, 
flax, corn, oats, barley, rye, and other grains, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
‘Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 152) to provide for the 
building of a public avenue on the south side of the Potomac 
River from the city of Washington to Mount Vernon; which 
was read twice by its title. 


Mr. DANIEL. I desire simply to utter one sentence in 
respect to the bill which I have just introduced. It is the 
transfer of a claim which Virginia has against the United 
States. I have examined the claim very carefully, and it is my 
opinion that it ought to be paid by the United States, although 
it is a very old claim and it might be regarded as simply the 
revival of a claim which had been passed on. That is not the 
fact altogether. I believe it to be a valid claim, and I haye 
examined it carefully. I ask that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The biil will be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 153) for the relief of Ed- 
ward S. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 154) for the relief of the heirs 
of the late Mrs. Mary Ann Randolph Custis Lee; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 155) to complete 
the execution of the ninth article of the treaty of 1819 between 
the United States and Spain; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 156) relating to liability of com- 
mon carriers by railroads in the District of Columbia and Terri- 
tories and common carriers by railroads engaged in commerce 
between the States and between the States and foreign nations 
to their employees; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 157) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie G. 
Reynolds ; ; 

A bill (S. 158) granting an increase of pension to John Ard 
Gordon (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 159) granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
Zabriskie ; 

A bill (S. 160) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Adams (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 161) granting an increase of pension to Ruth E. 
Rogers; 

A bill (S. 162) granting an increase of pension to David D. 
Griffith ; 

A bill (S. 163) granting an increase of pension to Susanna V. 
Wells; 

A bill (S. 164) granting a pension to Helen A. Frederick; 

A . (S. 165) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Russell ; 

A bill (S. 166) granting an increase of pension to Daniel F. 
Minturn; 

A bill (S. 167) granting an increase of pension to Thomas A. 
Hughes (with an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 168) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Davis (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 169) to provide for 
macadamizing Fort Crook military boulevard from Fort Crook, 


-| Nebr., to the city limits of South Omaha, Nebr., and appropriat- 


ing money therefor; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 170) for the relief of John T. 
Wertz and Walter H. Shupe; which was read twice by its title, 


| and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 


Public Lands. 2 

He also introduced a bill (S. 171) for the rellef of the Omaha 
National Bank; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 172) to fix the salary of the col- 
lector of customs at Omaha, Nebr.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 173) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to establish the Department of Commerce and Labor,” 
approved February 14, 1903, being chapter 552 of the United 
States Statutes enacted by the Fifty-seventh Congress; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 174) granting a pension to Melvina R. Chesley ; 

A bill (S. 175) granting a pension to Verona Harriman; 

A bill (S. 176) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Marsh; 

A bill (S. 177) granting an increase of pension to Alvah D. 
Wilson; 


142 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 6, 


A bill (S. 178) granting an increase of pension to Irene A. 
Cochrane ; 

A bill (S. 179) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Mayhew ; 

A bill (S. 180) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 


Pig bill (S. 181) granting an increase of pension to Francis E. 
evens ; 
5 bill (S. 182) granting an increase of pension to Oliver P. 
mith 
5 bil (S. 183) granting an increase of pension to Henry F. 


5 In (S. 184) granting an increase of pension to Lyman 
À oih (S. 185) granting an increase of pension to Lewis H. 


ate 

A bim (S. 186) granting an increase of pension to George P. 
Howe; and 
5 bill (S. 187) granting an increase of pension to James H. 

ane, 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 188) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
George W. Soule; 

A bill (S. 189) to authorize the readjustment of the accounts 
of Army officers in certain cases, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 190) for the relief of L. K. Scott. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 191) to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad and telegraph and telephone line in the 
district of Alaska; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 192) providing for the 
erection of a public building at the city of Walla Walla, in the 
State of Washington; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 
ae yt (S. 193) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
es bi (S. 194) granting an increase of pension to James L. 

we 

A bill (S. 195) granting an increase of pension to John Pieper; 
and 

A bill (S. 196) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Satterthwaite. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 197) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Watertown, in the State 
of South Dakota; 

A bill (S. 198) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 


erection of a public building thereon at Huron, in the State of | 


South Dakota; and 

A bill (S. 199) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Mitchell, in the State of 
South Dakota. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 

pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions : 

A bill (S. 200) granting an increase of pension to Fredrich 
Behrens ; 

A bill (S. 201) granting an increase of pension to Lyman E. 
Farrand ; 

A bill (S. 202) granting an increase of pension to Allen Am- 


burn; 

A bill (S. 203) granting an increase of pension to Edward E. 
Needham; 

A bill (S. 204) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Walter; 

A bill (S. 205) granting an increase of pension to Francis 


Gee 

A bin (S. 206) granting an increase of pension to Gordon H. 
Shepard; 

A bill (S. 207) granting an increase of pension to Marion F. 
Howe; 

A a (S. 208) granting an increase of pension to Daniel J. 


Sm 

5 ‘pil (S. 209) granting an increase of pension to George F. 
Ross 

A bin (S. 210) granting an increase of pension to Silas P. Hall. 


A bill (S. 211) granting an increase of pension to Wilson J. 
Pool; 


A bill (S. 212) granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Liddle; and 

A bill (S. 213) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Doersch. 

Mr. FULTON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 214) granting an increase of pension to John 
McElroy (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 215) granting a pension to Elias Phelps (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 216) granting a pension to John W. Sage (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 217) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Breckenridge (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 218) granting an increase of pension to James 
White (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 219) granting an increase of pension to Henry E. 
Collins (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 220) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
F. Gates (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 221) granting an increase of pension to Charles G. 
Shearer ; 

A bill (S. 222) granting a pension to John O’Brien; 

A bill (S. 223) granting a pension to Martha W. Hargadine; 

A bill (S. 224) granting a pension to Victoria St. C. E. C. 
Mickelson ; 

A bill (S. 225) granting a pension to Thomas R. Smith; 

A bill (S. 226) granting a pension to Reuben F. Canter- 


bury ; 

A bill (S. 227) granting an increase of pension to Raauf W. 
Traver ; 

A bill (S. 228) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Clark: 

A bill (S. 229) granting a pension to Victorius G. Haag; 

A bill (S. 230) granting an increase of pension to Alfred A. 
Woodin ; 

A bill (S. 281) granting an increase of pension to Clark Wal- 
ter; 

A bill (S. 232) granting a pension to Belle V. Shaw; 

A bill (S. 233) granting a pension to Lucy J. Bennett; 

A bill (S. 234) granting an increase of pension to Israel A. 
Benner ; 

A bill (S. 235) granting an increase of pension to Harvey A. 
Smith (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 236) granting an increase of pension to Thomas L. 


Sims; 

A bill (S. 237) granting an increase of pension to Orlando §. 
Murray (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 238) granting an increase of pension to John Say- 
age (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 239) granting an increase of pension to George L. 
Freeman (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 240) granting an increase of pension to Vincent de 
Frietas (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 241) granting an increase of pension to Robert Stur- 


geon ; 

A bu (S. 242) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Dugga 

A 1 bill (S. 243) granting a pension to Joseph B. Doan; 

A bill (S. 244) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Bramel ; 

A bill (S. 245) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Stoddard ; 

A bill (S. 246) granting a pension to Eda W. McCammon; 

A bill (S. 247) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Hartman (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 248) granting an increase of pension to Charles S. 
Elwood (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 249) granting an increase of pension to Alfred F. 
Sears (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 250) granting an increase of pension to David D. 
Garrison (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 251) granting an increase of pension to Martin L. 
Adams ; 

A bill (S. 252) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Kasshafer (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 253) granting a pension to Chancy Akin; 

A bill (S. 254) granting a pension to James McDonald; 

A bill (S. 255) granting a pension to William L. Moloy ; 

A bill (S. 256) granting a pension to Charles H. Ellis (with 
an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 257) granting an saison of pension to Caleb T. 
Bowen (with an accompanying paper 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill . 258) for the relief of 
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Henry H. Woodward; which was read twice by its title, and 
‘referred to the Committee on Indian Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 259) for a light-house at Cape 
Arago, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 260) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Columbia River by the Portland and 
Seattle Railway Company; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 5 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 261) for the relief of the heirs of M. C. Mordecai; 

A bill (S. 262) for the relief of John Thurman; and 

A bill (S. 263) for the relief of the Muir Glacier Packing Com- 
pany. ; 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 264) to correct the naval 
record of Charles Specht, alias Charles Spaert; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 265) to correct the record of dis- 
charge of Amos Dahuff; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 266) creating a United States 
district court for China, and prescribing the jurisdiction thereof ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Foregn Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 267) to prohibit aliens from tak- 
ing fish in the waters of the district of Alaska; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 268) te amend an act entitled 
“An act authorizing the citizens of Colorado, Nevada, and the 
Territories to fell and remove timber on the public domain for 
mining and domestic purposes,” approved June 3, 1878, so that 
the provisions of said act shall be extended to and include the 
States of Oregon, Washington, and California; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 269) to amend an act entitled 
“An act for the relief of certain settlers on the publie lands, and 
to proyide for the repayment of certain fees, purchase money, 
and commissions paid on void entries of public lands;” which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. z 
_ He also introduced a bill (S. 270) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Oregon City, 
in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 271) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at La- 
grande, in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 272) to provide for an Alaska 
government board, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 278) prohibiting the introduction 
into any State or Territory or the District of Columbia, from 
any other State or Territory or the District of Columbia, or 
from any foreign country, or shipment to any foreign country, 
any misbranded salmon fish prepared or intended for use as an 
article of food; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Fisheries, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 274) for the relief of the Lower 
band of Chinook Indians of the State of Washington and the 
Kathlamet band of Chinook Indians of the State of Oregon: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 275), to divide the State of 
Oregon into two judicial districts; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 276) providing for the purchase 
and condemnation of irrigable lands in certain cases; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 277) granting an increase of pension to David A. 
Carpenter ; 

A bill (S. 278) granting a pension to Almie C. Smith; and 

A bill (S. 279) granting an increase of pension to Horace E. 
Barker (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 280) to provide a life- 


saving station at or near Greenhill, on tha coast of South 
Kingston, in the State of Rhode Island; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 281) to provide for the con- 
struction and equipment of a revenue cutter for service in 
Narragansett Bay and adjacent waters; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 282) for the relief of George R. 
Frye; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 283) for the relief of Capt. E. 
St. John Greble and other officers and enlisted men of the 
United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and 
referged to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 284) to establish a fish-cultural 
station in the State of Rhode Island; which was read by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 285) to further regulate 
commerce with foreign nations and among the ‘States, and to 
amend the laws on that subject now in force; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 286) to remove the charge 
of desertion standing against the name of Henry Shaver; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 287) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against the military record of James E. 
Fuller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. ‘ 

He also introduced a bill (S. 288) for the relief of Alexander 
Stoddart; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. N 55 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 289) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Sanford Wood; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, y 

He also introduced a bill (S. 290) to amend the act approved 
March 15, 1878, entitled “An act for the relief of William A. 
Hammond, late Surgeon-General of the Army;” which was 
read twice by its title, and, with an accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
pad twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 291) for the relief of the county court of Randolph 
County, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 292) for the relief of the heirs of John W. War- 
wick ; D 

A bill (S. 293) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Paul McNeel; 

A bill (S. 294) for the relief of Leroy Douglass; > 

A bill (S. 295) for the relief of Elizabeth Muhleman, widow, 
and the heirs at law of Samuel A. Muhleman, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 296) for the relief of the county court of Randolph 
County, W. Va. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 297) granting a pension to Robert A. Chaffins; 

A bill (S. 298) granting an increase of pension to Henry A. 
Skeens ; 

A bill (S. 299) granting a pension to Catharine L. Chaney; 

A bill (S. 300) granting a pension to America Lawrence; 

A bill (S. 301) granting a pension to Jacob H. Wetzel (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 302) granting a pension to William Hall; 

A bill (S. 303) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
A. Arbogast; 

A bill (S. 304) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Hart; 

A bill (S. 305) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
Trough (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 306) granting a pension to Cassy Cottrill; 

A bill (S. 307) granting a pension to Edgar Travis; 

A bill (S. 308) granting a pension to Charles H. Gebert (with 
an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 309) granting an increase of pension to Pary Mc- 
Nair. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 310) for the relief of the 
heirs of Richard R. Mosley; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 311) regulating the settle- 
ment of the accounts between the United States and the several 
States relative to the disposition of the public lands, and for 
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other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 312) to extend the time for the 
completion of a bridge across the Missouri River at Yankton, 
S. Dak.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 313) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to put down an artesian well or wells on the 
Yankton Indian Reservation, S. Dak.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Inidan Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 314) granting a pension to Aletha E. Reynolds 
(with an accompanying paper); and y 

A bill (S. 315) granting an increase of pension to George Pike. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds : 

A bill (S. 316) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Watertown, in the State 
of South Dakota; 1 

A bill (S. 317) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Mitchell, in the State 
of South Dakota; and 

A bill (S. 318) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Huron, in the State of 
South Dakota. 

Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 319) to reimburse Abram 
Johnson, formerly postmaster at Mount Pleasant, Utah; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 320) to establish a fish-cultural 
station in the State of Utah; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 321) to provide for the extension 
of time within which homestead settlers may establish their 
residence upon certain lands which were heretofore a part of 
the Uinta Indian Reservation, within the counties of Uinta 
and Wasatch, in the State of Utah; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 322) granting an increase of pension to Isabella 
Workman (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 323) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Goddard (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 324) granting a pension to Patience Rosa Archer 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 325) granting an increase of pension to Henry B. 
Burton (with accompanying paper) ; - 

A bill (S. 326) granting an increase of pension to Nancy G. 
Beasley (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 327) granting an increase of pension to Walter 
Barney (with accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 328) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Warner (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 329) granting an increase of pension to William P. 
Blewitt; and 

A bill (S. 330) granting an increase of pension to Kemenskio 
A. N. L. Collins. 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 331) for the relief of George Serrell; and 

A bill (S. 382) for the relief of George B. Hughes. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 333) in regard to a monn- 
mental column to commemorate the battle of Princeton, and 
appropriating $30,000 therefor; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee.on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 334) to correct the military 
record of Joseph A. Blanchard; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 335) for the relief of Stephen 
W. Stryker; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 
Avie also introduced a bill (S. 336) granting a pension to 
Abraham M. Cory; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 337) granting an increase of 
pension to Lydia Ann Jones; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. ` 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 338) making an appropriation for a public building 
at Houston, Tex. ; ; 

A bill (S. 339) to provide for’ the enlargement and improve- 
ment of the public building at Fort Worth, Tex. ; 

A bill (S. 340) to authorize the extension and enlargement of 
the post-office and court-house building in the city of San 
Antonio, Tex.; and 

A bill (S. 341) for the erection of a Federal building for the 
United States courts at Texarkana, Tex. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 342) to prohibit the 
use of money or other thing of value belonging to or held in 
trust or otherwise by insurance companies or other corporations 
or joint stock companies in elections for electors for President 
and Vice-President of the United States, or for Senators or 
Representatives in the Congress of the United States; to pre- 
serve the integrity of said elections; to provide adequate pun- 
ishment for any violation of the act, and for other purposes; 
which was read the first time by its title and the second time at 
length, as follows: é 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled: SECTION 1. That it 
shall be unlawful for any person who may be at the time an officer, 
director, trustee, or clerk of any fire, marine, or life insurance company 
or other corporation or joint stock company, or who may hold at 
the time any other official, clerical, or fiduciary relation whatsoever to 
such fire, marine, or life insurance company or other corporation or 
joint stock company, to use, expend, or disburse himself or to sub- 
scribe, contribute, give, loan, or donate to any person or persons to 
be used, expended, or disbursed in any manner or for any purpose 
whatsoever, directly or indirectly, in or with reference to any election 
for electors for President and Vice-President of the United States, or in 
or with reference to a election for a Senator of the United States 
from any State by the legislature thereof, or in or with reference to 
any elections for a Representative in e Congress of the United 
States, any money, fund, credit, or other thing of value whatsoever 
belonging to or held in trust or otherwise by any such fire, marine, or 
life insurance company or other corporation or joint stock company. 
Any person who shall violate the provisions of this section or any of 
them shall be deemed guilty of a felony, and upon conviction thereof 
shall be confined in the penitentiary for a term not less than two nor 
more than twenty years. 

Sec. 2. That it shall be unlawful for any person knowingly to ac- 
cept, receive, or take from any person who may be at the time an 
officer, director, trustee, or clerk of any fire, marine, or life insurance 
company or other corporation or joint stock com y, or who may 
hold at the time any other official, clerical, or fiduciary relation what- 
soever to such fire, marine, or life insurance company or other cor- 
padon or joint stock company; to be used, expended, or disbursed 
n any manner or for any purpose whatsoever directly or indirectly in 
or with reference to any election for electors for President and Vice- 
President of the United States or in or with reference to any election 
for a Senator of the United States from any State by the legislature 
thereof, or in or with reference to any election for a Representative 
in the Congress of the United States, any money, fund, credit, or 
other thing of value whatsoever belonging to or held in trust or 
otherwise by any such fire, marine, or life insurance N or 
other corporation or joint stock company. Any pem who shall vio- 
late the provisions of this section or any of them shall be deemed 
guilty of a felony, and upon conviction thereof shall be confined in the 
penitentiary for a term not less than two nor more than twenty 


years. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so referred in the absence 
of objection. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 343) concerning a public 
building in Selma, Ala.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 344) for the relief of the Mobile Marine Dock 
Company ; 

A bill (S. 345) for the relief of the estate of Simeon Houk, 
deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 346) for the relief of the creditors of the Deposit 
Savings Association, of Mobile, Ala. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 347) for the relief of the 
estate of S. W. Lancaster, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 348) for the relief of the estate 
of S. W. Lancaster, deceased ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a btll (S. 349) to further enlarge 
the powers and authority of the Public Health and Marine- 
Hospital Service, and to impose further duties thereon; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Health and National Quarantine. 


1905. 


He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 350) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph Sierra, 
decased ; 


A bill (S. 351) for the relief of the heirs of Celestine Sarra, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 852) for the relief of the heirs of Fernando J. 
Moreno, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 353) for the relief of Sarah E. Callahan; and 

A bill (S. 854) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Fletcher McQueen. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 355) for the establish- 
ment of a fish-cultural station in the State of Florida; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Fisheries. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 356) providing for the erection 
of a public building at the city of Fernandina, Fla., and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 357) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Navy to establish and cause to be maintained two free 
public schools for children under 17 years of age, at the town of 
Warrington, on the naval reseryation on Pensacola Bay, in the 
State of Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 358) to pri vide for the erection 
and maintenance of a beacon light near Fais Point, in Pensacola 
Bay, in the State of Florida; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 359) to provide for free lectures 
to the people in the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 360) to relinquish the interest 
of the United States in and to certain land in the city of Pen- 
sacola, Fla., to the Right Rey. Edwin P. Allen, Catholic bishop 
of the diocese of Mobile, Ala., in trust for the Catholic congre- 
gation of Pensacola, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 361) granting an increase of pension to John J. 
Driscoll ; 

A bill (S. 362) granting an increase of pension to James M, 
Bullard ; 

A bill (S. 363) granting a pension to Elizabeth Prigon; and 

A bill (S. 864) granting a pension to Annie M. Kelly. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 365) to create a commis- 
sion to annually inyestigate the several Executive Departments 
of the Government, and to make report to Congress; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures of the Executive De- 
partments. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 366) authorizing the Commis- 
sioner-General of Immigration, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of Commerce and Labor, to establish in connection with 
the immigrant station at Ellis Island an information and dis- 
play bureau, for the purpose of aiding in the distribution of 
immigrants, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 367) for the relief of Andrew H. 
Plemmons; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 368) to correct the military record 
of Shadrack F. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 369) to authorize the appoint- 
ment of Acting Assistant Surgeon Reuben A. Campbell, United 
States Navy, as an assistant surgeon in the United States Navy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 370) for the relief of William B. Duncan, adminis- 
trator de bonis non of David S. Jones, deceased (with accom- 
panying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 371) for the relief of W. F. Sanderson; 

A bill (S. 372) for ma relief of Mary J. Tatham, heir of Rob- 
ert D. McCombs, deceased 

A bill (S. 373) for the relief of Martha A. Moflitt, widow of 
Eli A. Moffitt; 
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A bill (S. 374) for the relief of T. L. Love; 

A bill (S. 375) for the relief of John Wise; and 

A bill (S. 376) for the relief of the heirs of Mary Everitt, 
deceased. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

— (S. 377) granting an increase of pension to C. Q. Lem- 
mond; 

She bill (S. 378) granting an increase of pension to Zebulon A. 
man ; 

5 bill (8. 379) granting an increase of pension to William 

un; 


A bin (S. 380) granting an increase of pension to Alpheus W. 
Simpson ; 

A bill (S. 381) granting a pension to Stephen Rice; 

A bill (S. 382) granting a pension to Mrs. Stapelton Hayes; 
1 bill (S. 383) granting an increase of pension to W. A. 
oa bill (S. 384) granting an increase of pension to G. P. 

ney 

A Dill (S. 385) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Gearey; and 

A bill (S. 386) granting an increase of pension to Orange G. 
Jones (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. McCREARY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 387) for the relief of the trustees of the Presbyte- 
rian Church of Somerset, Ky. ; 

A bill (S. 388) for the relief of the trustees of the First Pres- 
byterian Church, of Harrodsburg, Ky. ; 

A bill (S. 889) for the relief of the estate of Spencer Hudson, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 390) for the relief of the trustees of the Baptist 
Church of Princeton, Ky.; and 

A bill (S. 391) for the relief of the estate of Thomas J. Jones, 
deceased (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. McCREARY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 392) granting an increase of pension to Kephart 
Wallace; 

A bill (S. 393) granting an increase of pension to Lucinda 
Stamper; and 
125 bill (S. 394) granting an increase of pension to Amanda 

ucas. 

Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill (S. 395) to provide for the 
appointment of a district judge for the western judicial district 
of South Carolina, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 396) to establish in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture a bureau to be known as the Bureau of 
Public Highways, and to provide for national aid in the im- 
provement of the public roads; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 397) to fix the grade on 
retired list of the Army of Col. James W. Powell, United States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BAILEY introduced a bill (S. 398) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Greenville, in the State of Texas; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 399) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Denison, in 
the State of Texas; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (by request) (S. 400) for the relief of the estate of 
Andrew J. Joyce, deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (by request) (S. 401) for the relief of the estate of 
Johnson Miller, deceased ; 

A bill (by request) (S. 402) for the relief of S. H. Tison 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (by request) (S. 403) for the relief of the estate of 
H. West, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (by request) (S. 404) for the relief of the heirs of 
Nash L. Cox, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 
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A bill (by request) (S. 405) for the relief of the estate of 
John S. Sturdy, (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (by request) (S. 406) for the relief of the estate of 
Lee Arnold, deceased (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 407) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George W. Purvis; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 408) for the purchase 
of a national forest reserve in the Southern Appalachian 
Mountains, to be known as the National Appalachian Forest 
Reserve; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 409) to provide a world market 
commission to consider ways and means for enlarging the ex- 
port trade in cotton products and other manufactures of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 410) to author- 
ize the Rock Island, Arkansas and Louisiana Railroad Com- 
pany to construct a bridge across Ouachita River and other 
navigable rivers in the State of Arkansas; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 411) to extend the 
limits of the port of entry of New Orleans; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with an accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 412) for the relief of the 
estate of Isabella Ann Fluker, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced the following bilis; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 413) to reimburse the legal heirs of the late John 
George Bauer; and 

A bill (S. 414) for the relief of Mark A. Chamberlain. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (S. 415) to limit the effects of the regulations of com- 
merce between the several States and with foreign countries 
in certain cases; and 

A bill (8. 416) to repeal an act to establish a uniform system 
of bankruptcy throughout the United States, approved July 1, 
1898, and amended February 5, 1903. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
niittee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 417) to remove the charge of desertion against 
James Boyle; 

R A bill (8. 418) removing charge of desertion from John H. 
aques ; 

A bill (S. 419) removing charge of desertion from Robert 

Redmon; 

EA bill (S. 420) to correct the military record of Solomon W. 
yie; 

A bill (S. 421) to correct the military record of William R. 
Van Note (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 422) to remove the charge of desertion from the 

military record of Levi Wright; and 

A bill (S. 423) to recognize the military services of George R. 

. Burnett, late first lieutenant, Ninth United States Cavalry. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 424) granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
who served in the war of the rebellion, and their widows; 

A bill (S. 425) granting an increase of pension to John 
‘Allman ; 

A bill (S. 426) granting an increase of pension to Daniel P. 
{Andrus ; 

A bill (S. 427) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Barnes; 

A bill (S. 428) granting an increase of pension to Simon A. 
Bendon; 

A bill (S. 429) granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
Bowsher ; 

A bill (S. 430) granting an increase of pension to John M. 


Box 

A ‘pill (S. 431) granting a pension to Nancy J. Brister (with 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill, (S. 482) granting an increase of pension to Salem 
Bruner ; 

A bill (S. 433) granting an increase of pension to Edwin W. 
(Bunce; 


3 A 5 434) granting an increase of pension to William II. 
amp > 
Ki (S. 435) granting an increase of pension to L. H. Can- 
e 
A pu 9 436) granting an increase of pension to Eliza K. 


ie 5 18 437) granting an increase of pension to David M. 
aviness ; 

A bill (S. 488) granting an increase of pension to John Chase; 

A bill (S. 439) granting a pension to Elizabeth Cleaver (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 440) granting a pension to Benjamin C. Coffey 
(with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 441) granting a pension to Rebecca E. Collins; 

A bill (S. 442) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Colton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 443) granting an increase of pension to William 
Crawford ; 

A bill (S. 444) granting an increase of pension to Francis W. 
Crumpton ; 

A bill (8. 445) granting an increase of pension to Girden C. 
Day (with accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 446) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
Duane (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 447) granting a pension to Maggie Swan Engler; 

A bill (S. 448) granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Ferree (with accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 449) granting a pension to Michael Fitzpatrick ; 

A bill (S. 450) granting an increase of pension to James 
Flynn (with accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 451) granting a pension to Thomas Glynn; 

A bill (S. 452) granting an increase of pension to 
mares e 

A bill (S. 453) granting an increase of pension to George K. 

Green; 

A bill (S. 454) granting an increase of pension to James G. 
Hannard ; 

A bill (S. 455) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Hart; 

A bill (S. 456) granting an increase of pension to Howard 
Haworth; 

A bill (S. 457) granting an increase of pension to David Haw- 


Joseph 


kins; 

A bill (S. 458) granting an increase of pension to Daniel F. 
Haynes ; 

A bill (S. 459) granting a pension to Ellis C. Helmer; 

A Du (S. 460) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Hen 

A “pill (S. 461) granting an increase of pension to Elias P. 
Huffman ; 

A bill (S. 462) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Hussey ; 

A bill (S. 463) granting an increase of pension to Justin C. 
Kennedy ; 

A bill (S. 464) granting an increase of pension to David M. 
Lemon; 

A bill (S. 465) granting an increase of pension to Anna H. B. 
Lewis; 

A bill (S. 466) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Lewis; 

A bill (8. 467) granting an increase of pension to Christo- 
pher C. Liming 

A bill (8. 468) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
McCalla ; 

A bill (S. 469) granting a pension to Martha J. McCormick; 

A bill (S. 470) granting a pension to James M. MeKain; 

A bill (S. 471) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
McLaughlin ; 

2 bill (S. 472) granting an increase of pension to David F. 

gee (with an accompanying paper) ; 

a“ vill (S. 473) granting an increase of pension to John Mas- 
mar (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 474) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
Mudgett; 

A bill (S. 475) granting an increase of pension to James 
Patrick ; 

A bill (S. 476) granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Peterson ; 

A bill (S. 477) granting a pension to Malinda A. Powell; 

A bill (S. 478) granting an increase of pension to Ellen 


Quinn; 

A-bill (S. 479) granting an increase of pension to Lewis H. 
Rankin (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 480) granting an increase of pension to Silas A. 
Reynolds (with an accompanying paper) ; 
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A bill (S. 518) granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Godwin; 
A bill (S. 519) granting a pension to Ellwood I. Beatty ; 


A bill (S. 481) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Roush (with an accompanying paper) ; 
A bill (S. 482) granting an increase of pension to Amos M. 


Runkle; A bill (S. 520) granting an increase of pension to William D. 
A bill (S. 483) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. | Johnson; 

Russell ; A bill (S. 521) granting an increase of pension to John L. 
A bill (S. 484) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Shan- | Janeway ; 

non; A bill (S. 522) granting a pension to Emma Worrall; 
A bill (S. 485) granting an increase of pension to Otis H. A bill (S. 523) granting a pension to Sarah E. Hood; 

Shurtliff; A bill (S. 524) granting an increase of pension to Lestina M. 
A bill (S. 486) granting an increase of pension to A. H. Gifford (with an accompanying paper) ; 

Slocum ; A bill_(S. 525) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
A bill (S. 487) granting an increase of pension to William | Brady; 

Sprouse ; A bill (S. 526) granting a pension to George Evans; 


A bill (S. 527) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
McPherran (with an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 528) granting a pension to Robert M. McCormick 
(with accompanying papers). 

Mr. PILES introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 530) granting an increase of pension to Sophia A. 
Knapp; : 

A bill (S. 531) granting an increase of pension to William H. 


A bill (S. 488) granting a pension to Eliza Stone; 

A bill (S. 489) granting an increase of pension to Nelson B. 
Toole (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 490) granting an increase of pension to Stephen A. 


Toops ; 

A bill (S. 491) granting an increase of pension to Rufus B. 
Tucker; 

A bill (S. 492) granting an increase of pension to Barney 
Whitney (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 493) granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 


Wittig; Satterthwait ; 

A bill (S. 494) granting an increase of pension to Philander A bill (S. 532) granting an increase of pension to Hiram B. 
S. Wright; Doty (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 495) granting an increase of pension to William W. | A bill (S. 533) granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 
Wright; and Munson (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 496) granting an increase of pension to Lewis A bill (S. 534) granting an increase of pension to Dennis A. 
Young. Davis (with an accompanying paper). 


Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 497) to authorize the President to revoke the order 
dismissing William T. Godwin, late first lieutenant, Tenth In- 
fantry, United States Army, -and to place the said William T. 
Godwin on the retired list with the rank of first lieutenant: 

A bill (S. 498) for the relief of James E. Byram (with an 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 499) to revoke sentence and establish the military 
record of Capt. George G. Lovett, Company K, One hundred 
and eighty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, war of 
the rebellion of 1861 to 1865; and 

A bill (S. 500) to correct the military record of John Flaherty. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 501) to authorize the 
President to place the name of John Roop on the retired list of 
the United States Navy with the rank of first assistant engi- 
neer, United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 502) for the relief of James A. 
Russell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 503) to reimburse James M. McGee, M. D., for 
expenses incurred in the burial of Mary J. De Lange, a de- 
ceased pensioner ; 

A bill (S. 504) for the relief of the Corn Exchange National 
Bank, of Philadelphia, Pa.; and 

A bill (S. 505) for the relief of Jacob Livingston & Co. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 506) granting an increase of pension to James Wil- 
son (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 507) granting a pension to Charles Dougherty (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 508) granting an increase of pension to William 
K 


ress ; 

A bill (S. 509) granting a pension to Annie L. Tredick; 

A bill (S. 510) granting a pension to Delia White; 

A bill (S. 511) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 535) to amend 
and reenact section 1 of chapter 77 of volume 27 of the United 
States Statutes at Large, being “An act to provide for a term 
of the United States circuit and district courts at Evanston, 
Wyo.,” approved May 23, 1892; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 536) amending the act of 
August 3, 1892, clause 361, entitled “An act fixing the fees of 
jurors and witnesses in the United States courts in certain 
States and Territories,” (27 Stat. L., p. 347); which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 537) for the relief of Patrick 
Donnelly ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CARTER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 538) for the relief of Charles T. Rader; 

A bill (S. 539) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
restore to public entry lands embraced in whole or in part 
within segregations for reservoirs ; 

A bill (S. 540) to establish an additional land district in the 
State of Montana; and 

A bill (S. 541) for the relief of certain citizens of Montana 
claiming the benefit of the homestead laws. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 542) for the relief of the 
county of Flathead, State of Montana; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 543) to provide for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Missoula, Mont.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 544) to provide for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Great Falls, Mont.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 545) for the relief of the county 
of Custer, State of Montana; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 546) to divide Montana into two 
judicial districts; which was read twice by its title, and re- 


Carter; ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
A bill (S. 512) granting an increase of pension to Annie R. E. He also introduced the following bills; which were seyerally 
Nesbitt; read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Pensions: 


A bill (S. 513) granting a pension to Alexander Hendricks ; 
A bill (S. 547) granting an increase of pension to David B. 
id: 


A bill (S. 514) granting a pension to Thomas F. Walter; 

A bill (S. 515) granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
Buckley McCready, alias Dennis McCready, alias Thomas 
Buckley: 

A bill (S. 516) granting a pension to Harriet P. Lynch; 

A bill (S. 517) granting an increase of pension to Wesley C. 
Pryor; 


Todd; 

A bill (S. 548) granting an increase of pension to William 
Carr; and 5 
A bill (S. 549) granting a pension to Louis T. Frech. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 550) providing that the act 
of May 19, 1902, entitled “ An act for the protection of cities 
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and towns of the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” 
shall be applicable to any incorporated town in Indian Terri- 
tory having a population of 1,000 or over; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 551) extending to Indian Ter- 
ritory certain provisions of the laws of the Territory of Okla- 
homa relating to rates of interest, and making the same opera- 
tive therein; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 552) for the relief of James W. 
Morgan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 553) for the relief of J. W. Pat- 
terson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 554) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at New- 
ton, in the State of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 
ey bill (S. 555) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 

ill; 

A bill (S. 556) granting an increase of pension to William H. 

Ego 


If 
. — bin (S. 557) granting an increase of pension to Mariot 
re; 
A bill (S. 558) granting an increase of pension to Abijah 
Chamberlain ; 
A bill (S. 559) granting an increase of pension to Seth M. 


Tucker 
3 bili (S. 560) granting an increase of pension to Andrew C. 


A bill (S. 561) granting an increase of pension to Leander 
Smith; 
A bill (S. 562) granting a pension to Daisy E. Burrill; 
= bill (S. 563) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
artin ; 
A bill (S. 564) granting an increase of pension to Wilson 


yatt; 

A bill (S. 565) granting an increase of pension to Lumbard D. 
Aldrich; and 
Fe bill (8. 566) granting an increase of pension to George 

Mr. “WARNER introduced a bill (S. 567) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to make an examination of certain claims 
of the State of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 568) to amend section 714 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BULKELEY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 569) granting a pension to Edith A. Hawley ; 

A bill (S. 570) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Crane: 

A bill (S. 571) granting an increase of pension to Charles II. 
Knight; 

A bill (S. 572) granting an increase of pension to Henry G. 
Salisbury ; 

A bill (S. 573) granting an increase of pension to Henry T. 
Braman (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 574) granting an increase of pension to Lee H. 
Buckland (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 575) granting an increase of pension to John Flynn 
‘(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 576) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
J. Shelley (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 577) granting to the State 
of Idaho 50,000 acres of land to aid in the continuation, enlarge- 
ment, and maintenance of the Idaho State Soldiers and Sailors’ 
Home; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 578) to establish a Government building in the town 
of Lewiston, Idaho; 

A bill (8. 579) to establish a Government building in the town 
of Pocatello, Idaho; and 

A bill (S. 580) to establish a Government building at the town 
of Moscow, Idaho. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 581) authorizing and di- 
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recting the Secretary of War to condemn and turn over to the 
State of Idaho two Krupp field guns captured from the enemy 
by the First Regiment Idaho Volunteer Infantry at the battle 
of Santa Ana, Philippine Islands, February 5, 1899; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 582) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Denver, in the State of Colorado; which was read twice by 
15 piel and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

roun: 

He also introduced a bill (S. 583) to aid the State of Colorado 
to support a school of mines; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 584) for the relief of David H. 
Moffat; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introđuced a bill (S. 585) for the relief of Joshua T. 
Reynolds; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 586) granting an increase of pension to Corydon W. 
Sanborn (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 587) granting a pension to Mary J. Chenoweth 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 588) granting a pension to Priscilla L. Hamill; 

A bill (S. 589) granting a pension to Joseph L. Prentiss ; 

A bill (S. 590) granting a pension to John White; 

A bill (S. 591) granting a pension to William 0. Banks; 

A bill (S. 592) granting a pension to Madison M. Burnett; 

A bill (S. 593) granting a pension to Thomas Tobens; 

A bill (S. 594) granting an increase of pension to Samuel F. 
Tappan ; 
A bill (S. 595) granting an increase of pension to James U. 
Marlow (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 596) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. 
Harding (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 597) granting an increase of pension to David M. 
Pearson ; 

A bill (S. 598) granting an increase of pension to James S. 


Bush; 
A bill (S. 599) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 


egrue 
A bili (S. 600) granting an increase of pension to Jasper 
Pitts (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 601) granting an increase of pension to George 
E 


bert 

A bill (S. 602) granting an increase of pension to John 
Wilder; 

A bill (S. 603) granting an increase of pension to Lide S. 
Leonard ; 

A bill (S. 604) granting an increase of pension to Wilbert B. 
Teters ; 

A bill (S. 605) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Schafnit; and 

A bill (S. 606) granting an pios of pension to John Hous- 
ton Crowell (with accompanying rs). 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill ts. 607) to amend the act of 
August 3, 1892, fixing the fees of jurors and witnesses in the 
United States courts in certain States and Territories; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 608) granting to the State of 
Wyoming 50,000 acres of land to aid in the continuation, en- 
largement, and maintenance of the Wyoming State Soldiers 
and Sailors’ Home; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 609) to establish a fish-hatch- 
ing and fish station in the State of Wyoming; which was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 610) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Sheri- 
dan, in the State of Wyoming; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 611) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Raw- 
lins, in the State of Wyoming; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 612) for the establishment, con- 
trol, operation, and maintenance of a national sanitarium of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Thermopolis, 
in the State of Wyoming; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 613) repealing an act entitled 
“An act to extend the time for presenting claims for additional 
bounties,” and its amendments and extensions, so far as they 
limit the time for presenting claims for additional bounties 
granted to soldiers by the twelfth and thirteenth sections of the 
act of July 28, 1866; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
5 by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

a ~ 

A bill (S. 614) for the relief of Frank Bond ; 

A bill (S. 615) for the relief of the New York and Cuba Mail 
Steamship Company ; 

A bill (S. 616) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
State to examine and settle the claim of the Wales Island 
Packing Company ; 

A bill (S. 617) for the relief of John W. Heavey (with accom- 
panying papers); and 

A bill (S. 618) for the relief of Mrs. Davis Foster (with ac- 
companying papers). 

Mr. WARREN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

Soy bill (S. 619) granting an increase of pension to James F. 
rater ; 

8 * (S. 620) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Law; 

A bill (S. 621) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Reimann; 

vi A bill (S. 622) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
wain; 

A bill (S. 623) granting an increase of pension to Bridget 
E . 


vans; 
A bill (S. 624) granting an increase of pension to Abbie C. 
Moore; 

A bill (S. 625) granting an increase of pension to Phebe J. 
Bennett; 

A bill (S. 626) granting an increase of pension to Allen J. 
Nash; 

A bill (S. 627) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Hiler ; 

A bill (S. 628) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Connor; 

A bill (S. 629) granting a pension to Daniel Fallen; 

A bill (S. 680) granting a pension to Minnie Haas; 

A bill (S. 631) granting a pension to Melinda Morford; 

A bill (S. 632) granting a pension to Vincent L. McGuire; 

A bill (S. 633) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Edwards; 

A bill (S. 634) granting an increase of pension to Cornelia M. 
Clagett; 

A bill (S. 635) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Burns; 

A bill (S. 636) granting an increase of pension to Matthew T. 
Ulen; 

A bill (S. 637) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
O'Brien; 

A bill (S. 638) granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
Mahar; 

A bill (S. 639) granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Bradley ; 

A bill (S. 640) granting an increase of pension to Hugh P. 
Buffon ; 

A bill (S. 641) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Conrad; 

A bill (S. 642) granting an increase of pension to John A. B. 
Apperson ; 

A bill (S. 643) granting an increase of pension to Jane 
McMahon; 

A bill (S. 644) granting an increase of pension to Wiliam R. 
Hubbell; and 

A bill (S. 645) granting a pension to Isabella W. Campbell. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (S. 646) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Cape Girardeau, in the State of Missouri; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 647) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Leonard Harmony; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 648) for the relief of the estate of Saphira E. Stal- 
cup; 


A bill (S. 649) for the relief of Isaac Stover ; 

A bill (S. 650) for the relief of M. A. Shelton; 

A bill (S. 651) for the relief of R. L. Foster, surviving part- 
ner; and 

A bill (S. 652) for the relief of the heirs of Alfred Lea, de- 

sed. ay © 


ceased. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 653) to establish a fish- 
cultural station in the State of Illinois; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 654) granting a pension to Clara J. Swain; 
nie (S. 655) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 

shop ; 

A bill (S. 656) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
Walters; 

A bill (S. 657) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Reynolds; and 

A bill (S. 658) granting a pension to Henry M. Hewitt. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 659) granting an honorable discharge to William S. 


Dunn; 
A bill (S. 660) granting an honorable discharge to Peter 
Green; and 

A bill (S. 661) for the relief of Levi J. Billings. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 662) to provide compen- 
sation for injuries received by George E. Giles, of Watertown, 
Wis., at the Ford’s Theater disaster, which occurred June 9, 
1893; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 663) granting a pension to Joseph Ellmore; 
ae bill (S. 664) granting an increase of pension to John W. 

etter ; 
mk bill (S. 665) granting an increase of pension to Royal E. 

e; 
PAn (S. 668) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 

‘atrick ; 

A bill (S. 667) granting an increase of pension to James O. 
Ackerman ; 

A bill (S. 668) granting an increase of pension to John O. 
Rassbach ; 

1 (S. 669) granting an inerease of pension to Laurence 
Mericle; 

A bill (S. 670) granting an increase of pension to Anthony 
Barrett (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 671) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Conine (with aecompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 672) granting an increase of pension to James F. 
Hubbard; 

A bill (S. 673) granting a pension to Peter Freund (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 674) granting an increase of pension to Thomas A. 
Agur (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 675) granting a pension to Ulricke Boettcher (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 676) granting an increase of pension to Joshua W. 
Tolford (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 677) granting an increase of pension to Albert G. 
Peabody, jr. (with an accompanying paper) ; : 

A bill (S. 678) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Butler (with an accompanying paper); and 
Phe bill (S. 679) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

elly. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 680) to provide for the 
reorganization of the consular service of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 681) to amend section 3878 of 
the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 682) for the relief of Andrew H. 
Russell and William R. Livermore; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 683) providing for the erection of a building in the 
aA of Boston, State of Massachusetts, for customs purposes; 
an 
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A bill (S. 684) providing for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Quincy, Mass. 

Mr. LODGE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on the Library: 

A bill (S. 685) for the erection of a monument to the memory 
of John Paul Jones; and 

A bill (S. 686) to establish a United States historical com- 
mission. 

Mr. LODGE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance: 

A bill (S. 687) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries of 
the United States,” approved July 24, 1897; 

A bill (S. 688) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
reyenue for the Government and to encourage the industries of 
the United States,” approved July 24, 1897; and 

A bill (S. 689) to amend section 2871, Revised Statutes, and 
the act of June 26, 1884. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 690) to authorize the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appoint John Gibbon captain and 
quartermaster in the Army; which was read twice by its title, 
und referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 691) to regulate the employ- 
ment of child labor in the District of Columbia; which was 
rend twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Ile also introduced a bill (S. 692) to authorize the United 
States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries to convey certain 
land to Joseph S. Fay, jr., Sarah B. Fay, and Henry H. Fay; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Fisheries. 

Ile also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 693) for the relief of the First National Bank of 
Newton, Mass.; and 

A bill (S. 694) making appropriation to pay the estate of 
Samuel Lee, deceased, in full for any claim for pay and allow- 
ances made by reason of the election of said Lee to the Forty- 
seventh Congress and his services therein. 

Mr, LODGE introduced a bill (S. 695) increasing the pensions 
of Army nurses; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 696) to prevent and punish the 
desecration, mutilation, or improper use of the flag of the United 
States of America; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

A bill (S. 697) providing for the award of medals of honor 
to certain officers and men of the Navy and Marine Corps; 

A bill (S. 698) to provide for the examination of certain 
officers of the Navy, and to regulate promotions and retire- 
ments therein (with an accompanying paper, which was ordered 
to be printed) ; 

A bill (S. 699) to promote the administration of justice in the 
Navy (with an accompanying paper, which was ordered to be 
printed) ; 

A bill (S. 700) providing for the promotion of warrant of- 
ficers; providing that all officers of the Navy shall be entitled 
to the pay of the grade to which promoted from the date on 
which they take rank therein; and for other purposes (with an 
accompanying paper, which was ordered to be printed); and 

A bill (S. 701) providing for the admission of Arthur Mervyn 
Whitton to the character and privileges of a citizen of the 
United States. 

Mr. HALE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 702) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Dearborn (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 703) granting an increase of pension to Edmund T. 
Connolly, alias John Marks (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 704) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 


Pray; 
= po; (S. 705) granting an increase of pension to Ashley St. 


lai 

A ‘pil (S. 706) granting an increase of pension to Martha E. 
Saltar ; 

A bill (S. 707) granting a pension to Alice B. Gilley ; 

A bill (S. 708) granting an increase of pension to 
Downey; 
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A bill (S. 709) granting a pension to Hattie C. Sawtelle; 

A bill (S. 710) granting a pension to Amos S. Hodgkins; 

A bill (S. 711) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Wentworth ; 

A bill (S. 712) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie M. 
McLauchlan (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 713) granting an increase of pension to Ephraim 
A. Gordon; 

A bill (S. 714) granting an increase of pension to Susie Place; 

A bill (S. 715) granting a pension to Georgia A. Rollins; 

A bill (S. 716) granting an increase of pension to Theodore H. 
Hanson (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 717) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Tuck (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 718) for the relief of the 
Downings Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Oak Hall, 
Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 719) granting a pension to William R. Dority; 

A bill (S. 720) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Jickling (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 721) granting an increase of pension to Orange 8. 
Mason (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 722) restoring to the pension roll the name of Annis 
Bailey, widow of Abram R. Ward (with an accompanying 
paper) ; 

A bill (S. 723) to amend section 4708 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States in relation to pensions to remarried 
widows; 

A bill (S. 724) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Parker ; 

8 F at (S. 725) granting an increase of pension to William M. 
mith ; 

A bill (S. 726) granting an increase of pension to Ransom M. 
Fillmore; and 

A bill (S. 727) granting an increase of pension to Jasper H. 
Keys. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 728) to correct the mili- 
tary record of James W. Houser; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 729) for the relief of George H. 
White; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs : 

A bill (S. 730) for the relief of Charles T. Trowbridge, 
George D. Walker, and John A. Trowbridge ; 

A bill (S. 731) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Daniel W. Seal; 

A bill (S. 732) for the establishment of a national park and 
cemetery at Fort Ridgely, in the State of Minnesota ; 

A bill (S. 733) granting an honorable discharge to Jacob 
Niebels ; 

A bill (S. 734) for the relief of Sylvester D. Foss; and 

A bill (S. 735) to correct the military record of Maurice J. 
O’Brine. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 736) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Minneapolis, in the State 
of Minnesota ; 

A bill (S. 737) to provide for the purchase of an additional 
site for the enlargement of the Federal building at Duluth, in 
the State of Minnesota ; 

A bill (S. 738) for the erection of a public building at Red 
Wing, Minn. ; and 

A bill (S. 739) for the erection of a public building at Fari- 
bault, Minn. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs: 

A bill (S. 740) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
fulfill certain treaty stipulations with the Chippewa Indians of 
Lake Superior and the Mississippi, and making appropriation 
for the same; 

A bill (S. 741) for the relief of Rev. Charles Wright; and 

A bill (S. 742) for the relief of Samuel J. Brown and Susan 
F. Brown. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
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ay read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
aims: 

A bill (S. 743) for the relief of Henry C. Block; 

A bill (S. 744) for the relief of Edward H. Ozmun; 

A bill (S. 745) for the relief of Herman W. Reichow; 

A bill (S. 746) for the relief of Porter Brothers; and 

A bill (S. 7) for the relief of the heirs of Rinaldo Johnson 
and Ann E. Johnson, deceased. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary : 

A bill (S. 748) to provide for the distribution of the reports of 
the United States circuit courts of appeals and of the United 
States circuit and district courts to certain officers of the United 
States, and for other purposes: 

A bill (S. 749) to provide for the distribution of the Federal 
Cases in the United States courts; and 

A bill (S. 750) to amend chapter 109 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, approved January 30, 1897, relating to the 
sale of intoxicating drinks to Indians, providing penalties there- 
for, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 751) to authorize the erec- 
tion of a monument at Lundys Lane to the memory of Capt. 
Abraham F. Hull; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Peusions : 

A bill (S. 752) to extend the United States pension laws to 
the participants in the battles of New Ulm and Fort Ridgely, 
Minn., in the Sioux war of 1862; 

A bill (S. 753) to amend an act entitled “An act granting 
pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for 
the performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions 
to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,” approved 
June 27, 1890; 

A bill (S. 754) granting an increase of pension to L. P. 
Storms; 

A bill (S. 755) granting an increase of pension to Marzovan 
J. Secord ; 

A bill (S. 756) granting a pension to Jacob Niebels; 

A bill (S. 757) granting a pension to Eliza Houghton; 

A bill (S. 758) granting a pension to Aletta Joel; 

A bill (S. 759) granting a pension to Adoniram C. Harper; 

A bill (S. 760) granting a pension to Sophia Hutchins; 

A bill (S. 761) granting an increase of pension to David 
P. R. Strong; 

A bill (S. 762) granting a pension to Frederick S. Cham- 
berlain; 

A bill (S. 763) granting a pension to Ernestine Lavigne; 

A bill (S. 764) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Carney ; 

A bill (S. 765) granting a pension to Hannah C. Mowry: 

A bill (S. 766) granting an increase of pension to John 
Burns: 

A bill (S. 767) granting a pension to Frances E. Truesdell ; 

A bill (S. 768) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Rhoads; 

A bill (S. 769) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Stewart; 

A bill (S. 770) granting an increase of pension to Samuel P. 
Starrett; 

A bill (S. 771) granting an increase of pension to S. G. 
Kreidler ; 

A bill (S. 772) granting an increase of pension to Jerusha 
Hayward Brown; 

A bill (S. 773) granting a pension to George F. Steffens; 

A bill (S. 774) granting an increase of pension to August 
Krueger ; 

A bill (S. 775) granting a pension to Margaret S. Sturges; 

A bill (S. 776) granting a pension to Isabella McGookin; and 

A bill (S. 777) granting an increase of pension to Byron 
Lent. 

Mr. HEMENWAY introduced a bill (S. 778) to provide for 
the appointment of an additional district judge in the district 
of Indiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRANDEGER introduced a bill (S. 779) to provide for 
the purehase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Wallingford, in the State of Connecticut; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 780) for the relief of the estate 
of Eliza A. White; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 
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He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
rend twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

A bill (S. 781) authorizing the President to appoint Lieut. 
Commander Frederick Augustus Miller, retired, United States 
Navy, & commander on the retired list; and 

A bill (S. 782) relating to appointments to the Naval Acad- 
emy, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BRANDEGEDB introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

S A bill (S. 783) granting an increase of pension to Moses H. 
awyer; 

A bill (S. 784) granting an increase of pension to George L. 


ey; 

A bill (S. 785) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
C. Pierce; 
an bill (S. 786) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 

arvey ; 
me bill (S. 787) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 

rnst ; 
Ta 5 (S. 788) granting an increase of pension to Edward P. 
etcalf; 

A bill (S. 789) granting a pension to Mary E. Wolf; 

A bill (S. 790) granting an increase of pension to William 
Beukler ; 

A bill (S. 791) granting an increase of pension to William S. Ely; 

A bill (S. 792) granting an increase of pension to Thomas L. 
Ward; and 

A bill (S. 793) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Martinus. 

Mr. BRANDEGED introduced a bill (S. 794) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Robert Burnet; which was read 
epice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. CLAY introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds : 

A bill (S. 795) for a public building at the city of Albany, 
Ga., and appropriating money therefor ; 

A bill (S. 796) to provide for a public building in the city of 
Marietta, Ga. ; 

A bill (S. 797) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Americus, Ga., and ap- 
propriating money therefor ; 

A bill (S. 798) to provide for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Griffin, Ga. ; 

A bill (S. 799) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Dalton, in the State of 
Georgia; and 

A bill (S. 800) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Atlanta, Ga. 

Mr. CLAY introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
8 read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 801) for the relief of the heirs of Augustus and 
Christine Rich, deceased (with accompanying papers): 

A bill (S. 802) for the relief of Wellborn Echols (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 803) for the relief of Elizabeth A. C. Galloway; 

A bill (S. 804) for the relief òf the heirs of George Winfrey, 
deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 805) for the relief of Sibini Jones. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 806) authorizing the erec- 
tion of a post-office building at Gainesville, Ga.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 807) authorizing the erection 
of a court-house and post-office building at Valdosta, Ga.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Comenit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 808) for the relief of the estate of John McCul- 
lough, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 809) for the relief of the estate of Ira W. Mc- 
Cutchen, deceased ; $ 

A bill (S. 810) for the relief of the heirs at law of Charles 
Evans, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 811) for the relief of the heirs at law of John G. 
Lawton, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 812) for the relief of B. C. Green; 

A bill (S. 813) for the relief of the heirs at law of Allen 
Tarver, deceased ; 
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A bill (S. 814) for the relief of the heirs at law of Mary A. 
Cameron and John Cameron, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 815) for the relief of Virgil H. Burns; 

A bill (S. 816) for the relief of the heirs at law of Emily R. 
Hathorn, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 817) for the relief of the heirs at law of William 
C. Dixon, deceased; 

A bill (S. 818) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
J. P. Lamar, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 819) for the relief of the Georgia Railroad and 
Banking Company ; and 

A bill (S. 820) for the relief of John Scarborough. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 821) for the relief of Edwin 
Bell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents, 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 822) granting a pension 
to Michael V. Hennessy ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 1) for the 
erection of a monument to the memory of Dorothea Lynde Dix; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 2) re- 
questing the President to acquire, by annexation or otherwise, 
the island of Santo Domingo and the dependencies of Santo 
Domingo and Haiti; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 3) set- 
ting aside one-half of the unappropriated public lands in the 
Philippine Islands belonging to the United States as a perma- 
nent public free school fund; which was read the first time by 
its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 

Whereas according to the report of the War Department there are 
in the Philippine Islands 69,000,000 acres of unappropriated public 
lands belonging to the United States; and 

Whereas under existing law said land may be disposed of by the 
government of the Philippine Islands on such terms as it may pre- 
scribe consistently with the provisions of said law; and 

Whereas there is no existing law setting apart any portion of said 
lands or the proceeds of the sale or lease thereof exclusively for edu- 
cational purposes; and 

Whereas it is essential now, before said lands are appropriated for 
other purposes, to create therewith a permanent fund for the support 
of an efficient system of public free schools: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Repre- 
sentatives alge arash That one-half of the said unappropriated pub- 
lic lands in the Vhilippine Islands belonging to the United States is 
hereby set apart as a permanent public free school fund for the inhab- 
itants of said islands, and no part of said lands shall hereafter be 
granted, sold, or in any other manner disposed of unless at the same 
time an equal quantity shall be set apart and segregated as a per- 
manent public free school fund for the fnhabitants of said islands in a 
manner to be prescribed by a neral law of the government of the 
Philippine Islands and approved by the President and the Congress of 
the United States. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 4) to pro- 
vide for the printing of a digest of the decisions of the Court of 
Claims, together with the rules of practice of and the statutes 
relating to that court; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 5) grant- 
ing permission for the erection of a monument in Washington. 
D. C., for the ornamentation of the national capital and the 
honor of Gen. Montgomery Cunningham Meigs; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 6) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to cause a survey or surveys to 
be made to determine the practicability and cost of a tide-water 
ship canal across the State of Florida; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 7) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Navy to present the bell of the 
late United States sloop of war Germantown to the Site and 
Relic Society, of Germantown, Pa.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

THE MERCHANT MARINE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am directed by the Mer- 
chant Marine Commission to introduce a bill, which I ask shall 
be read twice, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 529) to promote the national defense, to create 
a force of naval volunteers, to establish American ocean mail 
lines to foreign markets, to promote commerce, and to provide 
revenue from tonnage was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent, out of order, 
to present the final report of the Merchant Marine Commission 
in support of the bill which I have just introduced. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 


asks unanimous consent to present, in connection with the bill 
just introduced, the final report of the Merchant Marine Com- 
mission. Without objection, the request is granted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The report will be printed? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce and printed. 


REPORT ON LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSMION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Industrial Expositions, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State covering 
statements showing the receipts and disbursements of the Louisiana 
Purchase Exposition Company for the months of November and De- 
cember, 1904, and the months of January, February, March, and April, 
1905, furnished by the Louisiana Purchase Exposition Commission, in 

ursuance of section 11 of the Act to provide for celebrating the one 
undredth anniversary of the purchase of the Louisiana territory,’ 
etc., approved March 3, 1901. 


THE WHITE HoUsE, December 6, 1905. 
REPORT OF GOVERNOR OF PORTO RICO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be 
printed. 

The Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, the Fifth 
Annual Report of the Governor of Porto Rico, covering the period from 
July 1, 1904, to June 30, 1905. 


Tun Waite House, December 6, 1905. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—ANN P. KILBOURNE. 
On motion of Mr. WARREN, it was 


Ordered, That on the application of Ann P. Kilbourne she is au- 
thorized to withdraw from the files of the Senate all papers accom- 
panying Senate bill 3629, Fifty-fifth Congress, second session, entitled 
A pill granting a pension to Mrs. Ann P. Kilbourne,” there haying 
been no adverse report thereon. 


INTERSTATE RAILROAD INCORPORATION. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I offer the resolution which I send to the 
desk, and ask that it may lie upon the table. I give notice that 
I shall hereafter call it up in order that I may submit some 
remarks upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Nevada will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission frame and re- 
port to the Congress of the United States, within twenty days after the 
passage of this resolution, a national incorporation act for railroads 
engaged in interstate commerce, providing, among other things, as 
follows: 

First. For the construction of Interstate railroads throughout the 
United States, the amount of bonds and stock to be issued by such 
national corporations to be determined by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, and not to exceed in any event the actual cost of such 
railroads. 

Second. For the consolidation of railroads now engaged in interstate 
commerce, the amount of stock and bonds issued for such consolidation 
to be approved by the Interstate Commerce Commission, and not to 
exceed in any event the actual value of the railroads consolidated, 
such value to be determined by the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Third. For the increase of the issues of bonds or stock by such cor- 
porations for the purchase of connecting or intersecting lines, for new 
construction, or for betterment of the roads, the amount of such issue 
of stock and bonds to be determined by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, and not to exceed in any event the cost of such new construc- 
tion, the betterments, or the value of the intersecting or connecting 
lines acquired. 

Fourth, For the imposition of a percentage tax upon the gross re- 
ceipts of all such corporations in lieu of all taxes upon the property of 
such railroad corporations and their bonds and capital stock, and in 
lieu of all taxes upon the bonds and shares of stock of such railroad 
companies in the hands of bondholders or stockholders, the 8 of 
such railroads and their bonds and stocks to be entirely exempt fro 
State, county, or municipal taxation, save as permitted by such incor- 
poration act, and for a just 2 of distributing such taxes among the 
States in which such railroads operate upon some equitable basis, such 
percentage to be so adjusted, if practicable, as to 3 in the aggro- 
gate an amount equal to the taxes now paid by such railroads, and to 
be increased gradually through a period of ten years, until it reaches 
an aggregate of 5 per cent opon the gross receipts of such Eor pora toni 

Fifth. For a limitation of the dividends of such corporations to 4 
per cent on the capital stock, three-fourths of all surplus earnings 
over 4 per cent per annum to be ty tee with the approval of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, to betterments, increase of wages, or 
reduction in rates, and one-fourth thereof to be applied from time to 
time, with the approval of the Interstate Commerce Commission, to 
extra dividends, no reduction of rates to be made by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission which will imperil such dividends of 4 per cent. 

Sixth. For the creation of a pension fund for railroad employees 
disqualified either by Injury or by age for active service, by setting 
aside a percentage of the gross receipts of the railroads in a fund in 
the Treasury, to be invested according to rules and regulations made 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission, such pension system to be 
devised, changed, and modified from time to time by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 
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Seventh. For the exercise by the Interstate Commerce Commission of 


the powers of a board of conciliation in all disputes between such 
railroad corporations and their pire des as to compensation, hours 
of labor, and protection of life and limb. 

Eighth. For the deposit in the United States Treasury a rail- 
road companies of all sums collected in excess of the rates fixed by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission pending the determination of suits 
arising from rate reduction, such aeron to remain in the Treasur 
until the final determination of the suit, and to be returned to the rail- 
road if such determination is in its favor, but if the decision is against 
the railroad such deposit to be turned over to the pension fund for 
railroad employces. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
Nevada, the resolution will lie over. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I ask that the resolution 
iie upon the table, and I give notice that I will ask leave to ad- 
dress the Senate on the resolutions on Monday next. 

Mr. SPOONER, I want to ask the Senator if that is really a 
sericus proposition? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Entirely so. 

Mr. SPOONER. It would be hard to believe, but for the Sena- 
tors statement. I think he has large views upon this subject and 
plan, and he evidently knows very precisely what he wants in a 
bill. I should much dislike, Mr. President, to vote for a resolu- 
tien instructing or requesting—it ought to be requesting and not 
instructing, because we have no right to instruct the Interstate 
Commerce Commission—requesting the Commission to draw for 
the Senate a bill which the Senator’s resolution indicates he 
himself could draw with perfect accuracy. I think there has 
never been, certainly there never has been since I have been a 
member of the Senate, any precedent for such a proposition—I 
am not talking about the merits of the Senator’s proposed bill— 
but I certainly have no knowledge of any previous proposition 
in which the Senate has requested some outside body—a com- 
mission or anybody else outside of the Senate—to draw for it a 
bill. That is why I asked the Senator if he really meant 
seriously to have this resolution passed requesting the Interstate 
Commerce Commission to draw such a bill as he has indicated. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will say in answer to the Senator that 
it is immaterial to me whether the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission frames the bill or whether the Interstate Commerce 
Committee of the Senate frames the bill, or whether an indi- 
vidual member of this body frames the bill. In any event it 
will be considered by the proper committee and in the Senate, 
and can then be rejected or amended or modified. 

I have given serious consideration to the question of framing 
a national incorporation act, but I feared that if I attempted 
to present such a bill to this body its attention might be directed 
to the details of the bill rather than to the essential principles, 
and that the latter might be lost sight of in the confusion of 
debate. Hence I concluded to present the essential principles, 
of a national incorporation act to the Senate in some form with- 
out all the details that are inyolved in a long incorporation act. 
Senators are aware how long these acts are and how many 
details they cover, and as I wished to address myself simply to 
the essential principles, I thought this would be the simplest 
form. 

I might have suggested that a joint commission frame and 
report such a bill—a commission composed of Senators and 
Representatives—and to such a commission possibly might haye 
been added experts in railroad management; but my observa- 
tion of the Interstate Commerce Commission in the hearings 
we have had before the Interstate Commerce Committee is that 
there is no body anywhere in this country better qualified to 
frame an incorporation act than that Commission, which cer- 
tainly has had more experience with railroads than any other 
body in the service of the United States. I do not see why we 
should hesitate to avail ourselves of their knowledge and ex- 
perience in the mere framing of a bill. I do not see how it 
detracts at all from the dignity of the Senate to call upon an 
executive body to give the Senate the benefit of their knowl- 
edge and of their experience in a matter of this kind. But that, 
of course, is to be left to the Senate. If they should approve 
of the principles involved in this resolution, and if some Sen- 
ator can suggest some other method of framing a bill, or some 
other body by which it shall be framed, of course it makes no 
difference to me. My only concern is that we should enter 
upon legislation inyolying the essential principles to which I 
have called attention in the resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. May I ask the Senator what power the Sen- 
ate has to direct the Interstate Commerce Commission to draft 
bills for the Senate? Of course the Senate might request it, 
being in need, probably, as the Senator thinks, of outside as- 
sistance in regard to drafting such legislation. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. So far as I am concerned, I will say that 
I e glad to have any competent man aid me in drawing 
a 


Mr. SPOONER. Of course the Senator has a right to ask 
such assistance in drafting a bill, but this is a resolution of the 
Senate directing the Commission—* requesting” would be just 
the same, only a little worse, from my standpoint—to draw such 
a bill for the use of this body. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada 
a question. I want to know what our condition would be if the 
one Commerce Commission should decline to draw the 
bill? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will consider that question when the 
contingency arises. I am sure it is the commonest thing in 
legislation, both in the Senate and in the House of Representa- 
tives, to consider bills that haye been presented by the Execu- 
tive Departments of the Government. Such bills go to the 
proper committees and receive consideration. It would be en- 
tirely within the province of this Commission, which is charged 
by law with the duty of making recommendations to Congress 
regarding such matters, to frame a bill and to send it to the 
Congress of the United States urging its passage. It can do 
that, and it seems to me it would be entirely proper for us to 
ask them to frame such a bill; but that is a matter of detail to 
which I attach no importance. The resolution is here and can 
be amended in any form so as to secure the framing of such a 
bill by a committee if the Senate so desires. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not want to interfere, but 
I merely wish to say that I shall offer an amendment to that 
resolution when I have an opportunity to do so. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I suppose the resolution has 
gone over under the rule? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed and 
lie on the table. 


RULES FOR PRESENTATION OF ROUTINE MORNING BUSINESS. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that, in 
accordance with the provision of Rule XL, I propose to move an 
amendment to the rules. which will modify Rule VII. For that 
purpose I submit a resolution and ask that it be read, printed, 
and referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The resolution was read, ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the Committee on Rules, as follows: 

Resolved, That the rules of the Senate be amended by adding thereto 
the following: 

Senators having petitions or memorials or bills of a private nature to pre- 
sent may deliver them to the Secretary of the Senate, indorsing upon them 
their name and the reference or disposition to be made thereof. and said 
petitions, memorials, and bills of a private nature shall, with the ap- 
proval of the presiding officer, be entered on the Journal with the names 
of the Senators presenting them, and the Secretary of the Senate shall 
furnish a transcript of such entries to the Official Reporter of Debates for 
publication in the Record. Reports of private pension bills from the 
Committee on Pensions may be delivered to the Secretary of the Senate, 
and by him, with the approval of the presiding officer of the Senate, be 
pla upon the Calendar and entered on the Journal with the names of 
the Senators reporting them, and the Secretary of the Senate shall 
furnish a transcript of such entries to the Official Reporter of Debates for 
publication in the RECORD. 


REGULATION OF INSURANCE. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I present a resolution with 
respect to the insurance question, and ask for its present consid- 
eration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read for the 
information of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not know the nature of the 
resolution, but I merely want to state to the Senator that it is 
very important we should have a short executive session in 
order to refer a great body of nominations. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The resolution is very short, and I think 
there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. LODGE. I thought it might be a resolution of adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. No. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] will be read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate be, and 
is hereby, directed to consider and ag sen to the Senate as soon as may 
be practicable whether the 8 as authority under the Constitu- 
tion to supervise and regulate the business of marine, fire, or life insur- 
ance. 

EXAMINATIONS OF NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I offer a resolution which I send to the 


desk, for which I ask immediate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read for the 
information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Comptroller of the Currency be directed to inform 


the Senate (1) whether all th 
national banks made by the ban 


e reports of the examinations of the 
k examiners since March 4, 1893, have 
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teen preserved in his office; (2) how often the regular examinations 
have made; (8 whether it is the duty of every bank examiner 
to examine the reco and vouchers showing the expenditures for all 
ch bank visited by him; (4) whether it is his duty, if 


Be Rods that a 


moneys have been illegally or ee expended by the 
bank, to state the facts in his report; (5) Whether the a, orl now on 
file made since said date show any payments by any k to any 
political committee or to any chairman, treasurer, or other officer of a 
political committee; and (6) whether such reports show any payments 
of the moneys of a bank to any person upon any voucher, or without 
any voucher, w. the circumstances of the yments su that 
the money paid was to be used to carry on a political campaign or for 
any political purpose; and if any reports now on file show any such 
payments to any political committee, or to a chairman, treasurer, or 
other officer of a political committee, or any Si obec suggesting a use 
of money for 5 .. e or any political purpose, said Comp- 
troller of the Currency is directed to report all the facts in all such 
cases to the Senate, and to inform the Senate what action, if any, has 
— ar as the result of the discovery of any such payments as 

‘oresaid, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, let the resolution go over 
under the rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the resolution will 
go over and be printed, 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest that the resolution 
should be directed not to the Comptroller of the Currency, but 
to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am indifferent as to that, so that I get the 
information I am after. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘The Comptroller of the Currency has no right, 
unless directed by the Secretary of the Treasury, to make a 
report of that character. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am perfectly willing to change the resolu- 
tion and direct it to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. LODGE. Let the resolution go over, Mr. President. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina that he modify his resolution to-morrow in the way I have 
indicated. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will do that. I am indifferent as to the 
form of the resolution; it is the matter I am after. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over and be 
printed. 

POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS BY NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. TILLMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be, and 
is hereby, directed to make inquiry and 1 og to the Senate whether 
since March 4, 1893, any payments have made by any national 
bank or banks to any political committee, or to the chairman, treasurer. 
or other officer of a political committee, or to carry on any political 
campaign, or for any political purpose; and said committee, if such 
pmen wth been made, is directed to report all the facts in detail 
o the Sena 


FUNERAL EXPENSES OF THE LATE SENATOR ORVILLE H. PLATT. 


Mr. BULKELEY submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolwed, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to from the miscellaneous items of the 
contingent fund of the Senate the actual and necessary expenses in- 
curred by the committee appointed by the President of the Senate in 
arranging for and attending the funeral of the late Senator from 
Connecticut, Hon. Oxvitte H. PLarr, upon vouchers to be approved 
by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate the 
intelligence of the death of Hon. Jon M. PINCKNEY, late a 
Representative from the State of Texas, and transmitted resolu- 
tions of the House thereon. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twelve minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE JOHN M. PINCKNEY. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I ask the Chair to lay be- 
fore the Senate the resolutions of the House of Representatives 
relative to the death of Hon. Jonn M. PINCKNEY, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Texas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolutions referred to by the Senator from Texas. They 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


In THE HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
December 5, 1905. 
Resolved, That the House has heard with ick sorrow of the 
death of the Hon. JOHN M. PINCKNEY, late a Representative from the 
basso of Texas. 


wed, That the Clerk of the House be directed to transmit this 
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8 to the Senate, and a copy thereof to the family of the 


ecen. 1 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions 
which I send to the desk, and ask for their present consideration. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas submits 
for present consideration resolutions which will be read. 
The resolutions were read, and considered by unanimous con- 
sent, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. JOHN M. PINCKNEY, late a present- 
ative from the State of Texas. 


Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect to the memory of 
the deceased the Senate do now adjourn. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions submitted by the Senator from Texas, 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and (at 2 o'clock 
and 7 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, December 7, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 6, 1905. 
SECRETARY OF STATE. 


Elihu Root, of New York, to be Secretary of State, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice 
John Hay, deceased. 


SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


Charles Joseph Bonaparte, of Maryland, to be Secretary of the 
Navy, to which office he was appointed during the last recess of 
the Senate, vice Paul.Morton, resigned. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. 


Robert Bacon, of New York, to be Assistant Secretary of 
State, to which office he was appointed during the last recess of 
the Senate, vice Francis B. Loomis, retired. 


ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


John Barrett, of Oregon, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary of the United States to Colombia, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice 
William W. Russell, appointed envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Venezuela. 

John Hicks, of Wisconsin, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Chile, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice 
Henry L. Wilson, appointed envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Belgium. 

Joseph W. J. Lee, of Maryland, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Ecuador, to 
which office he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate, vice Archibald J. Sampson, resigned. 

Charles E. Magoon, of Nebraska, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Panama, to 
which office he was appointed during the last recess of the Sen- 
ate, vice John Barrett, appointed envoy extraordinary and minis- 
ter plenipotentiary to Colombia. 

William W. Russell, of the District of Columbia, to be envoy 
extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States 
to Venezuela, to which office he was appointed during the last 
session of the Senate, vice Herbert W. Bowen, dismissed. 

SECRETARIES OF EMBASSIES. 


R. S. Reynolds Hitt, of Illinois, to be secretary of the em- 
bassy of the United States at Rome, Italy, to which office he 
was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Lewis 
M. Iddings, appointed agent and consul-general at Cairo, Egypt. 

John W. Garrett, of Maryland, to be second secretary of the 
embassy of the United States at Berlin, Germany, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, 
vice R. S. Reynolds Hitt, appointed secretary of the embassy at 
Rome, Italy. 

Paxton P. Hibben, of Indiana, to be third secretary of the 
embassy of the United States at St. Petersburg, Russia, to 
which office he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate, to fill an original vacancy. 


SECRETARIES OF LEGATIONS. 


George L. Lorillard, of Rhode Island, to be secretary of the 
legation of the United States at Copenhagen, Denmark, to which 
office he was appointed during the lase recess of the Senate, 
vice Nelson O'Shaughnessy, appointed third secretary of the 
embassy at Berlin, Germany. 

William F. Sands, of the District of Columbia, to be secre- 
tary of the legation of the United States at Panama, Panama, 
to which office he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate, vice Joseph W. J. Lee, appointed consul-general at 
Panama. 

Henry L, Janes, of Wisconsin, to be second secretary of the 
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legation of the United States at Habana, Cuba; to which office 
he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice 
George L. Lorillard, appointed secretary of the legation at 
Copenhagen, Denmark. 

CONSULS-GENEBAL. 


Lewis M. Iddings, of New York, to be agent and consul-gen- 
eral of the United States at Cairo, Egypt, to which office he was 
appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice John W. 
Riddle, appointed enyoy extraordinary and minister plenipoten- 
tiary to Roumania and Servia. 

Leo Allen Bergholz, of New York, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Beirut, Turkey, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Gabriel Bie 
Rayndal, appointed consul at Dawson City, Yukon Territory, 
Canada. 

George C. Cole, of West Virginia, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Buenos Aires, Argentine Republic, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, 
vice Daniel Mayer, whose nomination was not acted upon by the 
Senate. 

Alfred L. M. Gottschalk, of New York, lately consul at Cal- 
lao, to be consul-general of the United States at Callao, Peru, 
to which office he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate. 

William A. Prickitt, of New Jersey, to be consul-general of 
the United States at Auckland, New Zealand, to which office he 
was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice J. 
Martin Miller, appointed consul at Rheims, France. 

Arnold Shanklin, of Missouri, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Panama, Panama, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Joseph W. J. 
Lee, appointed envoy extraordinary and minister plenipoten- 
tiary to Ecuador. 

CONSULS. 


Theodosius Botkin, of Utah, to be consul of the United States 
at Port Louis, Mauritius, to which office he was appointed dur- 
ing the last recess of the Senate, vice John B. Campbell, re- 
signed. 

G. Jarvis Bowens, of Virginia, to be consul of the United 
States at Guadeloupe, West Indies, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice George B. 
Anderson, appointed consul at Antigua, West Indies. 

George N. Ifft, of Idaho, to be consul of the United States at 
Chatham, Ontario, Canada, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice Charles E. Monteith, 
resigned. 

Felix S. S. Johnson, of New Jersey, to be consul of the United 
States at Puerto Cortes, Honduras, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice William E. 
Alger, appointed consul at Tegucigalpa, Honduras. 

Francis B. Keene, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United 
States at Geneva, Switzerland, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice Horace Lee Washing- 
ton, appointed consul-general at Cape Town, Cape of Good 
Hope. 

James C. Kellogg, of Louisiana, to be consul of- the United 
States at Colon, Panama, to which office he was appointed dur- 
ing the last recess of the Senate, vice Oscar Malmros, appointed 
consul at Rouen, France. 

Albert Leffingwell, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Warsaw, Russia, to which office he was appointed dur- 
ing the last recess of the Senate, vice Clarence Rice Slocum, 
appointed consul at Weimar, Germany. 

John MeMackin, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Georgetown, Guiana, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice Winfield S. Boynton, 
declined. 

Dominic I. Murphy, of the District of Columbia, to be consul 
of the United States at Bordeaux, France, to which office he 
was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Albion 
W. Tourgee, deceased. 5 

J. Martin Miller, of New Jersey, to be consul of the United 
States at Rheims, France, to which office he was appointed dur- 
ing the last recess of the Senate, vice William A. Prickitt, ap- 
pointed consul-general at Auckland, New Zealand. 

Mason Mitchell, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Chungking, China, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice Harold S. Lyon, de- 
clined. 

Maxwell K. Moorhead, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the 
United States at St. Thomas, Ontario, Canada, to which office 
he was appointed đuring the last recess of the Senate, vice 
Roland J. Hemmick, appointed commercial agent at Peter- 
borough, Ontario, Canada, 


Thomas P, Moffat, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at La Guaira, Venezuela, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice Carl Bailey Hurst, ap- 
pointed consul at Plauen, Germany. 

Gabriel Bie Rayndal, of South Dakota, to be consul of the 
United States at Dawson City, Yukon Territory, Canada, to 
which office he was appointed during the last recess of the Sen- 
ate, vice Leo Allen Bergholz, appointed consul-general at Beirut, 
Turkey. 

Bertil M. Rasmusen, of Iowa, to be consul of the United 
States at Stavanger, Norway, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, to fill an original vacancy. 

John B. Richardson, of Kansas, to be consul of the United 
States at Jalapa, Mexico, to which office he was appointed dur- 
ing the last recess of the Senate, to fill an original yacancy. 

Edwin W. Trimmer, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Cape Gracias 4 Dios (Port Deitrick), Nicaragua, to 
which office he was appointed during the last recess of the Sen- 
ate, to fill an original vacancy. 

Thomas B. Van Horne, of Ohio, to be consul of the United 
States at Rosario, Argentine Republic, to which office he was 
appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice James M, 
Ayers, resigned. 

Howard D. Van Sant, of New Jersey, to be consul of the 
United States at Kingston, Ontario, Canada, to which office he 
was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Marshall 
H. Twitchell, deceased. 

Herbert R. Wright, of Iowa, to be consul of the United 
States at Utilla, Honduras, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice John B. Richardson, 
appointed consul at Jalapa, Mexico. 

Evan E. Young, of South Dakota, to be consul of the United 
States at Harput, Turkey, to which office he was appointed dur- 
ing the last recess of the Senate, vice Thomas H. Ncxton, ap- 
pointed consul at Smyrna, Turkey. 

William Harrison Bradley, of Illinois, now consul-general at 
Manchester, to be consul of the United States at Manchester, 
England. This is a change of grade. 

Frank Dillingham, of California, now consul at Aix la Cha- 
pelle, to be consul of the United States at Stuttgart, Wiirtem- 
berg, vice Edward H. Ozmun, nominated to be consul-general 
at Coburg. 

Pierre Paul Demers, of New Hampshire, to be consul of the 
United States at Barranquilla, Colombia, to which office he was 
appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice James C. 
Kellogg, declined. 

Chester Donaldson, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Port Limon, Costa Rica, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Pierre Paul 
Demers, appointed consul at Barranquilla, Colombia. 

Milo A. Jewett, of Massachusetts, now consul at Sivas, to be 
consul of the United States at Trebizond, Turkey, vice Edward 
J. Sullivan, retired. 

John Edward Jones, of the District of Columbia, to be consul 
of the United States at Dalny, Manchuria, vice Edwin V. Mor- 
gan, appointed envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary 
to Korea. 

Pendleton King, of North Carolina, to be consul of the United 
States at Aix la Chapelle, Germany, vice Frank Dillingham, 
nominated to be consul at Stuttgart. 

Gebhard Willrich, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United 
States at St. John, New Brunswick, Canada, to which office 
he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Ira 
B. Myers, resigned. 

Harry A. Conant, of Michigan, to be consul of the United 
States at Windsor, Ontario, Canada, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Roland J. 
Hemmick, appointed consul at St. Thomas, Ontario, Canada. 

Benjamin F. Chase, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the 
United States at Catania, Italy, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice Alexander Heingartner, 
appointed consul at Guelph, Ontario, Canada. 

Edward A. Creevey, of Connecticut, to be consul of the United 
States at Yarmouth, Nova Scotia, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Martin J. 
Carter, deceased. 

James W. Davidson, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United 
States at Antung, China, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate. This is a reappointment. 

James E. Dunning, of Maine, to be consul of the United States 
at Milan, Italy, to which office he was appointed during the last 
recess of the Senate, vice Harlan W. Brush, retired. 

Thomas D. Edwards, of South Dakota, to be consul of the 
United States at Ciudad Juarez, Mexico, to which office he was 
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appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Charles W. 
Kindrick, deceased. 

William W. Handley, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Trinidad, West Indies, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Alvin Smith, 
removed. 

Ernest L. Harris, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States 
at Chemnitz, Saxony, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice Joseph F. Monaghan, resigned. 

Joseph A. Howells, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States 
at Turks Island, West Indies, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice Thomas P. Moffat, 
appointed consul at La Guaira, Venezuela. 

Alexander Heingartner, of Ohio, to be consul of the United 
States at Guelph, Ontario, Canada, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Howard D. 
Van Sant, appointed consul at Kingston, Ontario, Canada. 

Carl Bailey Hurst, of the District of Columbia, to be consul 
of the United States at Plauen, Germany, to which office he was 
appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Hugo 
Muench, resigned. 

Thornwell Haynes, of South Carolina, to be consul of the 
United States at Nanking, China, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Daniel 8. 
Kidder, removed. 

Louis Hostetter, of Nebraska, to be consul of the United 
States at Hermosillo, Mexico, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, to fill an original vacancy. 

William H. Michael, of Nebraska, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Calcutta, India, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Stanley Stoner, 
declined. 

Edward H. Ozmun, of Minnesota, now consul at Stuttgart, 
to be consul-general of the United States at Coburg, Germany, 
vice Henry D. Saylor, resigned. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


George H. Lyman, of Massachusetts, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State 
of Massachusetts. (Reappointment.) 

Rufus A. Soule, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs 
for the district of New Bedford, in the State of Massachusetts, 
in place of George F. Bartlett, deceased. Mr. Soule is now 
serving under a temporary commission issued during the recess 
of the Senate. 

James E. B. Stuart, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Newport News, in the State of Virginia, in place 
of Jesse W. Elliott, deceased. Mr. Stuart is now serving under 
a temporary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 


ASSISTANT COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


John Doscher, of New Jersey, to be assistant collector of cus- 
toms at Jersey City, N. J., in the district of New York, in the 
State of New York, to succeed John Rotherham, resigned. Mr. 
Doscher is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 


Thomas B. McLemore, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs 
for the port of Knoxville, in the State of Tennessee, to succeed 
Elijah W. Adkins, resigned. Mr. McLemore is now serving 
under a temporary commission issued during the recess of the 
Senate. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


First Lieut. Johnstone Hamilton Quinan to be a captain in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from July 1, 1905, to succeed David H. Jarvis, resigned. 
Mr. Quinan is now serving under a temporary commission is- 
sued during the recess of the Senate. 

First Lieut. Byron L. Reed to be a captain in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such from April 
29, 1905, to succeed Charles A. Abbey, retired. Mr. Reed is 
now serving under a temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate. 

First Lieut. James L. Sill to be a captain in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such from April 
1, 1905, to succeed Orin D. Myrick, retired. Mr. Sill is now 
serving under a temporary commission issued during the recess 
of the Senate. 

Second Lieut. Leonard Taylor Cutter to be a first lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from April 29, 1905, to succeed Byron Laverne Reed, pro- 
moted. Mr. Cutter is now serving under a temporary commis- 
sion issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Second Lieut. Harry G. Hamlet to be a first lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 


from March 28, 1905, to succeed David H. Jarvis, promoted. 
Mr. Hamlet is now serving under a temporary commission is- 
sued during the recess of the Senate. 

Second Lieut. William Edwin At Lee to be a first lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from July 1, 1905, to succeed Johnstone Hamilton Quinan, 
promoted. Mr. At Lee is now serving under a temporary com- 
mission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Second Lieut. Randolph Ridgely, jr., to be a first lieutenant 
in the Revenne-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from April 1, 1905, to succeed James Louis Sill, promoted. 
Mr. Ridgely is now serving under a temporary commission is- 
sued during the recess of the Senate. 

Third Lieut. Thaddeus Greaves Crapster to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
rank as such from April 16, 1905, to succeed Richard Matthews 
Sturdevant, resigned. Mr. Crapster is now serving under a 
temporary commission issued duing the recess of the Senate. 

Third Lieut. Cecil Maunsel Gabbett to be a second lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from April 1, 1905, to succeed Randolph Ridgley, jr., pro- 
moted. Mr. Gabbett is now serving under a temporary com- 
mission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Third Lieut. William Albert Whittier to be a second lieuten- 
ant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank 
as such from March 28, 1905, to succeed Harry Gabriel Hamlet, 
promoted. Mr. Whittier is now serving under a temporary com- 
mission issued during the recess of the Senate. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Frank Lynn Austin, of Michigan, to be a third lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from August 4, 1905, to succeed Thaddeus Greaves Crap- 
ster, promoted. Mr. Austin is now serving under a temporary 
commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

James Albert Alger, of Massachusetts, to be a third lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from August 4, 1905, to succeed Cecil Maunsell Gabbett, 
promoted. Mr. Alger is now serving under a temporary com- 
mission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Ralph Waldo Dempwolf, of Pennsylvania, to be a third lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
rank as such from October 23, 1905. Mr. Dempwolf is now 
serving under a temporary commission issued during the recess 
of the Senate. 

Le Roy Reinburg, of the District of Columbia, to be a third 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, 
to rank as such from October 23, 1905. Mr. Reinburg is now 
serving under a temporary commission issued during the recess 
of the Senate. 

Howard Eugene Rideout, of Massachusetts, to be a third lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
rank as such from October 23, 1905. Mr. Rideout is now serv- 
ing under a temporary commission issued during the recess of 
the Senate. 

William Clayton Ward, of the District of Columbia, to be a 
third Heutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from October 27, 1905. Mr. Ward is now 
serving under a temporary commission issued during the recess 
of the Senate. 

Roger Chew Weightman, of California, to be a third lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
rank as such from October 23, 1905. Mr. Weightman is now 
serying under a temporary commission issued during the recess 
of the Senate. 

William Benjamin Cothran, of South Carolina, to be a sec- 
ond assistant engineer, with the rank of third lieutenant, in the 
Reyenue-Cutter Service of the United States to succeed George 
Melvin Kohler, resigned. Mr. Cothran is now serving under a 
temporary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

John Thomas Carr, of Massachusetts, to be a second assist- 
ant engineer, with the rank of third lieutenant, in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States. Mr. Carr is now serving 
under a temporary commission issued during the recess of the 
Senate. 

Charles Iven Day, of Maine, to be a second assistant engineer, 
with the rank of third lieutenant, in the Revenue-Cutter Service 
of the United States, to succeed Robert Bradford Adams, pro- 
moted. Mr. Day is now serving under a temporary commission 
issued during the recess of the Senate. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL 

SERVICE. 


Asst. Surg. Thomas D. Berry to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States, to rank as such from March 24, 1905. Mr, Berry. 
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is now serving under a temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. Baylis H. Earle to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from April 13, 1905. Mr. Earle is now 
serving under a temporary commission issued during the re- 
cess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. Edward Francis to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from June 23, 1905. Mr. Francis is 
now serving under a temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. Mervin W. Glover to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States, to rank as such from April 13, 1905. Mr. Glover 
is now serving under a temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. John D. Long to be a passed assistant surgeon in 
the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from April 14, 1905. Mr. Long is now 
serving under a temporary commission issued during the recess 
of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. George W. McCoy to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from June 27, 1905. Mr. McCoy is now 
serving under a temporary commission issued during the recess 
of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. Allan J. McLoughlin to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States, to rank as such from April 10, 1905. Mr. Mc- 
Loughlin is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. Claude C. Pierce to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from June 27, 1905. Mr. Pierce is now 
serving under a temporary commission issued during the recess 
of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. Benjamin S. Warren to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States, to rank as such from June 25, 1905. Mr. Warren 
is now serving under a temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL 
SERVICE. 


Hugh de Valin, of the District of Columbia, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of 
the United States. Mr. de Valin is now serving under a tem- 
porary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Marshall C. Guthrie, of North Carolina, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States. Mr. Guthrie is now serving under a temporary 
commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Henry D. Long, of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States. Mr. Long is now serving under a temporary commis- 
sion issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Egil T. Olsen, of Illinois, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 
Mr. Olsen is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

Edwin V. Morgan, of New York, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Cuba, to 
which office he was appointed during the last recess of the Sen- 
ate, vice Herbert G. Squiers, resigned. 

Henry W. Furniss, of Indiana, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Haiti, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice 
William F. Powell, resigned. 

SECRETARIES OF LEGATIONS. 

Roger Sherman Gates Boutell, of Illinois, now secretary. of 
the legation at Berne, Switzerland, to be secretary of the lega- 
tion of the United States to the Netherlands and Luxemburg, 
vice Paul Grand d’Hauteville, nominated to be secretary of the 
legation at Berne. 

Paul Grand d'Hauteville, of Rhode Island, now secretary of 
the legation to the Netherlands and Luxemburg, to be secretary 
of the legation of the United States at Berne, Switzerland, vice 
Roger Sherman Gates Boutell, nominated to be secretary. of the 
legation to the Netherlands and Luxemburg. 

_UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 

Joseph L. B. Alexander, of Arizona, to be United States 

attorney for the Territory of Arizona, to which position he was 


appointed during the last recess of the Senate, in the place of 
Frederick S. Nave, nominated to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of Arizona. 

Daniel W. Baker, of Maryland, to be United States attorney 
for the District of Columbia, who was appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate, in the place of Morgan H. Beach, 
resigned. 

Farish Carter Tate, of Georgia, to be United States attorney 
for the northern district of Georgia, vice Edgar A. Angier, whose 
term will expire December 17, 1905. 

Wade S. Stanfield, of Indian Territory, to be United States 
attorney for the northern district of Indian Territory, who 
was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, in the place 
of Pliny L. Soper, resigned. 

Harry J. Bone, of Kansas, to be United States attorney for 
the district of Kansas, vice John S. Dean, whose term will 
expire December 16, 1905. 

James H. Tinsley, of Kentucky, to be United States attorney 
for the eastern district of Kentucky. A reappointment, his 
term expiring December 16, 1905. 

Reuben D. Hill, of Kentucky, to be United States attorney 
for the western district of Kentucky. A reappointment, his 
term expiring February 21, 1906. 

Arba S. Van Valkenburgh, of Missouri, to be United States at- 
torney for the western district of Missouri, who was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate in the place of William 
Warner, resigned. 

A. George Avery, of Washington, to be United States attor- 
ney for the eastern district of Washington, who was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate. An original appointment 
under the provisions of the act approved March 2, 1905, en- 
titled “An act to divide Washington into two judicial districts.” 

Elliott Northcott, of West Virginia, to be United States at- 
torney for the southern district of West Virginia, who was ap- 
poined during the last recess of the Senate in the place of 
George W. Atkinson, resigned. 

CIRCUIT JUDGE. 


Elmer B. Adams, of Missouri, to be United States circuit 
judge for the eighth judicial cireuit, who was appointed during 
the Jast recess of the Senate in the place of Amos M. ‘Thayer, 
deceased. 

ASSISTANT TO THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


Milton D. Purdy, of Minnesota, to be assistant to the Attor- 
ney-General, who was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate in place of William A. Day, resigned. 


JUDGE OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 
George W. Atkinson, of West Virginia, to be judge of -the 


Court of Claims, who was appointed during the last recess of 
the Senate, in the place of Lawrence Weldon, deceased. 


COMMISSIONER TO REVISE THE LAWS. 

John L. Lott, of Ohio, to be a commissioner to revise the laws 
of the United States, to which position he was appointed dur- 
ing the last recess of the Senate, in the place of Alexander C. 
Botkin, deeeased. 

ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

Charles W. Russell, of West Virginia, to be Assistant Attor- 
ney-General, who was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate, in the place of Milton D. Purdy, nominated to be as- 
sistant to the Attorney-General. 

DISTRICT JUDGE. 

James Wickersham, of Alaska, to be judge of the district 
court of the district of Alaska, and assign him to division No. 3. 
Mr. Wickersham was nominated for reappointment to this posi- 
tion at the second session of the Fifty-eighth Congress, but 
failed of confirmation. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICES. 

Frederick S. Nave, of Arizona, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Arizona, to which position be 
was appointed during the last recess of the Senate in the place 
of Eugene A. Tucker, resigned. 

Louis E. McComas, of Maryland, to be associate justice of the 
court of appeals of the District of Columbia, who was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate in the place of Martin F. 
Morris, resigned. 

DISTRICT JUDGES. 


Gustavus A. Finkelnburg, of Missouri, to be United States 
district judge for the eastern district of Missouri, who was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate in the place of 
amor B. Adams, nominated to be circuit judge for the eighth 

c 

Charles E. Wolverton, of Oregon, to be United States district 
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judge for the district of Orgeon, to which position he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate in the place of 
Charles B. Bellinger, deceased. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL OF PORTO RICO. 


Frank Feuille, of Porto Rico, to be attorney-general of Porto 
Rico, who was appointed during the last recess of the Senate in 
the place of A. G. Stewart, resigned. 


MARSHALS, 


Pope M. Long, of Alabama, to be United States marshal for 
the northern district of Alabama, vice Daniel N. Cooper, whose 
term will expire January 13, 1906. 

James H. Judkins, of Alabama, to be United States marshal 
for the middle district of Alabama, vice Leander J. Bryan, 
whose term will expire January 30, 1906. 

Benjamin F. Daniels, of Arizona, to be United States marshal 
for the Territory of Arizona, who was appointed during the last 
recess of the Senate in the place of Myron H. McCord, resigned. 

Walter H. Johnson, of Georgia, to be United States marshal 
for the northern district of Georgia. A reappointment, his term 
expiring December 17, 1905. 

George W. Long, of Kentucky, to be United States marshal 
for the western district of Kentucky, vice Addison D. James, 
whose term will expire December 16, 1905. 

Stephen G. Sharp, of Kentucky, to be United States marshal 
for the eastern district of Kentucky. A reappointment, his 
term expiring January 12, 1906. 

James F. Shea, of North Dakota, to be United States marshal 
for the district of North Dakota, vice John E. Haggart, deceased. 

Charles J. Reed, of Oregon, to be United States marshal for 
the district of Oregon, who was appointed during the last recess 
of the Senate in place of Walter F. Matthews, removed. 

Harry S. Hubbard, of Porto Rico, to be United States mar- 
shal for the district of Porto Rico, who was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate in the place of Edward S. Wilson, 
resigned. 

Seth Bullock, of South Dakota, to be United States marshal 
for the district of South Dakota, vice Edward G. Kennedy, 
whose term will expire January 12, 1906. 

Morgan Treat, of Virginia, to be United States marshal for 
the eastern district of Virginia, who was appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate in the place of J. E. B. Stuart, 
resigned. 

George H. Baker, of Washington, to be United States marshal 
for the eastern district of Washington, who was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate. An original appointment 
under the provisions of the act approved March 2, 1905, enti- 
tled “An act to divide Washington into two judicial districts.” 

Frank H. Tyree, of West Virginia, to be United States mar- 
shal for the southern district of West Virginia, vice John K. 
Thompson, whose term will expire December 16, 1905. 

Henry C. Pettit, of Indiana, to be United States marshal for 
the district of Indiana. A reappointment, his term expiring 
December 10, 1905. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


Joseph B. Kealing, of Indiana, to be United States attorney 
for the district of Indiana. A reappointment, his term expiring 
December 10, 1905. 

William C. Bristol, of Oregon, to be United States attorney 
for the district of Oregon, to which position he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice Francis J. Heney, re- 
signed. 

Lunsford L. Lewis, of Virginia, to be United States attorney 
for the eastern district of Virginia, to which position he was 
appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Robert H. 
Talley, resigned. 3 


COMMISSIONER OF THE INTERIOR OF PORTO RICO. 


Laurance H. Grahame, of New York City, who was appointed 
November 3, 1905, during the recess of the Senate, to be com- 
missioner of the interior of Porto Rico, vice John Stuart El- 
liott, resigned. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Fen S. Hildreth, of Arizona, who was appointed July 31, 
1905, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Phoenix, Ariz., a newly established office. 

George W. Detamore, of Clayton, N. Mex., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Clayton, N. Mex., vice Albert W. Thompson, 
whose term will expire January 12, 1906. 

George W. Bibee, of Oregon, who was appointed May 15, 
1905, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Portland, Oreg. Said land office was removed from 
Oregon City July, 1905. 

James M. Lawrence, of Bend, Oreg., who was appointed 
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November 29, 1905, during the recess of the Senate, to be re- 
ceiver of public moneys at Roseburg, Oreg., vice James H. 
Booth, removed. 

Frank W. Cockburn, of Devils Lake, N. Dak., to be receiver 
of public moneys at Devils Lake, N. Dak., vice Henry E. Baird, 
resigned. 

Don B. Colton, of Vernal, Utah, who was appointed June 
1, 1905, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Vernal, Utah, a newly established office. 


SURVEYORS-GENERAL. 


William G. Lewis, of Edgewater, Colo., who was appointed 
July 15, 1905, during the recess of the Senate, to be surveyor- 
general of Colorado, vice John F. Vivian, resigned. 

Thomas Hull, of Salt Lake City, Utah, who was appointed 
July 26, 1905, during the recess of the Senate, to be surveyor- 
general of Utah, vice Edward H. Anderson, term expired. 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Benjamin L. Eddy, of Tillamook, Oreg., who was appointed 
November 29, 1905, during the recess of the Senate, to be 
register of the land office at Roseburg, Oreg., vice Joseph T. 
Bridges, removed. 

Milton R. Moore, of Arizona, who was appointed July 31, 
1905, during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land 
office At Phoenix, Ariz., a newly established office. 

Frank G. Prescott, of San Bernardino, Cal, who was ap- 
pointed November 25, 1905, during the recess of the Senate, to 
be register of the land office at Los Angeles, Cal., vice Angus J. 
Crookshank, resigned. 

George W. Fisher, of Topeka, Kans., who was appointed 
March 31, 1905, during the recess of the Senate, to be reg- 
ister of the land office at Topeka, Kans., vice Charles H. Titus, 
resigned. 

Robert J. Montague, of Crookston, Minn., who was appointed 
May 15, 1905, during the recess of the Senate, to be register 
of the land office at Crookston, Minn., vice Sylvester Peterson, 
term expired. 

Sylvanus M. Ferris, of Medora, N. Dak., who was appointed 
September 7, 1905, during the recess of the Senate, to be register 
of the land office at Dickinson, N. Dak., vice Alexander C. 
McGillivray, resigned. 

Algernon S. Dresser, of Oregon, who was appointed May 15, 
1905, during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land 
office at Portland, Oreg. Said land office was removed from 
Oregon City July 1, 1905. 

Charles De Moisy, of Salt Lake City, Utah, who was ap- 
pointed June 1, 1905, during the recess of the Senate, to be 
register of the land office at Vernal, Utah, a newly established 
office. 

Thomas V. Davis, of Rock Springs, Wyo., who was appointed 
November 6, 1905, during the recess of the Senate, to be register 
of the land office at Evanston, Wyo., vice Charles Kingston, 
resigned. 

INDIAN AGENTS. 


Dana H. Kelsey, of the Indian Territory, who was appointed 
May 17, 1905, during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for 
the Indians of the Union Agency in the Indian Territory, vice 
J. Blair Shoenfelt, resigned. 

John P. Blackmon, of Oklahoma, who was appointed October 
7, 1905, during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the 
Indians of the Kiowa Agency in Oklahoma, vice James F. 
Randlett, resigned. 

Edward B. Kelley, of Madison, S. Dak., who was appointed 
October 7, 1905, during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for 
the Indians of the Rosebud Agency in South Dakota, vice 
Charles E. McChesney, term expired and transferred. 


PENSION AGENTS. 


William V. Willcox, of Des Moines, Iowa, who was appointed 
October 5, 1905, during the recess of the Senate, to be pension 
agent at Des Moines, Iowa, vice Richard P. Clarkson, deceased, 
and Alyah H. Thompson, temporary appointee. 

Wilder S. Metcalf, of Kansas, to be pension agent at Topeka, 
Kans., to take effect January 30, 1906, at the expiration of his 
term. Reappointment. 


GOVERNOR OF OKLAHOMA. 


Frank Frantz, of Enid, Okla., to be governor of Oklahoma, 
vice Thompson B. Ferguson, whose term will expire January 13, 
1906. 

GOVERNOR OF NEW MEXICO. 


Herbert J. Hagerman, of Roswell, N. Mex., to be governor of 
New Mexico, vice Miguel A. Otero, whose term will expire Jan- 
uary 22, 1906. 
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PUBLIC PRINTER. 


Charles A. Stillings, of Massachusetts, to be Public Printer, to 
which office he was appointed during the last recess of the Sen- 
ate, vice Frank W. Palmer, removed. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Jesse ©. Wilson, of Rensselaer, Ind., who was appointed 
August 28, 1905, during the recess of the Senate, to be Assistant 
Secretary of the Interior, vice Melville W. Miller, resigned. 

AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 


Benjamin F. Harper, of Indiana, to be Auditor for the War 
Department, to succeed Frederick E. Rittman, resigned. Mr. 
Harper is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 


DEPUTY AUDITOR FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Charles A. McGonagle, of Indiana, to be Deputy Auditor for 
the Post-Office Department, to succeed Nolen L. Chew, resigned. 
Mr. McGonagle is now serving under a temporary commission 
issued during the recess of the Senate. 


COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Elam H. Neal, of Indiana, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the sixth district of Indiana, to succeed Ambrose E. Nowlin, 
resigned. Mr. Neal is now serving under a temporary commis- 
sion issued during the recess of the Senate. 

J. Sherman Cooper, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the eighth district of Kentucky, to succeed James 
Denton, resigned. Mr. Cooper is now serving under a temporary 
commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Henry P. Bardshar, of Arizona, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of New Mexico, to succeed Alexander L. 
Morrison, resigned. Mr. Bardshar is now serving under a tem- 
porary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Herman F, Cellarious, of Ohio, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the first district of Ohio, to succeed Bernhard Bett- 
mann, resigned. Mr. Cellarious is now serving under a tempo- 
rary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

David H. Moore, of Ohio, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the eleventh district of Ohio, in place of John C. Entrekin, 
deceased. Mr. Moore is now serving under a temporary com- 
mission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Marion K. Lowry, of Virginia, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the second district of Virginia, to succeed Asa Rogers, 
resigned. Mr. Lowry is now serving under a temporary com- 
mission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

William E. Glasscock, of West Virginia, to be collector of 
internal revenue for the district of West Virginia, in place of 
Thomas E. Davis, deceased. Mr. Glasscock is now serving under 
a temporary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 


APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 


William P. Luck, of Louisiana, to be appraiser of merchandise 
in the district of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, in 
place of Algernon S. Badger, deceased. Mr. Luck is now serving 
under a temporary commission issued during the recess of the 
Senate. 

Theodore D. Kalbfell, of Missouri, to be appraiser of mer- 
chandise at the port of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, to 
succeed John H. Walkenhorst, resigned. Mr. Kalbfell is now 
serving under a temporary commission issued during the recess 
of the Senate. 

ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 


William F. Comly, of New Jersey, to be assistant appraiser of | 


merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New 
York, in place of Thomas C. Wording, deceased. Mr. Comly is 
now serving under a temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate. ; 

John W. Burgess, of Delaware, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New 
York, to succeed Harwood Huntington, resigned. Mr. Burgess 
is now serving under a temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER. 


Franklin Lane, of California, to be an Interstate Commerce 
Commissioner from January 1, 1906, for the term ending De- 
cember 31, 1909, vice Joseph W. Fifer, resigned. 


COMMISSIONER OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Henry L. West, of the District of Columbia, to be a Commis- 
sioner of the District of Columbia for the term of three years. 
This is a reappointement. 7 
MEMBERS OF BOARD OF CHARITIES OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Charles P. Neill, of the District of Columbia, to be a member 
of the board of charities of the District of Columbia for the 


term of three years from July 1, 1905, to which office he was 
appointed during the last recess of the Senate. This is a reap- 
pointment. 

Simon Wolf, of the District of Columbia, to be a member of 
the board of charities of the District of Columbia for the term 
of three years from July 1, 1905, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate. This is a reap- 
pointment. 


JUDGE OF POLICE COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Alexander R. Mullowney, of the District of Columbia, to be 
judge of the police court of the District of Columbia, to which 
position he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, 
in the place of Charles F. Scott, deceased. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


Truman Handy Newberry, of Michigan, to be Assistant Sec- 
retary of the Navy, vice Charles H. Darling, resigned. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Assistant Nayal Constructors Stuart F. Smith and William G. 
Groesbeck to be naval constructors in the Navy, from the Ist 
day of July, 1905, upon the completion of eight years’ service in 
their present grade. 

Naval Constructors George H. Rock and Thomas F. Ruhm to 
be naval constructors in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant- 
commander, from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Naval Constructors Frank B. Zahm, Horatio G. Gillmor, and 
Richard M. Watt to be naval constructors in the Navy with the 
rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 8th day of July, 1905. 

Assistant Naval Constructors William McEntee, William B. 
Ferguson, and John A. Spilman to be assistant naval construct- 
ors in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant, from the 31st day 
of March, 1905. ; 

Midshipman George F. Blair to be an ensign in the Navy fro 
the 2d day of May, 1904. 

Midshipman Kirby B. Crittenden to be an ensign in the Navy 
from the ist day of November, 1904. 

Commander Richard G. Davenport to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 21st day of March, 1905, vice Capt. John A. B. Smith, 
retired. 

Lieut, Commander John T. Newton to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 21st day of March, 1905, vice Commander Rich- 
ard G. Davenport, promoted. 

Lieut. Kenneth McAlpine to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 21st day of March, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
John T. Newton, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles W. Forman to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 21st day of March, 1905, vice Lieut. Wil- 
liam W. Bush, promoted, 

Capt. George C. Reiter to be a rear-admiral in the Navy from 
the 31st day of March, 1905, vice Rear-Admiral Albert S. Barker, 
retired. 

Commander John A. Norris to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 31st day of March, 1905, vice Capt. George C. Reiter, pro- 
moted. 

Commander Edward B. Barry to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 31st day of March, 1905, vice Capt. John A: Norris. 
An additional number in grade. 

Lieut. Commander Benjamin Tappan to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 3ist day of March, 1905, vice Commander 
John A. Norris, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Charles F. Pond to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 3ist day of March, 1905, vice Commander Benja- 
min Tappan. An additional number in grade. 

Lieut. Commander Walter McLean to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 31st day of March, 1905, vice Commander Ed- 
ward B. Barry, promoted. 

Lieut. Benton C. Decker to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 31st day of March, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Benjamin Tappan, promoted. 3 

Lieut. Mark L. Bristol to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 3ist day of March, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Charles F. Pond, promoted. 

Lieut. Benjamin W. Wells to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 3ist day of March, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Walter McLean, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Zachariah H. Madison to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy from the 31st day of March, 1905, vice Lieut. 
Benton C. Decker, promoted. , 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Henry B. Soulé to be a lieutenant: in 
the Navy from the 3ist day of March, 1905, vice Lieut. Mark L. 
Bristol, promoted. r 3 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Francis Martin to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 31st day of March, 1905, vice Lieut. Benjamin W. 
Wells, promoted. 
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Commander Herbert Winslow to be a captain in the Navy 
Monine 22d day of April, 1905, vice Capt. George W. Baird, 
retired. 

Lieut. Commander Washington I. Chambers to be a com- 
mander in the Navy from the 22d day of April, 1905, vice Com- 
mander Herbert Winslow, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander James C. Gillmore to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 30th day of April, 1905, vice Commander 
George M. Stoney, deceased. 

Lieut. Levi C. Bertolette to be a lieutenant- commander in the 
Navy from the 30th day of April, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
James C. Gillmore, promoted. 

Capt. Willard H. Brownson to be a rear-admiral in the Navy 
from the 6th day of May, 1905, vice Rear-Admiral Yates Stirling, 
retired. 

Commander William H. Turner to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 6th day of May, 1905, vice Capt. Willard H. Brownson, 
promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Charles A. Gove to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 6th day of May, 1905, vice Commander William 
H. Turner, promoted. 

Lieut. George W. Logan to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 6th day of May, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Charles A. Gove, promoted. 

Commander Albert G. Berry to be a captain in the Navy from 
mn 16th day of June, 1905, vice Capt. Henry B. Mansfield, 
retired. 

Lieut. Commander De Witt C. Coffman to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 16th day of June, 1905, vice Commander 
Albert G. Berry, promoted. 

Lieut. Henry F. Bryan to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 16th day of June, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
De Witt Coffman, promoted. 

Commander Nathaniel J. K. Patch to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 21st day of June, 1905, vice Captain Harry Knox, re- 
tired. 

Lieut. Commander Richard Henderson to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 21st day of June, 1905, vice Commander 
Nathaniel J. K. Patch, promoted. 

Lieut. Andrew T. Long to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 2ist day of June, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Richard Henderson, promoted. 

Commander Thomas S. Phelps to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 26th day of June, 1905, vice Capt. Ebenezer S. Prime, 
retired. 

Lieut. Commander Thomas D. Griffin to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 26th day of June, 1905, vice Commander 
Thomas S. Phelps, promoted. 

Lieut. Edward H. Durell to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 26th day of June, 1905, vice Lieut. Com- 
_ mander Thomas D. Griffin, promoted. 

Commander Karl Rohrer to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 28th day of June, 1905, vice Capt. John V. B. Bleecker, re- 
tired. 

Lieut. Commander Henry Minett to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 28th day of June, 1905, vice Commander Karl 
Rohrer, promoted. 

Lieut. Archibald H. Scales to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 28th day of June, 1905, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Henry Minett, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Richard T. Mulligan to be a commander in 


the Navy from the 28th day of June, 1905, vice Commander | 


John A. H. Nickels, promoted. 

Commander Theodoric Porter to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 30th day of June, 1905, vice Capt. Francis H. Delano, 
retired. 

Lieut. Commander William Braunersreuther to be a com- 
mander in the Navy from the 30th day of June, 1905, vice Com- 
mander Theodoric Porter, promoted. 

Lieut. Thomas Washington to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 30th day of June, 1905, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander William Braunersreuther, promoted. 

Commander Daniel D. V. Stuart to be a captain in the Navy 
from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Capt. Charles T. Hutchins, 
retired. 

Commander Kossuth Niles to be a captain in the Navy from 
the ist day of July, 1905, vice Capt. Joseph G. Eaton, retired. 

Commander Warner B. Bayley, an additional number in 
grade, to be a captain in the Navy from the Ist day of July. 
1905, vice Commander Kossuth Niles, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander William S. Hogg to be a commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Commander Kossuth 
Niles, promoted. 

Lieut. Archibald H. Davis to be a lieutenant-commander in 


the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
William S. Hogg, promoted. 

Lieut. Guy H. Burrage to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. vice Lieut. Commander 
Humes H. Whittlesey, retired. 

Commander Dennis H. Mahan to bé a captain in the Navy 
from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Capt. William W. Mead, 
promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Reynold T. Hall to be a commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Commander Dennis 
H. Mahan, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander William F. Fullam to be a commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Commander Rey- 
nold T. Hall. An additional number in grade. 

Lieut. Frank M. Russell to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Reynold T. Hall, promoted. 

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, after having com- 
pleted three years’ service in that grade: 

Charles P. Snyder. 

Carleton R. Kear. 

Joseph R. Defrees. 

Willis G. Mitchell. 

Samuel W. Bryant. 

Edward S. Jackson. 

William F. Bricker. 

Henry L. Wyman. 

John W. Timmons. 

John G. Church. 

Charles N. Freeman. 

Robert L. Berry. 

Robert A. Abernathy. 

Ward K. Wortman. 

Hayne Ellis. 

Frank D. Berrien, 

Arthur B. Keating. 

Frederick R. Naile. 

Emil P. Svarz. 

Wilbert Smith. 

Julius F. Hellweg. 

Sinclair Gannon. 

Robert Morris. 

John D. Wainwright. 

George W. Steele, jr. 

Stafford H. R. Doyle. 

William K. Riddle. 

William N. Jeffers. 

James H. Comfort. 

Paul Foley. 

Carlos A. Gardiner. 

Edison E. Scranton. 

John W. Schoenfeld. 

Clarence L. Arnold. 

Stanley Woods, 

Edwin H. Dodd. 

Charles P. Huff. 

Charles R. Train. 

Hugo W. Osterhaus. : 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles P. Snyder to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Newton 
A. McCully, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Carleton R. Kear to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Levi C. 
Bertolette, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Joseph R. Defrees to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. George W. 
Logan, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Willis G. Mitchell to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Henry F. 
Bryan, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Samuel W. Bryant to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Edward H. 
Durell, promoted. — 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edward S. Jackson to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Archibald 
H. Scales, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William F. Bricker to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Victor 
Blue, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Henry L. Wyman to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Clarence M. 
Stone, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Arthur B. Keating to be a lieutenant 
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in the Nayy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Francis 
Boughter, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Frederick R. Naile to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Frank M. 
Russell, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Emil P. Svarz to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Frank Marble, 
promoted. 

Commander Albert F. Dixon to be a captain in the Navy from 
as day of July, 1905, vice Capt. Holland N. Stevenson, re- 

Commander Samuel P. Comly to be a captain in the Navy 
aon Arin ist day of July, 1905, vice Capt. Nathaniel J. K. Patch, 
retired. 

Lieut. Commander Albert G. Winterhalter to be a commander 
in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Commander 
Albert F. Dixon, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander John M. Orchard to be a commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Commander Samuel P. 
Comly, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Augustus F. Fechteler to be a commander 
in the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905, vice Commander 
Clinton K. Curtis, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Edward E. Wright to be a commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Commander John 
E. Roller, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Albert Gleaves to be a commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Commander Carlos G. 
Calkins, retired. 

Lieut. Commander James P. Parker to be a commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Commander Asher C. 
Baker, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Ben W. Hodges to be a commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Commander Frank 
H. Holmes, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Herbert O. Dunn to be a commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Commander Edward 
J. Dorn, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Arthur W. Dodd to be a commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Commander Henry T. 
Cleaver, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Albert W. Grant to be a commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Commander James 
P. S. Lawrence, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Horace W. Harrison to be a commander in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Commander Albon 
C. Hodgson, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Valentine S. Nelson to be a commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Commander 
Charles Laird, retired. 

Lieut. Commander William S. Benson to be a commander in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Commander Wal- 
ter S. Hughes, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Frank M. Bostwick to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905, vice Commander Harry 
M. Hodges, retired. 5 

Lieut. Commander Harry M. Dombaugh to be a commander in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Commander Theo- 
dore F. Burgdorff, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Thomas S. Rodgers to be a commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Commander 
Richard Henderson, retired. 

Lieut. Ashley H. Robertson to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Albert G. Winterhalter, promoted. 

Lieut. Carlo B. Brittain to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
John M. Orchard, promoted. 

Lieut. William M. Crose to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Edward E. Wright, promoted. 

Lieut. John F. Hubbard to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Albert Gleaves, promoted. 

Lieut. Lloyd H. Chandler to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from tne ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Ben W. Hodges, promoted. 

Lieut. Oscar W. Koester to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Herbert O. Dunn, promoted. 

Lieut. George N. Hayward to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Arthur W. Dodd, promoted. 

Lieut. Samuel S. Robison to be a lieutenant-commander in 
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the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Albert W. Grant, promoted. 


Lieut. Charles F. Hughes to be a lieutenant-commander in the 


Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Horace W. Harrison, promoted. 

Lieut. Albert L. Norton to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Valentine S. Nelson, promoted. 

Lieut. James H. Reid to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
William S. Benson, promoted. 

Lieut. Edward L. Beach to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Frank M. Bostwick, promoted. 

Lieut. Herman O. Stickney to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Harry M. Dombaugh, promoted. 

-Lieut. Henry A. Wiley to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Thomas S. Rodgers, promoted. 

Lieut. Frederic B. Bassett, jr., to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Franklin J. Schell, promoted. 

Lieut. Herbert G. Gates to be a lieuteaant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Horace M. Witzel, retired. 

Lieut. Richard H. Jackson to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
George W. Denfeld, retired. 

Lieut. Arthur B. Hoff to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
James H. Oliver, retired. 

Lieut. Nathan C. Twining to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Simon Cook, retired. 

Lieut. Benjamin F. Hutchison to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Charles N. Atwater, retired. 

Lieut. Thomas P. Magruder to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
William L. Burdick, retired. 

Lieut. Sumner E. W. Kittelle to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, with Lieut. Commander 
Thomas P. Magruder, an additional number in grade. 

Lieut. William V. Pratt to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Harry Kimmell, retired. 

Lieut. Louis McC. Nulton to be a lieutenant- commander in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Howard Gage, retired. 

Lieut. George R. Marvell to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
George H. Stafford, retired. 

Lieut. John B. Patton to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Allen G. Rogers, retired. ‘ 

Lieut. George B. Bradshaw to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Augustus C. Almy, retired. 

Lieut. Cleland N. Offley to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 


John B. Blish, retired. 


Lieut. Louis R. de Steiguer to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, with Lieut. Commander 
Cleland N. Offley, an additional number in grade. 

Lieut. William W. Phelps to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Thomas W. Ryan, retired. 

Lieut. Louis A. Kaiser to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Walter J. Sears, retired. 

Lieut. William C. Cole to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Edward H. Scribner, retired. 

Lieut, Charles A. Brand to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
John A. Bell, retired. 

Lieut. Philip Williams to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Edwin H. Tillman, retired. 

Lieut. Warren J. Terhune to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Samuel H. Leonard, jr., retired. 

Lieut. George G. Mitchell to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
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Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Homer C. Poundstone, retired. 

Lieut. Cleland Davis to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
William C. P. Muir, retired. 

Lieut. William K. Harrison to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Edwards F. Leiper, retired. 

Lieut. Frank H. Schofield to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
William H. Allderdice, retired. 

Lieut. Urban T. Holmes to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Joseph H. Rohrbacher, retired. 

Lieut. Jehu V. Chase to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Thecdore G. Dewey, retired. 

Lieut. Henry J. Ziegemeier to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Clarence H. Mathews, retired. 

Lieut. Matt H. Signor to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
De Witt C. Redgrave, retired. 

Lieut. Claude B. Price to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Bias C. B. Sampson, retired. 

Lieut. Montgomery M. Taylor to be a lieutenant-comimander 
in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Martin A. Anderson, retired. 

Lieut. Carl T. Vogelgesang to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Albert Moritz, retired. 

Lieut. Charles B. McVay, jr. to be a lleutenant- commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander William H. Chambers, retired. 

Lieut. John H. Dayton to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Wiley R. M. Field, retired. 

Lieut. Lucius A. Bostwick to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Harry G. Leopold, retired. 

Lieut. William A. Moffett to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Ward P. Winchell, retired. 

Lieut. Julian L. Latimer to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Charles P. Eaton, retired. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Julius F. Hellweg to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Carlo B. 
Brittain, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Sinclair Gannon to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Casey B. 
Morgan, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Robert Morris to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. William M. 
Crose, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John D. Wainwright to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. John F. 
Hubbard, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) George W. Steele, jr., to be a lieutenant | 


in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Lloyd H. | 


Chandler, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Stafford H. R. Doyle to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. 
Oscar W. Koester, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William K. Riddle to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. George 
N. Hayward, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William N. Jeffers to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Samuel 
S. Robison, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John W. Timmons to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Charles 
F. Hughes, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles S. Freeman to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. James 
H. Reid, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Ward K. Wortman to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Frederic 
B. Bassett, jr., promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Hayne Ellis to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Herbert G. 
Gates, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) James H. Comfort to be a lieutenant 


in the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Arthur 
B. Hoff, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Carlos A. Gardiner to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Benja- 
min F, Hutchison, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John W. Schoenfeld to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Louis 
McC. Nulton, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Clarence L. Arnold to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. George 
R. Marvell, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Stanley Woods to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. John B. 
Patton, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edwin H. Dodd to be a lieutenant. in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. William D. 
MacDougall, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles P. Huff to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. George B. 
Bradshaw, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles R. Train to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Cleland N. 
Offley, promoted. 

Capt. Edwin Longnecker to be a rear-admiral in the Navy 
from the 8th day of July, 1905, vice Rear-Admiral William H. 
Whiting, retired. 

Commander John Hubbard to be a captain in the Navy from 
the eee day of July, 1905, vice Capt. Edwin Longnecker, pro- 
mot 

Lieut. Commander John G. Quinby to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 8th day of July, 1905, vice Lieut, Commander 
Hubbard, promoted. 

Lieut. John R. Edie to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 8th day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
John G. Quinby, promoted. 

Lieut. Reginald R. Belknap to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 18th day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Francis Boughter, deceased. 

The following-named warrant officers to be ensigns in the 
Navy from the 30th day of July, 1905, to fill vacancies existing 
in that grade on that date, in accordance with the provisions 
of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1901, as amended by 
the acts of March 3, 1903, and April 27, 1904: 

Boatswain Charles H. Bullock, 

Gunner John Grady, 

Gunner Arthur C. Kail, 

Gunner William D. Greetham, and 

Gunner Robert W. Kessler. 

Ensign Louis J. Connelly to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 30th day of July, 1905, having completed 
three years’ service in his present grade. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Louis J. Connelly to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 30th day of July, 1905, to fill a vacancy ex- 
isting in that grade on that date. 

Capt. Thomas Perry to be a rear-admiral in the Nayy from 
the Sth day of September, 1905, vice Rear-Admiral Charles J. 
Barclay, retired. 

Commander Alexander McCrackin to be a captain in the 
Navy from the 8th day of September, 1905, vice Capt. Thomas 
Perry, promoted. < 

Lieut. Commander James H. Glennon to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 8th day of September, 1905, vice Commander 
Alexander McCrackin, promoted. 

Lieut. De Witt Blamer to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 8th day of September, 1905, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander James H. Glennon, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Percival J. Werlich to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 9th day of September, 1905, vice Commander 
Bernard O. Scott, dismissed. 

Lieut. John K. Robinson to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 9th day of September, 1905, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Percival J. Werlich, promoted. 

Commander Corwin P. Rees, an additional number in grade, 
to be a captain in the Navy from the 30th day of September, 
1905, with Commander George L. Dyer, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander William R. Rush to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 30th day of September, 1905, vice Com- 
mander George L. Dyer, promoted. 

Lieut. Arthur L. Willard to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Nayy from the 30th day of September, 1905, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander William R. Rush, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Hugo W. Osterhaus to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Louis R. 
de Steiguer, promoted. 
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Paymaster Frank T. Arms to be a pay inspector in the Navy 
from the 10th day of March, 1905, to correct the date of his pro- 
motion, as confirmed on the 16th day of March, 1905, caused by 
the failure of Paymaster Henry E. Jewett to qualify for pro- 
motion. 

Paymaster Thomas H. Hicks to be a pay inspector in the Navy 
from the 13th day of March, 1905, vice Pay Inspector Eustace B. 
Rogers, promoted. 

Paymaster Ziba W. Reynolds to be a pay inspector in the Navy 
from the 14th day of June, 1905, vice Pay Inspector John C. 
Sullivan, dismissed. 

Passed Assistant Paymaster Rishworth Nicholson to be a 
paymaster in the Navy from the 14th day of June, 1905, vice 
Paymaster Ziba W. Reynolds, promoted. 

Passed Assistant Paymaster John D. Barber to be a pay- 
master in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Pay- 
master Franklin W. Hart, resigned. 

Assistant Paymaster Jere Maupin to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice 
Passed Assistant Paymaster John D. Barber, promoted. 

Paymaster Henry E. Jewett to be a paymaster in the Navy, 
with the rank of lieutenant-commander, from the ist day of 
July, 1905. 

Paymaster Eugene D. Ryan to be a paymaster in the Navy, 
with the rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 8th day of 
July, 1905. 

Passed Assistant Paymasters Edward, T. Hoopes, Walter A. 
Greer, and Cecil S. Baker to be passed assistant paymasters in 
the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant, from the 31st day of 
March, 1905. 

Passed Assistant Paymasters Donald W. Nesbit, Arthur M. 
Pippin, John S. Higgins, and Ignatius T. Hagner to be passed 
assistant paymasters in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant, 
from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

The following-named passed assistant paymasters to be 
assistant paymasters in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant, 
from the 30th day of July, 1905: 

George P. Auld, 

James S. Beecher, 

Henry A. Wise, jr., 

Henry de F. Mel, 

John A. B. Smith, jr., 

Felix R. Holt, 

Emmett C. Gudger, 

Stewart E. Barber, 

Howard D. Lamar, 

Frederic H. Lemly, 

Ervin A. MeMillan, 

Eugene H. Tricou, 

Alvin Hovey-King, 

George A. Deering, and 

Willlam C. Fite. 

Harold W. Browning, a citizen of New York, to be an assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy from the 15th day of March, 1905, 
to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

The following-named citizens to be assistant paymasters in 
the Navy from the 8th day of July, 1905, to fill vacancies exist- 
ing in that grade on that date: 

Benjamin H. Brooke, a citizen of Pennsylvania, 

Thomas J. Bright, a citizen of Pennsylvania, 

Emory D. Stanley, a citizen of Nevada, 

Lewis W. L. Jennings, a citizen of Virginia, 

Brantz Mayer, a citizen of Iowa, 

Swinton L. Bethea, a citizen of South Carolina, 

Edward R. Wilson, a citizen of California, 

William G. Neill, a citizen of West Virginia, 

Harry E. Collins, a citizen of the District of Columbia, 

Jobn H. Gunnell, a citizen of New York, 

Emmett H. Tebeau, a citizen of South Carolina, 

Charles E. Parsons, a citizen of Maryland, 

William J. Hine, a citizen of Tennessee, 

Kenneth C. McIntosh, a citizen of Indiana, 

Francis J. Daly, a citizen of New Jersey, 

Roland W. Schumann, a citizen of New York, 

Franklin P. Williams, a citizen of Pennsylvania, 

Leon N. Wertenbaker, a citizen of Ohio, 

John J. Luchsinger, jr., a citizen of California, 

Eugene H. Douglass, a citizen of Massachusetts, 

Robert K. Van Mater, a citizen of New Jersey, 

William S. Zane, a citizen of Pennsylvania, and 

James C. Hilton, a citizen of Maryland. 

The following-named gunners to be chief gunners in the Navy 


years’ service, in accordance with the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved April 27, 1904: 

James T. Roach, 

David F. Diggins, 

David Hepburn, and 

Edwin N. Fisher. 

The following-named gunners to be chief gunners in the Navy 
from the 10th day of April, 1905, upon the completion of six 
years’ service, in accordance with the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved April 27, 1904: 

James C. McDermott, 

John Kenyon, and 

Charles Hierdahl. 

Gunner James Donald to be a chief gunner in the Navy from 
the 27th day of April, 1905, after having completed six years’ 
service, in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
approved April 27, 1904. 

Gunner Adolpth Hasler to be chief gunner in the Navy from 
the 19th day of July, 1905, upon the completion of six years’ 
service, in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
approved April 27, 1904. 

Boatswains Charles T. Chase, Christopher J. Cooper, and 
James H. Doyle to be chief boatswains in the Navy from the 
6th day of March, 1905, upon the completion of six years’ 
service, in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
approved April 27, 1904. 

The following-named boatswains to be chief boatswains in 
the Navy from the 10th day of April, 1905, upon the completion 
of six years’ service, in accordance with the provisions of an 
act of Congress approved April 27, 1904: 

George B. Hendry, 

Arthur R. Nickerson, 

John Mahoney, 

Ernest V. Sandstrom, 

John McGrath, and 

Christian Crone. 

The following-named boatswains to be chief boatswains in the 
Navy from the dates set opposite their names, upon the com- 
pletion of six years’ service, in accordance with the provisions 
of an act of Congress approved April 27, 1904: 

Frederick Muller, from May 26, 1905; 

John W. Stoakley, from August 15, 1905; and 

John D. Walsh, from August 29, 1905. 

Lieut. Victor Blue to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy 
from the 28th day of June, 1905, vice Lieutenant-Commander 
Richard T. Mulligan, promoted. 

Capt. William W. Mead to be a rear-admiral in the Navy 
from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Rear-Admiral William M. 
Folger, retired. 

Lieut. Casey B. Morgan to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Augustus F. Fechteler, promoted. 

Ensign Hollis T. Winston to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, after having com- 
pleted three years’ service in his present grade. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Hollis T. Winston to be a lieutenant 
in the Nayy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Guy H. 
Burrage promoted. 

Gunner Joseph Hill to be a chief gunner in the Navy from 
the 27th day of April, 1905, after having completed six years’ 
service, in accordance with the provisions of section 12 of the 
“navy personnel act,” approved March 3, 1899, as amended by 
the act of April, 1904. 

Gunner William Zeitler to be a chief gunner in the Navy 
from the Ist day of July, 1904, upon the completion of six 
years’ service, in accordance with the provisions of section 12 
of the “navy personnel act,” approved March 3, 1899, as 
amended by the act of April 27, 1904. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Wilbert Smith to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Oscar D. 
Duncan, retired. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Robert L. Berry to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Edward L. 
Beach, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Robert A. Abernathy to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Henry A. 
Wiley, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Frank D. Berrien to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Richard H. 
Jackson, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Paul Foley to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Nathan C. 
Twining, promoted. 


from the 6th day of March, 1905, upon the completion of six The following named midshipmen to be ensigns in the Navy 
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from the 3d day of February, 1905, to fill vacancies existing in 
that grade on that date: 

Alexander H. Van Keuren, 

William W. Smyth, 

Paul H. Fretz, 

Stephen C. Rowan, 

Walter S. Anderson, 

Roy W. Ryden, 

Henry D. Cooke, jr., 

Samuel M. Robinson, 

Leo Sahm, 

Ralston S. Holmes, 

Ernest Friedrick, 

William J. Giles, 

Ralph A. Koch, 

Lamar R. Leahy, 

Milton S. Davis, 

Charles C. Moses, 

Sam C. Loomis, 

Alfred T. Brisbin, 

Lindsay II. Lacy, 

Charles A. Blakely, 

Macgillivray Milne, 

Wilbur R. Van Auken, 

Harold R. Stark, 

James D. Willson, 

John S. Arwine, jr., 

Austin S. Kibbee, 

Martin K. Metcalf, 

William Ancrum, 

Hugh M. Walker, 

Frank H. Sadler, 

John Rodgers, and 

Daniel T. Ghent. 

Surg. Charles M. De Valin to be a surgeon in the Navy, with 
the rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 3d day of March, 
1903. 

P. A. Surgs. Joseph C. Thompson and Frederick L. Benton to be 
surgeons in the Navy from the 3d day of March, 1903, to cor- 
rect the dates of their promotions as confirmed on April 27, 
1904. 

P. A. Surg. Joseph A. Guthrie to be a surgeon in the Navy 
from the 15th day of December, 1904, to correct the date of his 
promotion as confirmed on April 27, 1904. 

P. A. Surg. Ralph T. Orvis to be a surgeon in the Navy from 
the 1st day of March, 1905, to correct the date of his promotion 
as confirmed on April 27, 1904. 

P. A. Surg. Will M. Garton to be a surgeon in the Navy from 
the 12th day of March, 1903, vice Surg. Frederick A. Hesler, 
deceased. 

P. A. Surg. Frank E. McCullough to be a surgeon in the 
Navy from the 9th day of June, 1903, vice Surg. Phillips A. 
Lovering, promoted. 

P. A. Surg. Francis M. Furlong to be a surgeon in the Navy 
from the 20th day of June, 1903, vice Surg. William R. Du 
Bose, promoted. 

Medical Inspector Daniel N. Bertolette to be a medical di- 
rector in the Navy from the 5th day of April, 1905, vice Medical 
Director William G. Farwell, retired. 

Surg. Henry G. Beyer to be a medical inspector in the Navy 
from the 5th day of April, 1905, vice Medical Inspector Daniel 
N. Bertolette, promoted. 

P. A. Surg. David B. Kerr to be a surgeon in the Navy from 
the 5th day of April, 1905, vice Surg. Henry G. Beyer, promoted. 

P. A. Surg. Granville L. Angeny to be a surgeon in the Navy 
from the 24th day of April, 1905, vice Surg. Samuel H. Griffith, 
deceased. 

Asst. Surg. Robert E. Hoyt to be a passed assistant surgeon in 
the Navy from the 8th day of May, 1905, upon the completion of 
three years’ service in his present grade. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 


Carl Frederick von dem Bussche for appointment as second 
lieutenant of infantry, United States Army, with rank from 
February 2, 1901. The person named is now serving as a second 
lieutenant of the Eighteenth Infantry under the name of Carl 
F. Bussche and desires to resume his true name as nominated. 


APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE ARMY. 
Artillery Corps. 


Second Lieut. Mark L. Ireland, Eleventh Infantry, from the 
Infantry Arm to the Artillery Corps, March 30, 1905, with rank 
from June 9, 1904. 
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Infantry Arm. 
Second Lieut. Byrd Alston Page, Artillery Corps, from the 
Artillery Corps to the Infantry Arm, March 30, 1905, with rank 
from June 9, 1904. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
Medical Department. 


William Adolphus Duncan, of Kentucky, to be assistant sur- 
geon with rank of first lieutenant, from May 1, 1905, vice Beal, 
resigned. 

Earl Harvey Bruns, of Indiana, to be assistant surgeon with 
rank of first lieutenant, from May 1, 1905, vice Chaffee, resigned. 

Herbert Charles Gibner, of Connecticut, to be assistant sur- 
geon with rank of first lieutenant, from May 1, 1905, vice Ire- 
land, promoted. 

Clarence Le Roy Cole, of Kansas, to be assistant surgeon with 
rank of first lieutenant, from May 10, 1905, vice Wells, promoted. 


Chaplains. 


Rey. Francis Patrick Joyce, of Kansas, to be chaplain with 
rank of first lieutenant, from March 21, 1905, vice Vattmann, 
retired from active service. 

Rey. Joseph Casey, of Missouri, to be chaplain with rank of 
first lieutenant, from April 22, 1905, vice Robinson, retired from 
active service. 

Rey. Simon Michael Lutz, of Illinois, to be chaplain with rank 
of first lieutenant, from May 1, 1905, vice Granville, resigned. 

Rev. Herbert Stanley Smith, of New Jersey, to be chaplain 
with rank of first lieutenant, from June 19, 1905, vice Nave, re- 
tired from active service. 

Artillery Corps. 

William Thomas Carpenter, of California, to be second lieu- 
tenant from April 11, 1905, vice Locke, promoted. 

John Lee Holcombe, of Virginia, to be second lieutenant from 
April 11, 1905, vice Whitthorne, deceased. 

Frank Huntington Phipps, jr., of Massachusetts, to be second 
lieutenant from April 11, 1905, vice Steger, promoted. 

Thomas Duncan, of Pennsylvania, to be second Heutenant 
from April 11, 1905, vice Oakes, dismissed. 


Infantry Arm. 


Benjamin Mart Bailey, of New York, to be second lieutenant 
from April 11, 1905, vice Robinson, Thirtieth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Charles Walker McClure, of Illinois, to be second lieutenant 
from April 11, 1905, vice Hall, Seventeenth Infantry, killed in 
action. 

Lewis Carleton Leftwich, of Texas, to'be second lieutenant 
from April 11, 1905, vice Roberts, Fourteenth Infantry, resigned. 

Chester Henning Loop, of Tennessee, to be second lieutenant 
from April 11, 1905, vice Wilson, Fifth Infantry, promoted. 

William Perkins Currier, of Virginia, to be second lieutenant 
from April 11, 1905, vice Berry, Twenty-seyenth Infantry, de- 
ceased. ; 

Pickens Evans Woodson, of Texas, to be second lieutenant 
from April 11, 1905, vice McConnell, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
promoted. è 

Ambrose Robert Emery, of Indiana, to be second lieutenant 
8 April 11, 1905, vice Chandler, Thirtieth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Albert Leas Hall, of Indiana, to be second lieutenant from 
April 11, 1905, vice Stewart, Tenth Infantry, detailed in the 
Ordnance Department. 

Edmund Clivious Waddill, of Virginia, to be second lieutenant 
from April 11, 1905, vice Gibert, Tenth Infantry, detailed in the 
Ordnance Department. 

John Hanckel Ellerson, of Virginia, to be second lieutenant 
from April 11, 1905, vice Quackenbush, Seventeenth Infantry, 
promoted. 

The following-named cadets, graduates of the United States 
Military Academy, for appointment in the Army of the United 
States, to date from June 13, 1905: 

TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 
Corps of Engineers. 

Cadet De Witt Clinton Jones. 

Cadet Ernest Graves. 

Cadet Francis Bowditch Wilby. 

Cadet Clarence Self Ridley. 

Cadet Alvin Barton Barber. 

Cadet William Fitzhugh Endress. 

Cadet Jarvis Johnson Bain. 

Cadet Thomas Henry Emerson. 

Cadet Robert Spencer Thomas. 
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Cadet Carlos John Stolbrand. 
Cadet Roger Garfield Powell. 
Cadet John Neal Hodges. 
Cadet Arthur Rudolph Bhrnbeck. 
Artillery Corps. 
Cadet Douglas Imrie McKay. 
Cadet Thomas Marshall Spaulding. 
Cadet Thomas Bartwell Doe. 
Cadet Louis Herbert McKinlay. 
Cadet Benjamin Henderson . Williams. 
Cadet Thomas Dewey Osborne. 
Cadet Otho Vaughan Kean. 
Cadet Halsey Dunwoody. 
Cadet David Curtis Seagrave. 
Cadet William Henry Dodds, jr. 
Cadet Le Roy Bartlett. 
Cadet John Lund. 
Cadet Robert Collins Eddy. 
Cadet Patrick Henry Winston. 
Cadet Julius Charles Peterson. 
Cadet John Stevens Hammond. 
Cadet Basil Gordon Moon. 
Cadet James Frederick Walker. 
Cadet Charles Roemer. 
Cadet Ellery Willis Niles. 
Cadet Adelno Gibson. 
Cadet Charles Dudley Daly. 
Cadet Albert Terrell Bishop. 
Cadet Haldan Urling Tompkins. 
Cadet James Saye Dusenbury. 
Cadet Lloyd Burns Magruder. 
Cadet Robert Henry Lewis. 
Cadet Francis Bowen Upham. 
Cadet Arthur Hazleton Carter. 
Cadet Sidney Howland Guthrie. 
Cadet Walter Evans Prosser. 


Cavalry Arm, 


Cadet John de Barth Walbach Gardiner. 
Cadet George Dillman. 

Cadet Philip John Radcliffe Kiehl. 
Cadet Clarence Kumukoa Lyman. 
Cadet Charles Lewis Scott. 

Cadet William Adams Dallam. 
Cadet James Hoop Dickey. 

Cadet Ralph Talbot, jr. 

Cadet William Nicholas Hensley, jr. 
Cadet Charles Exton Bamford. 
Cadet Louis Piaget Schoonmaker. 
Cadet Karl Daenzer Klemm. 

Cadet Edward Cornelius Hanford. 
Cadet Berkeley Thorne Merchant. 
Cadet Hugh Hunt Broadhurst. 
Cadet Arthur William Holderness. 
Cadet Louis Albert O'Donnell. 


Infantry Arm. 


Cadet Dolland Webster Case. 
Cadet Charles Stuart Donayin. 
Cadet Norman Foster Ramsey. 
Cadet De Witt Clinton Tucker Grubbs. 
Cadet Thomas West Hammond. 
Cadet Calvin Pearl Titus. 
Cadet William Charles Miller. 
Cadet Frederick Willis Manley. 
Cadet Arthur Willis Lane. 
Cadet Bernard Lentz. 

Cadet Frederick Coleman Test. 
Cadet Arthur Charles Tipton. 
Cadet Owen Stedman Albright. 
Cadet Fred Hendrickson Baird. 
Cadet Clifford Cabell Early. 
Cadet George Frank Waugh. 
Cadet Allan Rutherford. 

Cadet William Henry Hawes. 
Cadet Oscar Arden Russell. 
Cadet William Seward Weeks. 
Cadet Avery Duane Cummings. 
Cadet Charles Smith Caffery. 
Cadet Allen Wyant Gullion. 
Cadet Louis Albert Kunzig. 
Cadet John Pearson Bubb. 
Cadet John George Hotz. 

Cadet Clarence Andrew Mitchell. 
Cadet John Roy Starkey. 


Cadet Felix Waggoner Motlow. 
Cadet Joseph Edward Barzynski. 
Cadet Ralph Dwight Bates. 
Cadet William Eaton Merritt. 
Cadet Ben Waller Feild. 

Cadet Robert Morrisson, jr. 
Cadet Bloxham Ward. 

Cadet Paul Hedrick Clark. 

Cadet Thomas Hixon Lowe. 
Cadet Herndon Sharp. 

Cadet Torrey Borden Maghee. 
Cadet William Whitehead West, jr. 


TO BE ADDITIONAL SECOND LIEUTENANTS, 


Artillery Corps. 

Cadet Henry Tacitus Burgin. 

Cadet Nathan Horowitz. 

Cadet Clifford Lee Corbin. 

Cavalry Arm, 

Cadet Joseph Ray Davis. 

Cadet Sherman Miles. 

Infantry Arm. 

Cadet George Washington Maddox. 

Cadet Walter Eldridge Pridgen. 

Cadet James Wilson Hemphill Reisinger, jr. 

Cadet Rupert Algernon Dunford. 

Cadet Charles Carr Bankhead. 

I nominate the officers herein named for appointment in the 
Army of the United States: 

Judge-Advocate-General’s Department. 

Brig. Gen. George B. Davis, Judge-Adyocate-General, to be 
Judge-Advocate-General, with the rank of brigadier-general, for 
the period of four years beginning May 23, 1905, with rank from 
May 24, 1901, his former appointment as Judge-Advocate- 
General having expired May 23, 1905. 

Subsistence Department. 

Col. Henry G. Sharpe, Assistant Commissary-General, to be 
Commissary-General, with the rank of brigadier-general, for 
the period of four years beginning October 12, 1905, with rank 
from that date, vice Weston, appointed major-general. 

Ordnance Department. 

Brig. Gen. William Crozier, Chief of Ordnance, to be Chief of 
Ordnance, with the rank of brigadier-general, for the period of 
four years beginning November 22, 1905, with rank from 
November 22, 1901, his former appointment as Chief of Ord- 
nance having expired November 22, 1905. 

I nominate the officers herein named for promotion in the 
Army of the United States. 

Subsistence Depariment. 


Capt. William L. Geary, commissary, to be commissary, with 
the rank of major, from October 13, 1905, vice West, promoted. 
Cavalry Arm. 

First Lieut..Grayson V. Heidt, Fourteenth Cavalry, to be 
captain, from November 28, 1905, vice Koester, Fifteenth Cay- 
alry, detailed as commissary. 

Second Lieut. Kerr T. Riggs, Fourteenth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, from November 18, 1905, vice Fortescue, Tenth Cav- 
alry, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Carl H. Müller, Tenth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, from November 28, 1905, vice Heidt, Fourteenth Cavalry, 
promoted. 

Artillery Corps. 

Capt. Adelbert Cronkhite, detailed quartermaster, to be major, 
from November 24, 1905, vice Randolph, retired from active 
service. 

I nominate the officers ‘herein named for promotion in the 
Army of the United States. 

The Military Secretary's Department. 


Lieut. Col. James T. Kerr, military secretary, to be military 
secretary with the rank of colonel from June 17, 1905, vice 
Wagner, deceased. 

Maj. Alexander O. Brodie, military secretary, to be military 
secretary with the rank of lieutenant-colonel from June 10, 
1905, vice Tweedale, retired from active service. 

Maj. Benjamin Alvord, military secretary, to be military 
secretary with the rank of lieutenant-colonel from June 17, 
1905, vice Kerr, promoted. 

Subsistence Department. 

Lieut. Col. Edward E. Dravo, deputy commissary-general, 
to be assistant commissary-general with the rank of colonel 
from October 6, 1905, vice Nye, deceased. 
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Lieut. Col. Abiel L. Smith, deputy commissary-general, to 
be assistant commissary-general with the rank of colonel from 
October 13, 1905, vice Sharpe, appointed commissary-general. 

Maj. David L. Brainard, commissary, to be deputy commis- 
sary-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel from August 
28, 1905, vice Baldwin, deceased. 

Maj. George B. Davis, commissary, to be deputy commissary- 
general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel from October 6, 
1905, vice Dravo, promoted. 

Maj. Barrington K. West, commissary, to be deputy com- 
missary-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel from Oc- 
tober 13, 1905, vice Smith, promoted. 

Capt. George W. Ruthers, commissary, to be commissary with 
the rank of major from August 28, 1905, vice Brainard, pro- 
moted. 

Capt. Harry E. Wilkins, commissary, to be commissary with 
the rank of major from October 6, 1905, vice Davis, promoted. 

Medical Department. 

Lieut. Col. George W. Adair, deputy surgeon-general, to be 
assistant surgeon-general with the rank of colonel from April 6, 
ee vice Girard, appointed brigadier-general, United States 

rmy. 

Maj. William W. Gray, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-general 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel from April 6, 1905, vice 
Adair, promoted. 

Maj. Louis Brechemin, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-general 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel from July 1, 1905, vice 
Comegys, retired from active service. 

Capt. Frederick P. Reynolds, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon 
with the rank of major from March 31, 1905, vice Wells, retired 
from active service. 

Capt. Robert S. Woodson, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon 
with the rank of major from April 6, 1905, vice Gray, promoted. 

Capt. Harry M. Hallock, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with 
the rank of major from July 1, 1905, vice Brechemin, promoted. 


Pay Department. 


Capt. Manly B. Curry, paymaster, to be paymaster with the 
rank of major from April 15, 1905, vice Bullis, appointed briga- 
dier-general, United States Army. 

Capt. James W. Dawes, paymaster, to be paymaster with the 
rank of major from Augsut 12, 1905, vice Howell, retired from 
active service. 

Capt. James Canby, paymaster, to be paymaster with the rank 
of major from October 4, 1905, vice Becker, retired from active 
service, 

Corps of Engineers. 


Lieut. Col. Henry M. Adams, Corps of Engineers, to be colonel 
from June 26, 1905, vice Jones, retired from active service. 

Lieut. Col. Charles E. L. B. Davis, Corps of Engineers, to be 
colonel from October 15, 1905, vice Hanbury, retired from active 
service. 

Maj. William M. Black, Corps of Engineers, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from June 26, 1905, vice Adams, promoted. 

Maj. Walter L. Fisk, Corps of Engineers, to be lieutenant-colo- 
nel from October 15, 1905, vice Davis, promoted. 

Capt. Eugene W. Van C. Lucas, Corps of Engineers, to be ma- 
jor from June 26, 1905, vice Black, promoted, 

Capt. Henry Jervey, Corps of Engineers, to be major from Oc- 
tober 15, 1905, vice Fisk, promoted. 

First Lieut. Lewis H. Rand, Corps of Engineers, to be captain 
from June 26, 1905, vice Lucas, promoted. 

First Lieut. Edward M. Markham, Corps of Engineers, to be 
captain from October 15, 1905, vice Jervey, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Lewis M. Adams, Corps of Engineers, to be first 
lieutenant from June 26, 1905, vice Rand, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles R, Pettis, Corps of Engineers, to be first 
lieutenant from October 15, 1905, vice Markham, promoted. 


Signal Corps. 
Capt. Eugene O. Fechét, Signal Corps, to be major from 
August 22, 1905, vice Maxfield, retired from active service. 
First Lieut. Mack K. Cunningham, Signal Corps, to be captain 
from August 22, 1905, vice Fechét, promoted. 


Cavalry Arm. 


Lieut. Col. William Stanton, Eleventh Cavalry, to be colonel 
from March 18, 1905, vice Smith, Sixth Cavalry, retired from 
active service. 

Lieut. Col. Edward A. Godwin, Ninth Cavalry, to be colonel 
from June 22, 1905, vice Lebo, Fourteenth Cavalry, appointed 
brigadier-general, United States Army. 

Lieut. Col. Frederick K. Ward, detailed inspector-general, to 
be colonel from June 23, 1905, vice Edgerly, Second Cavalry, 
appointed brigadier-general, United States Army. 


Maj. Edward J. McClernand, unassigned, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from March 18, 1905, vice Stanton, Eleventh Cavalry, 
promoted. 

Maj. Levi P. Hunt, Thirteenth Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from April 7, 1905, vice Beck, Third Cavalry, appointed 
brigadier-general, United States Army. ; 

Maj. Cunliffe H. Murray, Fourth Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from April 8, 1905, vice Robinson, Thirteenth Cavalry, 
appointed brigadier-general, United States Army. 

Maj. Charles A. Varnum, Ninth Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from April 10, 1905, vice Fountain, Fourth Cavalry, ap- 
pointed brigadier-general, United States Army. 

Maj. Herbert E. Tutherly, detailed inspector-general, to be 
lieutenant-colonel from June 22, 1905, vice Godwin, Ninth Cay- 
alry, promoted. 

Maj. Thaddeus W. Jones, Thirteenth Cavalry, to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel from October 20, 1905, vice Pearson, Seventh Cav- 
alry, retired from active service. 

Capt. Lloyd M. Brett, Seventh Cavalry, to be major from 
March 30, 1905, vice Lockett, Fourth Cavalry, detailed as 
inspector-general. 

Capt. Elon x’. Willcox, Sixth Cavalry, to be major from April 
7, 1905, vice Hunt, Thirteenth Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. Henry J. Goldman, Fifth Cavalry, to be major from 
April 8, 1905, vice Murray, Fourth Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. Augustus C. Macomb, Fifth Cavalry, to be major from 
April 10, 1905, vice Varnum, Ninth Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. Thomas J. Lewis, Second Cavalry, to be major from 
April 22, 1905, vice Kendall, Twelfth Cavalry, retired from 
active service. 

Capt. William A. Mercer, Seventh Cavalry, to be major from 
June 26, 1905, vice Galbraith, Eleventh Cavalry, detailed as 
inspector-general. 

Capt. Charles H. Grierson, Tenth Cavalry, to be major from 
August 2, 1905, vice Gresham, Fifteenth Cavalry, detailed as 
inspector-general. 

Capt. Harry C. Benson, Fourth Cavalry, to be major from 
October 20, 1905, vice Jones, Thirteenth Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. George H. Sands, Sixth Cavalry, to be major from Octo- 
ber 20, 1905, vice Scott, Tenth Cavalry, retired from active 
service. 

First Lieut. Robert R. Wallach, Third Cavalry, to be captain 
from March 30, 1905, vice Brett, Seventh Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. George Williams, Eighth Cavalry, to be captain 
from April 7, 1905, vice Willcox, Sixth Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Charles S. Haight, Fourth Cavalry, to be captain 
from April 8, 1905, vice Goldman, Fifth Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. William D. Forsyth, Fifteenth Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain from April 10, 1905, vice Macomb, Fifth Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. John J. Boniface, Fourth Cavalry, to be captain 
from April 22, 1905, vice Lewis, Second Cayalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Warren Dean, Fifteenth Cavalry, to be captain 
from May 2, 1905, vice Brooks, Eleventh Cavalry, resigned. 

First Lieut. Fitzhugh Lee, jr., Twelfth Cavalry, to be captain 
from June 26, 1905, vice Mercer, Seventh Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. James F. McKinley, Fourteenth Cavalry, to be 
eaptain from July 7, 1905, vice Perry, Eleventh Cavalry, retired 
from active service. 

First Lieut. Patrick W. Guiney, Sixth Cavalry, to be captain 
from July 17, 1905, vice McDonald, Third Cavalry, detailed as 
quartermaster. 

First Lieut. Leon B. Kromer, Eleventh Cavalry, to be captain 
from August 2, 1905, vice Grierson, Tenth Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Charles A. Romeyn, Thirteenth Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain from August 8, 1905, vice Trout, Second Cavalry, deceased. 

First Lieut. Evan H. Humphrey, Seventh Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain from August 16, 1905, vice Vestal, Seventh Cavalry, detailed 
as quartermaster. 

First. Lieut. George V. H. Moseley, First Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain from September 22, 1905, vice Whipple, Fifth Cavalry, 
retired from active service. 

First Lieut. Charles C. Farmer, jr., Tenth Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain from October 20, 1905, vice Benson, Fourth Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 

First Lieut. Stuart Heintzelman, Sixth Cavalry, to be captain 
from October 20, 1905, vice Sands, Sixth Cayalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. John D. Long, Twelfth Cavalry, to be captain 
from November 7, 1905, vice Hardeman, Eleventh Cavalry, 


detailed as quartermaster. 

Second Lieut. William C. Gardenhire, Fifteenth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant from March 6, 1905, vice Pershing, Fourth 
Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Benjamin O. Davis, Tenth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from March 30, 1905, vice Wallach, Third 8 
promoted. 
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Second Lieut. Edward C. Wells, Tenth Cavalry, to be first 
leutenant from April 7, 1905, vice Williams, Eighth Cavalry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. George A. F. Trumbo, Thirteenth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant from April 8, 1905, vice Haight, Fourth Cavalry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Taylor M. Reagan, Twelfth Cavalry, to. be first 
lieutenant from April 10, 1905, vice Forsyth, Fifteenth Cavalry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Goss L. Stryker, Sixth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from April 22, 1905, vice Boniface, Fourth Cavalry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Robert F. Tate, Twelfth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from May 2, 1905, vice Dean, Fifteenth Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Sebring ©. Megill, Eighth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from June 26, 1905, vice Lee, Twelfth Cayalry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Walter D. Smith, Eleventh Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from July 7, 1905, vice McKinley, Fourteenth Cav- 
alry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Harry B. Jordan, detailed in the Ordnance 
Department, to be first lieutenant from July 15, 1905, vice Hart, 
Tenth Cavalry, dismissed. 0 

Second Lieut. Frank P. Lahm, Sixth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant from July 15, 1905, vice Jordan, detailed in the Ord- 
nance Department. 

Second Lieut. Orlando C. Troxel, Twelfth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from July 17, 1905, vice Guiney, Sixth Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Creed F. Cox, Eleventh Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from July 31, 1905, vice Neilson, Twelfth Cavalry, 
resigned. 

Second Lieut. Robert Med. Beck, jr., Twelfth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant from August 2, 1905, vice Kromer, Eleventh Cav- 
alry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. George M. Russell, Fourteenth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant from August 3, 1905, vice Ross, Fifteenth Cav- 
alry, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Lewis Brown, jr., Seventh Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from August 8, 1905, vice Romeyn, Thirteenth Cay- 
alry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Jerome G. Pillow, Fourteenth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant from August 16, 1905, vice Humphrey, Seventh 
Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Ralph N. Hayden, Seventh Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from September 2, 1905, vice Reynolds, Third Cav- 
alry, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Leonard W. Prunty, Fourth Cayalry, to be 
first lieutenant from September 22, 1905, vice Moseley, First 
Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. E. Kearsley Stirling, Third Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from October 20, 1905, vice Farmer, Tenth Cavalry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Wiley P. Mangum, jr., Fifteenth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant from October 20, 1905, vice Heintzelman, Sixth 
Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles J. Naylor, Fourth Cayalry, to be first 
lieutenant from November 7, 1905, vice Long, Twelfth Cavalry, 


promoted. 
Artillery Corps. 

Lieut. Col. Ephraim T. ©. Richmond (since retired from ac- 
tive service), Artillery Corps, to be colonel from May 20, 1905, 
vice Hubbell, retired from active service. 

Lieut. Col. Ramsay D. Potts, Artillery Corps, to be colonel 
from June 8, 1905, vice Richmond, retired from active service. 

Lieut. Col. Elbridge R. Hills, detailed military secretary, to be 
colonel from June 19, 1905, vice Roberts, appointed chief of 
artillery, 

Lieut. Col. Sydney W. Taylor, Artillery Corps, to be colonel 
from June 20, 1905, vice Mills, appointed chief of artillery. 

Lieut. Col. Luigi Lomia, Artillery Corps, to be colonel from 
November 7, 1905, vice Ennis, retired from active service. 

Maj. John D. C. Hoskins, detailed inspector-general, to be 
lleutenant-colonel from March 22, 1905, vice Humphreys, de- 
ceased. 

Maj. Henry L. Harris, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant-colonel 
from April 12, 1905, vice Hobbs, appointed brigadier-general, 
United States Army. 


Maj. Arthur Murray, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant-colonel 


from April 14, 1905, vice Wood, detailed as military secretary. 
Maj. William E. Birkhimer, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from May 20, 1905, vice Richmond, promoted. 
Maj. John A. Lundeen, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant-colonel 
from June 8, 1905, vice Potts, promoted. 


Maj. Medorem Crawford, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from June 20, 1905, vice Taylor, promoted. 

Maj. Garland N. Whistler, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant- 
cogner from June 30, 1905, vice Pratt, detailed as inspector- 
general. 

Maj. Hugh A. Reed, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant-colonel 
from September 16, 1905, vice Schenck, deceased. 

Maj. Albert S. Cummins, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from November 7, 1905, vice Lomia, promoted. 

Capt. Albert C. Blunt, Artillery Corps, to be major from April 
12, 1905, vice Harris, promoted. 

Capt, William C. Rafferty, Artillery Corps, to be major from 
April 14, 1905, vice Murray, promoted. 

Capt. Warren P. Newcomb, Artillery Corps, to be major from 
May 20, 1905, vice Birkhimer, promoted. 

Capt. Charles L. Phillips, Artillery Corps, to be major from 
June 8, 1905, vice Lundeen, promoted. 

Capt. Charles J. Bailey, Artillery Corps, to be major from 
June 11, 1905, vice Bush, deceased. 

Capt. Clarence’ P. Townsley, detailed quartermaster, to be 
major from June 20, 1905, vice Crawford, promoted. 

Capt. George F. Barney, Artillery Corps, to be major from 
June 80, 1905, vice Whistler, promoted. 

Capt. David J. Rumbough, Artillery Corps, to be major from 
September 16, 1905, vice Reed, promoted. 

Capt. Millard F. Harmon, Artillery Corps, to be major from 
November 7, 1905, vice Cummins, promoted. 

First Lieut. Gwynn R. Hancock, Artillery Corps, to be captain 
from April 12, 1905, vice Blunt, promoted. 

First Lieut. Dan T. Moore, Artillery Corps, to be captain from 
April 14, 1905, vice Rafferty, promoted. 

First Lieut. Clarence B. Smith, Artillery Corps, to be captain 
from May 20, 1905, vice Newcomb, promoted. 

First Lieut. Russell P. Reeder, Artillery Corps, to be captain 
from June 8, 1905, vice Phillips, promoted. 

First Lieut. Robert F. McMillan, Artillery Corps, to be cap- 
tain from June 11, 1905, vice Bailey, promoted. 

First Lieut. Godwin Ordway, Artillery Corps, to be captain 
from June 30, 1905, vice Barney, promoted. 

First Lieut. Charles E. Kilbourne, Artillery Corps, to be cap- 
tain from July 17, 1905, vice Kelton, detailed as quartermaster. 

First Lieut. Edward Hill, Artillery Corps, to be captain from 
September 3, 1905, vice Parker (Charles F.), deceased. 

First Lieut. William H. Monroe, Artillery Corps, to be captain 
from September 16, 1905, vice Catlin, retired from active service. 

First Lieut. Richard T. Ellis, Artillery Corps, to be captain 
from September 16, 1905, vice Rumbough, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Wesley W. K. Hamilton, Artillery Corps, to be 
first lieutenant from January 23, 1905, vice Embick, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Hugh S. Brown, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from February 2, 1905, vice Granger, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Henry H. Scott, Artillery Corps, to be first lieu- 
tenant from February 24, 1905, vice Chance, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Benjamin H. Kerfoot, Artillery Corps, to be 
first lieutenant from April 12, 1905, vice Evans, retired from 
active service. 

Second Lieut. William S. Browning, Artillery Corps, to be 
first lieutenant from April 12, 1905, vice Hancock, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Francis W. Clark, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from April 14, 1905, vice Moore, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Joseph F. Barnes, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from May 7, 1905, vice Ross, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Edward Canfield, jr., Artillery Corps, to be 
first lieutenant from May 10, 1905, vice Strebler, deserted. 

Second Lieut. William P. Ennis, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from May 20, 1905, vice Smith, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Arthur H. Bryant, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from June 8, 1905, vice Reeder, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Willis G. Peace, Artillery Corps, to be first 


lieutenant from June 11, 1905, vice McMillan, promoted. 


Second Lieut. William P. Platt, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from June 19, 1905, vice Smith (Frederick McC.), 
dismissed. 

Second Lieut. Guy E. Carleton, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from June 30, 1905, vice Ordway, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Herbert G. Millar, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from July 17, 1905, vice Kilbourne, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Dennis H. Currie, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from August 6, 1905, vice Orr, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Beverly F. Browne, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from August 9, 1905, vice Wilhoit, dismissed. 

Second Lieut. Edward M. Shinkle, Artillery Corps, to be first 
Peat th from August 24, 1905, vice Barry, retired from active 
service. 
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Second Lieut. William R. Bettison, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from September 3, 1905, vice Hill, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Raymond S. Pratt, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from September 16, 1905, vice Monroe, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Alfred A. Maybach, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from September 16, 1905, vice Ellis, promoted. 


Infantry Arm, 


Lieut. Col. Calvin D. Cowles, Fourth Infantry, to be colonel 
from April 11, 1905, vice Adams, Fifth Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

Lieut. Col. George P. Borden, Fifth Infantry, to be colonel 
from April 14, 1905, vice Buchanan, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
appointed brigadier-general, United States Army. 

Lieut. Col. William B. Wheeler, Second Infantry, to be col- 
onel from October 11, 1905, vice Wygant, Twenty-second In- 
fantry, retired from active service. 

Lieut. Col. Walter S. Scott, Eleventh Infantry, to be colonel 
from October 30, 1905, vice Ward, Fifteenth Infantry, retired 
from active service. 

Maj. James A. Irons, Sixteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from April 9, 1905, vice Taylor, Nineteenth Infantry, ap- 
pointed brigadier-general, United States Army. 

Maj. Leonard A. Lovering, detailed inspector-general, to be 
lieutenant-colonel from April 11, 1905, vice Cowles, Fourth In- 
fantry, promoted. 

Maj. Robert K. Evans, detailed military secretary, to be lieu- 
tenant-colonel from April 14, 1905, vice Borden, Fifth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Maj. George F. Cooke, Twenty-sixth Infantry, to be lieu- 
tenant-colonel from July 28, 1905, vice Robinson, Twenty-second 
Infantry, detailed as military secretary. 

Maj. Charles St. J. Chubb, Fifteenth Infantry, to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel from October 11, 1905, vice Wheeler, Second In- 
fantry, promoted. 

Maj. Palmer G. Wood, Twelfth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from October 30, 1905, vice Scott, Eleventh Infantry, 
promoted. 

Capt. William F. Blauvelt, detailed paymaster, to be major 
from April 9, 1905, vice Irons, Sixteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Henry ©. Hodges, jr., detailed quartermaster, to be 
major from July 15, 1905, vice Carrington, First Infantry, dis- 
missed. 

Capt. Robert L. Hirst, Twelfth Infantry, to be major from 
July 20, 1905, vice Chandler, Twenty-fourth Infantry, detailed 
as inspector-general. 

Capt. Harris L. Roberts, Second Infantry, to be major from 
July 28, 1905, vice Cooke, Twenty-sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Walter H. Chatfield, Fifth Infantry, to be major from 
August 15, 1905, vice Tyler, Twenty-seventh Infantry, deceased. 

Capt. John F. Morrison, Twentieth Infantry, to be major from 
October 6, 1905, vice Black, Thirteenth Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

Capt. Andrew S. Rowan, Nineteenth Infantry, to be major 
from October 11, 1905, vice Chubb, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Frank B. Andrus, Eighth Infantry, to be major from 
October 30, 1905, vice Wood, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Benjamin H. Watkins, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to 
be captain from February 11, 1905, vice Ferguson, Thirteenth 
Infantry, detailed as commissary. 

First Lieut. Robert M. Brambila, Fourteenth Infantry, to be 
captain from February 18, 1905, vice Mulliken, Twenty-seventh 
Infantry, dismissed. 

First Lieut. Harry F. Dalton, Sixth Infantry, to be captain 
from April 11, 1905, vice Moody, Sixteenth Infantry, detailed as 
paymaster. 

First Lieut. John N. Straat, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be 
captain from April 29, 1905, vice Raibourn, Twenty-ninth Infan- 
try, deceased. 

First Lieut. George de G. Catlin, Second Infantry, to be cap- 
tain from May 13, 1905, vice Holden, Twenty-eighth Infantry, 
detailed as paymaster. 

First Lieut. Marshall Childs, Twelfth Infantry, to be captain 
from June 17, 1905, vice Kirkman, Twenty-fifth Infantry, dis- 
missed. 

First Lieut. Henry S. Wagner, Fourteenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain from June 30, 1905, vice Donovan, Twenty-second Infantry, 
resigned. 

First Lieut. Frederick G. Knabenshue, Fifteenth Infantry, to 
be captain from July 20, 1905, vice Hirst, Twelfth Infantry, 
promoted. 

First Lieut. George H. Knox, Seventh Infantry, to be captain 
from July 28, 1905, vice Lloyd, Fifteenth Infantry, retired from 
active service. 


First Lieut. Thomas J. Powers, Twentieth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain from July 28, 1905, vice Scott, Thirteenth Infantry, retired 
from active service. 

First Lieut. James E. Bell, Seventeenth Infantry, to be cap- 
san Sa July 28, 1905, vice Roberts, Second Infantry, pro- 
mo 

First. Lieut. Martin L. Crimmins, Nineteenth Infantry, to be 
captain from August 8, 1905, vice Maginnis, Sixteenth Infantry, 
retired from active service. 

First Lieut. Marion M. Weeks, Twenty-first Infantry, to be 
captain from August 15, 1905, vice Chatfield, Fifth Infantry, 
promoted. 

First Lieut. James M. Love, jr., Twenty-first Infantry, to be 
captain from August 21, 1905, vice Arrowsmith, Twenty-sixth 
Infantry, detailed as paymaster. 

First Lieut. Paul H. McCook, Second Infantry, to be captain 
from September 22, 1905, vice Barlow, Twenty-sixth Infantry, 
retired from active service. 

First Lieut. Frederick W. Coleman, Thirteenth Infantry, to 
be captain from October 4, 1905, vice Purssell, Tenth Infantry, 
detailed as paymaster. 

Second Lieut. James L. Craig, Twenty-ninth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from December 31, 1904, vice Macnab, Second 
Infantry, promoted. 

Second. Lieut. Edward K. Massee, Seventh Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from January 15, 1905, vice Parrott, Twenty- 
second Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Joseph A. Marmon, Fourth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from February 3, 1905, vice Ford, Twenty-fifth In- 
fantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. James A. Higgins, Thirtieth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from February 11, 1905, vice Watkins, Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Rinaldo R. Wood, Fifth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from February 18, 1905, vice Brambila, Fourteenth 
Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Leonard H. Cook, Fifteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from April 11, 1905, vice Dalton, Sixth Infan- 
try, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Horatio I. Lawrence, Twentieth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant from April 11, 1905, vice Willcoxon, Ninth 
Infantry, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. William B. Wallace, Twentieth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from April 29, 1905, vice Straat, Twenty-fifth 
Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Wylie T. Conway, Twenty-eighth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant from May 1, 1905, vice Plummer, Sixth In- 
fantry, deserted. 

Second Lieut. Shepard L. Pike, Eighteenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from May 4, 1905, vice Boyle, Fourth Infantry, de- 
ceased. 

Second Lieut. George A. Wieczorek, Second Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from May 4, 1905, vice Woodhouse, Fourth In- 
fantry, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Henry G. Stahl, Sixth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant from May 13, 1905, vice Catlin, Second Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Roy C. Kirtland, Fourteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from May 18, 1905, vice Chapman, Twenty-fifth 
Infantry, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Alfred C. Arnold, Thirteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from May 20, 1905, vice Osborn, Twenty-sixth 
Infantry, dismissed. 

Second Lieut. Wallace McNamara, Twenty-seventh Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant from June 17, 1905, vice Childs, Twelfth 
Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William J. Schmidt, Twenty-sixth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant from June 30, 1905, vice Wagner, Fourteenth 
Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. David A. Henkes, Twenty-eighth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from July 17, 1905, vice Harris, Twenty-second 
Infantry, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Guy E. Bucker, Second Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant from July 20, 1905, vice Knabenshue, Fifteenth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Robert G. Peck, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from July 28, 1905, vice Knox, Seventh Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Robert J. Binford, Fifteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from July 28, 1905, vice Powers, Twent!aza In- 
fautry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John A. Brockman, Seventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from July 28, 1905, vice Bell, Seventeenth Infantry, 
promoted. 
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Second Lieut. Robert W. Adams, Second Infantry, to be first 
e from July 29, 1905, vice Clark, Ninth Infantry, re- 
signed. 

Second Lieut. Sheldon W. Anding, Eighth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from August 8, 1905, vice Drouillard, Thirtieth In- 
fantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William G. Murchison, Eighth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from August 8, 1905, vice Crimmins, Nineteenth 
Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles C. Finch, Eleventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from August 11, 1905, vice Wills, Twelfth Infantry, 
resigned. 

Second Lieut. John S. McCleery, Twentieth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from August 15, 1905, vice Weeks, Twenty-first 
Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Elvin H. Wagner, Seventeenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from August 21, 1905, vice Love, Twenty-first 
Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Thomas W. Brown, Twenty-seventh Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant from August 30, 1905, vice Richards, 
Twenty-third Infantry, dismissed. 

Second Lieut. Otis R. Cole, Nineteenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from September 2, 1905, vice Harrison, Twenty-first 
Infantry, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Shelby C. Leasure, Fourteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from September 10, 1905, vice Waldo, Seyen- 
teenth Infantry, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Daniel E. Shean, Sixteenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from September 12, 1905, vice McConnell, Ninth 
Infantry, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Charles F. Herr, Nineteenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from September 22, 1905, vice Patterson, Twenty- 
ninth Infantry, retired from active service. 

I nominate the officers herein named for appointment in the 
Army of the United States. 


General officers. 


Brig. Gen. John P. Story (since retired from active service), 
Chief of Artillery, to be major-general from June 17, 1905, vice 
Gillespie, retired from active service. 

Brig. Gen. George M. Randall (since retired from active serv- 
ice) to be major-general from June 19, 1905, vice Story, retired 
from active service. 

Brig. Gen. John F. Weston, Commissary-General, to be major- 
general from October 8, 1905, vice Randall, retired from active 
service. 

Col. Thomas C. Lebo (since retired from active service), 
Fourteenth Cavalry, to be brigadier-general from June 22, 1905, 
vice Randall, appointed major-general, 

Col. Winfield S. Edgerly, Second Cavalry, to be brigadier- 
general from June 23, 1905, vice Lebo, retired from active 
service. 

Military secretary's department. 


Capt. Benjamin Alvord, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be military 
secretary, with rank of major, from June 10, 1905, vice Brodie, 
promoted. 


Capt. Eugene F. Ladd, detailed quartermaster, to be military | 


secretary, with rank of major, from June 23, 1905, vice Alvord, 
promoted, 
Artillery Corps. 


Col. Benjamin K. Roberts (since retired from active service), 
Artillery Corps, to be Chief of Artillery, with rank of brigadier- 
general, from June 19, 1905, vice Story, appointed major- 
general, United States Army. 

Col. Samuel M. Mills, Artillery Corps, to be Chief of Artillery, 
with rank of brigadier-general, from June 20, 1905, vice Roberts, 
retired from active service. 

Under the provisions of an act of Congress approved April 
23, 1904,,I nominate the officers herein named to be placed on 
the retired list of the Army. 

With the rank of brigadier-general. 

Col. Henry H. Adams, retired, with rank from April 11, 1905. 

Col. William A. Jones, retired, with rank from June 26, 1905. 

Col. Henry W. Hubbell, retired, with rank from May 20, 1905. 

Col. Henry C. Ward, retired, with rank from October 30, 1905. 

Col. William Ennis, retired, with rank from November 7, 1905. 


With the rank of colonel. 


Lieut. Col. John Tweedale, retired, with rank from June 10, 
1965. 


With the rank of lieutenant-colonel. 


Maj. Seymour Howell, retired, with rank from August 12, 
1905. 


Chaplain (Maj.) George Robinson, retired, with rank from 
March 19, 1905. 
Maj. Otto Becker, retired, with rank from October 4, 1905 


With the rank of major. 


Chaplain (Capt.) Orville J. Nave, retired, with rank from 
April 30, 1905. 

Chaplain (Capt.) Joseph A. Potter, retired, with rank from 
October 19, 1905. 


With the rank of brigadier-general. 


Under the provisions of an act of Congress approved April 23, 
1904, I nominate Col. Butler D. Price, Sixteenth Infantry, to be 
placed on the retired list of the Army, with the rank of brigadier- 
general from the date upon which he shall be retired from active 
service. 

MEMBERS ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION. 


Theodore P. Shonts for appointment as a member of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission and its chairman, provided for by 
the act of Congress approved June 28, 1902, entitled “An act to 
provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters 
of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate. 

Charles E. Magoon for appointment as a member of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission, provided for by the act of Congress 
approved June 28, 1902, entitled “An act to provide for the con- 
struction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans,” to which office he was appointed during. the last 
recess of the Senate. 

Benjamin M. Harrod for appointment as a member of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission, provided for by the act of Congress 
approved June 28, 1902, entitled “An act to provide for the 

| construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans,” to which office he was appointed during the 
last recess of Congress. 

Col. Oswald H. Ernst, United States Army, for appointment 
as a member of the Isthmian Canal Commission provided for by 

| the act of Congress approved June 28, 1902, entitled “An act to 
provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters 
of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,“ to which office he was 
appointed during the last recess of the Senate. 

Rear-Admiral Mordecai T. Endicott, United States Navy, for 
appointment as a member of the Istamian Canal Commission, 
provided for by the act of Congress approved June 28, 1902, 
entitled “An het to provide for the construction of a canal con- 
necting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate. 

Brig. Gen. Peter C. Hains, United States Army (retired), for 
appointment as a member of the Isthmian Canal Commission, 
provided for by the act of Congress approved June 28, 1902, 
entitled “An act to provide for the construction of a canal con- 
necting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” to which 

| office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate. 


POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 


Stephan C. Fitch to be postmaster at Bridgeport, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Alabama. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

William A. Heck to be postmaster at Cullman, in the county 
of Cullman and State of Alabama, in place of John Sutterer, 
resigned. 

George F. Schad to be postmaster at Brewton, in the county 
of Escambia and State of Alabama, in place of Charles F. Ran- 
kin, resigned. 

John J. Stephens to be postmaster at Attalla, in the county 
of Etowah and State of Alabama, in place of Lucius S. Gray, 
resigned. 

Theodore S. Lanz to be postmaster at Florala, in the county 
of Covington and State of Alabama, in place of Hugh R. Dug- 
gan, removed. 

Daniel McDonald to be postmaster at Carbon Hill, in the 
county of Walker and State of Alabama. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1905. 

Ella G. Nix to be postmaster at Fort Payne, in the county of 
Dekalb and State of Alabama, in place of Ella G. Nix. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired February 19, 1904. 

William H. Woodruff to be postmaster at Andalusia, in the 
county of Covington and State of Alabama, in place of Jesse W. 
Barnes, remoyed. 


ALASKA, 


Frank M. Boyle to be postmaster at Valdez, in the district of 
Alaska, in place of Gustay Spongberg, resigned. 
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ARKANSAS. 

Robert B. Board to be postmaster at Mena, in the county of 
Polk and State of Arkansas, in place of Francis M. Reeves, 
resigned, 
Edgar H. Finch to be postmaster at Crossett, in the county of 
12 and State of Arkansas. Office became Presidential July 
1, 1905. 

ARIZONA. 


M. E. Cassidy to be postmaster at Bisbee, in the county of 
Cocada and Territory of Arizona, in place of George J. McCabe, 
resign 

Edward A. Folsom to be postmaster at Naco, in the county of 
Cochise and Territory of Arizona, in place of Benjamin Gold- 
man, removed. 

James M. Hill, jr., to be postmaster at Hartford (late 
Gwynn), in the county of Sebastian and State of Arkansas, in 
place of James M. Hill, jr., to change name of office. 

Frank H. Kennedy to be postmaster at Cottonplant, in the 
county of Woodruff and State of Arkansas. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1905. 

CALIFORNIA, 

Adaline Bailhache to be postmaster at Coronado, in the county 
of San Diego and State of California, in place of Elizabeth S. 
Newcomb, deceased. ` 
-~ Edmund L. Brown to be postmaster at San Fernando (late 
Fernando), in the county of Los Angeles and State of Cali- 
fornia, in place of Edmund L. Brown, to change name of office. 

Daniel H. Coates to be postmaster at Campbell, in the county 
of Santa Clara and State of California, in place of Alexander P. 
Merrill. Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1904. 

Angus J. Drynan, to be postmaster at Redding, in the county 
of Shasta and State of California, in place of John E. Reynolds, 
removed. 

Frank H. Duden, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county 
of Amador and State of California, in place of George C. Folger, 
deceased. : 

Albert B. Hill, to be postmaster at Coalinga, in the county of 
Fresno and State of California, in place of William J. Kilby, 
removed. 

William A. Long, to be postmaster at Hanford, in the county 
of Kings and State of California, in place of Frank Hickman, 
removed. 

CONNECTICUT. 

Willard Baker, to be postmaster at Sharon, in the county of 
Litchfield and State of Connecticut. Office became Presiden- 
tial July 1, 1905. 

George B. French, to be postmaster at Ivoryton, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in place of Theodore F. 
Rose, deceased. 

Edward D. Gilbert to be postmaster at Higganum, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Connecticut. Office became 
Presidential April 1, 1905. 

Wilson M. Reynolds to be postmaster at Newtown, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1905. 

FLORIDA, 

William F. Barrett to be postmaster at Dunnellon, in the 
county of Marion and State of Florida, in place of James G. 
Baskin, resigned. 

Andrew Green to be postmaster at Arcadia, in the county of 
De Soto and State of Florida, in place of Daniel T. Carlton, re- 
signed. 
`` Hettie B. Spencer to be postmaster at Dade City, in the county 
of Pasco and State of Florida. Office became Presidential July 

1905. 
mas GEORGIA. 


John B. Dunagan to be postmaster at Jefferson, in the county 

of Jackson and State of Georgia. Office became Presidential 
-January 1, 1905. 

Emma B. Dyar to be postmaster at Calhoun, in the county of 
Gordon and State of Georgia, in place of Samuel M. Davis, jr., 
deceased. 

Richard O. Rogers to be postmaster at Lafayette, in the 
county of Walker and State of Georgia. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1905. 

Albert M. Smith to be postmaster at Brunswick, in the county 
of Glynn and State of Georgia, in place of Franklin McC. 
Brown, removed. 

IDAHO. 

William W. Stephens to be postmaster at Rexburg, in the 
county of Fremont and State of Idaho, in place of Dora Clegg, 
removed. 

George L. Wall to be postmaster at Blackfoot, in the county 
of Bingham and State of Idaho, in place of Mary A. Wall, 
resigned. 


INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Adolphus D. Orcutt to be postmaster at Coweta, in district 7, 
py Territory. Office became Presidential April 1, 1905. 
, 1905. 
Rena Russell to be postmaster at Krebs, in district 15, Indian 
Territory, in place of Rena Winnett, name changed by marriage. 


INDIANA. 


Fremont M. Neal to be postmaster at Jonesboro, in the county 
of Grant and State of Indiana, in place of Elam H. Neal, 
resigned, 

Frank Sheets to be postmaster at Mooresville, in the county 
of Morgan and State of Indiana, in place of Harry H. Thomp- 
son, deceased. 1 

John A. Zahm to be postmaster at Notre Dame, in the county 
of St. Joseph and State of Indiana, in place of Andrew Morris- 
sey, resigned. 

IOWA. 

Bert E. Bower to be postmaster at Traer, in the county of 
Tama and State of Iowa, in place of Daniel T. Bower, resigned. 

Albert S. Burnett to be postmaster at Valley Junction, in the 
county of Polk and State of Iowa, in place of James F. Jordan, 
removed. 

Gordon W. Laflar to be postmaster at Manning, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Iowa, in place of John G. Beal. In- 
cumbent's commission expired December 20, 1904. 

Esther M. McFarlan to be postmaster at Cumberland, in the 
county of Cass and State of Iowa, in place of Charles M. Reed, 
resigned. , 

Isaiah A. Mains to be postmaster at Charter Oak, in the 
county of Crawford and State of Iowa, in place of Patrick D. 
McMahon, resigned. 

Stephen C. Maynard to be postmaster at Grand Junction, in 
the county of Greene and State of Iowa, in place of Jacob D. 
Kirby, deceased. ; 

Thomas W. Purcell to be postmaster at Hampton, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Iowa, in place of Theodore 
Haecker, deceased. 

Belle Sherwood to be postmaster at Shellrock, in the county 
of Butler and State of Iowa, in place of Lovett E, Sherwood, 
deceased. 


KANSAS. 


Thomas C. Babb to be postmaster at Fredonia, in the county 
of Wilson and State of Kansas, in place of Leonidas V. Ful- 
ghum, removed. 

Willis E. Bodley to be postmaster at Quenemo, in the county 
of Osage and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1905. 

Lewis W. Breyfogle to be postmaster at Olathe, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Kansas, in place of Charles Sprague, 
removed. 

Eben Carlsson to be postmaster at Lindsborg, in the county 
of McPherson and State of Kansas, in place of Luther Swens- 
son, resigned. 

Robert I. Hillman to be postmaster at Peru, in the county of 
Chautauqua and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1905. - 

Irwin C. McDowell to be postmaster at Phillipsburg, in the 
county of Phillips and State of Kansas, in place of John Q. 
Royce, resigned. 

James T. Miller to be postmaster at Altoona, in the county of 
Wilson and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential July 1, 
1905. i 
John C. Petty to be postmaster at Strong, in the county of 
Chase and State of Kansas. Office become Presidential July 1, 


1905. 
KENTUCKY. 


Charles H. Berryman to be postmaster at Lexington, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Kentucky, in place of Fielding C. 
Elkin, deceased. 

James M. Carey to be postmaster at Morehead, in the county 
of Rowan and State of Kentucky. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1905. : 

James L. Grissom to be postmaster at Burnside, in the county - 
of Pulaski and State of Kentucky. Office became Presidential 


January 1, 1905. 
LOUISIANA, 


Arthur A. Boudreaux to be postmaster at Thibodaux, in the 
parish of Lafourche and State of Louisiana, in place of Eu- 
phemie Aucoin. Incumbent's commission expired February 4, 
1905. 

Benjamin S. Gallup to be postmaster at Hammond, in the par- 
ish of Tangipahoa and State of Louisiana, in place of Fillmore 
M. Brist, resigned. } 

Rudolph A. Gehringer to be postmaster at Napoleonville, in 


1905. 
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the parish of Assumption and State of Louisiana, in place of 
August V. Bulow, deceased. 

Cora Sharpless to be postmaster at De Ridder, in the parish 
of Calcasieu and State of Louisiana. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1904. 

MARYLAND. 

Philip T. Harman to be postmaster at Ellicott City, in the 
county of Howard and State of Maryland, in place of Hamilton 
Oldfield. Incumbents commission expired March 9, 1902. 

William F. Lankford to be postmaster at Princess Anne, in 
the county of Somerset and State of Maryland, in place of Mil- 
ton S. Lankford, resigned. 

Alfred W. Thompson to be postmaster at Ridgely, in the 
county of Caroline and State of Maryland, in place of Alfred 
Sigler, resigned. 

Gustavus B. Timanus to be postmaster at Laurel, in the 
county of Prince George and State of Maryland, in place of 
Charles F. Shaffer, jr., resigned. 

George Tise to be postmaster at Hyattsville, in the county of 
Prince George and State of Maryland. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1905. 

Emma E. Zimmerman to be postmaster at Emmitsburg, in the 
county of Frederick and State of Maryland, in place of Ezra R. 
Zimmerman, deceased. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 


Charles W. Abbott to be postmaster at Reading, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in place of Harley 
Prentiss, deceased. 

George B. Bennett to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the 
county of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
Allen T. Holmes, deceased. 

Charles A. Chase to be postmaster at Holyoke, in the county 
of Hampden and State of Massachusetts, in place of Henry A. 
Chase, resigned. 

William F. Craig to be postmaster at Lynn, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts, in place of Howard K. San- 
derson, deceased. 

Henry A. Hutchinson to be postmaster at Dedham, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
Charles H. Riley. Incumbent’s commission expired January 31, 
1905. 

MICHIGAN. 

Isadore J. Barnett to be postmaster at Onaway, in the county 
of Presque Isle and State of Michigan, in place of John M. 
Clark, removed. 

Thomas E. Dawson to be postmaster at Sandusky (late Sani- 
lac Center), in the county of Sanilac and State of Michigan, in 
place of Thomas E. Dawson, to change name of post-office. 

Arthur J Gibson to be postmaster at Central Lake, in the 
county of Antrim and State of Michigan, in place of Charles E. 
Ramsey, removed. 

James G. Hines to be postmaster at Stockbridge, in the county 
of Ingham and State of Michigan, in place of Clarence S. Mills, 
deceased. y 

George L. Lusk to be postmaster at Bay City, in the county of 
Ray and State of Michigan, in place of Frank C. Merrill, re- 
signed. 

Otis Miner to be postmaster at Lake Odessa, in the county of 
Tonia and State of Michigan, in place of Frank W. Clark, re- 
moved. > 

MINNESOTA. 

Ferdinand H. Berning to be postmaster at Renville, in the 
county of Renville and State of Minnesota, in place of Loren A. 
Brooks, resigned. 

Ivan R. Gillpatrick to be postmaster at Biwabik, in the 
county of St. Louis and State of Minnesota, in place of Nicholas 
B. Shank. 

Owen Wangensteen to be postmaster at Lake Park, in the 
county of Becker and State of Minnesota, in place of Frank B. 
Higley. Incumbent’s commission expired January 31, 1905. 


MISSISSIPPI. 

Margaret N. Cabaniss to be postmaster at Clinton, in the 
county of Hinds and State of Mississippi. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

James G. Cammack to be postmaster at Rolling Fork, in the 
county of Sharkey and State of Mississippi. Office became 
Presidential April 1, 1905. 


Anna D. Cook to be postmaster at Laurel, in the county of 
Jones and State of Mississippi, in place of John McDuffie, de- 
ceased. 

Henry E. Davis to be postmaster at Wiggins, in the county of 
Harrison and State of Mississippi. 
July 1, 1905. 

George W. Field to be postmaster at Grenada, in the county 

f 


Office became Presidential 


of Grenada and State of Mississippi, in place of Augustus S. 
Weigert, resigned. 
MISSOURI. 


Julian Courteol to be postmaster at Granby, in the county of 
Newton and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1905. 

Roscoe N. Dean to be postmaster at Norborne, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Missouri, in place of John H. Jacobs, 
resigned. 

George K. Gwathmey to be postmaster at Lathrop, in the 
county of Clinton and State of Missouri, in place of Cassius M. 
Gilchrist, resigned. 

Guersant P. Herriott to be postmaster at Novinger, in the 
county of Adair and State of Missouri. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1905. 

Clyde M. Hudson to be postmaster at Hale, in the county of 
Carroll and State of Missouri, in place of M. J. Hudson, de- 
ceased. 

Frank P. Kitchen to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
of Henry and State of Missouri, in place of Harry H. Mitchell, 
removed. 

William T. Lessley to be postmaster at Glasgow, in the 
county of Howard and State of Missouri, in place of Albert A. 
Marshall, resigned. N 

Nellie B. Shelton to be postmaster at Puxico, in the county 
of Stoddard and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. a ; 

Theodore Walther to be postmaster at De Soto, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Missouri, in place of William E. 
Crow, resigned. 

MONTANA. 

James McTaggart to be postmaster at Belgrade, in the county 
of Gallatin and State of Montana. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1905. 

Orson B. Prickett to be postmaster at Billings, in the county 
of Yellowstone and State of Montana, in place of Lewis F. 
Babcock, deceased. 

» NEBRASKA, 

Robert R. Douglas to be postmaster at Clarks, in the county 
of Merrick and State of Nebraska, in place of Marion E. 
Richardson, resigned. 

Charles H. Hodges to be postmaster at Collegeview, in the 
county of Lancaster and State of Nebraska, in place of Zalmon 
Nicola, resigned. 

Amanda Wille to be postmaster at Neligh, in the county of 
Antelope and State of Nebraska, in place of Charles Wille, 


deceased. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Harry M. Eaton to be postmaster at Littleton, in the county 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in place of Charles 


Eaton, deceased. 
NEW JERSEY. 


John A. Ackerman to be postmaster at Orange, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey, in place of Herman B. 
Walker, resigned. 

Jacob Feldman to be postmaster at Woodbine, in the county 
of Cape May and State of New Jersey. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1905. 

John Hiller, jr., to be postmaster at Kenilworth (late New 
Orange), in the county of Union and State of New Jersey. 
Office became Presidential April 1, 1905. 

William Jeffers to be postmaster at Hackensack, in the county 
of Bergen and State of New Jersey, in place of John J. Ander- 
soh, resigned. 

William B. Livezey to be postmaster at Wildwood, in the 
county of Cape May and State of New Jersey. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1905. 

Horace E. Richardson to be postmaster -at Cape May Court 
House, in the county of Cape May and State of New Jersey. 
Office became Presidential July 1, 1904. 

NEW YORE. 

Emerson W. Addis to be postmaster at Brewster, in the county 
of Putnam and State of New York, in place of Levi A. Shove, 
resigned. 

Samuel G. Barton to be postmaster at Gasport, in the county 
of Niagara and State of New York. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1905. 

Abram E. Depuy to be postmaster at Mariner Harbor, in the 
county of Richmond and State of New York, in place of William 
E. Lissenden. removed. 

Adam N. Finucan to be postmaster at Pittsford, in the county 
of Monroe and State of New York, in place of Benjamin G. 
Eaton, resigned. 

Charles A. Fowler to be postmaster at Rome, in the county of 
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8 and State of New York, in place of George C. McAdam, 
decea: 5 

Addison A. Gardner to be postmaster at Broadalbin, in the 
county of Fulton and State of New York. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1905. 

George C. Lane to be postmaster at Fishers Island, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1904. 

Robert R. McLane to be postmaster at St. Regis Falls, in the 
county of Franklin and State of New York. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1905. 

William E. Mills to be postmaster at Rose Hill, in the county 
of Onondaga and State of New York. Office became Presiden- 
tial July 1, 1903. 

John N. Parsons to be postmaster at Yonkers, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York, in place of Henry Oster- 
held, removed. 

Sylvester Pearsall to be postmaster at Lynbrook, in the county 
of Nassau and State of New York. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1905. 

Harry H. Pratt to be postmaster at Corning, in the county of 
Steuben and State of New York, in place of John S. Kennedy, 
resigned. 

Charles J. Shults to be postmaster at Cherry Creek, in the 
county of Chautauqua and State of New York, in place of 
Richard C. Bullock. Incumbent's commission expired Febru- 
ary 4, 1905. 

Alexander S. Taylor to be postmaster at Westbury Station, 
in the county of Nassau and State of New York. Office e 
Presidential July 1, 1905. 

Henry P. Tuthill to be postmaster at Mattituck, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1905. 

Willis G. C. Wood to be postmaster at Whitehall, in the 
county of Washington and State of New York, in place of 
Charles W. Harding, 


NORTH CAROLINA. 

Drury W. Deweese to be postmaster at Murphy, in the county 
of Cherokee and State of North Carolina. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1904. 

James D. Dorsett to be postmaster at Spencer, in the county 
of Rowan and State of North Carolina. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1905. 

Carlos McLeod to be postmaster at Carthage, in the county of 
Moore and State of North Carolina, in place of Julia A. Ritter. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 7, 1905. 

Albert Miller to be postmaster at Lagrange, in the county of 
Lenoir and State of North Carolina. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1905. ` 

Malinda A. Renigar to be postmaster at Shore, in the county 
of Yadkin and State of North Carolina. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1905. 

William E. Snow to be postmaster at High Point, in the 
county of Guilford and State of North Carolina, in place of 
Walter B. Steele, deceased. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


Lyman Brandt to be postmaster at Park River, in the county 
of Walsh and State of North Dakota, in place of George K. 
McEwan, resigned. 

Minnie L. Budge to be postmaster at Grand Forks, in the 
county of Grand Forks and State of North Dakota, in place of 
William Budge, resigned. 

Clarence M. Condit to be postmaster at Westhope, in the 
county of Bottineau and State of North Dakota. Office be- 
came Presidential April 1, 1905. 

Jeremiah H. Dooley to be postmaster at Leeds, in the county 
of Benson and State of North Dakota, in place of Frederick 
Johnson, resigned. 

James E. Galehouse, Ir., to be postmaster at Carrington, in 
the county of Foster and State of North Dakota, in place of 
Wallace Galehouse, deceased. 

Ole Helseth to be postmaster at Balfour, in the county of 
McHenry and State of North Dakota. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1903. 

Nelson C. Lawrence to be postmaster at Dickinson, in the 
county of Stark and State of North Dakota, in place of Jared 
C. Thompson, deceased. 

Emily D. Prairie to be postmaster at Portal, in the county of 
Ward and State of North Dakota. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1904. 

OHIO. 


Orrin C. Andre to be postmaster at Waverly, in the county of 
Pike and State of Ohio, in place of Charles W. Jones, deceased. 
Charles W. Brainerd to be postmaster at Mantua (late Mantua 


Station), in the county of Portage and State of Ohio, in place of 
Charles W. Brainerd, to change name of office. 

Betsey Erskine to be ter at Lowellville, in the county 
oe ne and State of Ohio, in place of Porter Watson, re- 
Sign 

Lewis T. Marrott to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county of 
Summit and State of Ohio, in place of Charles H. Ellsworth, 
deceased. 

John C. MeManus to be postmaster at Jewett, in the county 
of Harrison and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1905. 

Emma Metzger to be postmaster at Oakharbor, in the county 
of Ottawa and State of Ohio, in place of Jobn C. Metzger, 
deceased. 

George W. Nickels to be postmaster at Galion, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Ohio, in place of John W. Cupp, 
resigned. 

Ralston Russell to be postmaster at Pomeroy, in the county 
of Meigs and State of Ohio, in place of Samuel F. Smith, 
removed. 

Tom J. Smith to be postmaster at West Salem, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential April 
1, 1905. 

Judson N. Stone to be postmaster at Oberlin, in the county 
of Lorain and State of Ohio, in place of John W. Steele, de- 
ceased. 

David B. Wilson to be postmaster at Corning, in the county 
of Perry and State of Ohio, in place of George T. Drake, re- 


signed. 
OKLAHOMA. 


David Barrett to be postmaster at Prague, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Oklahoma. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1905. 

George Brophy to be postmaster at Woodward, in the county 
of Woodward and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of Jonathan 
McGrath, deceased. 

OREGON. 


Merritt A. Baker to be postmaster at Weston, in the county 
of Umatilla and State of Oregon. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1905. 

Harvey S. Buck to be postmaster at Sumpter, in the county 
of Baker and State of Oregon, in place of Frank G. Jewett, re- 
signed. 

Louis J. Simpson to be postmaster at North Bend, in the 
county of Coos and State of Oregon. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1905. 

Frank W. Welcome to be at Burns, in the county 
of Harney and State of Oregon, in place of Harrison Kelly, 
deceased. 

Arthur Wheelhouse to be postmaster at Arlington, in the 
county of Gilliam and State of Oregon, in place of Robert H. 
Robinson. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1905. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


Samuel M. Altdoerffer to be postmaster at Ambridge, in the 
county of Beaver and State of Pennsylvania. Office became 
Presidential April 1, 1905. 

David Dalton to be postmaster at Sharon Hill, in the county 
of Delaware and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1905. 

James T. Dunfee to be postmaster at Newville, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Pennsylvania, in place of James T. 
Dunfee. Incumbent’s commission expired February 8, 1905. 

Malin Ewing to be postmaster at Sharon, in the county of 
Se State of Pennsylvania, in place of Daniel Williams, 
resign 

William H. Fretz to be postmaster at Jenkintown, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Anna H. Griscom, removed. 

William D. Gerlach to be postmaster at Hazleton, in the 
county of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Wil- 
liam M. Powell, removed. 

Sallie B. Gregory to be er at Meshoppen, in the 
county of Wyoming and State of Pennsylvania. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1905. 

Daniel L. Grier to be postmaster at Watsontown, in the county 
of Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Dan 
C. Hogue, deceased. 

Solomon G. Krepps to be ter at Cadwallader, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania. Office became 
Presidential April 1, 1903. é 5 

Alfred P. Laubach to be postmaster at Siegfried, in the county 
of Northampton and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Adam 
Laubach, deceased. 

Albert J. Matson to be postmaster at Delta, in the county of 
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York and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1905. 

Oliver E. Mayhew to be postmaster at Export, in the county 
of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. Office became 
Presidential April 1, 1905. 

Robert M. Swisher to be postmaster at Mount Jewett, in the 
county of McKean and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Charles W. Oberg, resigned. 

PORTO RICO. 

Juan Padoyani to be postmaster at Guayama, in the county 

of Guayama, P. R. Office became Presidential April 1, 1905. 
RHODE ISLAND, 

Edgar E. Matteson to be postmaster at Apponaug, in the 
county of Kent and State of Rhode Island. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1905. 

SOUTH CAROLINA, 

John E. Heustess to be postmaster at Hartsville, in the 
county of Darlington and State of South Carolina, in place of 
Simon Beckham, removed. 

Isham A. Mayfield to be postmaster at Greer, in the county 
of Greenville and State of South Carolina. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1905. 

Ira S. Pitts to be postmaster at Westminster, in the county of 
Oconee and State of South Carolina, in place of Charles J. 
Mulkey, removed. 

: SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Erick Olson to be postmaster at Fairfax, in the county of 
Gregory and State of South Dakota. Office became Presiden- 
tial July 1, 1905. 

William Toomey to be postmaster at Gettysburg, in the county 
of Potter and State of South Dakota, in place of Lewis Tillot- 
son. Incumbent’s commission expired February 22, 1905. 

TENNESSEE, 

David A. Munn, jr., to be postmaster at Halls, in the county 
of Lauderdale and State of Tennessee, Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1905. 

Wiliam S. Raulston to be postmaster at Chattanooga, in the 
county of Hamilton and State of Tennessee, in place of Robert 
S. Sharp, resigned. 

Frances D. Robertson to be postmaster at Springfield, in the 
county of Robertson and State of Tennessee, in place of Susan C. 
Cheatham. Incumbent's commission expired February 19, 1904. 

Euclid W. Smartt, jr., to be postmaster at Manchester, in the 
county of Coffee and State of Tennessee. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

James W. Taylor to be postmaster at Lafollette, in the county 
of Campbell and State of Tennessee, in place of Evan T. Warner, 
resigned. 

TEXAS. 

Harry H. Barkham to be postmaster at Plano, in the county 
of Collin and State of Texas, in place of John M. Moody, 
resigned. 

Jefferson D. Bell to be postmaster at Bartlett, in the county 
of Williamson and State of Texas, in place of Edward G. Arm- 
strong, resigned. 

Belle W. Bridges to be postmaster at Mason, in the county 
of Mason and State of Texas. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1905. 

Thomas F. Calhoon to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county 
of Liberty and State of Texas. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1905. 

Gerald W. Calrow to be postmaster at Boerne, in the county 
of Kendall and State of Texas. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1905. 

George W. Cash to be postmaster at Hubbard, in the county 
of Hill and State of Texas, in place of William E. Connelly, 
deceased. 

Joshua W. Cunningham to be postmaster at De Kalb, in the 
county of Bowie and State of Texas. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

Dallas Harbert to be postmaster at Commerce, in the county 
of Hunt and State of Texas, in place of Charles W. Rush. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired March 31, 1902. 

William A. Hawn to be postmaster at Athens, in the county of 
Henderson and State of Texas, in place of Charles K. Miller, 
removed, 

Clara I. Lockwood to be postmaster at Sealy, in the county of 
Austin and State of Texas. Office became Presidential January 
1, 1904. 

Richard T. Polk to be postmaster at Killeen, in the county of 
Bell and State of Texas. Office became Presidential October 1, 
1904. 

Anna J. Roach to be postmaster at Atlanta, in the county of 
Cass and State of Texas, in place of Joseph E. Roach, deceased. 
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David A. Robinson to be postmaster at Dallas, in the county 
of Dallas and State of Texas, in place of William M. O'Leary, 
deceased. 

Charlie Simmons to be postmaster at Valley Mills, in the 
county of Bosque and State of Texas, in place of Marion D. 
Townley, resigned. 

Harvey H. Twyman to be postmaster at Rosebud, in the 
county of Falls and State of Texas, in place of Lula M. Brew- 


ington, resigned. 
UTAH, 


George W. Bryan to be postmaster at Mercur, in the county of 
Tooele and State of Utah, in place of Robert W. Watt, resigned. 
VIRGINIA. 

William E. Cunningham to be postmaster at Louisa, in the 
eounty of Louisa and State of Virginia. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1904. 

William C. Pendleton to be postmaster at Tazewell, in the 
county of Tazewell and State of Virginia, in place of William 
G. Young, resigned. 

John W. Thompson to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county 
of Rockingham and State of Virginia, in place of John L. 
Thompson, deceased. 

WASHINGTON, 

Daniel Crowley to be postmaster at Vancouver, in the county 
of Clarke and State of Washington, in place of Lloyd Du Bois. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 28, 1903. 

Jacob F. Hill to be postmaster at Davenport, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Washington, in place of Lawrence A. 
Inkster, resigned. 

Robert H. Stapleton to be postmaster at Monroe, in the county 
of Snohomish and State of Washington. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1904. 

Frank L. Turner to be postmaster at South Bend, in the 
county of Pacific and State of Washington, in place of Joseph 
H. Turner, deceased. 

Henry L. Votaw to be postmaster at Tacoma, in the county of 
Pierce and State of Washington, in place of John B, Cromwell. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 14, 1903. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Columbus W. Law to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Harrison and State of West Virginia, in place of Jesse J. Flani- 
gan, removed. 

WISCONSIN. 

Ole K. Anderson to be postmaster at Superior, in the county 
of Douglas and State of Wisconsin, in place of Kirby Thomas, 
resigned. 

Lydia Chapman to be postmaster at Horicon, in the county of 
Dodge and State of Wisconsin, in place of William W. Chap- 
man, deceased. 

Nettie J. Danielson to be postmaster at Medford, in the county 
of Taylor and State of Wisconsin, in place of Peter Danielson, 
deceased. 

Frank C. Densmore to be postmaster at Sharon, in the county 
of Walworth and State of Wisconsin, in place of Clayton H. 
Underhill, resigned. 

Ida E. Gilbert to be postmaster at Blair, in the county of 
Trempealeau and State of Wisconsin. Office becume Presiden- 
tial July 1, 1905. 

Byron R. Godfrey to be postmaster at North Milwaukee, in 
the county of Milwaukee and State of Wisconsin. Office be- 
came Presidential April 1, 1904. 

Edward Morrissey to be postmaster at Delavan, in the county 
of Walworth and State of Wisconsin, in place of Adele E. 
Barnes, removed. 

Hans S. Olson to be postmaster at Weyauwega, in the county 
of Waupaca and State of Wisconsin, in place of J. F. Corbett, 
resigned. : 

Horatio S. Tipple to be postmaster at West Allis, in the 
county of Milwaukee and State of Wisconsin. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1904. 

Charles E. Wood to be postmaster at Mukwonago, in the 
county of Waukesha and State of Wisconsin, in place of Laurel 
G. Andrews, deceased. 

WYOMING. 


Ida Fowkes to be postmaster at Cumberland, in the county of 
Uinta and State of Wyoming. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1905. 

Frank O. Thompson to be postmaster at Cody, in the county 
of Bighorn and State of Wyoming, in place of William P. 
Webster, resigned. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT OF THE PHILIPPINE 
ISLANDS, 

I nominate the person herein named for appointment as an 

associate justice of the supreme court of the Philippine Islands, 


174 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 6, 


provided for in the act of Congress approved July 1, 1902, en- 
titled “An act temporarily to provide for the administration of 
the affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and for 
other purposes.” 

James F. Tracey, of New York, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice John T. Mc- 
Donough, resigned. 


ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Edward J. Rodrigue, of Louisiana, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of New Orleans, in the State of 
Louisiana, to succeed Thomas S. Sholars, removed. 

INDIAN INSPECTOR. 

Frank C. Churchill, of Grafton, N. H., to be an Indian in- 
spector, to fill the vacancy made by his temporary appoint- 
ment June 1, 1905, as a special agent. (Reappointment.) 

SECRETARY OF NEW MEXICO, 
James W. Raynolds, of New Mexico, to be secretary of New 


Mexico, to take effect January 13, 1906, at expiration of his 
present term. (Reappointment.) 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Beecutive nomination withdrawn December 6, 1905. 


Frederick S. Nave, of Arizona, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Arizona. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 6, 1905. 
SECRETARY OF STATE. 
Elihu Root, of New York, to be Secretary of State. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. 
ae Bacon, of New York, to be Assistant Secretary of 
ate. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, COURT OF APPEALS. 


Louis E. McComas, of Maryland, to be associate justice of the 
court of appeals of the District of Columbia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wepnespay, December 6, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 


approved. 
SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 

Mr. Robertson and Mr. Ransdell, Representatives from the 
State of Louisiana, appeared before the bar and took the oath 
of office. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi- 
cation from the President; which was read, and referred to the 
Committee on Printing: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, the Third 
Report of the United States Board on Geographic Names, constituted 
by Executive order of September 4, 1890. 


The attention of the Congress is invited to the recommendations of 
the Board that, in addition to the number of copies of the report 


printed for the use of the Congress, 2,500 copies be printed for the use | 


of the Board, and that an annual appropriation of $2,500 be asked to 
enable the Board to conduct the necessary 8 make inves- 
tigations of questions submitted, and prepare, pr 
tribute the decisions made by the Board. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tun WHITE House, December 5, 1905. 


CORRECTION OF JOURNAL. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I arise to propose a cor- 
rection of the Journal of the House. I find on page 59 of the 
Recorp that two bills were introduced giving American registry 
to two steamers, one called the Success and the other the Marie, 
and it appears that they were sent to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. I ask to correct the Journal so as to have it appear 
that the bills were sent to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will be so 
corrected. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

PANAMA CANAL. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill (H. R. 480) supplemental to an act to provide for the 
construction of a canal, etc., be now laid before the House for 
immediate consideration in the House as in Committee of the 


t, and promptly dis- | 


Whole House on the state of the Union, and that it may remain 
the special order until concluded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the bill referred to be considered in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union under the rules 
of the House, and that its consideration be a continuing order 
until completed. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, pending the request 

The SPEAKER. Do I understand the gentleman from Iowa 
desires also to limit debate? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. I mean to limit debate upon this subject— 
that is, debate upon this bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN.. Upon the bill, yes, sir; not general debate 
in the ordinary sense of that term. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, pending the consideration of 
the request, will the gentleman grant me a few minutes—three 
or five minutes—in which to make a statement? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, this is a rather unusual 
request, but it is also a rather unusual condition with which 
we are faced. Nobody upon this side of the House has any 
desire to delay or to obstruct the speedy construction of a trans- 
isthmian canal. We are very anxious not only to avoid an 
actuality of that sort, but any appearance of that sort. The re- 
quest is somewhat unusual in this, that ten million dollars—a 
rather large amount from my section of the country at any rate, 
and not a contemptible one for any part of the world—has been 
spent within a short time. We have no detailed account of 
how it has been expended. I myself do not doubt it has been 
honestly expended. I might perhaps criticise the wisdom of the 
expenditure in some respects. The detailed statement in the 
Recorp this morning is not a detailed statement, but a summary 
of summaries; that is to say, the amount expended for sani- 
tation is stated in one column and the amount expended for 
supplies in another, and the amount spent for another object 
in another, etc., and these were added up, giving the sum total 
in the Recorp. Now, Mr. Speaker, the sole difference between 
the request and the ordinary operation of the House is that the 
matter has not been considered by one of the standing committees. 
The matter, when it comes before the House, if the unanimous 
consent is granted, will come before it for its consideration 
with the usual right of amendment, with the usual right of de- 
bate in the Committee of the Whole and in the House, the only 
restriction upon that being that the general debate shall be 
confined to the subject-matter under consideration, namely, the 


| bill itself. Under all the circumstances, Mr. Speaker, the gen- 


The Journal of the p lings of yesterday was read and | tleman from Missouri [Mr. De ArmMonp] and I, acting for the 


minority upon the Committee on Rules, have concluded that we 
ought to give unanimous consent to the request, and we shall 
make no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Will the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN] yield me a moment? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, the bill under consideration is 
stated in its title to be— 


A bill supplemental to an act entitled “An act to provide for the 
construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, and making appropriations 
for isthmian canal construction, and for other purposes. 

As a supplemental bill it was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. The first section of the bill 
is supplemental to the Panama Canal act, but the second section 
of the bill, the one which appeals to me to be the more impor- 
tant, and surely the one which justifies immediate consideration 
of the bill, carries an appropriation of $16,500,000 and is clearly 
a deficiency item. It is referred to by the President in his mes- 
sage as an emergency appropriation.” It comes under the head 
of a deficiency appropriation, and consequently under the rule 
is within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropriations. 
I surely do not want to interpose any delay in the consideration 
of this act, as I approve its object thoroughly. Moreover, the 
estimate for the appropriation came to the House in the regular 
form of an item of deficiency, and which has been properly re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. My only object is 
that, as an old member of the Committee on Appropriations, I 
desired to call the attention of the House to this matter, in 
order that this section may not at any future date be referred to 
as a precedent for the reference of Panama Canal appropria- 
tions to any other committee than the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speake, I want to say to the House and to 
my colleague [Mr. Lirraver] that the second section of the 
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bill—I believe it is the second section—refers to the taxation of 
the United States bonds. Of course, that subject is a subject 
that is exclusively within the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, but I have not raised any objection, and 
should not have said a word about it in the House, because the 
bill comes before the House as a bill without reference to its 
having been referred to any committee. If the request was to 
take the bill from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce I should still be in favor of it, because I do not be- 
ieye that either of these sections of the bill belong to that com- 
mittee, or that they have jurisdiction over them. But this is 
an easy method of getting at the bill for action, and I think that 
the House ought to act upon it as speedily as possible. There- 
fore, I hope there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
includes in his request for unanimous consent, if the Chair 
understands it, the proposition to discharge the Committee on 
penaa and Foreign Commerce from further consideration of 

e i 

Mr. HEPBURN. I did not make that motion, Mr. Speaker, 
for the reason that there is no Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
Committee, and I would have no authority to make that request. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, would not the proper request be to 
vacate the reference? 

The SPEAKER. Probably that would be the better request, 
namely, to vacate the reference. The suggestion of the Chair 
is that there is no question about the bill being before the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I will put that in my request, 
namely, that the reference to the committee be vacated. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the bill, I believe, has already 
been read? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 


Yes. 
Then I will attempt to discuss briefiy—— 
The SPEAKER. 


The bill is upon the Union Calendar. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now 
resolye itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 480. 

The motion of Mr. HEPBURN was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the House resolyed itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union (with Mr. VREELAND 
in the chair). 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 480) supplemental to an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans," approved June 28, 1902, and making appropria- 
tion for Isthmian Canal construction, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the bonds authorized by section 8 of the 
act entitled “An act to provide for the construction of a canal con- 
necting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” approved June 
28, 1902, shall be subject to the provisions of section 13 of the act 
entitled “An act to define and fix the standard of value, to maintain 
the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by the United States, 
to refund the public debt, and for other p 7750 sorore March 14, 
1900, the same as though said bonds were ed under the provisions 
of said act of March 14, 1900. 

Sec. 2. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $16,500,000 to con- 
tinue the construction of the Isthmian Canal, to be expended under the 
direction of the President in accordance with the said act to provide 
for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic 
and Pacifie oceans, approved June 28, 1902, for each and every 
pur connected with the same, the said sum to continue available 
until expended: Provided, That all e tures from the appropria- 
tion herein made shall be reimbursed to the 9 the United 
States out of the proceeds of the sale of bonds author in section 8 
of the said act approved June 28, 1902. 

Sec. 3. That a detailed statement of the expenditures from this and 


subsequent appropriations for the construction of the Isthmian Canal 
shall mage annually to Congress at the beginning of each regular 
session. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding briefly to 
a discussion of this bill I want to say a word or two in order 
that the gentleman from New York in my front [Mr. Lirraver] 
and the gentleman from New York on my left [Mr. PAYNE] may 
be able to possess their souls in patience. There is no subtle 
attempt upon the part of gentlemen who have heretofore been 
connected with the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce to interfere with the jurisdiction of the respective com- 
mittees that they so long have ornamented. We do not want 
to assume any of their functions. There is no purpose upon the 
part of the membership of that committee as it may be consti- 
tuted to commit any act of viclence upon their jurisdiction. We 
recognize the fact that these matters are disposed of by rules 
rather than by the preferences of gentlemen, and we find that 
the rule provides that all of those matters relating to commerce 
shall be referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


Commerce; and it is because this great subject of the canal has 
relation to commerce that Congress thought it had the power 


under the Constitution to authorize its construction. It is part 
of the commerce of the country. It relates to that; and as 
this measure relates to that great enterprise, it has been 
thought probably just by the Speaker that in this particular 
case at least that committee should have jurisdiction. There 
mae usurpation upon their part, nor desire to usurp any- 
thing 

Mr. PAXNE. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. HEPBURN. And I hope gentlemen will be quiet and be 
able to sleep peaceably in their beds without being disturbed 
by fears that their prerogatives, just and proper, are in any way 
to be abridged. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir; I yield. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, no one has charged that there 
was any subtle or surreptitious or felonious intent to get away 
with the jurisdiction of the Committee on Ways and Means. 
No one has ever supposed up to five minutes ago that the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn] would claim for a moment 
that there was a word or line in this bill which indicated that 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce had any 
jurisdiction whatever of the subject-matter. One section re- 
lates to appropriation, the other to taxation. Why, the gen- 
tleman may just as well claim that any bill relating to revenue, 
which raised the tariff or imposed a tax, was under the juris- 
diction of that committee, the chairmanship of which he has 
so signally ‘ornamented for the past few years in connection 
with this canal project. He might just as well claim that 
every such bill was subject to the jurisdiction of that commit- 
tee, because a customs duty is supposed to bear some relation 
to the commerce—to the foreign commerce—of the United 
States. 

I do not think the gentleman will try to maintain any such 
position as that when he reflects upon the matter. I was not 
even disposed to raise the question or suggest it until it was sug- 
gested by my friend formerly upon the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, because the request of the gentleman from Iowa was to oust 
his committee of the jurisdiction of this bill, to which they were 
not entitled, and bring it before the House, so that we might 
haye speedy consideration and.speedy action upon this question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has shown in 
this last remark of his that he perhaps does not understand this 
subject. [Laughter.] “The gentleman from Iowa” did not 
attempt to oust his committee or the Committee on Appropria- 
tions from jurisdiction of this matter. It was shown a moment 
ago, when he was addressed by the Speaker of the House; he 
recognized the fact that the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce did not have an existence now—has not been 
appointed. I think the gentleman knew that. The gentleman 
is perhaps unhappy in the broad statement that he makes— 
“that up to five minutes ago no one supposed that a contention 
of this kind would be made.” He ought-to have changed that 
language, and said that those who were unfamiliar with the 
rules of the House might have had such a notion. [Laughter.] 
i get my idea from a reading of the rule, which says that all 
subjects relating to commerce shall be referred to that com- 
mittee; and if this matter relates to commerce, then I submit 
that it has jurisdiction, notwithstanding the argument of my 
friend. I would not assume to attempt to discharge any of the 
duties of the Committee on Ways and Means. Oh, no! Those 
belong to the white-buttoned mandarins of the House. [Laugh- 


ter.] 

Mr. PAYNE.. I do not like to be personal, but the gentleman 
does not think he is out of place, then, to be at the head of the 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee instead of on the 
Ways and Means Committee, if the white-button mandarins of 
the House are the people who are to be on the Committee on 
Ways and Means. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. May I ask the Chair if that is an occult and 
hidden compliment to me? [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, the committee will remember that the bill to 
which this is supplemental provided for the issuance of $135,- 
000,000 of bonds, the proceeds of the sale of which was to meet 
the expenditures authorized in the construction of this canal. 
Those bonds at 2 per cent were not placed upon the same foot- 
ing as other 2 per cent bonds, in this, that if used as a basis for 
circulation, the tax on that circulation would be 1 per cent a 
year, whereas under the other issues that tax would be but one- 
half of 1 per cent a year. The first section of the bill is to rec- 
tify that error and to place the bonds that may be issued under 
the act of June 28, 1902, upon the same footing as other 2 per 
cent bonds. 

This bill makes an appropriation for $16,500,000, estimated to 


176 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 6, 


be necessary to meet the expenditures between this date and the 
30th of June next. Ten million dollars have already been ex- 
pended by the Commission, but a large portion of that was not 
expended by those gentlemen who are now charged with respon- 
sibility for the management of canal affairs. A detailed state- 
ment of those expenditures was printed in the Recorp of this 
morning, and a statement of the estimates necessary for the 
next seven months is also printed in the RECORD. 

This aggregate sum seems to be a large one, but gentlemen 
must remember that this work is now being inaugurated, and 
extraordinary expenditures are necessary in the way of provid- 
ing quarters for the vast army of men who must be employed, 
in providing proper machinery, and gathering together the labor- 
ers who are to conduct the work. It seems to be a large sum, 
and yet it is a necessary one. I want to remind the committee 
that they must not fall into the error of supposing that the 
machinery, the housing, and other items of expenditure of that 
kind were all covered and paid for in the $40,000,000 paid to 
the French company. The work done, the buildings erected, and 
the materials assembled were supposed to be, in the aggregate, 
in the neighborhood of $40,000,000 in value; but, as a matter of 
fact, when we came to take possession of those houses—three 
or four thousand of them in number—it was found that they 
were practically worthless. They were wooden houses; they 
had been unusued for ten or twelve years. Buildings decay 
rapidly in that climate and under that intense rainfall of one 
hundred and thirty-odd inches a year. Many of them were 
abandoned as worthless, and all of the remainder had to un- 
dergo extensive and expensive repairs. ; 

The machinery that was purchased turned out to be almost 
absolutely worthless. There were old-fashioned, obsolete dredges 
and digging machines, railroad locomotives of a pattern unde- 
sirable for use, and many of them having been exposed to the 
weather without any care or protection for a dozen years. When 
we attempted to use them they were found to be practically 
worthless. 

The same might be said of the cars that were there in such 
great numbers—thousands of them, perhaps, but small, ineffi- 
cient, and weather-worn to the extent of uselessness. 

Our Commission has been compelled to replace these obso- 
lete and worthless machines, to renew the buildings, and to pro- 
vide generally the material that must be used in the construc- 
tion from the stores of to day. 

There is a pay roll containing the names of over 13,000 peo- 
ple. The payments are monthly and twice a month. The labor- 
ers are paid in the middle and at the end of each month. There 
is no sufficient fund for the payment that becomes due on the 
15th of this month. If that payment is not made these laborers, 
being largely strangers to our people and our nation and our cus- 
toms, will be fearful; the labor will be disturbed, and harm 
will be the result. Therefore we haye asked that this emer- 
gency bill be passed. 

I believe I have nothing more that-I desire to say, unless 
some gentlemen have questions that I may be able to answer. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I would like to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Iowa what relation the item of $1,080,000 found on 
page 40 for salaries and wages has to the item of the Isthmian 
Canal Commission, $185,256.98, general expenses? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Where is that item? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman will find it on the right- 
hand side of the page. It says, “For salaries and wages, 
$1,080,000.” I would like to know what relation that item has to 
the item of $185,256.98, being the first item in the schedule, 
“Isthmian Canal Commission, general expenses.” I want to 
know what relation that item has to canal construction. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I find the first item the gentleman alludes 
to, General expenses, Isthmian Canal Commission, $185,256.98.” 
I suppose that that is the cost to the Government of the Com- 
mission prior to June 30, 1905, and for the three months follow- 
ing. But the first items in the left-hand column are the expend- 
itures of the $10,000,000 up to that date, from the very earliest, 
commencing, perhaps, as early as July, 1902. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, That is when we took charge of the 
enterprise. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Immediately after the passage of the au- 
thorizing act. Now, the other item 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The first item I called the gentleman’s 
attention to is on the top of the page, on the right-hand column— 
$1,080,000 for salaries and wages. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is the estimate of the expenditures for 
October and November, 1905, $1,080,000. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then that simply includes salaries and 
wages only for those two months? 


Mr. HEPBURN. The first seven or eight lines of the second 
column on page 40 are estimates for October and November, 
and the others are expenditures that are in the first column. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, I see. One is the actual expenditures 
and the other are the estimates only. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; they have not got the report here yet. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now, has the gentleman from Iowa in- 
formation so that he can give anything like the details for sal- 
aries from the beginning until now? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I am not sure that I can give a detailed 
statement of the salaries, but I can give this general statement, 
that of the salaries over $5,000 there are 26, possibly 28. 
Salaries of $5,000, 6; of $4,000 and under $5,000, 6; of $3,000 and 
under $4,000, 55; $2,000 to $3,000, 126. That includes engi- . 
neers 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. All the personnel. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And the higher skilled men. Salaries, you 
ses remember, must necessarily be much higher there than 

ere. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Will the gentleman explain what is the 
total amount of expenditures, approximately, thus far made 
toward the construction of this canal? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The total known expenditures are $8,095,- 
092.15. The estimates for Cctober and November that are now 
known, the expenditures being there and the office here, are 
$1,892,000. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Does the gentleman pretend to say that 
only $9,000,000 has been expended in all matters relating to the 
construction of this canal? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Nearly $10,000,000. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. What is the total amount of bonds 
that has been authorized to issue? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Authorized? No bonds have been issued. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I am speaking of the authority to issue 
bonds. 

Mr. HEPBURN. One hundred and thirty-five million dol- 
lars. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. On page 40, at the top of the second 
column, it says, “Unpaid audited accounts.” What Depart- 
ment has the auditing of these accounts? 

Mr. HEPBURN. ‘The Commission has an auditor here in the 
city of Washington and one on the Isthmus. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. And distinct from any Department? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is my understanding. These expendi- 
tures are not made through a Department, excepting as the 
President makes them. The authority for the construction of 
this work is given to him, and the responsibility imposed upon 
him. — 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Then these accounts do not go regularly 
to any Department, but go to a board that has been or is yet 
to be created to be audited? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It goes to an auditor already appointed and 
already performing that duty, as I understand. The gentleman 
will find that his name is signed here—B. S. Benson, general 
auditor. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Iowa what valuation was originally 
placed upon the machinery and equipment of the railroad when 
this bargain was made with the French Government, if he can 
tell us? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, it is a long time since I was 
familiar with those estimates. I think the estimated value of 
the stock of the railway was something in excess of $7,000,000. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I am speaking of the equip- 
ment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The other material I can not now from 
memory state. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. As a matter of fact, was it not 
represented that this machinery was valuable? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ob, yes. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. And that the equipment was of 
such a character as would enable us to utilize it in the con- 
struction of this work? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, utilize it to a considerable extent; 
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Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. But it now turns out to be 
practically all valueless? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think that is the conclusion that most 
people have arrived at. 

oni FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to 
the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, this bill provides that 
detailed statements of the expenditures hereafter made shall be 
submitted io Congress. Is it the intention that the statements 
submitted shall be in the same form as the statement which ap- 
pears in to-day’s Rrecorp as to those already made? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have no knowledge that I can impart to 
the gentleman on that subject. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask the gentleman for this reason: 
It is impossible to tell for what purpose any amount stated 
here has been expended, except as stated under a general head. 
It is reported quite commonly, I understand, that this Com- 
mission to-day is employing a so-called “press agent,” located 
in this city, at a salary of $10,000 a year. It may be a very 
necessary position, but how could Congress ascertain if a thing 
like that was so; and if it be a fact and it was deemed im- 
proper, how could Congress prevent it? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, this statement to which 
the gentleman refers as being in the Recorp does not assume 
to be a detailed statement. That is a mere summary. I sup- 
pose that a detailed statement would be a very different matter, 
and if I were called upon to perform that duty and had to de- 
fine that word I would think that a very much fuller state- 
ment than the one that we have before us would be required 
by the language of the third section of this act. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, I had hoped that the gentleman 
himself would have insisted upon some such detailed statement 
for the information of this House before he asked for this appro- 
priation of $16,000,000, so that the House could be informed 
of the particular items which make up the summary; and I 
now ask the gentleman if he knows whether it is a fact that 
this Commission has employed in this city a so-called “ press 
agent” at a salary of $10,000 a year? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Could the gentleman think that that was 
a necessary and proper expenditure by this Commission? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I would not think that a personage 
of that kind would equal in usefulness an Irishman who could 
well wield a shovel. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That may be quite interesting to the 
House, but it is hardly a good defense of an appropriation of 
$10,000 for such a purpose in any department of this Govern- 
ment. Everybody desires that this canal be built properly, and 
I am convinced the gentleman from Iowa wishes the money 
properly expended, and I believe that with his power of acquir- 
ing information it seems strange that this slight detail should 
escape his keen observation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why, Mr. Chairman, the duty of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa to obtain information upon the very inter- 
esting subject that the gentleman from New York has referred 
to is no greater than the obligation to secure that information 
which rests upon the gentleman from New York; and as long as 
he has started in that direction, as long as he has given ear to 
rumor of that kind and knows where probably to put his finger 
upon those who know, why did the gentleman not pursue it? 
Why does he come here and attempt to encumber this debate 
and give a partisan aspect 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not at all. 

Mr. HEPBURN. To this debate by a query of that kind? 
The gentleman knows who to ask; he knows he has authority 
here as a Member of this House to bring a response to a ques- 
tion of that kind. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is something in the nature of a 
charge of misappropriation of funds 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not at all. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Toward some one responsible for the dis- 
tribution of those funds in the query that the gentleman has 
made. Why did not you, sir, exercise your right and learn the 
facts and bring home the charge to the man who misappropriated 
the funds of this nation if this is a misappropriation? [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield; yes. 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I am inclined to think 
that perhaps my colleague from New York [Mr. Payne] was 
correct in suggesting that some other committee than the gentle- 
man’s should have taken jurisdiction of this matter. Whom 
else would I ask for information regarding the items making up 
these summaries of expenditures when an appropriation of 
$16,000,000 is asked of this House other than the gentleman 
who comes here and submits the statement printed in the 
Record in order to obtain from this House the appropriation? 
I am reliably informed, not alone taking my information from 
the newspapers of the cities, but from other reliable sources 
[laughter on the Republican side], that there is a gentleman 
sitting in an office in this city, a gentleman appointed by this 
Commission, whose title, so far as can be ascertained, is that 
of “ press agent 

Mr. HEPBURN. Who is he; what is his name? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not know his name. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, yet you are feliably informed.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If I did I would not have asked the 
gentleman. But I understand that this gentleman's sole busi- 
ness is to distribute information 

Mr. HEPBURN. I never heard of it before; that is the dif- 
ference between the gentleman and myself. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If it be true that this Commission is 
paying $10,000 a year to a gentleman for such services, it does 
not seem to me to be a proper use of this money. 1 am not 
seeking this information for a partisan purpose; I am asking 
the gentleman to act with me to have this money properly ex- 
pended. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I will go just as far as the gentleman 
in reprobation if such a condition exists. I do not believe that 
is a proper appropriation of this money if it has been made. 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] I am not a friend of that 
kind of expenditure, but I know nothing of it, as I told the 
gentleman. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no; the gentleman abused me be- 
cause I tried to find out if he knew it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Abused you? [Laughter on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes, or attempted to; and the gentle- 
man attempted to put me in the position of making political 
capital out of this matter. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, I did not try anything of that kind. I 
thought the gentleman probably had placed himself in that 
position. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not at all. The gentleman from New 
York will not be misunderstood when he tries to make political 
capital out of anything; he will be able to make his position 
very plain. There is an item here to which I desired to call 
the attention of the gentleman, namely, estimated expenditures 
for October and November, 1905, at Washington, salaries and 
wages, $30,000 for each month. It was to ascertain whether 
those items included provision for such an officer as I have 
mentioned that I started to interrogate the gentleman. I will 
ask the Commission within a day or two myself and see if 
they know more about it than the gentleman who asks for the 
appropriation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. They certainly know more about it. Of 
course they know more about it; and I am only surprised that 
the gentleman from New York should have waited to be in- 
structed by me in this manner with regard to who would know 
most about this business, the men who attend to it or the men 
who only oceasionally haye their attention called to it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Herpurn] yield to me for an interruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN] yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED]? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I desire to ask, Mr. Chairman, if the chair- 
man of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce can 
tell us as to the item entitled “ Estimated expenditures for 
October and November, 1905,” at Washington, Material and 
supplies, $559,000?” 

Mr. HEPBURN. I suppose that those are purchases that are 
made by the purchasing agent located at Washington. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Not for use at Washington? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, no, sir. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to ask one or two further ques- 
tions, with the gentleman’s permission. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I notice the item “ Estimated miscellaneous 
material purchases in the United States” down at the right- 
hand column on page 40 of the Recorp, $2,300,000. And then 
aboye that the first item is $4,000,000. Are we to infer from 
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that the $4,000,000 item is to be expended elsewhere? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The first item, if the gentleman will notice, 
is “ Estimated liabilities to December 1, 1905, covering material 
ordered and in transit.” The other item is “ Estimated miscel- 
laneous material purchases in the United States from December 
1, 1905, to June 30, 1906.” That is property, as I understand it, 
not yet delivered, but to be delivered and paid for in the interim 
between December 1 and June 30. 

Mr. OLMSTED. My inquiry was directed more particularly— 
it may not be within the information of the chairman of the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce—as to whether 
the $4,000,000 item was for material purchases in the United 
States. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I presume so; yes, sir. I think that is true. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to ask one or two further 
questions. Can the chairman state what proportion of the capi- 
tal stock of the Panama Railway Company is now owned by the 
United States? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is all owned by the United States. 

Mr. OLMSTED. And then the items numbered 4, 5, and 6, 
aggregating $1,800,000, we are really paying to ourselves? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Items 5 and 6. They are for improvements 
to our own property. That road was found to be in quite a 
dilapidated condition. The rails were light and had been in 
use for a long time. The locomotives and cars were old and 
insufficient in number. The track is being relaid, and a large 
amount of the necessary equipment is being procured. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I wish to make a further inquiry, without 
any reflection upon the chairman or his committee, or upon 
anybody else, and that is whetber in these days when we are 
insisting upon greater publicity in the affairs of corporations— 
and recent events have shown its importance—whether he thinks 
that in a matter involving so large an expediture of money as 
we are now called upon to make we are not entitled to a fuller 
detailed statement of the expenditures already made than is 
herein contained? 

I might take up time by calling attention to numerous items, 
but I will simply refer to the one on the bottom of the left- 
hand column of page 40 of the Recorp, which is merely illus- 
trative of the lumping together of a good many items in other 
particulars, which is this: “Freight, advertising, etc., $144,- 
085.23.” Now, that seems to me to be a very incongruous group- 
ing of items. How much of it was for freight, and how much 
of it was for advertising? It gives ground for such suggestions 
as have been made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FITZGERAŁD], that there might be something covered up here that 
ought not to be covered. I do not charge that there is, I do 
not suppose that there is, but I think we ought to have from 
the proper department a detailed statement of these expendi- 
tures, so that we may know more fully in what direction the 
money has been used. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have no doubt at all that there is a com- 
plete statement in detail attached to the annual report the gen- 
tleman has in his mind. I am told that is the case. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Ought not the House to have that informa- 
tion in passing upon this important matter? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is a question for the House to deter- 
mine. This amount is due in a little while, and we do not want 
to make two bites of a cherry. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I am going to support your bill under all 
the circumstances of the case, but I am not at all satisfied with 
the manner in which previous expenditures are accounted for in 
the only statement thus far submitted to the House, and I am 
making these remarks in the hope that they may lead to a better 
accounting hereafter of the money we are now asked to appro- 
priate in what appears to be a pressing emergency. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, to lay the foundation for the 
question which I wish to ask, I will say that I understand that 
there is a very critical condition down on the Isthmus now. 
There is very little money left, and we will not be able to meet 
out of the appropriation their labor-roll obligations on the 15th 
_ day of December. We all want to give to the Canal Commission 
all that is necessary to continue the work without cessation. I 
know the character of colored labor, and I know that if some 
day, some Saturday evening, they do not receive pay—they are 
a suspicious lot of creatures and might come to the conclusion 
that the whole United States was bankrupt and a bad employer 
of labor, might move away. Now, the question I want to get 
at after laying this foundation is, Can the gentleman give the 
House some idea of the amount of money that will be absolutely 
necessary in order to carry on the work up to January 1 and 
meet the payments necessary to be met on the ist day of Jan- 
uary ; because I propose to speak out perfectly frankly and say— 
and an explanation might help elucidate that question—that I 
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propose later to offer an amendment reducing the amount which 
this bill carries to the amount absolutely necessary to carry on 
the work without stoppage or cessation beyond the 1st day of 
January, and thus let the balance of the money contemplated to 
be appropriated by this bill to come in its regular order under 
consideration and investigation by the committee, and, after seru- 
tiny, a regular report by the committee to the House. So that I 
ask the gentleman to give me some idea, if he ean, of the amount 
of money necessary to meet the urgent expenditures that must 
be met for labor and for machinery to be paid for, that are due 
now or will be on or before the ist day of January. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have no information that would allow me 
to state that. I will say this: I find that there is an estimate 
for October of $1,005,000; for November of $887,000. December, 
I understand, would be in excess of either of those months, for 
the reason that there is a constantly increasing number of em- 
ployees, and that it would probably be something in excess of the 
estimate for October. Now, what there is carried for machinery 
furnished I am unable to say; but I understand that these 
sums amount to somewhere in excess of $2,000,000. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does not the estimate show: 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman from Maine will permit 
me to conclude, I find here under the head of estimates and 
expenditures for October and November the sum of $1,892,000, 
and if there were added to that a proportionate amount for the 
month of December, which would carry the work up to and be- 
yond the Ist of January, until the mid-January payments on 
the 15th, the pro rata share of December, $600,000, would run 
the total new required to $2,400,000. I have concluded that $2,- 
500,000 would cover all the expenditures for October, November, 
and December. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman is in error. If he will read 
a little further, the first item in the detailed statement compos- 
ing the appropriation of $16,500,000, just below where his eye 
has rested, he will find this: “ Estimated liabilities to December 
1, 1905, covering material ordered and in transit, $4,000,000.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That, however, is an estimate, 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir; a liability to December 1, 1905. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Already incurred? 

Mr. HEPBURN. A liability already incurred for property. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then the gentleman is of the opinion that 
$4,000,000 would cover that? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I do not know that I am at all sure 
of that. That is an item that is due December 1. 

Mr. TAWNBY. That does not include labor? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No. 

Mr. PAYNE. Look at No. 3. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then there is another item, the gentleman 
will notice, of $500,000. It is the fifth item in the estimate. 
Then there is another, the sixth item, amount due the Punama 
Railway Company December 1. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask the gentleman, then, for my informa- 
tion and for the use of the House, to get the Canal Commission 
to give us an estimate of that sort, roughly, to come in to-day 
or to-morrow. I do not mean a detailed statement, but just the 
amount of money that they think will be necessary to run the 
work up to and including payments necessary to be made on 
January 1. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman can get that information 
just as readily as I can. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman overestimates my weight 
with the Commission and underestimates his own. A request 
from the gentleman wil be answered at once, and a request 
from me probably would not be. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I must say this, that I do not know 
anyone on that Commission, and I have never been in the rooms 
of the Commission since its reorganization. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I notice, on page 40, “purchase of 
steamers Havana and Mevico, $1,300,000.” That is a rather 
large item, Will the chairman give us any information as to 
the need for the purchase of those steamers and the purposes 
for which they are used? I take it they are purchased for the 
transportation of freight. I wanted to find out whether it 
would not have been better to do that work by contract. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I do not know. This is the method 
that has been adopted by the Commission. 


When the United States became the owner of the Panama 
Railway, they found that that corporation was engaged in the 
earrying of freight and passengers between New York and 
Colon. They were the owners of three steamers. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. ‘They were a part of the Panama Rail- 
way Company’s property. 

Mr. HEPBURN. A part of the railroad. That business, ag 
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I undersand it, has been continued. In fact, it was the only 
regular means of communication between those two cities. 
There seems to be a public necessity for a continuance of it, 
and that there would have been a great derangement of large 
business interests in our coastwise trade if it had not been 
continued. When the new work began, and the assembling of 
new material, it was found that these three steamers were in- 
sufficient to carry on the business of the Government and this 
other service, so that in their judgment these two additional 
steamers were necessary and they were purchased, and are 
now engaged in that traffic at no expense, as I understand, to 
the United States, but with some profit to the United States 
and great convenience to the shipping public. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I understand that these steamers 
owned by the United States are now engaged in the carrying 
of freight and passengers for hiré from Colon to New York. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is my understanding. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I did not know that before. 

Mr. WANGER. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. HEPBUAN. Yes. 

Mr. WANGER. As I remember the explanation of the pur- 
chase of the steamers Havana and Mevico, it was that the old 
steamers of the Panama Railway Steamship Company were not 
able to carry the larger machinery and supplies necessary on 
the Isthmus. These two steamers have very large hatchways 
and are in every respect the best adapted for shipping the neces- 
sary materials for the construction of the canal and reconstruc- 
tion of the railway that the Commission could discover, and it 
was in order promptly to ship the materials which the Com- 
mission, and the railway company through the Commission, 
required that the two steamers were acquired. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Are they being operated as part of the 
Canal Commission or part of the railroad corporation? 

Mr. WANGER. The steamers are being run by the Panama 
Railway Steamship Company under an arrangement with the 
Commission. The Commission has purchased the steamers, 
as I understand it, and leased them to the steamship company. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Do we own the transportation company 
also? 

Mr. WANGER. We own the transportation company also. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then it is all the same thing? 

Mr. WANGER. Largely a matter of bookkeeping. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. There is the Panama Railway and 
then the Panama Transportation Company besides? 

Mr. WANGER. The Panama Railway operates the steam- 
ship company. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then there is no independent company, 
but the whole thing is operated by the railway company? 

Mr. WANGER. Les. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And we own all the stock? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; we control the Panama Railway 
Company. . 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does the gentleman know whether they 
are American or foreign bottoms? 

Mr. WANGER. American bottoms, built in Cramp's shipyard. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, the third section of the bill reads 
“ Detailed statement of the expenditures from this and subse- 
quent appropriations for the construction of the Isthmian Canal 
shall be made annually to Congress at the beginning of each 
regular session.” On page 40, second column, there is printed 
what purports to be a detailed statement of the amount compos- 
ing the appropriation of $16,500,000. It seems to me that that 
statement does not go into details as fully as the similar state- 
ment printed in the previous column. I submit that if that 
is the kind of detailed statement that is to be presented under 
this bill it would be exceedingly unsatisfactory to this House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would think so, too, and that is what the 
gentlemen preparing it think, for when they have given us a 
summary of the expenditures, they have given it to us in much 
greater detail than when they have given us a statement of the 
payments covered by the appropriations asked for. In that in- 
stance they simply state them generally, while in the other they 
go more into detail. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does not the gentleman from Iowa think it 
would improve that section if we were to insert after the word 
„detailed“ the words “and classified,” so that it would read 
“ detailed and classified statement?” Then they would not in- 


clude in that statement salaries, incidental expenses, and things 
of that kind, all running in under one item. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman means to segregate the 
classes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
let it be itemized. 


If the gentleman wants it more complete, 


Mr. TAWNEY. That might be too cumbersome. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then let it be itemized for sums above a 
given amount. í 5 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think that if it was a detailed and classi- 
fied statement it would be better, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Insert the word “ itemized.” 

Mr. LITTAUER. I think, Mr. Chairman, that the words of 
the act are the same as the ordinary provisions of law covering 
the Department, and no doubt the expenditures will be detailed 
to us in a manner similar to other expenditures of the War 
Department. They are submitted to us with their regular an- 
nual estimates; they are both classified and detailed, and you 
can go into every little item if you so desire. They give a gen- 
eral table of classifications. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Inasmuch as this is under no Department I 
do not think it would do any harm to put in the words “ de- 
tailed and classified.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, the first section of this bill 
is merely intended, as I understand it, to change the character 
of the bonds issued so that we may have a bond which will 
float at par owing to the diminished rate of taxation upon it. 
To that clause of the bill I have no objection. I want to give 
the House notice now of certain amendments which will be 
offered to the bill. I want them in the Recorp so that Mem- 
bers of the House may be studying them and may be able to 
pass upon them when we finally get to the stage of amend- 
ment, when the bill is read under the five-minute rule. This 
is a nonpartisan question. We are engaged in the construc- 
tion of a great waterway connection between the two great 
oceans of the world. No part of the United States will be any 
more benefited by the completion of that work than that sec- 
tion in which I dwell. It has been a dream of southerners for 
years and years. No party can claim credit for first advocating 
a transisthmian canal. No individual can claim any preemi- 
nent credit for it. It has been pushed upon legislators because 
it was one of the foremost things in the minds and hearts of 
the people. In this great undertaking two things should be 
kept in mind as nearly as possible; first, a speedy construction 
of the work, and secondly, an honest expenditure of the money. 

The strip which the United States owns down about the 
Isthmus of Panama has made itself celebrated for two ap- 
parently antagonistic characteristics—suddenness and gradual- 
ness. The suddenness with which it was acquired, the sudden- 
ness with which the money already appropriated has been ex- 
pended, the gradualness with which the actual dirt is being 
actually moved. [Laughter.] The American people, above all 
things, should not be rendered dissatisfied and disgusted with 
that work. They wish to see it succeed. Our hearts are in it, 
and we wish to see it succeed; but we wish that all legislation 
should be of the right character. 

Therefore it has seemed to me that to meet a peculiar con- 
dition of a critical character this rather unusual procedure 
ought to be taken by the American House of Representatives. 
It has not seemed to me, Mr. Chairman, that all of the provi- 
sions of this bill should be enacted into law. To some of those 
I propose now to call attention, and likewise to the amend- 
ments which will be offered at the proper time. 

Section 2 reads as follows: 

That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $16,500,000 to continue 


the construction of the isthmian canal, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the President in accordance with the said act, etc. 


Mr. Chairman, when the proper time comes I am going to 
offer an amendment to strike out the word “sixteen,” in line 
3, on page 2, and insert in lieu thereof whatever sum I ascer- 
tain to be sufficient to carry on the work beyond the payments 
to be made upon the 1st day of January, because after that— 
certainly before the payments to be made for mid-January or 
the payments to be made for the last of January—the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce will have been 
appointed and will have had ample opportunity to act. What 
sum I shall propose I do not myself now know. It seems to 
me from reading over this statement that the sum of $5,000,000 - 
would cover all that would be necessary by that time, including 
the payments to be made on January 1, and would leave a 
margin of something over; but whatever the amount may be 
I shall move to insert that amount in lieu of the sixteen mil- 
lions herein provided for. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois? - 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. In the estimate which the gentleman wishes to 
make of the amount that may be needed àt once under his 
proposition, does he expect to include the amounts for material 
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and supplies purchased or simply the amount for salaries and 
labor? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The amount for salaries and labor and the 
amounts for materials and supplies already purchased which 
will fall due on January 1 or before that date—everything that 
is absolutely necessary. 


Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me a word, it is 
very difficult to tell exactly when a bill shall be paid. Most of the 
supplies are purchased in the United States. I only state this 
for the gentleman’s benefit. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course, and they ought to be paid for 
in cash with a discount. 

Mr. MANN. Most of the supplies, as I say, are purchased in 
the United States. They are not paid for until shipped to the 
Isthmus. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly not. 

Mr. MANN. And an acknowledgment made here when they 
arrive at the Isthmus. Of course it is desirable to pay them 
here as soon as the receipt is acknowledged in proper form. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that—as soon as the goods 
are delivered. Then that is a cash payment, and the purchaser 
is entitled under ordinary business methods to a discount from 
the bills. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me further, as to 
the sum estimated which is submitted, up to December 1, for 
materials and supplies purchased and in transit there are 
$4,000,000 of liabilities. Of course probably all of that should 
be paid by the Ist of January, because it will become due as 
soon as an acknowledgm¢nt is received here. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have thought that, and for that reason 
included that amount. 

Mr. MANN. Now, there will be probably several million dol- 
lars more on that basis. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. There ought not to be after the Commis- 
sion are informed by Congress of the fact that before any 
other appropriation is made, it must be considered by a com- 
mittee. I presume that they have bought the bulk of their 
machinery now for future delivery. A great deal of it will be 
delivered by the Ist of December, and some of it by the Ist of 
January; but I presume that January would not carry over its 
proportionate share of that particular item. 

Mr. MANN. Of course, they have purchased a very large 
amount of their machinery and implements, etc., and are urg- 
ing speedy delivery. There is no question about their authority 
to make the purchase. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course not. 

Mr. MANN. Of course, all they absolutely need, as far as 
that part of it is concerned, is enough to pay their salaries, 
their wages, and their bills as they become due. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is all. 

Mr. MANN. That, of course, we want to get at. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And in getting at that, I expect to find 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], who has a much bet- 
ter faculty of getting at financial details than I have—I am 
not much of a business man—of very material assistance, and 
I shall invite his cooperation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I find in section 2, beginning on line 10, 
the following language: 

Provided, That all expenditures from the appropriation herein made 
shall be reimbursed to the Treasury of the United States out of the 
proceeds of the sale of bonds authorized in section 8 of the said act 
approved June 28, 1902. 

When we reach that in due course of legislation I shall move 
to strike out the proviso, and for this reason: There are 
now lying in the national banks of the United States on deposit 
and virtually on loan without being required to pay a dollar’s 
interest to the United States Treasury something like forty- 
odd million dollars. I do not know precisely what it is, but 
it was fifty-odd millions not long ago and not much decreased 
now. I do not see why the people of the United States should 
be taxed to float a bond at 2 per cent when there are lying 
in the Treasury nominally but really in the national banks 
on loan three times that amount, more than three times that 
amount, probably, of the people’s money which is not paying 
to the people one dollar of interest. It is always foolish to 
borrow money when one has money in bank. At the last 
Congress this House took the position that the deposits in the 
national banks ought to pay interest to the Federal Govern- 
men, and tacked upon a bill then pending an amendment with 
that intent. The bill went to the Senate, or wherever it went. 
At any rate it has never been heard of any more. It seems that 
the interests which were desirous of procuring these further 
deposits from the United States Government were not anxious 
enough for further deposits to be willing to pay interest upon 
those deposits or upon those which they already had. If the 
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proposed amendment to strike out that proviso shall be voted 
down by the House, then I shall offer another amendment, 
to which I wish to call your attention, and in order that you 
may understand it I will read the language of the amendment 
proposed and I will compare the language of that proviso 
with the language of the original act to which this act is sup- 
plemental. The proviso reads: 

Provided, That all expenditures from the appropriation herein made 
shall be reimbursed t 
proceeds of the sale of ponds anton: xy ae fene 

I shall move, if the motion to strike out the entire proviso 
is voted down, to strike out the word “shall” and substitute 
in its stead the language, “may in the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury,” so that it shall read: 

Provided, That all 
may, in the FCC he ‘the . 
to the Treasury of the United States out of the pr of the sale of 
bonds authorized, etc. 

Mr. MANN. Of course I know the gentleman has no inten- 
tion of misleading the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No, indeed. 

Mr. MANN. But the House may think that language in 
regard to reimbursement was in the original act. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Ob, no; I am just now going to call at- 
tention to the language of the original act. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in reenforcement of the wisdom and 
the expediency of passing these two amendments, especially 
the one striking out the entire proviso, I will read the language 
of the original act. It may not impress you at first blush, 
but this act makes mandatory what the original act makes 


.diseretionary. 


Section 8 of the original act read: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to borrow on 
the credit of the United States from time to time, as the proceeds may 
be required, moneys to defray the expenditures, etc. 

It says “to borrow on the credit of the United States from 
time to time, as the proceeds may be required.” It was not 
made mandatory that he should do it. He was left at liberty to 
do it, and then to borrow it only from time to time, “as the 
proceeds might be required.” Now, Mr. Chairman, I am aware 
of the fact that the yellow streak in a gentleman is always the 
fear of being called or considered a demagogue, and I am 
aware of the fact that very frequently people will not push 
forward good legislation because they are afraid of that sort of 
charge. I have nothing in the world against national banks or 
against any corporation doing business lawfully under the laws 
of the United States. Even when I do not consider the laws 
themselves wise, I have nothing against those who avail them- 
selyes of the status of the laws to do business in an honest 
manner; but I do think that when every State in the American 
Union, as far as I know, makes it a point that for its moneys 
on deposit in banks it shall be paid interest—some of them the 
interest offered by the highest bidder who gives absolutely good 
security; some of them in depositories selected otherwise, but 
paying the rate of interest fixed by law—it is an abuse to lend 
fifty millions of the people’s money (at one time very much 
more than that, but somewhat less another year) to people who 
are not necessitous people, not poor people, but to people who do 
not need it, without the payment of one dollar of interest. 
Some time ago we were all up in arms at the socialistic scheme 
of depositing in warehouses cotton, tobacco, corn, and wheat 
and giving a loan of 80 per cent of their value to the producers 
at 2 per cent interest. And now, every year, with the evil 
uncured and seemingly incurable, we lend money to the bankers 
of the country, and not only to the bankers of the country, but 
to a special class of bankers of the country—no State bank 
being allowed to come into this favored pool—whatever money 
we have, and when we need money to be expended for the very 
best possible purposes—to increase the commercial facilities of 
the Union, as this canal will, or to accomplish any other great 
purpose—everybody says at once, especially those who are 
afraid of being considered demagogues or of being considered 
as in an attitude of “ making an attack upon vested interests ” 
or something of that sort, that we must let the national banks 
and the money in the national banks alone, as if that money is 
not our money. I say that it is our money. We have a right 
to draw it out on our checks, just as I draw out my money on 
my check upon the Riggs Bank for the small amount I have on 
deposit there. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me to make an 
inguiry of him? A number of gentlemen desire to know about 
how long this debate will last. I would like to know of the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIILIAus!] about what time he 
thinks will be necessary? 1151 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I frankly confess to the gentleman from 
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Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] that I myself have no idea in regard to 
that. The matter has been sprung suddenly. Nobody upon my 
side of this House has thus far asked me for any time. I sug- 
gest that the debate go on with the agreement that the previous 
question will not be called to-day, at any rate, and then to- 
morrow maybe we can arrive at some understanding. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have no objection to that. All I wanted 
to know was whether probably to-day would be consumed by 
general debate. Does the gentleman think it will? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; it will take all of to-day, I think. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, haying dwelt upon that matter suffi- 
ciently for the purposes which I now have in view, I want to 
call attention to another thing. 

Section 3 of this bill reads: 

That a detailed statement of the nditures from this and subse- 
quent appropriations for the construction of the isthmian canal shall 
be made annually to Congress at the beginning of each regular session. 

Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] has sug- 
gested to me an amendment which I think is a good one, and 
which I think ought to be added to the bill. You will notice that 
all that is provided for here is for a detailed statement of money 
already spent. There is not to be a detailed statement of esti- 
mates submitted to the Congress of the United States before- 
hand, to be passed upon, just as there are detailed estimates for 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, detailed estimates for the 
Army, detailed estimates for the Navy, and all other work of the 
Government. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS] permit an interruption? : 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WILLIAXss] yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. In the last Congress the House passed a bill in 
reference to the Panama Canal covering a number of questions 
of the same sort which the gentleman has now suggested. That 
bill failed. The House and Senate conferees could not agree 
with reference to the abolition of the Isthmian Canal Commis- 
Bion. I say to the gentleman frankly, there is no question that 
not only should the Isthmian Canal Commission or the proper 
department make an estimate for expenditures, but there are a 
number of other details of that sort which ought to be provided 
for by law, and that matter will be brought out and called to the 
attention of the House undoubtedly at this session of Congress, 
and, I think, will become a law. All of those questions can not 
be very well covered in this emergency bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I differ in that regard 

Mr. MANN. I will say that I simply wished to explain to 
the gentleman. I think the gentleman himself will say that on 
a matter pushed into the House in this way, because of an 
emergency as to money, there ought to be fuller latitude given 
with reference to the necessary legislation, and there is neces- 
sity for legislation along several lines in that direction. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I appreciate, Mr. Chairman, the weight of 
the objection the gentleman makes, and I would not attempt to 
make this bill a long, cumbersome, detailed bill, correcting all 
the evils in connection with the operation of the Commission- 
ers’ work; but when I find a clause of the character which I 
have just read, providing for detailed statements of expendi- 
tures already made, it will require very little time from this 
House to adopt, and it will require no degree of previous com- 
mittee training to prepare a needful and wise amendment. 
These are the words of the amendment which I wish to add to 
the bill: “And at the same time there shall be submitted to 
Congress a detailed statement and classified estimate of all 
moneys required for the next ensuing fiscal year.” That is only 
one sentence. It is in strict analogy with all the work of Con- 
gress, and it is necessary in order that Congressmen may under- 
stand what they are doing when they make appropriations. It 
is time honored in our manner of carrying on the government. 
There is no reason why there should be any exception made in 
this particular case. On the contrary, this is entirely a matter 
of engineering and of exact mathematics, and they can more 
nearly make accurate estimates than can be made, for instance, 
by the Agricultural Department or the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor. I wanted merely to say that. Now, in con- 
clusion—— 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. On this point that the gentleman now refers to, 
the gentleman will pardon me. The proposition which the gen- 
tleman makes may not cover all the case. It is quite a difficult 


thing to get this into a detailed statement of this sort. We 
now own the Panama Railroad and are operating it both in 
connection with the canal and as a commercial enterprise. 
Now the question would arise, as affecting the railroad company, 


as to whether they shall be required to make their amount of 
detailed statement which they can not exceed in this commer- 
cial business and if an appropriation is made, or whether they 
shall be permitted under certain restrictions to use their 
income, because it is a commercial purpose to carry on this 
road; and it is not a simple thing to answer. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not want to mix up this; I take it 
for granted that the Panama Railroad is making a profit; if it is 
si it is very lately that they have got on the other side of the 

ger. 

Mr. MANN. It is dificult to tell whether it is making a 
profit or not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It has been one of the most paying prop- 
erties in the world. 

Mr. MANN. Undoubtedly the commercial property is profit- 
able, but being used in connection with the work of the Com- 
mission it would not be easy to segregate the items. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This amendment will not ask anything 
about that. I do not desire to mix this with the railroad busi- 
ness, and if the gentleman thinks that makes it apply to that, 
why he can offer any amendment which will cure that and it 
would be acceptable. The amendment is much easier to con- 
sider, and it requires much less labor to consider a simple 
amendment of this sort to this bill than to consider the bill 
itself. While I do not want to complicate matters, these vari- 
ous amendments I haye suggested are proposed to be offered by 
me, and one of them by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FirzcrraAtp] at the proper time, and I have taken the floor 
simply for the purpose ef giving notice of them. 

Before I sit down, Mr. Chairman, I wish to congratulate the 
House upon the fact that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN] agrees with me, and agrees with all right-thinking men, 
that if there be an appropriation of $10,000 a year for the pur- 
pose of paying the salary of a press agent it is a misappro- 
priation of public funds,” to use the language of the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

I am glad, also, to learn if it shall be determined that there 
is a misappropriation of public funds of that description he 
will stand with us in refusing to pay the amount. Whether 
there be or whether there be not I do not myself know. In 
fact, I never heard of the matter in connection with the Canal 
Commission until this morning, and I wish here to say that the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn], having confessed that a 
payment of that sort, if there be one—an allowance of that 
sort, if there be one—is “a misappropriation of public funds,” 
he can not in the same breath charge the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Frrzcrratp] with acting “as a partisan” when he 
inquires about the fact. Certainly Republicans are just as 
much in favor of stopping misappropriations of public funds 
as the Democrats are; certainly Republicans are just as much 
in favor of the honest expenditure, the lawful expenditure, of 
public money and as much opposed to its unlawful expenditure 
as Democrats are, and certainly a Democrat is not to be ar- 
raigned for partisanship when he calls attention to a question 
of that sort. [Applause.] : 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield on that point? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. There are two employees of the canal who re- 
ceive each a salary of $10,000 a year. One is Mr. Ross, the 
purchasing agent in the United States. I do not think that he 
has anything to do with press agencies. One is Mr. Bishop, the 
secretary of the Commission. Whether, in addition to his other 
duties as secretary, he is press agent for the Commission I am 
not informed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Neither am I, frankly. 

Mr. MANN. Certainly that is not his duty, but those are the 
only two employees receiving salaries of $10,000, and the Com- 
mission has no press agent employed at any salary whatever. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In the course of this debate we wish to 
hear from the Commission upon that question, and I have no 
doubt they will communicate with us without being further 
urged thereto. They ought to. 

Mr. MANN. We have a list of salaries here, and those are 
the only two employees receiving that salary. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand there is what is known 
as a publicity department. The name is a little sweeter, but 
the duties, I think, of the gentleman in charge of it would cor- 
respond to the designation which I gaye it. Whatever that 
gentleman’s nominal duties may be, his chief duties have been 
to distribute Information about the work of this Commission 
to the representatives of the press in this city. 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman that I have no doubt 
the secretary of the Commission does distribute information. 
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The only objection which I might make is that he does not dis- 
tribute enough. He certainly has not distributed enough to 
the distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman a question before he yields the floor. Some 
months ago there was considerable talk in the press about open 
competition between the United States and foreign countries in 
supplying the machinery, supplies, etc., used in the construction 
of this canal. Can the gentleman inform the House to what 
extent machinery and supplies have been bought in open com- 
petition, and to what extent they have not, and what the line 
of procedure now is in that respect? 

Mr. MANN. My impression is that there is open competition. 
As a matter of fact, nearly all of the modern machinery for the 
class of work which is done on the Isthmus is made in the 
United States. For instance, in the purchase from the French 
company we purchased a large number of French excavators. 
Our engineers have determined after experience that it is con- 
siderably cheaper for us to purchase new American excavators 
than it is to use the French excavators, because the reduction 
in the cost of excavation will much more than pay for the cost 
of the new machinery. 

The CHAIRMAN. If no other gentleman desires to further 
debate the bill the Chair will direct that it be read by section 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I find that nobody on this 
side of the Chamber desires to participate in general debate at 
this moment. I suppose we shall haye to go into the considera- 
tion of the bill under the five-minute rule. I understand that 
was the gentleman’s proposition. I was in the cloakroom at 
the time. j 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; it was not my proposition. I asked the 
gentleman from Mississippi whether he thought that the debate 
would occupy to-day, and I understood him to say that that 
was his opinion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It was. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I made that inquiry because there were a 
number of gentlemen here who said they wanted to be present 
when the bill was being read by sections, but did not care to 
remain during the general debate. A large number of them 
have left the hall. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I did not know, for no one spoke to me 
about it, but I thought there would be enough Members who 
wanted to talk upon the bill to occupy the day. I find no one on 
this side who cares to take part in the general debate, and I 
suggest now to the gentleman from Iowa that instead of going 
into a reading of the bill under the five-minute rule this evening, 
that we let the bill stand aside for the present and take it up 
in the morning when the Members are here who want to be 
present when the bill is read under the five-minute rule. I 
think it would not be right to take it up now after these people 
are gone. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There are gentlemen on this side who desire 
to address the committee. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I have no special word to the 
House on this subject, and I hardly think it is necessary at all, 
after the very exhaustive discussion of the subject by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] for me to even say a word. 
But I have had occasion, as well as I could for the last week or 
so, to look into the various items which go to make up the ex- 
penditures of the past and the estimates for the current fiscal 
year. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] has 
given us notice that he would offer an amendment to reduce the 
amount of the appropriation. It is undoubtedly true that we 
might appropriate $1,000,000 and probably get along in a way 
until a deficiency bill could be reported and passed. It is true 
that we might appropriate $5,000,000 or $10,000,000, but there 
is no doubt that there will be required before the end of the 
fiscal year the amount proposed in this bill. It will not sur- 
prise me if the amount shall be increased before the end of the 
fiscal year. We are in this position, that the more money the 
Commission asks for which it can appropriately expend at this 
time the better pleased we are, because the faster the work pro- 
gresses the sooner we will realize upon our total expenses. 

We are purchasing large quantities of the implements for car- 
rying on the work. There were $4,000,000 due on the ist day 
of December for materials purchased. There will probably be 
three or four million dollars more due by the Ist day of Jan- 
uary for materials purchased. These materials are to carry on 
the work. We buy new excavators, in addition to building the 
houses for the care of the laborers and the sanitary work. We 
not only have to buy new excavators, but to lay new railroad 
tracks; we reequip entirely the work in the canal in the way 
of new rails, new cars, new engines. 


Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to 
me for a question? 

Mr. MANN. I will. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I want to ask the gentleman, as a matter of 
information, whether or not the work of the construction of the 
canal—that is, the excavation of the earth—has been begun? 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman that the work of the 
excavation of the canal has never been discontinued. The new 
French company were carrying on the excavation of the canal 
when we purchased it. Their forces, instead of being disinte- 
grated upon our taking control of the canal, were kept at work, 
and while the amount of expenditure for excavation has not 
been large in the total amount of expenditure, there has been 
expended for excavation work itself in the neighborhood of a 
million dollars or more to date. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Will the gentleman tell me, if he knows, 
how much of the proposed appropriation mentioned in the pend- 
ing bill will be used in the actual work toward the construction 
of me canal—not for the purchase of material, but in the actual 
wor 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman mean, by “actual work,” 
digging? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Digging—excavation of earth; yes. 

Mr. MANN. That would probably be carried in the item in 
reference to the isthmian pay roll. The estimated isthmian pay 
roll—that is, the pay roll on the Isthmus from December 1 to 
June 30 next—is $4,875,000. 

Mr. CLAYTON. And the balance of it will be expended for 
preliminaries to the work? 

Mr. MANN. The balance of it is expended mainly in getting 
the plant together for the work. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Has the gentleman any more information 
as to what moneys are needed and what they are going to be 
expended for than is contained in that statement? 

Mr. MANN. Well, I will say to the gentleman, of course I 
have not other data in reference to what is needed. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman has no other information 
from the Commission than what is contained in the statement 
there as to expenditures? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I have discussed the matter with officials 
of the Commission and with the Secretary of War, and I have 
been over the matter of this with the auditor of the Commis- 
sion, who has charge of these bills and knows in reference to 
the amounts of the bills which are to be paid. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The reason I ask the gentleman the ques- 
tion is because the Commission has not seen fit, though they 
knew in advance that there was going to be need of. this 
money, to give us any real information at all, and if the gen- 
tleman has gotten privately from them the information I shall 
stay here to hear from him, as I should like to hear it, and I 
believe the House would. 

Mr. MANN. I would say to the gentleman that I have not 
received from the Commission an itemized estimate as to what 
these items are, and if I had the gentleman would not remain 
here to hear me, because I would be required, probably, to talk 
for a week. The gentleman understands very well that there 
are thousands of items in reference to these supplies. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman also understands that I did 
not expect that sort of a detailed statement, but I did expect 
something more explicit than what is given, which he himself 
nor no other Member has been able to explain. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, I am afraid 
the gentleman has not read the estimate carefully. The esti- 
mate is not in terms which can not be readily understood and 
appreciated. The first item is an estimate of $4,000,000, esti- 
mated liabilities to December 1, 1905, covering the material 
ordered and in transit. I presume the gentleman read that 
item and said. Why, there is nothing there to indicate what 
it is,” and then dropped his eyes to the next numbered item; 
but the item does show what this $4,000,000 does show. “ Fuel, 
$185,000.” Now, they are accumulating and have to accumu- 
late on the Isthmus—they have it on the way—a large quan- 
tity of coal to operate both their locomotive engines on the 
railway and their stationary engines in connection with their 
excavators. I do not know how they could be any more ex- 
plicit without stating from whom they had purchased and to 
whom they had paid the money. “ Explosives, $45,920.” Now, 
it is true that they might have differentiated that item and said 
so much for nitroglycerin and so much for dynamite; but the 
gentleman himself, being nitroglycerin and dynamite, ought 
not to object to their consolidation in this item. “ Household 
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and office furnishings, $165,773.” The item of course covers an 
immense quantity of articles, for furnishing not only the offices, 
which is a small item, but for furnishing the buildings both for 
the white labor and to a certain extent for the colored labor on 
the Isthmus, which we have to provide. “Lumber and lumber 
products, $957,061.” That item might have been divided. It cov- 
ers not only lumber for the building of the new buildings and 
for the repair of the old buildings, but principally, probably, or 
very largely at least, ties for putting in the new railroad tracks 
when they are put in, replacing the old railroad tracks, and for 
double tracking the Panama Railway. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
for a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I understood the gentleman 
from Illinois to answer a while ago, in reply to a question from 
me, that whatever part of this proposed appropriation of 
$16,000,000 . would be used toward the actual work of ex- 
cavation of the canal would be embraced in the item num- 
bered 7, $4,875,000, being the total amount of that item, the 
item reading: Estimated Isthmus pay rolls, from December 1, 
1905, to June 30, 1906, based on estimated pay rolls for Novem- 
ber, with increase of 25 per cent from January 1, 1906, on gold 
rolls and 50 per cent on silver rolls.” 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman that if I made 
that statement I was mistaken about that. A portion of that 
is on other work on the Isthmus, but the bulk of it will probably 
be on the work of excavation now. It is proposed, I will say 
to the gentleman, to increase the amount of the common labor 
50 per cent after the Ist of January; that is to say, they have 
what is known as a “silver” pay roll and a “gold” pay roll. 
The ordinary labor is done principally by negroes from the 
island of Jamaica. They receive their pay in silver and the 
white labor receives its pay in gold. The Commission esti- 
mate here that from the 1st of January on the railroad they 
will increase the silver pay roll 50 per cent between January 1 
and June 30 and the gold pay roll 25 per cent. Most of that, 
of course, is in reference to excavation. 2 

Mr. CLAYTON. For labor employed in excavating? 

Mr. MANN. For labor employed in excavating. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Now, will the gentleman answer me one 
other question? How much of this item of $4,875,000 is used 
toward the payment of salaries of officials and the clerical force 
and help there? 

Mr. MANN. 
amount. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The answer of the gentleman, as I under- 
stand it, is that most of that item will go toward the pay of 
labor used in excavating the canal. 

Mr. MANN. For labor used in excavating the canal and in 
preparation. I say to the gentleman a fair proportion of it 
will still be used in putting down railroad tracks which they 
are building there, in sanitation, and in other ways. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Now, will the gentleman tell me why there 
are these two rolls—the gold pay roll and the silver pay roll— 
and whether or not the pay under one is as much as under the 
other, and why the difference? 

Mr. MANN. The silver pay roll has been the pay roll on the 
Isthmus always for the ordinary laborers. At the time we went 
down there silver was the money basis. 

Mr. CLAYTON. What is the pay—if I may interrupt the 
gentleman—of a laborer under the silver pay roll who is en- 
gaged in excavating? 

Mr. MANN. I am not able to tell the gentleman accurately 
what the pay is now, but a year ago the silver pay down there 
was from 15 to 18 cents per hour for ten hours of labor, the 15 
cents of silver being worth about 7 cents in gold. I am told by 
the mmission, or by members in connection with the Com- 
mission, that since the eight-hour law went into effect—— 

Mr. CLAYTON. Of what coinage is that silver? 

Mr. MANN. It is Panama money. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Now, then, about the gold? 

Mr. MANN. The gold pay roll is made up of the higher class 
of labor, not only the salaries of the officials of the administru- 
tion, but of the higher class of labor. Practically the silver 
pays the cheap day labor. 

Mr. CLAYTON. In other words, then, the American white 
people who go down there as officers and the like get their pay 
in gold, but the Santo Domingo negroes, or whatever negroes who 
are engaged in this work there as common laborers, get their 
pay in Panama silver. Do I understand that to be the fact? 


Well, I say to the gentleman, not a very large 


Mr. MANN. All of the ordinary cheap labor, the work of 
real day labor, is paid in silver; the others are paid in gold. 
The gentleman understands very well some of those paid in 


gold are paid very well. An engineer in charge of an exca- 
vator receives over $2,000 a year in gold. 


Mr. CLAYTON. Does the Government of the United States 
buy Panama silver coined by the Panama Government from 
Panama and pay it to her laborers? 

Mr. MANN. They arrange in some way about exchange there. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman is unable to tell me how that 
is arranged? 

Mr. MANN. Well, I can not tell him how it is arranged now; 


‘I believe they were buying it a year ago down there. 


Mr. CLAYTON. You do not know what we give the Panama 
people for their silver, but you do know how much we pay to 
the laborers? 

Mr. MANN. I can not tell you how much we give, because 
ae varies from month to month. We buy it at the market 
price. 

Mr. CLAYTON. We put upon the common laborers there the 
cheap Panama money, as I understand it? 

Mr. MANN. We get our labor there of all classes just as 
cheaply as we can as a business proposition. If the gentleman 
desires to pay the cheaper laborers in gold and double their 
wages, he is permitted to make that proposition. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I was making no proposition of the kind; 
I was simply trying to get information. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman made an observation or I would 
not have made mine. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I simply wart information as to how the 
business of the Goyernment is done there, and I want to under- 
stand how these expenditures occur. As the gentleman well 
knows, this bill has had no hearing before the Committee of the 
House-—— 

Mr. MANN. Do not let the gentleman think I complain be- 
cause he wishes information. If I can give him information, it 
is a pleasure. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman is always kind, and I have 
heretofore found frequent occasion to refer to the gentleman to 
be informed on matters that come from his committee, and this 
does come from his committee. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Illinois is always pleased 
to help the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. CLAYTON. It should come from his committee, but it is 
a matter, unfortunately for the House, that has not gone to the 
gentleman’s committee, and perhaps all of these questions 
would have been elucidated had it gone there. I am not com- 
plaining of the gentleman, but I am complaining of the action 
of the House in bringing in this measure and considering it 
here when it should haye been better considered in the com- 
mittee and all this information then brought out. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, I will say on 
that point that I appreciate the fact that there ought to have 
been an estimate for an appropriation in the sundry civil bill 
last year. When I was attending to a matter from the commit- 
tee last winter in reference to the Panama Canal, I ascertained 
that there was no estimate for an appropriation. I called the 
attention of a gentleman connected with the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to that fact, and was shown a letter from the for- 
mer Isthmian Canal Commission stating that they did not need 
an appropriation because they had $130,000,000 of bonds to draw 
upon, I remarked at that time that it was almost funny that 
a commission which was appointed had never read the act 
organizing it, and that under the act creating the Commission 
they could not expend a dollar until it was appropriated. I 
also called the attention of the Commission to the fact that it 
ought to send in an estimate of appropriation last winter, so 
that the House would have plenty of time in which to consider 
it in the proper way and in the proper appropriation bill. But 
the Commission stated that they would not need the money. 

Now that Commission has been removed. Since it has been 
removed and a new Commission appointed, the activity in refer- 
ence to the canal has very greatly increased and the amount 
of expenditure has increased, so that while it is true that the 
gentlemen on the floor of the House have the right to criticise 
the bringing in of a bill at this time and in this way, still, 
having that right to criticise, and to feel that it is a subject 
for criticism, yet they will say as a gentleman very celebrated in 
the party of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON] once 
said, “This is a condition; not a theory.” The gentlemen now 
connected with the canal have no criticism upon them, and we 
all want the work to progress. 

Now, if I can give any further information to the gentleman 
it will be a pleasure for me to do so. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman from Illinois has been very 
kind to answer my questions. The information sought by me 
has not been obtained very fully, but the gentleman has endeay- 
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ored as best he could to answer, and I am satisfied. Had 
his committee had a hearing, he would have been able to an- 
swer more fully and more to my satisfaction. 

But I desire with the gentleman’s permission to ask one more 
question. I believe that so far we have expended the following 
amount in this work of building an isthmian canal, namely, 
$40,000,000 for the purchase of this right from the French 
Company—that is, for whatever rights it had—and then 
$10,000,000 to the Panama Government; and then $10,000,000 
was appropriated for immediate use for the work on the canal 
in the last Congress, and now it is proposed to appropriate 
$16,500,000, if my mathematics be right, making $76,500,000. 
And I would like to know how much of the work of the canal 
has been done, and, if the gentleman can tell me, how much, 
probably, this canal is going to cost us. The gentleman is on 
that committee and he has had these hearings and he has studied 
the question, and I would like for my own information some 
light on the subject of what the eventual expenditure will be, 
having already spent $76,000,000 in a preliminary way. 

Mr. MANN. I would be very glad indeed if I had time to 
go through with the gentleman some of the troubles which the 
Commission has met in reference to the type of construction. In 
my judgment, if the Commission shall proceed with the construc- 
tion of a canal at a lock level of 85 feet, as proposed by the 
original preliminary commission, we will build the canal for less 
than the amount they estimated it would cost, which was 
$145,000,000, besides the amount we paid to the French Company 
and Panama. In my judgment, the level of the canal will be 
changed from an §85-foot level to either a lower lock level or 
possibly a tide-level canal. I do not think it can be changed to 
a tide-level canal without the authority of Congress, and there 
is no authority to indorse or to adopt any project which con- 
templates an expenditure of more than $145,000,000 from the 
beginning, exclusive of the amount paid to Panama and the 
French Company. 

They have discovered, up to date, that by the use of new ma- 
chinery the cost of excavation per unit is considerably less than 
the amount which was estimated for in the original estimate 
upon which we entered upon the project. In other words, they 
have discovered, for instance, that by the aid of compressed-air 
drills they can accomplish much more work. Gentlemen, under- 
stand that this excayated material has to be drilled and ex- 
ploded. The French company, and we when we commenced, 
had ordinary hand drills which were used by the Jamaica 
negroes. They have introduced compressed-air drills, and a 
portion of the money which we are asking here to appropriate 
is for the purchase of 14 air compressors, in order to carry on 
the work of these compressed-air drills, which do the work of 
drilling at far less expense than can be done by hand. When 
the material has been exploded it has to be loaded into cars. 
The French company used a class of excavators much more 
expensive per unit than the excavators now being used. So that 
we can load the material into cars at considerably less.than the 
original estimate. Then we are purchasing cars which will 
carry 40 to 50 tons, while the French company left us little 
dinkey cars and little dinkey locomotives. We are purchasing 
locomotives as large as are used in the United States, so that 
we can carry heavy train loads of the excavated material. 
The material all has to be Carried by rail out of the canal cut 
and carried off to a distance and unloaded, and the carrying 
out of the material will be done at less cost per unit than we 
expected. And unless by lowering the level of the canal, which 
may be desirable, there be an increase in the amount of excava- 
tion, there will be paid for excavation, in my judgment, less 
than the amount we originally expected. 

Now, the gentleman very naturally refers to the fact that 
after this appropriation shall have been made, if it be made, that 
$76,000,000 will have been spent or appropriated by the Govern- 
ment and no work done yet, or very little, in the way of exca- 
vation. It is much like any other business. If a man proposes 
to go into the manufacturing business or into the contracting 
business anywhere the first thing he does is to provide his 
plant. Very often the plant may cost from 25 to 50 per cent of 
the total cost of the entire work. Here the cost of the plant 
will not equal that; but in order to do this work properly and 
cheaply it is necessary to rebuild all of the railroad track down 
there. It is necessary to double track the Panama Railroad. 
It is necessary to put in new engines and new cars and exca- 
vators and air compressors. It is necessary to furnish quarters 
for those people who work there; to provide the plant in order 
to be prepared to do the work. Now, this is the situation: We 
have to-day 13,000 names of people on the rolls of the Isthmian 
Canal Commission down there, and in addition to that 4,000 on 
the rolls of the railroad company—practically 17,000 men. 
They estimate probably that 75 to 80 per cent of these men may 
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be at work every day. They are like some other people whom 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON] is well acquainted 
with. They do not report for work every day, and because of 
the great necessity to have labor on the Isthmus, the labor 
which is on the Isthmus is very independent. Hach man knows 
that if he does not turn up to-day they will be just as anxious 
for his services next week, no matter what they tell him about 
turning up to-morrow; and to a certain extent we have been 
obliged to put up with that condition. Now, these 17,000 men, 
just as rapidly as the preliminary work is done, will be trans- 
ferred to the excavation work—the real work which is to be 
done—and as that increases we will have before the middle of 
next year at work on the canal at least 25,000 men. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. I gladly yield to the gentleman from 
Nebraska. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Speaking of the character of the labor 
employed down there, is it a fact or not that the cheap labor of 
Santo Domingo or Jamaica is practically the only kind of 
manual labor that can be economically employed? 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman from Nebraska that 
the Jamaica negro labor, which might include some from Santo 
Domingo, is practically the only cheap labor which up to date 
has been worth the pay down there or which has survived the 
work. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. A few minutes ago the gentleman stated 
that there were two men in this city employed by the Commis- 
sion at a salary of $10,000 a year—one the purchasing agent 
and the other the secretary. The purchasing agent is respon- 
sible for the purchase of equipments and materials. I under- 
stand that that is his work. 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman state what are the 
duties of the secretary? 

Mr. MANN. Why, all the duties of the practical administra- 
tive officer here in charge of the offices. The chairman of the 
Commission receives a salary of $30,000 a year. Of course, 


Mr. Shonts is not practically in local charge of the administra- 
tive offices here, although theoretically so. He is engaged upon 
administrative work for the canal. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What I wish to ascertain is what sort 
of duties are performed by the secretary of this Commission 
that have resulted in his compensation being fixed at a larger 
sum than the salaries of the Cabinet officials who preside over 


the great Departments of the Government. 

Mr. MANN. I understand the gentleman’s position. I be- 
lieve in meeting a matter of that sort with perfect frankness. 
The gentleman understands me about that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am asking the gentleman because he 
has had a great deal to do with this Commission on account of 
his connection with the committee that has had charge of this 
legislation pertaining to it; and I assumed that, from the gen- 
tleman’s necessary visits to the office of this Commission and 
his investigations, perhaps he knew of some duties or some rea- 
son why a salary of this size, which I do not say now is im- 
proper, but which I think is very large, is paid to this man. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not able to say 
whether the gentleman who holds that position is worthy of a 
salary of $10,000 a year, or of 10,000 cents, or of 10 cents. The 
man who is secretary of the Commission is practically, by rea- 
son of that fact, in control, to a large extent, of the expenditure 
of money 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I thought there was an auditor. 

Mr. MANN. To a certain extent he controls the work of the 
Commission here. If he does his work properly, as the secre- 
tary of a commission like this should do, if he is a man of the 
proper type, I do not say that this salary is too large. I know 
of no reason why Mr. Bishop should not be considered the 
proper man. It seems to me that he might well be worth 
$10,000. I do not see that we will ever be able to determine in 
this House, or elsewhere, in a legislative body, with reference to 
the construction of this canal, with exact nicety, whether one 
man is receiving a dollar too much or a dollar too little. We 
never will construct a canal costing us $150,000,000 on that 
basis. I have no criticism at all of the gentleman—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I agree with the gentleman that it 
would be impossible for us to determine whether a man is re- 
ceiving a dollar too much or a dollar too little; but I think we 
can pretty nearly determine whether an office official, located 
here in Washington, is receiving thousands of dollars too much 
or thousands of dollars too little. Now, if this secretary has 
supervision of all the work of this canal from this city, perhaps 
he deserves the salary he is getting; but I should like to have 
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some comprehensive statement from somebody as to just what 
he does to justify this salary. I am not attempting to embarrass 
the gentleman from Illinois. I would not do it, because it 
would be very difficult to do it; but knowing the gentleman’s 
superior information upon matters connected with the canal 
and the Commission, I thought perhaps he could enlighten the 
House upon that subject. 

Mr. MANN. I think possibly the reason of the salary may 
be that it was considered necessary that some great man should 
be selected for this position, and hence they went to the city 
ihe gentleman represents, I believe, to secure this secretary. 
Of course it is not easy to get the best things out of New York, 
except in Congress, for a less salary than $10,000 a year. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman will permit me, I was 
under the impression that the gentleman to whom he refers 
was located here in Washington when he was selected for this 
position. 

Mr. MANN. I have been informed that he was a New York 
newspaper correspondent. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Located in Washington. 

Mr. MANN. Well, he might be located in Washington, 
but 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman will permit me, the 
personality of the individual who occupies the place, in my 
judgment, has nothing to do with it. The question here is, Are 
50 duties of the office such as to justify a compensation of this 
size? 

Mr. MANN. I say personally, in my judgment, the duties of 
the office of secretary of the Commission are such that in order 
to get the best qualified man for the place there ought to be a 
salary of at least $10,000 for a—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would like to have the gentleman tell 
me what he thinks a member of the Cabinet ought to have. 

Mr. MANN. I think he ought to get more than $8,000 a year. 
Does not the gentleman from New York think so? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman one more question. 

Mr. MANN. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HINSHAW. If it should be eventually determined by 
Congress or otherwise that this should be a sea-level canal, 
will the work now being done and the materials purchased 
have been as economically and judiciously expended as if it 
had been known in advance just the character of a canal we 
were to have? 

Mr. MANN. The material purchased will be the same in any 
event, whether it is a sea-level or a lock-level canal. So far as 
the work which is likely to be done for the next year or two is 
concerned, and perhaps longer than that, it will make little or 
no difference in the unit cost of the work whether it, is 
finally a sea-level canal or a lock-level canal, for the reason 
that the work which is longest to be done, the work which is 
now being done, is excavating through what they call the 
Culebra cut, and that material comes out at whatever level the 
canal may be constructed. : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the inquiries of my distinguished friend 
from New York in reference to the secretary are along the line 
of some items which have appeared in some of the newspapers 
at times, giving the impression that the men employed by the 
Commission were receiving exorbitant salaries. I frankly con- 
fess to the House that I had the impression myself that proba- 
bly there had been a tendency to create a great many places at 
rather high salaries. But upon investigation I do not find that 
to be the fact, so far as my judgment is concerned. The chair- 
man of the Commission receives a salary of $30,000 a year. 
That is the largest salary. The engineer in charge receives a 
salary of $25,000 a year. Governor Magoon, who is one of the 
Commission, and who is governor of the Canal Zone, and also 
our diplomatie representative at Panama, receives a salary of 
$17,500 a year. The other Commissioners receive each a salary 
of $7,500 a year, but as to three of those a large portion of the 
salary is cut out on account of their being naval and army 
officers, and, of course, the salaries are not duplicated. The 
secretary of the Commission here receives a salary of $10,000. 
The general auditor receives a salary of $10,000. I said a while 
ago that there were only two who received salaries of $10,000— 
there are three. The purchasing agent receives a salary of 
$10,000. The deputy purchasing agent receives a salary of 
$6,480, but he is a United States naval officer, and the largest 
share of his salary comes from the Navy Department as a naval 
officer. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is, we do not pay out that sum, 
but his salary is deducted from that sum? 

Mr. MANN. He gets a total of $6,480. I can not say whether 
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the Commission pays the total salary or whether he receives 
from the Commission excess over his naval salary, but he does 
not receive both; it does not cost the Government any more. 
Now, take the purchasing agent at San Francisco. He receives 
$5,076, but $4,076 comes from the Army, and he only receives 
the additional thousand dollars salary. The man who receives 
all the supplies on the Isthmus, who has charge of them and 
the responsibility whether they are received in proper order, 
and who keeps track of them, stores them in the warehouses, 
hands them out, gives directions, and takes control of them, 
received a salary of $6,000. But they had to put in a new 
man, and they could not get a competent one for less than $9,000. 
He is undoubtedly worth the amount. The chief sanitary officer 
on the Isthmus, Colonel Gorgas, gets a salary of $10,000. The 
chief justice and associate justices get salaries of $6,500 and 
9998 and the superintendent of the hospital gets a salary of 
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The chief quarantine officer receives a salary of $7,000. One 
of the division engineers receives a salary of $6,000. The assist- 
ant chief engineer receives a salary of $15,000. The manager 
of labor and quarters receives a salary of $7,200. Another 
division engineer in construction receives a salary of $9,000, 
and another $7,500. There are a few more salaries, two or 
three, over $5,000, but of the salaries over $5,000 there are only 
twenty-six places under the Commission. 

Now, that, in my judgment, is not an exorbitant sum or a 
large list of salaries for this class of work. I doubt whether 
there is a large corporation in the United States having trans- 
actions of such financial magnitude which does not have a salary 
list of this kind more than twice or three times as large as this. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly; I yield to the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I notice, Mr. Chairman, that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois in making his statement reads from ap- 
parently quite an extended detailed list of officers and salaries. 
I would suggest the propriety, perhaps, of inserting that in the 
Recorp for the information of the House, if it relates to details 
in the bill. Will the gentleman do that? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I will be glad, in response to the 
gentleman, to insert in the Recorp the paper I read from, which 
purports to give a list of salaries of all of the members and 
employees of the Commission receiving more than $2,000 per 
annum, with this addition, namely, a statement from the auditor 
to the effect that the records have not been kept with the idea 
of determining salaries above the grade mentioned by myself 
in my request, and that therefore this report could not be imme- 
diately abstracted, but has been especially written for the pur- 
pose of replying to that inquiry, and that for that reason it is 
thought wise to carefully review the list and that that will be 
done at once when I shall be advised if there have been any 
errors or omissions made therein. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is, we are to understand that this 
is a tentative statement and not final. 

Mr. MANN. With that explanation I would be glad to insert 
it in the RECORD. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. A further inquiry. Can we have a 
detailed statement of the expenditures of the Commission up to 
December 1, 1905, or not later than June 1, 1905, and if we 
can not, will the gentleman be kind enough to explain why? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, of course the Isthmian Canal 
Commission, like all other Departments of the Government, 
keep their books upon the basis of the fiscal year. It would be 
a very great expense to prepare a detailed statement of the 
expenditures from July 1 down to date, or at least a very con- 
siderable expense, and it would take considerable time. I asked 
the Commission to give me that data down to as late a period 
as they possibly could. Of course they could not give the data 
down to December 1, because the bulk of the money is paid out 
on the Isthmus. There is a disbursing officer here and there is 
a disbursing officer on the Isthmus. There is an auditor here 
and there is an auditor on the Isthmus. I have what is called 
“a detailed statement of expenditures” in considerably greater 
detail than the one which has been printed, down to June 30, 
covering twelve or fifteen pages, or possibly more, of large legal 
cap, which, if the gentleman desires, I would be glad to insert 
in the Recorp, although it only covers a detailed expenditure of 
$4,000,000. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I would be glad, indeed, to have the 
gentleman insert it, and I think the House would also. Is the 
gentleman advised by the Commission whether or not they can 
give him a similar detailed statement coming down later than 
June 30, 1905, and, if so, about how far down and about when 
could we reasonably expect that, so that we can have it pub- 
lished for our general information? 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it is possible to 
obtain a detailed statement such as the gentleman wants. It 
would be possible to obtain any of these items probably sepa- 
rately, but it would not be possible, in my judgment, to obtain 
a detailed statement by the time that this bill will probably be 
acted upon In the House. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, that may be, of course, to-day or 
to-morrow. 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But at any time within the next few 
weeks is it contemplated by the Commission to give the House a 
thoroughly detailed statement of the expenditures, as near as 
may be, up to date—that is, since June 30, 1905? 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me in that con- 
nection, the Commission, of course, has made an estimate for 
the next fiscal year. They have to have an appropriation for 
the ensuing fiscal year. That will come before the House, and 
I have no doubt that on account of there being plenty of time 
for that to be acted upon by the Committee on Appropriations 
the Commission will not only be willing, but will be anxious 
to furnish to the Committee on Appropriations and to the 
House a very full and complete detailed, and possibly itemized, 
statement of expenditures not only up to the present time, but 
up to the first of the year. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Of course the gentleman is not able to 
state now how soon we may expect that? 

Mr. MANN. I am not able to state that, 

Mr. Chairman, the necessity of this appropriation at this 
time is this: I understood the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Witt1aMs] to say—and I suppose he had his information— 
that it was necessary to have this appropriation to meet the 
pay roll of December 15. 

I do not so understand it. The silver pay roll is paid twice a 
month, and the gold pay roll is paid once a month. There is 
money enough on hand, as I understand it, to pay the silver 
pay roll on the 15th of this month, but there is not money suf- 
ficient to pay either pay roll on the ist of January, and the 
auditor and Commission inform us that it is necessary, in 
ordinary dispatch of business, to have this appropriation before 
the 15th in order to place in the disbursing officer’s hands at 
Panama the necessary money by the Ist of January. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield 
for a question? 

Mr. MANN. I yield. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. It was stated here a while ago 
by the distinguished gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS] that he contemplated introducing an amendment to this 
bill confining the appropriation to actual necessities that might 
prove to exist on the ist of January. Would that be a wise 
amendment; and if not, why not? I ask purely for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. MANN. I was explaining to the committee a while ago 
when my very distinguished friend from Alabama interrupted 
me (and I would yield anything for the purpose of carrying 
on a conversation with him) what this estimate was. The 
$4,000,000 of the first item is shown in the record to consist 
of items which are quite fairly itemized. Four million dol- 
lars, December 1, for materials which are in transit. The 
second item of that estimate is $3,350,000, and it shows exactly 
what it is for. Eleven hundred steel flat cars, a hundred and 
twenty locomotives, forty-three steam shovels, eighteen unload- 
ing plow machines, and other implements of that kind. That 
machinery is all contracted for 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I do not think the gentleman 
catches my question 

Mr. MANN, Oh, yes, I do. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. How would it embarrass the 
Commission or retard in any way the progress of the work if 
the appropriation should be confined to the actual necessities 
up to that time? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will pardon me. I think I under- 
stood him. This $3,350,000 is for material which is ordered 
and which we need. The Government is pushing the men to 
furnish it just as speedily as possible. As soon as these flat 
cars, engines, and other machines are on the ground the sooner 
the canal will be built. We are delayed now because we can 
not pay our bills. There has been bitter complaint made to the 
Commission, and, I think, with justice, that men who sold sup- 
plies to this Commission expecting to be paid when their goods 
were received in Panama and O. Kd here, have not been able 
to receive their money. Now, these people are not anxious to 
furnish the material so promptly to us which we are pushing 
them for unless we are prepared to pay the money. The Com- 
mission can not tell just when this material will be furnished. 


They are egging the men on to furnish it as rapidly as possible, 
and probably if we do not pay our pills promptly it may affect, 
and will affect, the price of future orders. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. It is not proposed not to pay 
the bills, but it is proposed to confine the appropriation to such 
sums as may be necessary to pay the bills; but as I understand 
all of the appropriation now sought in excess of about $5,000,000 
is speculative in character. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, not all; a large share is now needed, but 
that in the future is speculative to the extent that we do not 
know whether it will be furnished at once or whether it will be 
several months from now. They have contracted to deliver 
within a certain time, and we know we will have to pay them, 
and we want to be able to pay as soon as possible. Now, it 
seems to me that there is no objection to making a sufficient 
appropriation so that the credit of the Government is main- 


‘tained beyond question. I grant to all of the gentlemen here 


that if this were the only occasion for consideration of appro- ` 
priations to the Commission it would be wise to segregate the 
amount of the appropriation and only appropriate a portion 
now, so that the House would have a further opportunity of dis- 
cussion upon the other appropriations, but there will be another 
appropriation bill before the House carrying another item for 
the Commission for the next fiscal year, and all of the questions 
whieh the gentlemen might wish to inquire about now will 
come up at that time properly, so that the House will still 
retain control over the subject of appropriations for the Com- 
mission. 

All I wish to say in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, is that although 
my first judgment was the judgment which the gentleman from 
Mississippi has expressed—that there ought to be appropriated 
now only a sufficient amount to carry the Commission until 
some time in January and then let them rely upon a deficiency 
appropriation bill coming in the regular-form—that after an in- 
vestigation of this matter as well as I could make one during 
the time I have been in Washington, for some two weeks, I have 
reached the conclusion in my own mind that it is better, if we 
want the work to progress without hindrance and without dis- 
credit to the Government, to give the sum asked for now, re- 
taining control, as we will, of the general subject on the appro- 
priations for the next fiscal year. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to in- 
clude in my remarks the following statement, which the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] asked to have printed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mann] to print certain statements. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. - 

The papers referred to are as follows: 4 


List of salaries of members and employees of the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission receiving more than $2,000 per annum. 
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DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION ON ISTHMUS. DEPARTMENT OF CONSTRUCTION AND ENGINEERING. 
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4 master Schafer was succeeded as disbursing officer on the Isth- 


mus of Panama by Mr. Williams in the latter of November. The | J 
outgoing officer will be carried on the rolls while e in the clos- | F. 
in Ey his accounts, when his services with the Co ion will ter- B F 
minate. 8 
Mr. Williams is required to give bond in the sum of $200,000 and to | J. . F 
pay the annual premium thereon, amounting to $360. J.J. 
dò Paymaster Tobey was succeeded by Mr. Tubby, also in the latter O. J. G 
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part of November. This outgoing officer will be carried on the rolls Messrs. Smith, Park, and Loftus are temporarily en as labor 


only until he closes his accounts. agents, securing at points in the United States employees for the engi- 
€ See commissioners’ salaries. neering department the Isthmus. 1 5 
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on on 


PURCHASE OF FURNITURE, EQUIP- Culebra Hospital 
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Per diem and traveling expenses. 623.1) 176.25 799. 35 BUILDINGS. 
Contingent — — J 1,877.80 401. 22 2,279.02 
FF Pe arn FEN ² 1w 
and wages 83,744. 56 40,882.41 T1717 a E A A ee 4 22 e 
Per diem and traveling expenses. 167. 249.69 8,417.64 | PURCHASE OF FURNITURE, EQUIP- 
8 Kpens ess e 987.80 MENT, AND INSTRUMENTS. 
of tals: 
Salaries and wages 891.84 1,997.00 888.84 | Hospital at Colon 68. 
8 om at traveling expenses 15.15 3 15.15 | Sanitary 9 — 5 $30.02 
Ancon Hospital Sanitary departmen: neral, 
. Salaries and wages 76, 868.99 28, 191.69 105,058.68 infecting apparatus = TERE 6, 180. 
Per diem and traveling expenses. 2,370.37 3.90 2, 374.27 
8 expenses 616. 13 99. 75 655.88 SUMMARY. 
Hospi 
Salaries and wages 1,206.18 145.00 1,411.18 | Department of governmentand sani- 
Per diem and traveling expenses. 3 125. 00 tation: 
ne ace expenses 25.00 21.67 46. 67 The executive office. 18, 199.20 11,023.85 29, 223.05 
Colon Hospital: The Zone treasurer 877.50 287.50 665. 00 
Salaries and wages 13,589. 56 8,107.54 21, 677.10 The administration of justice 8, 796.29 4,705.01 13, 501.30 
115.67 43.05 158. 72 The collector of revenue 15,891.30 8,025.00 23,916.30 
147.13 100. 0 397.18 and — 7 = . L 
y , 653. „641.05 
1,148.14 126.00 1,274.14 9 47,031.04 169, 852, 86 
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Statement of department of government and sanitation exrpenditures— 


Continued. 


SUMMARY—continued. 
1 government and sani- 


5 of Zone high ways.“ 99, 2. 50 $9, 277.50 
Street improvement, ma 606. 72 
Construction of waterworks and 
186, 154. 16 
77, 476. 80 
7,178.59 
Total disbursements, second 
department 794, 087.45 


April 3 to 
une 30 Total. 
Office of chief engineer: 
Salaries and wages $113,741.77 | $13,439.17 | $127,180.94 
Per diem and traveling expenses. 27.554. 45 555.85 28, 110. 30 
Contingent expenses 6,086.50 128.08 6, 214.58 
Principalassistant engineerin charge 
of records and office: 
Salaries and wages 9, 467.03 9,467.08 
Per diem and Serene expenses. 10.85 10.85 
Mechanical 
` Salaries an when — 1.592. 42 7,467.00 9,059. 42 
Per diem and traveling expenses. 12.11 79.06 
eta of end manager, labor and 
3 and wages 13.34 14, 180. 76 14, 194.10 
Per diem and traveling expenses. 40 164. 18 164. 
Bureau of water works, sewers, and 
Salaries and wages 1,714. 66 8,339.00 10, 053. 66 
Per diem and traveling 3 68.61 76.70 145.31 
Bureau of architecture and 
laries and wages 243.33 6,333.16 6,576.49 
Per diem and Serene expenses. 11.10 133.55 144.65 
Contingent expenses 8 15. 00 15.00 
Bureau of telegraph, 5 Paap, and 
electric lights: 
Salaries and wages 808. 19 1,440.01 2,308.20 
Per diem and traveling expenses. 18.10 21.98 40.08 
Bureau of meteorology and river 
hydraulics: 
Salaries and wages 842.33 842.33 
* of map making, lithography, 
an n 
es and wages 7, 449. 80 4,051.72 11,501. 52 
Canal construction. Colon division, 
office of division T: 
ies and wages 25, 504. 07 19, 800. 23 45, nie — 
Per diem and traveling expenses. 530.15 14.10 
Contingent expenses 15.80 30.00 5i: 80 
Exca vation: 
Salaries and wages 7,624. 23 2. 823. 44 9, S47. 67 
Tracks: 
Salaries and wages 1,250. 87 4,223. 87 5, 474. 74 
8 1 
8 „905. 
Bohio dam: 
Salaries and on 26, 756. 66 
Per diem and traveling 738. 73 
ntingent expenses 24. 67 
Surveys, Colon division: 
and wages 8 6, 227.11 
Per diem and traveling expenses. sl Recker eee 27. 
Chagres division, office of 
e 
8 — —— 2,733.58 12,801.29 15,534.82 
Per diem and traveling expenses. 70. 56 4.00 74.56 
Contingent expenses 1.00 1.00 
Excavation: 
Salaries and wages Ei e 106. 75 
Gamboa division, office of division 
engi r: 
laries and W R rs 804.79 
Salaries and 6 82, 282. 83 
Per diem and traveling expenses. 2, 387. 86 
Contingent expenses 23.75 
Gatun dam: 
Salaries and wages......-...--.--- 17, 826. 62 
Per diem and traveling expenses. 873.22 873.22 
Contingent expenses . 84.82 84.32 
Culebra ees office of division en- 
Salaries BEE ee ee 55, 342.31 043. 88 
Per diem and traveling expenses. 13.11 135.85 
a of resident engineer in charge 
of surve; 
Malarice and ge 32,383.71 137.02 
Per diem andi = reveling expenses. 190. 90 218. 82 
Cuts—excavations 
Salaries and 7 51, 684.09 120.57 
Tols and implements... 2,012.79 012.79 
R rs to equipment 11,242.31 242.31 
— t expenses... 19, 893. 00 393.00 
um 
. T 21,064.29 510.05 


Statement of department of construction and engineering expendi- 


tures—Continued. 
To April 1 
Salaries and wages $16,019.79 
Salaries and wages 70, 176. 77 66, 064. 38 136, 241.13 
Per diem and traveling 7 — ane t 29. 
La Boca division, office of division 
en - 
es and wages 450.63 17,193. 49 18, 644.12 
Per diem and traveling G p 6.54 5 54.44 
Contingent expenses 8 4.50 
gy Hoy d 1,057.50 057.50 
r Seed 7. 
Harbors and dredathg: > ao 
and wages 185. 52 1,169.05 1,354. 57 
Bas Matachin machine shops: a 
Salaries and wages 7, 655.95 59, 374.08 57.030. 08 
Per diem and traveling expenses. 38.25 27.10 65.35 
Ea Saas 712.29 233. 86 946.15 
Contingent expenses 2.40 2.40 
Cristobal masuma shops: 
Salaries and wages 3,670.07 27,549.17 81,219.24 
Small tools 304. 05 576.01 
Culebra machine sh 
a and wages 3 21,997.84 21, 987.84 
Empire machine shop: 
Ralaries and wages 3,197.45 29,327. 67 82,525.12 
Per diem and traveling expenses. 22.80 4.75 27.55 
fas eR sR EES) 85.50 83.39 168. 89 
La Boca machine shop 
Salaries and wages 2,954. 29 10, 828. 57 13, 282. 86 . 
Purchase of La Boca shops SE haea 8,425.79 
PURCHASE OF FURNITURE, EQUIP- 
MENT, AND INSTRUMENTS. 
Office of chief engineer Tp EN 286.60 286.60 
re co Saran: 4 
xa va and dredging ma- 
chin whens „— EEA „050.00 21,050. 00 
Construction and repair of buildings. 65, 149. 43 165, 528. 38 
EXCAVATING AND DREDGING 
MACHINES. 
PRS S E 8,819.12 8,319.12 
Superintendence S 119.33 119. 
RAILROAD CONSTRUCTION AND 
EQUIPMENT. 
Repairs of rolling stock 26, 204.70 26,204.70 
Repairs of mac and hand tools 15, 164. 59 15, 164.59 
Superintendence --....._.....--...-.-. 1,359. 44 1,359. 44 
MISCELLANEOUS EQUIPMENT, 
ea of floati: ſuipment not 
— — 5 14, 408.14 14, 524. 81 
Rapaire ot of furniture, etc_.........-... 247. 247.60 
Repairs of machine phy hand tools... 9,594. 90 9,504. 90 
SUMMARY. 
Chief engineer 159, 374.78 225, 008. 10 
Colon division 69, 870. 11 97, 146. 60 
Chagres division 2,910, 84 15,717. 13 
Gamboa division . 53, 458. 60 54, 263.39 
Culebra division 279,552.57 506, 050, 28 
La Boca division 1,647.19 21,114.93 
Machine 9 18, 730. 65 167,841.44 
Purchase of shops 8,425.79 8, 425.79 
of furniture, equipment, 
and instruments 21,336.60 21, 336. 
Construction and repair of buildings. 65,149. 43 165, 528. 38 
Boveits of excavating and dredging 8, 488. 45 438. 
SUSCRIOA oe S A S NTE, 
Railroad construction and repair of 42,728.78 42,728.73 
railroad equipment 
Repairs of miscellaneous equipment. 24, 250. 64 24, 387.31 
Total — third de- 
T 755, 874. 38 1, 358, 567.13 
a Prior to April I expensesof machine shops were distributed to the division 
of the work receiving the benefit of the work done by machine shops. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I should hesitate 
very much to offer an amendment to a bill of this kind if I did 
not know that I was doing it with the consent of the gentleman 
in charge of the bill. In order that my remarks may perhaps 
be more clearly understood, I will send the amendment to the 
Clerk’s desk, to be read for information, as the text of the 
amendment which I propose to offer, or am considering the 
wisdom of offering to-morrow, or whenever the bill shall come up 
for action. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the time for amendment has not ar- 
rived, the amendment offered by the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. HILL] will be read for information only. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out section 1, and insert in place thereof the following: 
“That 8 national banking association having United States bonds 
on deposit to secure aa circulatin; 


= ager shall pay to the 8 
of the United States, in the mon of January and July, a tax of 


1905. 


one-fourth of 1 per cent each half year upon the av amount 
of its notes in circulation, and such taxes shall be in lieu of all exist- 
taxes on circulating notes of national banking 3 Pro- 
ed, That the provisions of this section shall not apply to circulating 
notes secured by bonds issued under the following titles, or any reissue 
of such bonds bearing the same rates of interest: Loan of 1908 
to 1918, authorized under act approved June 13, 1898, and bearing 
interest at the rate of 3 per cent = annum; funded loan of 1907, au- 
thorized under acts approved July 14, 1876, and January 20, 1871. 
and bearing interest at the rate of 1 per cent BS. annum; loan of 1925, 
authorized under act approved January 14, 1875, and bearing interest 
at the rate of 4 per cent per annum. 

Three years ago, when the original Panama bill was passed, 
I called the attention of certain members of the Senate, the day 
after it was passed there, to the fact that bonds were authorized 
as 2 per cent bonds, but required to be sold at not less than par, 
and it would be impossible to sell them at par as a- basis for 
circulation with a 1 per cent tax, and from that time to this the 
effort has been made to haye that mistake corrected. 

I hold in my hand the advance copy of the report of the Sec- 
retary of the , issued to-day, and which the Members 
will find in their mail this evening, I suppose. I will read one 
clause from it, as follows: 

By act of Congress approved June 28, 1902, an issue of bonds was 
authorized in aid of the isthmian canal now in process of construction. 

The act provides that the bonds shall bear interest at 2 per cent, and 
shali not be sold below par. In former reports I have called attention 
to the fact that these bonds, if now issued, would not be available as 
83 for national-bank circulation at a less rate of taxation than 

r cent per annum, and, therefore, would not be worth par. I 
bel eve a general statute should be enacted making all future issues 
of the Government bonds available for national-bank circulation sub- 
ject to a tax of but one-half of 1 per cent, as in the case of the consols 
authorized by act of March 14, 1900. 


Now, the amendment which, as I stated, is offered by the 
consent, at least, of the gentleman in charge of the bill, will do 
precisely, and nothing more, than that which is asked for by 
the Secretary of the Treasury in his report to-day. It dis- 
tinctly exempts the threes and fours outstanding, and covers 
2 per cent bonds hereafter issued. It covers also the privilege 
of reissue, and that is the particular reason why I offer it. 
Within eighteen months we shall have the termination of the 
first period of the $115,000,000 of 4 per cent bonds now out- 
standing. The Government would save a large amount in 
interest if this tax which it is now proposed to apply to the 
Panama bonds shall apply to these also in their extension. It 
will also cover thirty-five millions of 3 per cent Spanish war 
bonds, which will expire in thirty months. In both of these 
instances the Treasury Department has the right of option of 
extending them—the 4 per cent indefinitely, the 3 per cent for 
ten years. 

Now, it is apparent to the business sense of every Member of 
this House that if the Secretary of the Treasury did not wish 
to pay the $115,000,000 4 per cent bonds, but did have it in his 
power to say to the holders of these bonds, “ We will extend 
them, at discretion, at 2 per cent interest, with the additional 
feature of having it possible to use them as a basis of circula- 
tion at a tax of one-half per cent,” he would have the power in 
his own hands to protect the interests of the Treasury so far 
as these two issues of bonds are concerned. 

Now, I want to be perfectly frank with the House and to 
state that there is another issue of bonds which would be made 
available for bank circulation besides these two, a bond which 
has been authorized, but which has never been issued. And I 
think that every Member of the House, on both sides, will con- 
cur with me and with the judgment of the Secretary of the 
Treasury as well, that this change be made so far as those are 
concerned. I refer to the authorized bond for the maintenance 
of the credit of the Government which bears 3 per cent interest 
and a one year’s term. No such bond has ever been issued, but 
no human being ean tell how soon or how far in the future the 
issue of that bond may be required. And I submit it to you 
that it will be impossible to sell a 3 per cent bond at par under 
the circumstances in which such sale would necessarily be 
made, unless it could be used as a basis for circulation by the 
banks, at the reduced rate of tax. 

The amendment excludes the present issue of 3 and 4 per 
cents, but includes the reissuance of those bonds at lower rates, 
which would enable the Secretary of the Treasury to reissue, 
under the option he has, at 2 per cent instead of 3 and 4, and 
also includes the Panama bonds as well. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I did not understand the gentleman as to 
the last class of bonds he refers to—when they were issued. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. They were authorized to maintain 
the gold reserve and the credit of the country, but never have 
been issued, and I hope that the necessity for such issue will 
never arise. 

Mr. BOUTELL. And they were limited to $100,000,000. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. And limited to only one hundred 
millions. I think it is perfectly apparent to. every gentleman 
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that they cam not be sold at par, and the law forbids their being 


sold at anything less. ‘There is no question about that. I dis- 
like very much to bring in a proposition about banking into 
this House in view of my past experience. 

Mr. MANN. Permit me to say to the gentleman that he need 
not interject it upon this bill. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not want to interject it; but 
some gentlemen may not be aware of the fact that the great 
bulk of the bank circulation is based on the 2 per cent bonds, 
and these will continue to be used as the basis of circulation. 
Now, as a matter of fact, the supply of 2 per cent bonds is 
about exhausted; practically all of them are held for bank 
circulation. Possibly there may be from thirty to fifty millions 
in the market, but I am perfectly satisfied, gentlemen, that the 
2 per cent bonds are being controlled and manipulated because 
of the shortage of supply. I am satisfied of it, and I think the 
very wisest possible course that Congress can take in regard to 
this matter is to make this a general statute, which the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury asks for, in order that at least that thing 
may be controlled and prevented. I will be glad to answer any 
question any gentlemen may desire to ask. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question 
or two? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. PRINCE. Are not we as Members of the House seeing 
the effect of taking up and disposing of a measure without hav- 
ing it properly go to a committee; that we are first legislating 
on matters pertaining to the Appropriations Committee, and 
next to the Ways and Means Committee, then to the Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce Committee, and now finally landing in 
the Banking and Currency Committee, seeking to make a gen- 
eral statute recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury in 
his report to us a part of emergency legislation? Does not the 
gentleman from Connecticut think that it would be wiser in 
this House at this time to pass an emergency appropriation for 
a limited amount to meet the urgent necessities of the case? 

Mr. HILE of Connecticut. I would state in reply to the gen- 
tleman’s question that the Committee on Banking and Currency 
would have nothing to do with the proposition referred to in 
this bill or the amendment I am offering. The amendment is 
purely a question with which the Committee on Ways and 
Means would have to deal, relating solely to taxation and the 
bonded debt, and it has been referred to the Ways and Means 
Committee. The reasons why the amendment is offered are, 
because the Secretary of the Treasury distinctly and specifically 
recommends it, and it is only a change of form and not of prin- 
ciple from that recommended in the pending proposition. If 
the bill was not bere relating to the Panama bonds the amend- 
ment would not be offered with reference to the others. I think 
the gentleman’s question is fully answered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Ought we in this Panama bill to deal with 
any other bonds except the Panama bonds? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Instead of doing it for this spe- 
cific issue, it might be made general law, in accordance with the 
recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury as set forth 
in a bill which I introduced day before yesterday, but I submit 
it to Members here for their consideration whether it would not 
be wise to make general that which it is now proposed to make 
specific. By doing so it would create a saving of several mil- 
lion dollars in interest in the next few years. I think when 
the Government option of extension matures that the interest 
on the 3 and 4 per cent bonds can be reduced to 2 per cent by 
making this a general statute. That is the whole proposition. 

Mr. PRINCE. Do I understand the gentleman from Connect- 
icut, then, that he now seeks to withdraw this question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, no; not at all. I leave it 
open for consideration to-morrow. 

Mr. PRINCE. The gentleman insists upon it? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It is the substitution of one Nn 
for another. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury was in favor of the action which he 
speaks of. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I read the statement in which he 
said he advised it. 

Mr. MANN. But he has not made any request that it be 
acted upon in this bill. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. He is out of the city and could 
not make any such recommendation. 


Mr. MANN. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. This same 


proposition that fs in this bill was submitted in person to the 
Secretary of the Treasury himself, and he made no suggestion 
in reference to the matter which the gentleman offers. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I went to the Treasury Depart- 
ment to-day, and the Assistant Secretary told me that the Secre- 
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tary was out of the city, but that he would be glad to have this 
proposition enacted. I will add, furthermore, that when this 
proposition was pending last year the Secretary of the Treasury 
distinctly recommended it. I have his letter in my pocket 
recommending it, and I will state that the verbatim language 
in the amendment was submitted to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and approved by him. 

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt of that, but I want the House 
to understand, which it might not understand from the gentle- 
man’s statement, that the Secretary of the Treasury does not 
ask that it be done on this emergency appropriation bill. He 
has not asked that a change of the current law with reference 
to bonds be made in that way. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, I do not know anything about 
that. I submitted the amendment to the gentleman in charge of 
the bill before I offered it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I know of no other gentle- 
man who desires to participate in the general debate, and I ask 
that the bill be read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa that a good many of the Members on both 
sides have been under the impression that the bill would not be 
read for amendment until to-morrow morning, and for that 
reason it would be better to have unanimous consent—I will 
not intrude by asking it myself if the gentleman will ask it—to 
let the bill go over without detriment, to be read under the five- 
minute rule to-morrow morning, the first thing after the ap- 
proval of the Journal, and continued in due course until finished. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suggest to the gentleman, why not haye the 
first section read for amendment, which will, of course, end the 
general debate, and then commence to-morrow morning on that 
section? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. We can get unanimous consent, no doubt, to 
have it go over. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then, are we going to continue the reading? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know whether there has been any un- 
derstanding that the bill shall go over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; there has been none, but I am trying 
to get an understanding. There was an understanding on the 
part of a great many Members of the House that the bill could 
not possibly reach consideration under the five-minute rule to- 
day. I was partially responsible for that understanding, which 
turns out to be a misunderstanding, and the gentleman from 
Towa in charge of the bill will see that some Members, in conse- 
quence of what we expected, thought they could go home, and 
they will be taken rather by surprise if the bill is read for 
amendment this evening when they are not here. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I am only asking that the first section be 
read, and then I will move to rise. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But if the first section is read, all amend- 
ments to that section will be cut off. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, no; we will not proceed to the next sec- 
tion. It will be open for amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then, amendments to the first section will 
be in order to-morrow morning? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Quite a number of Members have made ar- 
rangements to go away to-morrow morning, with the understand- 
ing that the bill would be finished to-day. I merely make that 
su tion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The difference is that there was no reason 
for their having that understanding—none under the sun. They 
arrived at it unaided and unassisted. These other gentlemen 
have arrived at their understanding by being misled. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It seems that the gentlemen I refer to were 
right in their understanding that it could be finished to-day if it 
were proceeded with under the regular order. 

Mr. PAYNE. This illustrates the folly of leaving the House 
when a bill is pending. If gentlemen will all understand here 
at the opening of the session that a vote is liable to be taken at 
any time in Committee of the Whole, or that a bill is liable to 
be voted upon at any time, and will regulate their business in 
accordance with the business of the House, it will be a great 
deal better for all concerned. I have no objection to the sugges- 
tion of the gentleman from Iowa that we read the first section 
and then stop there, leaving it open for amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think, Mr. Chairman, that we have as full 


I ask that the first section of the bill be 


an attendance here now as we will have to-morrow. There are 
a great many Members in the Capitol who are not on the floor, 
and there is no reason for postponing a vote on the matter until 
to-morrow on account of the absence of Members. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, 
haye gone home, 


I know of several Members myself who 


Mr. TAWNEY. There will be a great many more who will 
not be here to-morrow. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. They will have full notice to be here to- 
morrow. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I shall not make any request 
with regard to the postponement of the subject. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I will ask unanimous con- 
sent that the bill go over without detriment and that it be 
taken up the first thing to-morrow morning after the reading 
of ano Journal under the five-minute rule, to be read for amend- 
men 

Mr. TAWNEY. I object, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I raise the point of order that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole can not give unanimous consent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my request; it 
ae me for the moment that we were in Committee of the 

e. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that the first 
section can be read and then a motion made for the committee 
9 — If no Member wishes to debate the bill, the Clerk will 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, as I may not be able to be 
here to-morrow, I would like five minutes to-night. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
desire to debate the bill? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I wish to debate the bill. 

ee e The gentleman from Pennslyvania is rec- 
ogniz 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I am as fully aware as any 
Member of this House of the great importance to the country 
of the construction of this isthmian canal. I am fully aware 
of the urgent importance of action upon this measure at this 
time, but I desire also to record my protest against this House 
being so often called upon from time to time to vote upon this 
great and important matter without being more fully advised, 
in appropriating large sums of money, as to the details of ex- 
penditures of moneys which have already been made. 

Now, we are told that there have been expended the sum of 
$8,950,092.15 of a former appropriation, but I defy any Member, 
from the statement which has been submitted here, presumably 
coming from the Commission itself, to tell in what way or for 
what purpose, except in the most general manner, that money 
has been expended. For instance, the very first item is this: 
“Isthmian Canal Commission, $185,256.98.” Whether that was 
for salaries or traveling or other expenses of the Commission, 
how much for either or both, or what it was expended for, no 
Member on the floor of this House knows. The next item is 
“Special commissioners, $18,265.90.” Some one may know the 
full meaning of that term; I do not. Then we find the item 
“ Office of administration, $102,012.76.” I defy anybody to tell 
me what that means. 

Mr. MANN. That is very easy. 
the administration of the office here. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman tell me the distinction 
between that and the first item, “ Isthmian Canal Commission, 
$185,000?” 

Mr. MANN. That pays the salaries of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission and this pays the administration force of the Com- 


mission here. 
Mr. OLMSTED. The administration force.” Then the dis- 


It means the payment of 


| bursing officer, I take it, is a part of the administration force, 


and yet he gets a separate $32,826.28 for something we are not 
told what. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The administration force of the Commission is 
like the salary for secretary’s office over here, which we con- 
stantly appropriate for, and then we appropriate money for 
auditor and disbursing officer, which is part of the administra- 
tive force. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Then I find the item, “ Executive office, 
852,371.80.“ Whether that is for salaries or expenses, or for 
what purpose it was expended, we do not know. Then we have 
the item, “Administration of justice, $22,886.35.” What that is 
for we have not the slightest idea. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman knows that that is for the 
administration of justice—the payment of the salaries of judges, 
etc., in the Canal Zone. The gentleman knows that, I think. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Then I find this item, “ Department of con- 
struction and engineering — and this foots up—“ Office of the 
chief engineer, $209,000.” Whether that is for salaries or what 
it covers we are not told. The only item which we can defi- 
nitely understand is the purchase of the Panama Railroad 
stock, $155,657.49. That is specific, except we are not told how 
much they purchased nor what price they paid for it. I had 
one more specific item which I had lost for the moment. Here 
it is; “Canal construction, 51, 010,014.62.“ Now, I supposed 
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that that whole appropriation—the whole eight millions—was, 
in a sense, for canal construction. There is the item of expend- 
iture, but we do not know how much of that went for salary 
or wages or material or what any of it was paid for. Then we 
have Material and supplies purchased, $2,091,258.72.” Isn't 
that a part of canal construction? Next we have “ General pur- 
chasing officer in Washington, $39,890.57.” Now, was that for 
things that he purchased or was it for salaries of men in his 
office? Next there are assistant purchasing agents at other 
places. Then we have “ Division of material and supplies, Isth- 
mus, $342,381.07.” Is that for salaries? Is it for wages? Is 
it for materials, or what on earth is it for? The mere explana- 
tion that it was expended for the “ division” is not clear. Next 
we have this singular item, Freight, advertising, etc., $144,- 
085.23.” Who ever heard or saw in an account of expenditures 
the grouping together of two such incongruous items as freight 
and advertising? How much was for freight and how much 
was for advertising? Why are we not informed? 

Mr. Chairman, we are in these days insisting upon great pub- 
licity in the affairs of corporations, and very properly so. 
Recent events haye shown the importance of demanding such 
publicity ; but I say that there is no corporation in the country 
whose stockholders would be content with an accounting of the 
expenditure of $8,000,000 which was no more full, no more de- 
tailed, and no more specific than this account of expenditures 
which has been rendered to us by this Commission. I find that 
the salaries and wages estimated for October and November 
amount to the sum of $60,000—$30,000 a month—here in Wash- 
ington. Certainly, with such a force as that, there is ample 
ability and force of men to prepare a statement which could 
be laid before this House showing in detail what has been done 
with our money. I do not mean to reflect upon any officer of 
the Government or any member of the Commission. I am going 
to take it for granted this time that this money has all been 
properly expended. I believe it has been, but I do think that 
in a matter of this importance, an enterprise that is going to 
cost such a vast sum of money, do the best we may, we ought 
to have a most careful accounting for every dollar that we ap- 
propriate. I have thought of offering an amendment to that 
effect. If I am not here when that section is decided I am sure 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] will offer such an 
amendment, and I sincerely hope that when it is offered to the 
third section of this bill it will be adopted by the House, so 
that as to the appropriations we are about to make we will here- 
after receive a full, detailed, and classified statement of ex- 
penditures. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, just a word. I desire to 
say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] that I 
think he will find in connection with the report of the Secre- 
tary of War which is now in the hands of the President, and 
which will be transmitted to us at a very early date, all of that 
information that his soul craves. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I hope that is so, Mr. Chairman, but it cer- 
tainly is not in the statement of expenditures which has been 
given to the House as the basis of our action upon this Dill. 
There is no requirement of law that it shall be in the report 
of the Secretary of War, and in any event it will come too late 
to be of service so far as this bill is concerned. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, at the outset permit me to 
say that I concur in all the criticism indulged in by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Otsstrep}]. He criticises these 
items of expenditures already made up to September 30, 1905. 
He is correct in saying that no corporation or business firm in 
the country would be content with that sort of a statement 
rendered by its fiscal officer or agent as to the manner in which 
he had used the funds of that corporation or business concern. 
It. shows to my mind, Mr. Chairman, a want of business 
methods in the conduct of the building of this canal. It shows 
to my mind that the money of the people may be used to some 
extent for unnecessary purposes, for experimenting, for ex- 
ploiting some particular man, some newspaper man, as the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Firzcrratp] has suggested—a 
press agent. Now, we want to know and the country is entitled 
to know, net in a general way how the revenues have been 
expended, but in a specific and definite way how the party in 
power is expending the moneys of the public. Now, this case 
illustrates the folly, I might say, of this House undertaking to 
legislate on a matter as important as this without having the 
measure first considered by a committee. What Member of this 
House can know about this? The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] was asked questions, and he confessed again and again 
that he could not explain matters pertinent to this important 
discussion. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] 
is correct in his criticism, It may be that all of these items 


xL——13 


were properly expended. I do not know. I do not know for 
what these items grouped together under general terms were 
expended. Now, what he has said relates to what has al- 
ready been expended, and his criticism is well taken. I desire 
to direct further criticism to the expenditure of the $16,500,000 
which it is now sought to have us appropriate. 

Now, for what purposes are we going to appropriate $16,- 
500,000? In a general way we are told for preliminary ex- 
penses, for hospitals, and for houses and the like of that. If 
this matter had gone to a committee and there had been an 
investigation we would have found out how much hospital 
money was necessary, how many houses were necessary, and 
what other items were necessary. I do not know what the 
general statements mean. Under subdivision 3 in the second 
column, page 40 of the Recorp, “ Estimated miscellaneous ma- 
terial purchases in United States from December 1, 1905, to 
June 30, 1906, $2,300,000.” Does any man on this floor have any 
idea of what these materials are, for what that money is to go? 

Mr. MANN. The items are right there. 

Mr. CLAYTON. It is simply in general terms. 

Mr. MANN. It is specified what it is. 

Mr. CLAYTON. ‘“ Estimated miscellaneous material purchases 
in the United States, December 1, 1905, to June 30, 1906.” 
What sort of miscellaneous material? For what purpose? You 
have specified a whole lot of materials and now you bring in a 
sort of omnibus clause under the head of miscellaneous ex- 
penses. I want to know what these miscellaneous matters 
consist of which calls for this money. Then you take the next 
one, item 4, “Estimated miscellaneous material purchases on 
the Isthmus and miscellaneous expenditures from December 1, 
1905, to June 30, 1906, consisting of hotel and hospital and 
other supplies, transportation of laborers from West Indies, etc., 
$800,000.” 

I would like to know more particularly about that. And 
then you come now to item 7, for I can not now undertake to 
eriticise each one of these omnibus clauses in this so-called es- 
timate of expenses, but take item 7. “ Estimated Isthmus pay 
roll from December 1, 1905, to June 30, 1906, based on esti- 
mated pay rolls for November, with increase of 25 per cent from 
January 1, 1906, on gold rolls and 50 per cent on silver rolls.” 
And yet, Mr. Chairman, in spite of the long statement made by 
the gentleman from Illinois, I am still in the dark as to how 
much of this money is going to be spent on the actual work of 
constructing the canal. The gentleman says that it was esti- 
mated that it would cost a hundred and forty million dollars to 
complete this canal; that without further legislation of Con- 
gress no more than that could be spent for that purpose. Well, 
we have already appropriated, if this bill passes through, in- 
cluding $10,000,000 heretofore appropriated, $26,000,000 out of 
the hundred and forty million dollars for the work of construc- 
tion, to say nothing of the forty millions paid to the company 
from which the canal was purchased and ten millions to the 
Panama Government. I want to know, Mr. Chairman, what is 
the purpose of all this money? To what use it is going io be 
devoted? I know I am heartily in favor of building an 
Isthmian Canal, but we want to go about it in a businesslike 
way. We want to know what we are doing and how the peo- 
ple’s money is being expended and how it is proposed to ex- 
pend it. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield 
for a question? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. JAMES. Under section 3, estimated miscellaneous mate- 
rial purchases in United States from December 1, 1905, to June 
30, 1906, does that mean they have to purchase in the United 
States notwithstanding they might pay mere than they could 
get it for elsewhere? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I do not know. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will have to ask the whispering winds, because the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] on the committee could not 
answer that. We do not know; we are in the dark. 

Mr. Chairman, this is the first time, I believe, during my lim- 
ited service here in this House that we have been called upon to 
vote upon so important a matter, to vote so much of the peoples’ 
money without accurate and definite information as to what has 
been done with some of that money, and as to what will be dore 
with the money for which we are asked to vote, except in one 
case, and that was in the great emergency that confronted the 
country at the beginning of the Spanish war, when that great 
heart lived in the White House and every patriot here voted to 
put into his hands $50,000,000 as an emergency war fund. We 
could not in time of war wait for itemized statements, we are 
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willing to trust our President, but here in time of peace, in 
purely a business matter, involving business questions, no 
emergency, with nothing of extraordinary nature confronting 
us, why this matter should be rushed through without explana- 
tion I demand to know. 

I demand to know, to have more information about these 


items. What will this money be used for? Here are $26,500,- 
000, that we appropriated and to be appropriated, of the pro- 
posed $140,000,000. How much work has been accomplished 
and how much will be accomplished by this? It may come to 
pass, Mr. Chairman, if we go on from time to time without due 
investigation, without any inquiry into this, we will find our- 
selves confronted with this condition, namely, that we will have 
spent $140,000,000, and most of it will have been expended upou 
items headed “ Miscellaneous expenditures,” and that then the 
canal will hardly have begun to be constructed. It illustrates 
the unwisdom of putting such a measure as this through at this 
time without due investigation. 

There is a matter as important in the estimation of the coun- 
try and more urgent in the minds of the people than this, and 
yet that is not brought forward by the party in power. That 
is waiting for the regular course; that must wait until after 
recess; that can wait at least until after the committees are ap- 
pointed. I refer to the demand of the country for the regula- 
tion of the great transportation companies, to prevent the ine- 
qualities, the injustices, and the discrimination practiced by 
them against the producers, consumers, and shippers as well as 
the traveling public. That I consider a question just as impor- 
tant and as urgent as this, and the party in power will take time 
to deliberate upon it. But when it comes to this matter of ex- 
pending sixteen millions of the money of the people, you bring 
in a measure here without reference to the committee and 
largely under the head of “ Estimated miscellaneous expenses.” 
I am complaining of the attitude of this House in asking us to 
vote for a measure without having the explanation. We ought 
to have it, and I register this protest and criticism. It is uu- 
businesslike, it is unfair to the country, and it is unfair to the 
membership of this House. This matter ought to be investi- 
gated, elucidated, and explained, so that all might know exactly 
for what they are voting. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would be glad if there could be a more 
detailed statement before the House at this time. I have no 
doubt but that a detailed statement is in the report of the Secre- 
tary of War. But I submit to the gentleman that there is no 
great innovation in this particular matter of estimates, only the 
sum is a larger one than usual. Take, for instance, the Book 
of Estimates with regard to appropriation for river and harbor 
improvements, as follows: 


Improving the Black Warrior and Tombigbee rivers: For continuing 
improvements by the constr «ction of locks and dams Nos. 1 and 2 in 
the Tombigbee River and the completion of Lock and Dam No. 1 in the 
pong Sa River, near Demopolis, and Nos. 2 and 3 in the Black War- 
rior River, next above, and for the construction of bridges and lock 
houses as authorized, 


Mr. CLAYTON. 
him? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The information is that the committee had 
those items under investigation, They had the report—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Here is the Book of Estimates as it is fur- 
nisbed by the War Department. 

Mr. CLAYTON. And the committee gave a hearing on those 
items. 

Mr. HEPBURN. They might have done so and they might 
not. I am speaking of the estimate and the form in which the 
estimates are made. Has the gentleman from Georgia informa- 
tion as to the cost of Dam No. 1 and Lock No. 2, and how much 
concrete there must have been, and how much of timber, and 
how much of labor, and how much of engineering? Those mat- 
ters are never included in the estimates. The bulk sum is 
given, and that is done here. I think they might have adopted 
a different plan, and there might be connected with every esti- 
mate a detailed statement of every expenditure if a letter 
should have been addressed to a contractor with the necessary 
postage stamps. Then it might properly be included in the esti- 
mates that might be considered; but it has never been done. 
It is not the custom. When estimates are made they are made 
in this form. Here are 100 items of various amounts esti- 
mated for by the Secretary, and substantially the same lan- 
guage is used. There is nothing of a definite nature. It is not 
expected of them that the Congress will be informed in regard 
to every matter of this kind. Something is left to the engineer 
in charge; something of credibility rests on his statement. 

Mr. CLAYTON. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Surely. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Does the gentleman find in there any item 


Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
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as uncertain as this: To equipment purchased or contracted 
for delivery not later than June 30, 1906?” 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know. I have not investigated. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Does the gentleman find anything in there 
as indefinite as this: “ Estimated miscellaneous material pur- 
chasas, in the United States from December 1, 1905, to June 30, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Here, for instance, is an item I pick up at 
random: “Construction of keepers’ dwellings, Sunken Island 
Station, St. Lawrence River, New York, $5,000.” How in- 
definite that is. Now, probably, the gentleman would like to 
know something of the style of architecture, whether it is 
Gothic or something more modern than that, or whether the 
Queen Anne style would be preferred. It might be wise and 
proper to gratify curiosity in that way; but in this department, 
in making estimates for these expenditures, that kind of minute 
detail is never indulged in. It is supposed that when the proper 
officer was authorized to construct this keeper’s dwelling, that 
there was a limit upon him to keep within the expenditure of 
$5,000, and that as an honest officer he would do with the money 
what was best for the interest of his Government. Something 
has to be assumed as to the integrity of the individual instru- 
mentality by which these works must be carried on. 

Now, these gentlemen know what they want to expend during 
the year—what is necessary to carry on the work. Suppose 
there was a detailed estimate made. So many thousand dollars 
for cement, so many thousand dollars for sand, so many thou- 
sand dollars for the other materials necessary to make concrete, 
so many thousand dollars for labor in the preparation of this 
material at one point, so much at another point. What would 
this House know as to whether or not these estimates were 
rightful? Will the gentleman insist that if they were made he, 
as a Member of the House or as a member of the committee, 
would take them up item by item, figure out the amount, learn 
somewhere else the unit of probable cost, and base his judg- 
ment upon that? No one would pay any attention to these de- 
tails if they were given. We have got to rely upon these officers, 
If they are honest men, then a mistake has been made. If 
that is true, neither the guardianship nor the watchful care or 
scrutiny of the gentleman from Alabama or myself can prevent 
dishonesty. It lies inherent in the personality of the man who 
has the discretion, and who in the nature of things must have 
discretion. 

These estimates are made by men that have been selected for 
the purpose of this great work. The responsibility is upon them. 
They are scrutinized by the officers of the War Department. 
They have the confidence of those officers. In turn, the Presi- 
dent of the United States, charged with the responsibility, upon 
whose shoulders rests all the responsibility of the selection of 
men to select the right instrumentalities—the man who above 
all others will suffer if there is dereliction of duties and failure 
to perform on the part of those selected by him—he, in turn, 
has given that scrutiny that it was possible under the circum- 
stances for him to give; and so they come down to us in that 
way. I confess that it might have been better if infinitely more 
of detail had been indulged in. It might have been better if I 
and the gentleman from Alabama had information about these 
particular items of conjectural expenditure; but we would have 
known no more had we had them. What does he or I know 
about the cost of construction there? What does he or I know 
of the state of the market of materials here in the United States 
or in the markets where these particular things must be bought? 
It might have been better for us; but, after all, I think it would 
serve no useful purpose, for probably neither he nor I would 
have looked on them except in the cursory manner in which 
men examine details of that kind. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gentle- 
man? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Then, in view of the profound ignorance 
which, I take it, the gentleman’s admission attributes to the 
membership of this House, we can not know anything about 
anything, and we must simply take the estimates furnished by 
the Departments. What is the use, then, of having committees 
to investigate any of these things? Why not take the estimates 
of the Departments on everything and put them through with- 
out the intermediary of a committee? 

Mr. HEPBURN. As a rule, that is what is done. The esti- 
mates of the Departments, as a rule, govern, and it is only in 
exceptional cases, where unusual information is within the 
reach of gentlemen, that there is investigation other than-that 
which produces any practical result. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Will the gentleman allow me? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to 
the gentleman from New York? 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I ask the gentleman’s attention to this lan- 
guage: 4 

I earnestly recommend to the Congress the need of economy, and to 
this end, of a rigid scrutiny of appropriations. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 
Mr. COCKRAN. Would the gentleman.regard that, then, as 


superfluous? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; I think this is rigid scrutiny. I think 
this is as complete scrutiny as would be given under any cir- 
cumstances. I think there is no man in this House who would 
set his judgment against the Judgment of this board of engineers 
with regard to the necessities of an appropriation for a given 
work. We would accept what they are bound, under the law of 
the land and under the law of honor, to give to us here truth- 
fully. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I just merely wanted to ascertain what the 
gentleman conceives to be the duty of the House. By scrutiny 
of appropriations does the gentleman mean a scrutiny of what 
these officers say or a scrutiny for themselves of the necessities 
of government? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understand it to be that scrutiny that 
business men would make of a given expenditure in which they 
were about to engage, and I undertake to say that if a railway 
corporation or any other great corporation appoints its engi- 
neers to conduct a certain improvement, when those engineers 
have carefully considered that matter and have made their re- 
port, as business men the board of directors would act upon 
that report of the man whose duty it was to make it, and to 
make it honestly—the man who had been selected because of 
his integrity and his wisdom to make it—and it would be inso- 
lence, I think, on the part of nonprofessionals who happen to sit 
upon that board to say without something to attract their suspi- 
cions that their judgment was better than that of the expert 
whom the wisdom of all had called to engage in the enterprise. 

Mr. COCKRAN. The gentleman will, of course, understand 
that I merely seek to have his views on this subject for the 
benefit of the House. I would like to know what the gentleman 
desires us to understand is the business of Congress. Is it to 
accept the figures contained in the estimates and, using his own 
expression, that it would be impertinent to verify those figures 
by independent inquiries by a regularly appointed committee? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, I have no desire to inform the gentle- 
man upon any subject of that kind. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Well, I ask the. gentieman’s attention then 
to this: Take the case he presents, where a board selects its 
own agents to make inquiries of a technical character, and acts 
upon that report. Does he consider that analogous to the 
action of a department of the Government, called upon to ex- 
ercise its judgment on the actions, not of its own agents, but 
of appointees of another department? 

Mr. HEPBURN. In a sense these men are our appointees. 
We have invested the President with the power to make these 
selections.” The President has made the selections. I believe 
that he has been wise in the selections. These men whom he has 
selected have been engaged in the performance of this duty. 
They are learned upon this subject and familiar with it. I at 
least for one am not. I would regard it as insolent for me to put 
my judgment upon a great subject of engineering of which I 
have no knowledge at all against that of a man recognized 
throughout the world as great and eminent in his profession. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to par- 
ticipate in this debate; but it seems to me that the question is 
now put upon a plane where every Member of this House must 
ask himself and his colleagues a very important question, If 
the enactment of this measure in this very unusual manner is 
justified by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] upon the 
ground that the House of Representatives, in exercising the 
power of appropriation, can not scrutinize the estimates of an 
executive office without exposing itself to an imputation of in- 
solence? And insolence in a legislative body closely approaches 
treason to its duty. 

I can not understand what function is left to us if we are to 
be considered impertinent when we ask any officer for an ex- 
planation of the reasons why millions of dollars should be taken 
from the Treasury. If putting and pressing that very inquiry be 
not our function, why, we have no function. It would be idle 
to call such a meaningless performance as the gentleman from 
Iowa describes a duty or a power. Nothing could be more 
ridiculous than to require this body to solemnly enact a law 
in order to justify the expenditure of money if the extent of 
our duty and our power is simply to express our approval of 
whatever the engineers of the War Deparmtent or any other 
officer may certify. 

Mr. Chairman, just conceive the position in which we are 
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placed. We are asked to appropriate $16,000,000, an amount 
larger than the entire revenue of a great many States, and it is 
asked to do it upon a piece of paper that not one man in the 
House can undertake to explain. If there be impertinence any- 
where, let me submit to the gentleman from Iowa that it does 
not lie in scrutiny of estimates by Members of this House, but 
it lies with those who deny the right of this House, charged 
with the public purse, to satisfy itself in advance of any ap- 
propriation as to the necessity of every expenditure, the direc- 
tion in which it will go, and the grounds on which it is asked. 
[Applause.] 

What is the precise status of the measure before this body 
now? The gentleman from Iowa, among the most distinguished 
Members of the House, one of its brightest ornaments, stood on 
the floor this morning and vindicated the right of his commit- 
tee to take charge of this bill. On what is the right of a com- 
mittee based to take charge of a bill before this House? Upon 
the assumption that the committee can prosecute more efficiently 
than the whole House inquiries into the reasons offered for its 
enactment, and that the result of those inquiries will be spread 
before all the Members, either in a report or in answer on the 
floor, when a question is asked. It is only upon that assump- 
tion that the gentleman could be justified in standing here and 
claiming the right to take charge of this measure—a right we 
all conceded, because back of the claim he advanced lies a long 
record of effective service in that direction. 

Now, he undertakes to tell us that the very efficiency on 
which he had a right to pride himself, which we consider a 
glorious feature of this House, was really an impertinence 
which any member of the Executive Department, if he had 
chosen, might have rebuked. If that be the extent of our power 
over appropriations, it had better be wiped from our constitu- 
tional system and the people of this country no longer left to 
believe that when the House of Representatives appropriates 
money the estimate of the officer recommending the expenditure 
had passed the scrutiny of a competent body. Let us acknovwl- 
edge the truth, and proclaim it that executive officers can open 
the door of the Treasury and help themselves to its contents 
whenever they choose to assert that an expenditure of money is 
necessary for the public service. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that at some time or other 
somebody in the course of this debate would explain to us the 
necessity for each of these expenditures ; would tell us how this 
Commission came to expend moneys beyond the amount apnrs- 
priated; would tell us, when they asked for the enormous sum 
of eight or nine million dollars in addition, just when and how 
and where it would be expended; but so far not a member cf 
the committee has been able to answer a single question on this 
head, but the debate has reached its culmination of vague: 
with the declaration of the gentleman from Iowa that such quos 
tions would be impertinent. Sir, if that be true, I do not want 
to sit on the floor of this House. If a question asked in the 
discharge of my duty as a custodian of the public treasure is 
to be considered impertinent, then the requirement of the Can- 
stitution that money can be taken from the Treasury only after 
an appropriation by the House of Representatives is a hollow 
mockery. 

I hope that the Administration responsible for this enter- 
prise, responsible for this demand made upon the House, will 
take an attitude more favorable to our Constitution, more 
respectful to our system of government than that which the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] has thought proper to 
take here upon its behalf to-night. I hope that the House will 
be informed of the necessity for each of these expenditures; 
that we will be given some more definite information than this, 
for instance: 

Estimated miscellaneous material purchases in United States from 
December 1, 1905, to June 30, 1906, $2,300,000." 

I hope we will be vouchsafed some more information about 
this material than the statement that it is “ miscellaneous ” 
before we appropriate such a stupendous sum for the purchase 
of it. And so through every item the right of the House to 
scrutinize estimates will, I hope, be asserted and recognized be- 
fore one dollar is appropriated. And here, sir, I ask the atten- 
tion of the House again to this language, which we listened to 
with respect yesterday when read by the Clerk: 

I earnestly recommend to the Congress the need of economy, and to 
this end of a rigid scrutiny of appropriations. 

If in the past that duty has been neglected, it is time now that 
it should be discharged. I ask this House to decide now that 


requests for information on subjects as important as this are 
not an impertinence, but an obedience to the oath of office 
which all of us took no later than yesterday when, with up- 
lifted hands we swore to protect and defend the Constitution of 
the United States—one of whose chief features provides that 
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the Treasury of the Union shall be guarded by us, not in a per- 
functory manner, but with vigilance, with unswerving determi- 
nation to guard the safety of every dollar in its vaults until it 
is withdrawn by us to be expended in promoting the welfare of 


our whole citizenship. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose that the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. CocRRAN] shall place me in the 
position that he reiteratedly has tried to do. I made no such 
declaration as he has declared. I have not denied the right of 
serutiny to any Member of this House with regard to appropria- 
tions. What I said was this, and I was talking of a practical 
matter. Isaid that when an estimate was made by a man learned 
in his profession, with regard to that which he understood and 
with regard to a duty that he was charged to perform, I 
would regard it as insolence on my part, not a professional, to 
attempt to criticise his estimate. That is what I said, and 
when I carried it further to the board of directors, and it was 
something in the line of duty of an engineer who made his 
estimates to them on a subject about which they had no pro- 
fessional knowledge, I said that it would be regarded as inso- 
lence for them to criticise the knowledge of the man who had 
been selected by them as the expert. And out of that, for the 
purpose of the gentleman, in order that he may deliver one of 
his general diatribes upon public virtue and upon the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, he attempts to distort the purpose of 
my language into a denial of scrutiny on the part of the mem- 
bership here of the business that comes before us. I said that 
had there been the utmost of detail with regard to these engi- 
neering matters they would have amounted to nothing to us, 
for the simple reason that we have no knowledge upon that sub- 
ject, and that we would accept what was said notwithstanding 
the fact that we did not technically and professionally know 
whether or not those estimates were right. What would we 
know, I again say, as to the units of cost? We may have some 
knowledge here—possibly some professionals would—but we 
would have no knowledge of the correct unit in other places, 
where labor conditions were so different, where climatic influ- 
ences were so remarkably changed from ours. Practically, it 
would have amounted to nothing if we had them; and there- 
fore I said what I said, and not what the gentleman so glibly 
and repeatedly tried to put in my mouth. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield 
to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Oh, I thought the gentleman was through. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog- 
nized in his own right. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, I merely wished to say 
that no one would be slower to do injustice to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn] than myself. I value too highly 
as a national possession the very brilliant record which the 
gentleman has made in this House even to stand idly by if the 
slightest reflection were cast improperly upon his fame, but 
I think after the gentleman finished his statement that not a 
Member of the House here could find the slightest difference 
between his description of what he had said and mine. I 
repeat my statement of it now, and if the gentleman will show 
me where it is wrong in the slightest degree I shall correct it 
on the spot, with ample apologies to him and with great per- 
sonal joy at finding I misapprehended him. I understand the 
gentleman to say now that if experts employed by the War 
Department certify to an expense, make an estimate of what 
some public work will cost, and send it to Congress, it would 
be superfluous and insolent on the part of this House to scru- 
tinize this estimate on the ground 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Pardon me—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Wait a moment. The gentleman should 
make the distinction. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Then let us have the distinction from the 
gentleman himself. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I said that where an expert, a scientist, 
a man who had knowledge, is called upon under the solemnities 
of a great duty to perform an obligation, for me to set my 
information against his would be insolent, and I say that 
still and I believe it. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Well, I will accept that. I will accept the 
gentleman's own statement of his statement. I shall not un- 
dertake to describe it myself again, because it would suffer 
in my imperfect rendering of it. [Laughter.] 

I accept the statement exactly as the gentleman from Iowa 
has made it. It seems that the eminence of the expert is the 
test by which the insolence of the House is to be determined 


if it undertakes to examine the estimate he has made. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] Now, I do not believe there is 
any degree of eminence that any expert ever reached in the 
history of mankind that would make it impertinent or insolent 
for the House of Representatives to scrutinize estimates pre- 
pared by him, or to scrutinize any act, condition, or case what- 
ever upon which an appropriation of money, under our oaths, 
must be made. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have said what I would regard as inso- 
lence on my part; I have not stated it would be insolence for 
the House, if it concluded, to engage in any kind of investiga- 
tion it wanted. 

Mr. COCKRAN. In view of the explanation, Mr. Chairman, 
for which I am very grateful, I must say I should regard it as 
most calamitous, indeed, if the House had to separate itself 
from the gentleman from Iowa under any circumstance. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] But, now, for the purpose of 
showing the gentleman from Iowa that, even where experts 
prepare estimates, there are abundant matters upon which 
Members of the House can exercise intelligent judgment before 
making appropriations, I ask his attention to paragraph No. 2 
of the estimate or figures before us, and he will see there that 
1,100 steel flat ears are certified to have cost $1,071,000. Now, 
it is a very fair and proper subject upon which any business 
man in this House can exercise his own judgment as to whether 
this is an extravagant price or not. And so with the item of 
120 locomotives which appear to have been purchased. 

Almost any person can tell about what the cost of a loco- 
motive should be, given its weight, dimensions, and power. 
Here an expenditure of some three million dollars was made, 
and the items are given. We can all scrutinize them, and every 
Member of the House can see that the figures are about correct 
and fair. Why could not that same amount of information be 
given to us upon the other items? All this is information to 
which we are entitled. We, as the lawmaking body charged 
with the care of the Treasury, should exercise our own judg- 
ment as to whether any expenditure of money is a proper or 
an improper use of the public treasure, and I ask the gentle- 
man from Iowa to remember that even though we may refuse 
appropriations or correct estimates it does not follow that we 
are impeaching the integrity of the expert who has made the 
estimates or of the Department recommending the appropria- 
tion. We can not put the judgment of the expert in place of 
our own. We can only use his information or figures to en- 
lighten ourselves. Under our Constitution the Treasury door 
can not be opened by anybody except by this House, and by this 
House acting on its own conscience and judgment, that con- 
science and judgment enlightened, perhaps, by experts, but never 
controlled by them. But surely, Mr. Chairman, it is not ex- 
travagance to say that nobody on this floor has contributed more 
powerfully and more signally to establishing the ability of this 
House to discharge all of its functions than the gentleman from 
Iowa, and it is therefore in defense of the fame which he has 
won and of the record which he has made that I stand when 
I insist on the right of the House of Representatives to be 
governed by its own conscience and judgment in every appro- 
priation of public funds and deny its right to accept the judg- 
ment of anybody, expert or other, in discharging a duty which 
the Constitution places on us and which it does not allow us 
to delegate to anyone, be he the wisest or best or most expert 
in all the world. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, the debate has 
tended to what seems to me to be dangerous ground. This 
morning it was stated that this was an emergency measure. 
This House is always ready to act upon emergencies if it is 
necessary, but I am sorry from my standpoint of view to feel 
that the chairman of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce in his zeal for the passage of this measure leads us 
logically onto very dangerous ground. He holds up the Book 
of Estimates and says, “ Here is our authority; let us follow the 
Book of Estimates.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. I beg your pardon, I did not say authority. 
I said that was the usual method in which estimates were made. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. As a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations for several years, I will say that 
estimates are nearly always made by experts—that is, by 
those who are believed to be peculiarly well qualified to esti- 
mate the necessities of the case under consideration. They 
are made by the friends of the enterprize sought to be pro- 
moted. Now, I want to say, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, 
if this House is to follow the Book of Estimates, it will 
mean to bankrupt the Treasury of the United States. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] When the House assumes to 


abrogate its prerogative as guardian of the Treasury of the 
nation, and there is allowed to a coterie of men, experts 


1905. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


197 


though they may be, in any and every department, and back of 
any and every enterprise, the spending of the money of the 
United States, it means that we will go many millions of dollars 
into debt. We ought to save the people from that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion 
right there, to the effect that if this principle were once declared 
and acted upon consistently the Agrostologist, the Entomologist, 
and the Biologist of the Agricultural Department alone would 
1 all of the money out of the Treasury each year. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. I beg to ask the gentleman whether, with his 
experience on the Appropriations Committee, it has not been 
the usual and invariable rule of the committee, where contracts 
have been authorized by Congress, to appropriate the amount to 
carry on the work under contract which the engineering depart- 
ment or other department finally said was necessary for ex- 
penditure during the coming fiscal year. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. But there is a difficulty in this 
case, and it shows the predicament in which the House finds 
itself in having no committee to investigate this particular 
subject. As a general proposition, the gentleman’s query would 
be answered in the affirmative, but it does not necessarily fol- 
low from that that the expenses may not be extravagant and 
therefore ought to be scrutinized. 

I believe, gentlemen, we have entered upon an enterprise here 
that will bring scandal upon the whole country, not upon the 
Republican party or the Democratic party, but upon the United 
States, unless we put our hands upon the financial throttle and 
say to those responsible for the work as carried on “Thus far 
shalt thou go and no farther.” [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] Between us and the people who pay the money there is 
no other authority, no other power, to say you shall not put 
your hands into the Treasury and take this or that. I repeat 
again, study the Book of Estimates and you will find that every 
man magnifies his office. Every man seeks to build up his 
department, not at the expense of others, but at the expense 
of the General Government. I will here say publicly what I 
have often said privately, that if the country knew the millions 
and millions of dollars that are saved to the people by the 
faithful guardianship of the Members of this House over the 
public Treasury they would have a greater appreciation of our 
services than many do at the present time. 

I hope, sir, that this bill will pass as an emergency measure, 
but not as a precedent for future action, and that every step 
in the progress of this colossal enterprise may be made open 
and public, in order that the people may not only know what it 
cost to construct and complete it, but that the vast sums neces- 
sarily used have been wisely and economically expended. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, for fear that we might forget 
the laws which we have already provided in reference to the 
canal and the powers under which the Commission and the 
President-are now acting, I beg leave to call the attention of the 
House to the act of Congress which we enacted providing for 
this canal and by which we directed the President to construct 
the Panama Canal and under which we authorized him—the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran] to the contrary not- 
withstanding—to enter into contracts, and obligated ourselves 
to appropriate for the payment of those contracts from time to 
time the money necessary fo build the canal, to the extent, at 
least, of $135,000,000 in addition to the $10,000,000 carried by the 
act. 


Here we have a case where we have required the President to 
enter upon a work; where we have authorized him to incur the 
expenditures. The distinguished gentleman from New York was 
mistaken, in my opinion, when he stated that the Executive had 
incurred expenditures without authority of law. We passed 
the law; we gave the authority; we imposed the duty; they 
only obeyed our behest; and the only judgment which we can 
properly use in reference to the future expenditures is as to 
whether the amount that is asked for is necessary at this time. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I would like the gentleman to point out 
where “the gentleman from New York,” if he referred to me, 
stated that these contracts had been made without authority of 
law. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from New York stated, or at 
least I understood him to state, that they had incurred large 
expenditures without authority of law. If the gentleman did 
not so state, I am certainly sorry to have misquoted him. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I certainly did not so state, and could not 


so state, for I did not know anything about it. 
Mr. MANN. When the gentleman reyises the proof of his 


speech, I think he will find that he did. He may have done it by 
inadvertence. 

Mr. COCKRAN. The question was entirely unconnected with 
the basis of my discussion. But I would like to ask the gentle- 
man this: Do “estimated miscellaneous material purchases” 
refer to contracts already made? 

Mr. MANN. Very likely. 

Mr. COCKRAN. But do they? I want the gentleman to say 
whether they do or not. 

Mr. MANN. A portion of them I know do, but whether they 
do or not we have authorized the President to enter into con- 
tracts, and whether he has already entered into contracts 
through the Commission or whether he has advertised for bids 
or whether he only proposes to advertise for bids makes no dif- 
ference. We have conferred the authority and imposed the duty 
upon the Executive in regard to these expenditures. It is true 
we have the right—and it is not only a right, but it is a duty 
on our part—when these expenditures are incurred to inquire 
into them and see whether they have been honestly and econom- 
ically incurred. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. COCKRAN. The gentleman’s last admission puts us in 
a position of perfect harmony. 

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt that the House ought to be 
most careful about the expenditures upon this canal work. I 
do not believe that we can frame any law which will be too 
strict, because I realize the fact, the Executive realizes the fact, 
the head of the Department which has this work under control 
realizes the fact that with the utmost endeavor upon the part 
of those in authority it will sometimes be difficult to prevent 
extravagance and corrupt expenditure of money when the work 
is carried on 2,000 miles away from here. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. My recollection is the last Congress enacted 
a proviso rendering it unlawful for an executive officer to antici- 
pate appropriations. Did that proviso become law or not—does 
the gentleman remember? 

Mr. MANN. That proviso became law; but I will say it has 
no application in this case. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If that proviso became law, then is not any 
anticipation of actual appropriation unlawful, even in the case 
of a promised appropriation? 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman distinctly not. If it 
were so you could not carry on any public building in the United 
States satisfactorily, and could do no river and harbor work. 
We authorize the Secretary of War to enter into contracts for 
river and harbor improvements. These contracts are entered 
into because in this way the work is done more economically 
than by making contracts from year to year. They have made 
them for expenditures beyond the amounts which have already 
been appropriated. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then the gentleman thinks that $135,000,- 
000 have been appropriated? 

Mr. MANN. I do not think that $135,000,000 have been appro- 
priated. Ten million dollars have been appropriated, and only 
$10,000,000 have been expended; but contracts have been en- 
tered into for more, as we authorized the President. Does 
the gentleman from Mississippi say that we ought not to go 
ahead with any of this work on the canal, that we should stop 
everything now until 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; “the gentleman” does not say that. 
On the contrary, the gentleman is perfectly willing to give 
whatever amount is absolutely necessary to prevent the work 
from stopping, up to the time that the committees can properly 
act. 

Mr. MANN. That is what I understood. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But I was talking about whether they had 
not violated the law in putting us in this predicament. 

Mr. MANN. They clearly have not violated the law. That 
proviso which we enacted does not at all relate to this authority 
which we grant. It has no reference to contracts authorized by 
statute. Now, we have conferred this authority upon the 
President. We have imposed this duty upon him. If we were 
in the position where we wanted to make just as small an appro- 
priation as possible, we ought carefully to scrutinize the items 
for the future; but we are in the position where we want as 
much money expended as can possibly be expended properly and 
with economy. We want the work to progress. I do not see 
that there is any occasion for charging that these people have 
not presented a proper estimate for this work. 

Mr. PRINCE. I want to ask my colleague a question. 

Mr. MANN. I yield to my colleague. 

Mr. PRINCE. I do not desire to appear in the attitude of 
objecting to any reasonable amount that is required by the 
Commission to prosecute this work speedily and properly. In 
view of this statement will my colleague inform me, and through 
me the House, whether we can make a less appropriation than 
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$16,500,000 and not in the slightest degree interfere with the 
progress of this work, leaving the difference between what we 
ought to appropriate now as an emergency and $16,500,000 for 
the committee to consider later and report later to this House? 


Mr. MANN. I say to my colleague that I have no doubt it 
would be possible in some way to segregate the amounts and 
to differentiate between the amount necessary immediately and 
the amount necessary between now and the 30th of June. On 
the other hand, I wish to say to my colleague further that in 
the effort to make this differentiation, in the effort to segregate 
these amounts, between the amount absolutely needed at present 
and the amount which might be needed at any time I changed 
the conviction which I started out with, that an appropriation 
of three or four million dollars would be sufficient, and ex- 
pressed my judgment at least in favor of appropriating the en- 
tire amount, believing, as I do, that we will probably have a 
deficiency appropriation to make anyway. The people on the 
canal work are forming their organization in such a way that 
they are progressing more rapidly than anybody expected, and 
I believe it would be a serious detriment unless the money is 
appropriated as needed; and in my judgment they will need it 
before another bill is likely to be passed through both Houses 
of Congress. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to detain the 
House very long, but I desire to call attention to the fact that 
this is the first opportunity the House has had for taking a part 
of the good advice given to it by the President in his recent 
message. Some people have criticised his message because, it 
is said, he sermonized to some extent, that he indulged in a lec- 
ture as to public duty, and that he referred frequently to doing 
things decently. 

Now, here we have an opportunity to do the very thing that 
he preaches in his message which was read yesterday, an op- 
portunity to scrutinize a coordinate department of this Govern- 
ment in the expenditure of the people’s money, not only the 
expenditure that has already happened, but the proposed ex- 
penditure. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] begs the question 
when he tries to make this case analogous to the report of a 
chief of engineers for cement and for stone used in building 
locks on the Warrior or the Tombigbee River. That was a 
matter that had expert investigation. That was a matter that 
underwent the scrutiny of a committee of this House and un- 
derwent the scrutiny of this House, and it was well understood. 

Now, there we have right here the difficulty—a want of in- 
formation that perhaps precipitated this discussion. In the 
beginning of this discussion to-day the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FITZGERALD] asked a pertinent question—if it be 
true that $10,000 a year of the people’s money appropriated to 
build a canal across the Isthmus of Panama was used for the 
purpose of paying a press agent, and, if it was so used, what 
was the necessity for employing a press agent. This question 
was not answered. It has not been answered yet. If this had 
been a specific statement, a detailed statement, that informa- 
tion would now, perhaps, be in the possession of the gentleman 
from New York. Isn't it a matter fairly for comment and for 
criticism that $10,000 of the people’s money appropriated for 
digging the canal should be used in paying a press agent? What 
do we want with a press agent, if there is one? Can he tell 
this House anything about Panama more than it already knows? 
He is a resident here in Washington. What are his duties? 
Where does value received come from such extraordinary 
services as that of a press agent? 

Now, I want to call the attention of the House to another 
peculiarity of this statement. You will find at the top of col- 
umn 2 on page 40 of the record, Estimated expenditures for 
October and November, 1905.” Estimated expenses! October 
and November are buried in the past. Now, that time has 
passed and yet this matter is brought here and defended under 
the head of “ Estimated expenses.” 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, the distinction 
in the two items is between the auditor’s office—one here and 
one on the Isthmus. The auditor in Washington has accounts 
all the way from California to New York. These accounts 
have not all been returned, and it is impossible to tell exactly 
the amount of these expenses, either in Washington or at the 
Isthmus. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Not even for October? Salaries and wages 
for October already spent, and you don’t know what it is? It 
is high time then, Mr. Chairman, that the people should know 
how their money is being expended. 

Mr. MANN. It is impossible to tell, either for October or 


November, exactly the amount expended in the United States 
for any of these items running all the way from California to 
New York. Now, in order to prevent any claim that there was 


an error in them, it is made as an estimate. It is supposed to 
be the exact amount of the expenses, I will say to the gentle- 
man, but this statement was made to me by the auditor in sub- 
mitting the estimates. 

Mr. CLAYTON. You will find another peculiarity in this 
item. It says, “ Salaries and wages at Washington for October, 
$30,000 ; for November, $30,000,” making in all $60,000. Now, 
farther down in the same column you will find an item in sub- 
division 8 which says: “ Salaries, incidental expenses, etc., in the 
United States, from December 1, 1905, to June 30, 1906, cover- 
ing Washington office, including commissioners’ offices, of assist- 
ing purchasing agents at New York, New Orleans, and Tacoma, 
eable and telegraph service estimated at $25,000 per month,” 
$5,000 less than what seems to be embraced in the item of ex- 
penditure for October and November mentioned above. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I repeat that if this very item of 
$10,000—and it is not a small item for a press agent. It is 
asked what services he rendered. Oh, miscellaneous, miscel- 
laneous.” Everything is hid away under the word “ miscel- 
laneous” and “estimated.” Follow these items through and 
you will find the word miscellaneous is used very often. Now, 
I want to know what is embraced in “ miscellaneous?” I sup- 
pose the House has a right to know something about it; it is 
our duty to know about it when we come to appropriate the 
people’s money. Let us carry out the injunction of the Presi- 
dent and begin now and exercise some scrutiny over the expendi- 
tures of the public money. That is our business, and let us do 
it, and now is a good time to carry into practice the sermon 
which the President preached to us yesterday. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, I have always believed that 
we should have the most thorough exposition of every item of 
expense in connection with the building of the isthmian canal, 
and I beg to call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
the act authorizing the acquisition of the Panama Canal Com- 
pany’s assets, approved June 28, 1902, to which the pending bill 
is an amendment, provides that “the Commission shall in all 
matters be subject to the direction and control of the President, 
and shall make to the President annually and at such other 
periods as may be required, either by law or by order of the 
President, full and complete reports of all their actings and 
doings, and of all moneys received and expended in the construc- 
tion of said work, and in the performance of their duties in 
connection therewith, which said report shall, by the President, 
be transmitted to Congress.” 

I understand, as stated by my colleague, the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], that those reports have been transmitted 
to Congress, and that as soon as they are received from the 
Public Printer the House will have all the information with 
reference to past expenditures which has been desired; and if 
it-has not been furnished, I am ready to join in the earliest 
effort to call for it, because there is no doubt of the fact that the 
accounts have been fully kept in every detail, and that it is a 
mere matter of copying and printing to give them to the House 
and the country. And in connection with the importance of this 
matter, specially called to our notice by the impressive warning 
of my friend from Michigan [Mr. GARDNER], I submit to the 
consideration of Members of this body whether it would not be 
well, whatever the cost, to have each month printed for general 
distribution every item of expenditure, no matter how insignifi- 
eant. It is possibly the only way to avoid at some time in the 
future that terrible calamity of dishonor and disgrace which 
would come from a diversion of the moneys appropriated for 
this great work to private advantage and profit. I know not 
why the general auditor submitted such an estimate of possible 
expenditures for the future. I am very sure, from the char- 
acter of the present chairman of the Isthmian Canal Commis- 
sion, that had he been on his feet in his office there would have 
been a much more extended and explicit estimate of expendi- 
tures for the ensuing months. Consider his situation. Called 
to this position but a few months since, with other great duties 
to discharge and which he could scarcely leave, and which re- 
quired some attention from him part of the time since his 
employment, he went immediately to the Isthmus, and found 
that while thousands of workmen had been gathered together 
there no adequate provision for their housing, their feeding, for 
the care of the sick—and an epidemic of yellow fever and other 
diseases was then raging on the Isthmus—had been made. 

It was a crisis which required the rushing in of material, 
the construction of piers, equipment, and double tracking of 
the railroad, which required large expenditures of money ; first, 
for housing and for treatment in hospital, and, second, for get- 
ting and distributing machinery with which to employ the thou- 
sands of workmen that were then there; for had he simply looked 
to housing and feeding and made no provision for a speedy un- 
loading of ships and the handling of materials and machinery 
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upon the Itshmus with speed and economy and of beginning the 
great work of excavating the canal, this force of workmen 
would have disappeared or at least have become disorganized 
and disorderly, and there would have been serious obstacles in 
the way of resuming the work. Therefore, I thank God that 
Theodore P. Shonts pushed this work onward and did endeavor 
to expend the largest possible amount of public money in facili- 
tating the progress of the work. I believe he did it honorably, 
wisely, and purely. I believe that full accounts have been kept 
of every item. If errors have been made, they have been errors 
of judgment, which can be criticised and corrected hereafter. 
At this time it seems to me the only duty upon the membership 
of the House in this connection is to endeavor to maintain the 
credit of this Commission, and the most effective condition of 
the forces upon the Isthmus, and to maintain the credit of the 
Commission in the markets of the world, so that they can se- 
cure the best materials for the cheapest prices hereafter, and 
thus encourage and expedite the herculean work of construct- 
ing the canal, a duty we can best perform by passing the bill 
introduced by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], now 
under consideration. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman desires to en- 
courage the purchasing of materials in the open markets of the 
world, I would ask him what he has to say in respect to estimate 
3, which says: 

Estimated miscellaneous material purchases in the United States 
from December 1, 1905, to June 30, 1906, $2,300,000. 

vay limit it if we desire to go to the open markets of the 
wor 

Mr. WANGER. I understand that that language relates to 
purchases by purchasing agents in the United States. 

Mr. JAMES. But it does not say that. ‘ 

Mr. WANGER. They can receive bids from anybody any- 
where around the globe. 

Mr. JAMES. It does not say that and does not use that lan- 
guage as to other articles, but limits this expenditure of 
$2,300,000 to the United States. 

Mr. WANGER. They have purchasing offices in two places 
only—one upon the Isthmus and the other in the United 
States—and with the advertising for proposals by the Commis- 
sion all manufacturers of machinery and materials that are 
required by them in the work become acquainted with their 
wants, and if foreign manufacturers can meet the prices of the 
producers in this country there is no obstacle to their success- 
ful competition. The invitations for proposals 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. WANGER. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, Can you tell me to what extent, 
if at all, we have bought any of these goods in competition with 
foreign markets? 

Mr. WANGER. I have no information upon that subject. 
They advertised for proposals very generally. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Where? 

Mr. WANGER. Wherever they supposed there were persons 
to offer them. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did they advertise in foreign 
countries? 

Mr. WANGER. I have no information upon that subject, but 
I beg to suggest that the manufacturers abroad have agents in 
the United States ready to inform their principals whenever a 
market opens for their products. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If the gentleman will pardon me, 
I would like to finish that line of inquiry, as I desire to get all 
the information I can, as we are all interested in it. My infor- 
mation is for a while Governor Taft, the Secretary of War, 
bought a great deal of machinery and many supplies in the open 
markets of the world. A great howl was raised about it in some 
quarters, and possibly he abandoned it. I do not know whether 
he did 

Mr. WANGER. I do not know at all, but I know the question 
of whether or not the supplies, especially for the Panama Rail- 
road Company, were properly advertised for was a special sub- 
ject of investigation by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce in the last Congress, pursuant to which arrangements 
were made to secure more free competition in the purchase of 
supplies and give the fullest opportunity for competition by all 
producers and persons having the required articles for sale. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield? 


Mr. WANGER. Yes, sir; with pleasure. 

Mr. JAMES. You see, section 3 relates to purchases in the 
United States. I ask you whether or not the eleyen hundred 
steel flat cars were to be purchased or were purchased only in 
the United States. 

Mr. WANGER. I understand they were. 

Mr. JAMES. Why did they not use the language purchased 
in the United States ” there? ; 

Mr. WANGER. I think they discriminate between the main- 
land of the United States and the Isthmus, A 

Mr. JAMES. I know, but the point is that the purchase of 
this material to the extent of $2,300,000 is to be made in the 
United States. Now, here are purchases of steel flat cars, loco- 
motives, steam shovels, water tanks and towers, and things of 
that character, and I desire to know why they did not use the 
same language in regard to that which they use in regard to 
this other item? 

Mr. WANGER. I direct my friend’s attention to the fact 
I had nothing at all to do with the preparation of these esti- 
mates. 

Mr. JAMES. I know you did not, but I want to find out why 
it was done. It is not part of the bill, but if you pass the bill 
relying upon that estimate, then it will be assumed as a direction 
for the expenditure of the $2,300,000 in the limited market of 
the United States and not the open market of the world. 

Mr. MANN. It is simply a differentiation in the 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman from Kentucky had in- 
vestigated more closely the language he would have found in 
one place reference is had to past transactions, purchases al- 
ready made, and in the other instance to estimates of purchases 
yet to be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no further debate the Clerk 
will report the bill by sections for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the bonds authorized by section 8 of the act 
entitled “An act to provide for the construction of a canal connectin 
the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, 
shall be subject to the provisions of section 13 ~ the act entitled “An 
act to define and fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity of 
ali forms of money issued or coined by, the United States, to refund the 
public debt, and for other purposes,” approved March 14, 1900, the 
same as tho said bonds were issued under the provisions of said 
act of March 14, 1900. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I moye that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to, and accordingly the committee 
rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. VREE- 
LAND, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the. 
state of the Union, reported that that committee had had under 
consideration of the bill H. R. 480, and had directed him to 
report that the committee had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Industrial Arts and Expositions: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State covering 
statements showing the receipts and disbursements of the Lonisiana 
Purchase Exposition Company for the months of November and De- 
cember, 1904, and the months of January, February, March, and April, 
1905, furnished by the Louisiana Purchase Exposition Commission in 
ursuance of section 11 of the “Act to provide for celebrating the one 
undredth anniversa of the purchase of the Louisiana territory,” 


etc., approved March 3, 1901. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tue Warre House, December 6, 1905. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President; which was read, and referred to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs: 


The Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, the Fifth 
Annual Report of the Governor of Porto Rico, covering the period 
from July 1, 1904, to June 30, 1905. 

Tun Warre House, December 6, 1905. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leaves of absence were granted as fol- 
lows : J a 

To Mr. Parrerson of Pennsylvania, indefinitely, on account of 
important business. 

To Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee, for ten days, on account of 
important business. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 
46 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow, De- 
cember 7, at 12 o’clock noon. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the 
findings as to the claim of the Indiana State board of agricul- 
ture—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with 
a recommendation, a draft of a bill for the continuation of a 
naphtha launch at Norfolk, Va.—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a list of 
judgments rendered against the United States in Indian depre- 
dation claims—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Annual Report of the Secretary of the Treasury for the year 
ended June 30, 1905—to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
statement of the receipts and expenditures of the Government 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1905—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submit- 
ting explanations in connection with his estimates for foreign 
intercourse—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed, except documents already printed. 

A letter from the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives, 
transmitting an inventory of property in his charge—to the 
Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Merchant Marine Commission, transmitting 
a supplementary report—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
copy of the report of the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the 
report of the commissioner of the interior for Porto Rico— 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the 
report of the commissioner of education for Porto Rico—to 
the Committee on Insular Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the 
report of the superintendent of the Government Hospital for 
the Insane—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 4424) to provide for the pro- 
tection against storms and floods of the property adjacent to 
Fort Crockett Reservation, on Galveston Island, Texas, lying 
between Thirty-ninth and Forty-fifth streets, in the city of 
Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 4425) to amend and sup- 
plement an act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” ap- 
proved February 4, 1887, and acts amendatory thereof or sup- 
plementary thereto—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 4426) to ex- 
tend the privilege of immediate transportation of dutiable 
merchandise to various subports in the customs collection dis- 
trict of Puget Sound, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4427) to extend the privilege of immediate 
transportation of dutiable merchandise to various subports in 
the customs collection district of Puget Sound, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 4428) to 
secure the use 6f United States rural mail equipment and to 
place the rural service on a paying basis—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4429) for the consolidation of third and 
fourth class mail matter under the title of “ merchandise,” 
and for the insurance of all mail matter against loss or damage, 
and for the establishment of a parcels post—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 4430) 
providing for the hearing of cases upon appeal in the circuit 


court of appeals for the ninth district in the State of Washing- 
ton—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 4431) to establish a fish- 
hatching and fish station in the State of Wyoming—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4432) to provide for medical care an 
surgical treatment of honorably discharged soldiers, sailors, and 
marines—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4433) granting to the State of Wyoming 
50,000 acres of land to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and 
maintenance of the Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4434) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Sheridan, in 
the State of Wyoming—to the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4485) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Rawlins, in the 
State of Wyoming—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 4436) to provide for the entry 
of agricultural lands within forest reseryes—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 4437) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Jeffersonville, Clark County, Ind.—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 4438) limiting the hours of 
labor for railroad employees—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 4439) to provide for the 
extension and enlargement of the public building at Lancaster, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 4440) to regulate postage on 
newspapers deposited for delivery in letter-carrier offices—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 4441) to establish an agri- 
cultural experiment station in the Sixth Congressional district 
of the State of Mississippi—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4442) making an appropriation for dredg- 
ing a channel from Ship Island Harbor to Gulfport, Miss.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4443) to amend chapter 182, volume 28, 
of the Statutes at Large of the United States, so as to relieve 
homestead entrymen on naval reserve lands in Mississippi and 
Alabama from the payment of greater prices for said lands 
than in other cases—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 4444) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Macon, in the State of Missouri—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 4445) to limit the meaning of 
the word “ conspiracy ” and the use of injunctions and restrain- 
ing orders in certain cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4446) to authorize the organization of 
cities of the first class in the Indian Territory—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4447) to prevent monopoly and trusts and 
to secure free competition in trade among the States and Ter- 
ritories of the United States, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4448) donating to the State of Arkansas 
100,000 acres of public land for the purpose of establishing, 
equipping, and maintaining a textile school in said State—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4449) defining a legal day’s work, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 4450) to refund the cotton tax—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4451) to revive the right of action under 
the captured and abandoned property acts, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee en War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4452) prescribing certain duties of internal- 
revenue collectors, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4453) to remove the restrictions upon the 
alienation of lands in Indian Territory—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4454) to provide for levees and improve- 
ment of the Red River from the Louisiana line to Fulton, Ark.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SMYSER: A bill (H. R. 4455) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a pubile building thereon at 
Newark, in the State of Ohio—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4456) providing for the purchase of a site 


1905. 
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and the erection of a public building thereon at Wooster, in the 
State of Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds, 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 4457) providing for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at Olean, 
N. ¥.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 4458) author- 
izing a public building at Highpoint, N. C.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 4459) authorizing the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to make regulations 
respecting the rights and privileges of the fish wharf—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4460) requiring the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to prepare a report upon the improvement 
of the Anacostia River flats—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4461) to provide for the abatement of 
nuisances in the District of Columbia by the Commissioners of 
said District, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4462) to regulate the employment of child 
labor in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4463) to amend section 2 of an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the appointment of a sealer and assistant 
sealer of weights and measures in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes — to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4464) to classify the officers and members 
of the fire department of the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4465) to create a juvenile court in and for 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4466) to preserve Sixteenth street NW. as 
a residence street, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4467) to create a board for the condemna- 
tion of insanitary buildings in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4468) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
provide for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of 
weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 2, 1895—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4469) authorizing the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to make regulations respecting the public 
hay scales—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4470) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
provide for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of 
weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 2, 1895—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 4471) to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad and telegraph and telephone line in the 
district of Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4472) for an addi- 
tional appropriation for a public building at Warren, Ohio—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4473) for a public building at Ashtabula, 
Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 4474) granting carriers in the 
rural free-delivery service an annual leave of absence with 
pay—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 4475) providing for the 
erection of a public building at Cape Girardeau, Mo.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 4476) to repeal chapter 541, 
acts of Fifty-fifth Congress, approved July 1, 1898, and as 
amended February 5, 1903—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4477) to add 
10,000 acres of land, by purchase or condemnation, to the Chat- 
tanooga and Chickamauga National Military Park, and appro- 
priating $200,000 for that purpose—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 4478) to amend section 64 of 
the bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Ey Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 4479) to make use of the 
money due the estates of deceased colored soldiers of the late 
civil war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 4480) to prevent the adui- 
teration of blue-grass, orchard-grass, and clover seed—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MOORE: A bill (H. R. 4481) making an appropria- 


tion for a public building at Houston, Tex.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4482) to provide for 
the improvement and completion of the grounds of and ap- 
proaches to the United States post-office and court-house build- 
ing at Abilene, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4483) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at San Angelo, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 4484) to protect our na- 
tional food supply by the extermination of dogfish or dogfish 
sharks of the Atlantic coast of the United States of America 
included between Cape Hatteras and Eastport, Me.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4485) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lie building at Marlboro, Mass.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 4486) for the erection of a 
post-office building at Pontiac, Ill.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4487) for the erection of a post-office build- 
ing at Lincoln, Ill.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 4488) to make oleo- 
margarine and other imitation dairy products subject to the 
laws of any State or Territory or the District of Columbia into 
which they are transported, and to change the tax on oleo- 
margarine, and to impose a tax, provide for the inspection and 
regulate the manufacture and sale of certain dairy products, 
and to amend an act entitled “An act defining butter, also impos- 
ing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importa- 
tion, and exportation of oleomargarine,” approved August 2, 
1886—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4489) providing for a tax on wood alco- 
hol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4490) to amend the internal-revenue laws 
te the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 4491) for the erection of 
a public building at Tuscaloosa, Ala.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 4492) to 
prevent the isstie of internal-revenue special-tax receipts to 
retail liquor dealers in communities where the sale of liquors is 
prohibited by State laws—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: A bill (H. R. 4493) to amend sec- 
tions 2 and 3 of an act entitled “An act granting pensions to 
soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance 
of manual labor, and providing for pensions for widows, minor 
children, and dependent parents,” approved June 27, 1890—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 4494) for the erection of an 
additional public building at Detroit, Mich—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 4495) to amend, 
modify, and simplify the pension laws of the United States— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 4496) to provide for an 
additional judge of the district court of the United States for 
the southern district of New York—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: A bill (H. R. 4497) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at Jersey 
City, N. J.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 4498) authorizing 
certain extensions to be made in the lines of the City and Subur- 
ban Railway, of Washington, the Washington Railway and Elec- 
tric Company, and the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad 
Company, in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 4499) to provide for the 
erection of a monument to the heroes of the war of the Ameri- 
can Revolution—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4500) to establish a national military park 
at Fort Frederick, Md.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4501) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
extend the free-delivery system of the Post-Office Department, 
and for other purposes,” approved January 3, 1887—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4502) in reference to the civil service and 
appointments thereunder—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 4503) to amend section 
551 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 4504) to grant carriers and 
substitute carriers in the rural free-delivery service fifteen days’ 
lenve of absence in each year—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4505) to provide pensions for those who are 
blind or so nearly blind as to require the services of an attend- 
ant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 4506) to regulate the trial 
of contempts of courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4507) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States,” approved July 1, 1898, as amended by act approved 
February 5, 1903, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4508) to amend section 5200 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, so as to amend the national bank- 
ing act, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4509) to provide for the recutting of the 
Great Seal of the United States from the original model—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4510) to increase the pensions of widows 
of soldiers of the Mexican war to $12 per month—to the Com- 
1ittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4511) to provide for the erection of a 
publie building in the city of Griffin, Ga—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4512) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of edgeville, Ga—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 4513) to restrict the un- 
limited transfer of merchandise in bonded warehouses—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 4514) to purchase a site 
and provide for the erection of a public building at Plattsmouth, 
Nebr.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 4515) for the erection of a 
post-office building at Kewanee, Ill.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4516) to refund the 
cotton tax—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4517) to prescribe the jurisdiction of 
suits, both in law and in equity, brought by or ‘against receivers 
or managers of property appointed by Federal courts or judges 
thereof to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 4518) to promote the 
national defense, to create a force of naval volunteers, to es- 
tablish American ocean mail lines to foreign markets, to pro- 
mote commerce, and to provide revenue from tonnage—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 4519) providing that the 
question of loyalty be not considered in certain cases before the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 4520) to amend section 
45 of an act entitled “An act to reduce revenue and equalize 
duties on imports, and for other purposes,” approved October 
1, 1890—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 4521) for the erection of a 
public building at Calais, Me—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 4522) regulating the duties 
and fixing the compensation of the customs inspectors at the 
port of Boston—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4523) to authorize the purchase of the 
statue “ America,” by Cyrus Cobb—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4524) requiring corporations operating 
street railways within the District of Columbia to equip open 
ears with guard rails, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bil (H. R. 4525) relating to widows’ 
pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4526) authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to increase the pension of pensioners on attaining the age 
of G4 years—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 4527) for preventing the 
adulteration or misbranding of foods or drugs, and for regu- 
lating traffic therein, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WALDO: A bill (H. R. 4528) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 


throughout the United States,” approved July 1, 1898—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4530) for the erection of a public building 


in Westerly, R. L—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. y 

Also, a bill (H. R. 45306) for the erection of a public building 
in Westerly, R. L—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4531) making appropriation for site and 
pedestal of a statue of the late Maj. Gen. Ambrose E. Burnside 
in the city of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4532) to provide United States district at- 
torneys with the Supreme Court Reports—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 4533) to 
amend the internal-revenue laws so as to provide for publicity of 
its records—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 4534) to amend the immi- 
gration laws of the United States—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4535) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building at Pittsburg, Pa.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 4556) to provide relief for such 
employees in United States navy-yards as may be disabled 
by accident while in the performance of duty, and, in the event 
of fatal casualties, for the relief of surviving dependents—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 4537) to establish a life-saving 
station at the Isles of Shoals on Six Town Point, Lake On- 
tario—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 4538) to amend 
an act entitled “An act providing for the compulsory attendance 
of witnesses before registers and receivers of the land offices ”— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4539) authorizing the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to gather statistics relating to the number of live stock 
in the United States, and raising revenue to defray the expense 
thereof—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 4540) providing for subsist- 
ence for rural free-delivery carriers—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4541) to provide for a macademized road- 
way from the town of Sharpsburg, Md., to the Connecticut 
monument on the battlefield of Antietam—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4542) to establish a fish hatchery and fish 
station in the State of Maryland—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 4543) granting pensions to 
Missouri Home Guards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 4544) for the relief of 
ship keepers at the Mare Island Navy-Yard, Cal.—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 4545) creating 
the Royal Gorge National Park—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4546) ceding to the city of Canon City, 
Colo., certain lands for park purposes—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 4547) providing for procure- 
ment of site and erection of a public building at Independence, 
Mo.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 4548) to amend the immigra- 
tion laws of the United States—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 4549) for the 
consolidation of third and fourth class mail matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 4550) to authorize the gov- 
ernor of the State of Mississippi to select certain lands in part 
satisfaction of its grant for university purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 38) for the relief of Daniel B. Watts—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENE: A resolution (H. Res. 39) asking informa- 
tion concerning the underground transportation between the 
Government Printing Office and the Capitol—to the Committee 
on Printing. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (H. Res. 40) author- 
izing the appointment of an assistant clerk to the Committee on 
Pensions—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A resolution (H. Res. 41) to pay to 
the widow of the late Fred M. Campbell certain sum of money— 
te the Committee on Accounts. 
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By Mr. BURLEIGH: Memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Maine, asking the repeal by Congress of section 20 of Title 
XXXIII of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A resolution (H. Res. 34) providing for 
the printing of 1,000 copies of the History of the United States 
Navy-Yard at Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 35) 
requesting information of the Secretary of the Interior concern- 
ing the San Francisco Mountain Forest Reserve in Arizona— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A resolution (H. Res. 36) directing the 
Doorkeeper of the House to employ Hugh Williams as an addi- 
tional page in the press gallery—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A resolution (H. Res. 37) asking the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture for a reprint of the Special Report on the 
Swine Plague—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A resolution (H. Res. 38) expressing 
the sentiments of the American people respecting the recent 
massacres in Russia and extending sympathy to the sufferers, 
etc.—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of the legislature of Connecti- 
cut, favoring the consolidation of third and fourth class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the legislature of Connecticut, concerning 
pure foods, drugs, and medicines—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the legislature of the State of Connecticut, 
favoring a uniform law of marriage and divorce—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 4551) granting an increase 
of pension to William P. Diehl—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4552) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Treasure—to the Committete on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4553) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Wilkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 4554) to remove the 
charge of absence without leave and reported desertion from the 
military record of J. F. Wisnewski—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 4555) for the relief of 
the personal representatives of James Rhodes, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4556) for the relief of John W. White, of 
Tuscaloosa County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4557) for the relief of Mrs. Ann E. 
Sanders—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4558) for the relief of the estate of Daniel 
H. Avery—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4559) for the relief of the estate of Martha 
J. Bailey, deceased; Martha J. Ozment, Alabama Bell, Eugene 
A. Bailey, and estate of Amanda Jones, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 4560) granting a pension 
to James M. Browning—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4561) granting a pension to Julia A. 
Fletcher—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4562) granting a pension to Stewart 
Hardee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4563) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Wright—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4564) granting an increase of pension to 
E. F. McCormick—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4565) granting a pension to Nelson Allen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4566) for the relief of Pinkney Persons— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4567) for the relief of Aaron B. Stripling— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4568) for the relief of Thomas G. Ver- 
dine—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4569) for the relief of the estate of Archi- 
bald W. Tanner, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4570) for the relief of Mrs. G. W. Ross, 
Mrs. H. C. Cary, Mrs. Annie Brooks, L. C. Wilcoxon, and Willie 
Wilcoxon, heirs at law and representatives of Wiley Franks, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4571) for the relief of Mrs. Izabella R. 
Napier—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4572) for the relief of the estate of Daniel 
Brewer, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4573) for the relief of the estate of Samuel 
M. Farrar, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4574) for the relief of G. W. Clark & Son, 
a firm composed of G. W. Clark and J. H. Clark, of Spalding 
County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4575) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
Emily R. Hathorn, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4576) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of J. P. Lamar, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4577) for the relief of Sabini Jones—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4578) for the relief of the McCaw Manu- 
facturing Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4579) for the relief of W. T. Morgan—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4580) for the relief of 
Blank & Parks, of Waxahachie, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Claims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4581) for the relief of the heirs 
of Robert McCoy, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4582) for the relief of the heirs of Bethel A. 
Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4583) for the relief of the estate of John 
Ivey, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4584) for the relief of the estate of John 
G. Snell, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4585) for the relief of the estate of 
William H. Hugley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4586) for the relief of Mrs. R. E. Miller— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4587) for the relief of J. B. Barry—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4588) for the relief of John J. Mullins—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4589) for the relief of James 
G. Clay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4590) granting a pension to Alberta Nou- 
len—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4591) granting a pension to Joseph F. 
Hathaway—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4592) granting a pension to W. C. Short— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4593) granting a pension to William C. 
Short—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4594) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua S. Ditto—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4595) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Tallant—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4596) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Hughes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4597) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Ellison—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4598) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Barry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4599) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Wakeland Heryford— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BEDE (by request) : A bill (H. R. 4600) for the relief 
of George B. Hughes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 4601) granting a 
pension to Mary J. Prator—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4602) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucretia A. Keith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4603) for the relief of G. A. Anderson—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4604) for the relief of Jeptha B. Harring- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4605) for the relief of George W. Han- 
sard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4606) for the relief of Gilbert E. L. Falls 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 4607) to 
restore to the pension roll the name of Annie Gaebel—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 4608) granting an increase 
ot pension to Joseph Mitch—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4609) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Millett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4610) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4611) granting a pension to Ellen Messen- 
ger Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4612) granting an increase of pension to 
J. Henry Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4613) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Martin—to the Committtee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4614) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4615) granting an increase of pension to 
Armstrong Walton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4616) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 4617) to refund R. D. 
Bounds the sum of $435.42, stolen from the post-office at Semi- 
nary, Miss., by burglars, without fault or connivance of said 
Bounds—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4618) granting a pension to Lucinda Mat- 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4619) for the relief of June Poitevent, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of William J. Poitevent, deceased—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4620) for the relief of Emily Donnelly—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 4621) to correct 
the military record of Charles H. Kellen—to the Committee ou 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4622) granting a pension to J. C. Terry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4623) granting a pension to Edward Duns- 
comb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4624) granting a pension to William Ferns- 
worth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4625) granting a pension to Anderson J. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4626) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Montgomery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4627) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Morse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4628) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Hatch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4629) for the relief of William H. Gowdy— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4630) for the relief of S. H. Caldwell—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4631) for the relief of Alfred James 
Saynor—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4632) for the relief of Frank S. Donahue 
and Howard J. Donahue—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4633) granting an increase of pension to 
Fannie E. Morrow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H, R. 4634) for the re- 
lief of the widow and children of Daniel McDonough, deceased— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4685) granting a pension to M. Elizabeth 
Kent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4636) granting an 
honorable discharge to Samson Davis—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4637) granting an honorable discharge to 
Isaac P. Clark—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4638) granting a pension to Henry 
Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4639) for the 
relief of Cumberland University, of Lebanon, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4640) for the relief of Howard Female Col- 
lege, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4641) for the relief of the Cumberland 
Presbyterian Church, of Granville, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4642) providing for payment to Put- 
nam County, in the State of Tennessee, for the burning and de- 
struction of its court-house during the late war between the 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 4643) granting an increase 
of pension to Orlena F. Seaver—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4644) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah J. Dickens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4645) granting an increase of pension to 
David A. Mowry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4646) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Miller—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4647) granting an increase of pension to 
David C. Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4648) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A, Dedrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4649) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Owen—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4650) granting a pension to George F. 
Holland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4651) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Jane Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4652) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry J, Whitaker—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4653) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Cassidy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4654) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Larkin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4655) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Rickard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4656) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Snell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4657) granting an increase of pension to 
George B. Albro—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4658) granting an increase of pension to 
Waller Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4659) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4660) granting an increase of pension to 
John Flood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4661) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4662) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus F. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4663) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace B. Tanner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4664) granting an increase of pension to 
Terence McDuff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4665) granting an increase of pension to 
Minerva K. Perrin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4666) granting an increase of pension to 
David A. Carpenter—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4667) granting an increase of pension to 
Kate Duffie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4668) granting a pension to William A. 
Luther—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4669) granting a pension to Joseph E. 
Green—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4670) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward B. Tanner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASTOR: A bill (H. R. 4671) granting an increase of 
pension to W. H. Brady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4672) for the relief of James Jones—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 4673) granting a pension to 
Samuel Rowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4674) granting a pension to James Fau- 
bion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4675) granting a pension to Benjamin F, 
Fell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 4676) granting an increase 
of pension to David Gibney—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4677) granting an increase of pension to 
Granville E. Stout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4678) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Casper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4679) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin D. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4680) granting an increase of pension to 
C. M. Lyon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4681) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hensly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4682) granting an increase of pension to 
James Whiteman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4683) granting an increase of pension to 
David Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4684) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis Frick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4685) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Rich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4686) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4687) granting a pension to Margaret J. 
Nipper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 4688) granting a pension to 
Torkild A. Rossing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 4689) granting an increase 
of pension to James Reeder—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4690) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Slinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4691) granting an increase of pension to 
George L. Janney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4692) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Welch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4693) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey B. Utley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4694) granting an increase of pension to 
James S. Maxwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4695) to correct the military record of 
William A. W. Daly—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4696) to amend the military record of 
Charles Cannon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 4697) granting an increase 
of pension to Walter I. Howard—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4698) granting an increase of pension to 
Timothy E. Furnald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4699) granting an increase of pension to 
Irene A. Cochrane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4700) granting a pension to Sallie S. 
Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 4701) granting a pension to 
Elijah T. Hurst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 4702) to reimburse $337.52 to 
Col. Phillip Kirschner—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4703) granting a pension to William J. 
Allmand—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4704) granting a pension to Alice Rourk— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4705) granting a pension to Harriet B. 
Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4706) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna M. Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4707) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Pitman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4708) granting a pension to William T. 
Wiley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4709) granting a pension to Mary N. A. 
Seeley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4710) granting an increase of pension to 
James K. Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4711) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Joseph Vallard—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4712) for the relief of Francis E. Rosier— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4713) granting a pension to Mary Man- 
ning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4714) granting a pension to John Ander- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4715) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Whiting—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4716) granting an increase of pension to 
Helen Harriett Hulbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4717) granting a pension to Marshall U. 
Gage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4718) granting a pension to Cornelia S. 
Swaine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4719) granting a pension to Mary J. Trum- 
bull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4720) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis B. Moon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4721) granting a pension to Pierre L. Car- 
mouche—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4722) granting 
an increase of pension to Alpheus B. Houston—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4723) granting an increase of pension to 
William Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4724) granting an increase of pension to 
George M. Vincil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4725) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4726) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Wachtel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4727) granting a pension to Emma M. 
Boyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4728) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis N. Tohill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4729) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Walters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4730) granting an increase of pension to 
Meshach L. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4731) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert McMullen—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4732) granting an increase of pension to 
James Scrogum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4733) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Files—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4734) to restore Lieut. James Hampton to 
the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 4735) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas Adair—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4736) for the relief of the county of Custer, 
State of Montana—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4737) granting an increase of pension to 
Odilia Logan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BLLERBE: A bill (H. R. 4738) granting an Increase 
of pension to Henry Roberts—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4739) granting an increase of pension to 
Lawrence B. Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4740) granting an increase of pension to 
Ransom L. Logan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 4741) granting an increase of 
pension to Stephen Dickerson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4742) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Coy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4743) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram N. Goodell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4744) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas O’Connor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4745) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry D. Stiehl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4746) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Hemphill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 4747) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph C. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4748) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 4749) granting an increase 
of pension to Oliver ©. Loomis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 4750) granting an increase 
of pension to William L. Shipps—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4751) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph J. Sparling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4752) granting a pension to Mary E. Hoff- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4753) granting a pension to Josephine Col- 
bath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4754) for the relief of the estate of Do- 
rothy A. Rickard—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4755) for the relief of the estate of James 
S. Stearns, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4756) to correct the military record of 
Joseph A. Blanchard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4757) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Willis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4758) granting a pension to Abraham M. 
Cory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 4759) granting an increase of 
sen to Jane E. Bullard—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4760) 
granting a pension to George Rodgers—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4761) granting a pension to Isaac Carter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4762) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry D. Lively—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4763) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Matheny—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 4764) granting an increase 
of pension to Abijah Brown—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4765) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Shepherd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4766) granting an increase of pension to 
John Deardourff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4767) granting an increase of pension to 
William Van Tilburgh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4768) for the relief of the heirs of Fred- 
erick Dieker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H. R. 4769) for the relief of the 
Methodist Protestant Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 4770) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Robert Gawthorp—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4771) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac C. Dennis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4772) granting a pension to Mrs.. Stapelton 
Hayes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 4773) to pay to Leopold Luchs 
moneys laid out and expended by him in the improvement of 
a tract of ground in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 4774) for the relief of Cooper 
Walker—to the Committee on Claims . 3 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 4775) granting a pension to 
Salina E. West—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4776) for the relief of the estate of Joseph 
W. Green, deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4777) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Jackson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4778) granting a pension to Samuel F. 
Williams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4779) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Nowell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4780) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Clampett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 4781) for the relief of the per- 
sonal representatives of Mitchell J. Childress, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4782) granting a pension to J. T. Cooper— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4783) granting a pension to William H. 
Shillings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4784) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Keeble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4785) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4786) granting a pension to John V. 
Mays—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4787) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Osborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4788) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Orr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4789) granting a pension to Frank 
Medlin—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4790) granting a pension to Daniel 
Burkett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4791) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Qualls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4792) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin R. Ricketts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4793) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4794) granting an increase of pension to 
George ©. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4795) granting an increase of pension to 
Frances M. Gravitt—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4796) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Bleyens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4797) granting an increase of pension to 
J. R. Doty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4798) for the relief of the estate of John 
Chesney, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4799) granting a pension to Sarah Williams, 
widow of William Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4800) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Shields—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4801) granting an increase of pension to 
George R. West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4802) granting a pension to John McGhee— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4803) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Aldridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4804) for the relief of William Spears—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 4805) granting a pension 
to Ida R. Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4806) granting a pension to Melita Latta— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4807) granting an increase of pension to 
David A. Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4808) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Neal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4809) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Hatfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 4810) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jerome Goodsell—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4811) granting an increase of pension to 
John Fryer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4812) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvin S. Dean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4818) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Fortney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4814) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles C. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4815) granting an increase of pension to 
Thaddeus Ely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4816) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Sherwood—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4817) granting a pension to Amos O. Row- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4818) granting an increase of pension to 
Orvin P. Waterbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4819) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4820) for the relief of Henry Crangle—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 4821) for the relief of John 
Thomas Power—to the Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 4822) granting an increase of 
pension to Gabriel Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 4823) granting 
an increase of pension to John G. McFarlane—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4824) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklyn Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4825) granting compensation to Joseph 
Dawson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 4826) granting a 
pension to Leola V. Franks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 4827) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas E. Morrow—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 4828) granting a 
pension to Leonard S. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4829) for the relief of W. F. Lockhart—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4830) for the relief of W. F. Lockhart—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4831) for the relief of the estate of Solo- 
mon Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 4832) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Henry W. Yates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 4833) granting an increase 
of pension to S. F. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4834) granting an increase of peusion to 
Silas V. White—to the Committee on Inyalid- Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4835) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry L. Bynum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 4836) granting a pension 
to Columbus A. Bailiff—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4837) granting a pension to Nora Stokes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4838) for the relief of Joseph H. Thomp- 
son—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4839) for the relief of the estate of David 
Wise—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 4840) for the 
relief of the Ditmar Powder and Chemical Company, of New 
York City—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4841) for the relief of Henry A. Tolbert— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4842) for the relief of James Willett 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 4843) granting an increase 
of pension to James H. Marcum—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. A 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4844) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Childers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 4845) 
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By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 4881) to correct the 
military record of Charles M. Mayberry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4882) for the relief of the heirs of John 
G. Winter, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 4883) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary H. Michael—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4884) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bokart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4885) granting an increase of pension to 
James Hennon—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4886) granting an increase of pension to 
Marcus D. Burket—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4887) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4888) granting an increase of pension to 
William Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4889) granting an increase of pension to 
Bennett S. Shaug—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4890) granting a pension to Effie Sulli- 
van—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 4891) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Swadley—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAW: A bill (H. R. 4892) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Francis J. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: A bill (H. R. 4893) for the relief of 
James E. Fuller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 4894) to reimburse the 
State of Georgia money advanced in removal of the Creek and 
Cherokee Indians—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4895) for the relief of James A. Kennedy— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4896) for the relief of the estate of James 
A. Gregory—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4897) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of James Doyle—to the Committee on War Claims. 8 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4898) for the relief of Big Bethel African 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4899) for relief of estate of Willis Ram- 
sey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4900) for the relief of the estate of C. E. 
Rosser, deceased, late of Clayton County, Ga.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4901) for the relief of Andrew J. Wells— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4902) for the relief of J. W. McConnell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4903) for the relief of Joseph H. Davis— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, T bill (H. R. 4904) for the relief of the estate of James 
A. Stewart—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4905) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Alexander L, Williams, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4906) for relief of W. R. Harris—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4907) for the relief of George P. Howard— 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4908) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
W. McArthor, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4909) for the relief of Charles L. Brad- 
well—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4910) for the relief of Mrs. Emily Evans 
to the Committee on War Claims. x 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4911) for the relief of John J. Hart—to 
the Gommittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4912) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah E. Young- 
blood—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4913) for the relief of William Ellis 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4914) for the relief of the Atlanta (Ga.) 
Female Institute—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4915) for the relief of estate of Margaret 
Barge, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4916) for the relief of Ambrose Chewning— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4917) for the relief of Elsas, May & Co.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4918) for the relief of Edman Green—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4919) for the relief of Samuel I. Gustin— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


granting a pension to Josephine Toliyer—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4846) for the relief of estate of P. M. M. 
Alexander—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4847) for the relief of the heirs of B. T. 
Terry, deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4848) for the relief of A. T. Mitchell and 
others—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4849) for the relief of the heirs of Louis 
Cato—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4850) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Hunt, decensed—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4851) for the relief of the estate of A. W. 
McAllister, deceased, late of Washington County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4852) for the relief of the heirs of A. M. 
Harton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4853) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob 
Kuykendall, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4854) for the relief of the heirs of U. H. 
Buck, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4855) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
J. Babb, deseased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4856) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. 
M. J. Williamson, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4857) for the relief of the heirs of J. B. 
Clark, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4858) for the relief of the heirs of Benja- 
min Whitehead, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4859) for the relief of James K. Hamblen— 
to the Committee cu War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. L., 4860) fer the relief of the estate of Nancy 
Barrow, deceased, late of Bolivar County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tec on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4861) for the relief of Mrs. Mercy C. Har- 
vey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a biil (H. R. 4862) for the relief of Mrs. Emily Miller 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4863) for the relief of Jane P. Moore, of 
Bolivar County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4864) for the relief of the heirs of R. H. 
Montgomery, of Holmes County, Miss.——to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4865) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam F. Strather, deceased, Holmes County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4866) for the relief of the heirs of J. H. 
Peebles, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 4867) granting a pension to 
Louisa Gregg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4868) for the relief 
of Joseph T. Chance and the heirs of John R. Burton, de- 
ceased, Inte of Accomac County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4869) for the relief of David R. Mister— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4870) for the relief of John Henry Ed- 
wards—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4871) for the relief of William J. Lewis 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4872) for the relief of Thomas Johnson or 
his legal representatives—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4878) for the relief of John T. Spence, or 
his legal representatives—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4874) for the relief of the heirs of Lemmis 
J. Spence, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4875) for the relief of William H. Howard 
and Oliver D. Lewis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 4876) granting 
a pension to William L. Beeks—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 4877) to resubmit claim of 
James Q. Shirley and the estate of Francis De Long, deceased, 
to the Court of Claims, with instruction to enter judgment on 
the findings and return same to Congress—to the Committee on 
Claims, 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 4878) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaac H. Witherwax—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 4879) granting an increase of 
pension to John W. Roache—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4880) granting a pension to Clarissa 
Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4920) for the relief of Mark Miller—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4921) for the relief of Miss Honora Ryan— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4922) for the relief of George T. Reeves— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4923) for the relief of the estate of John 
M. Nace, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4924) for the relief of the estate of Henry 
Banks, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4925) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Markham, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4926) for the relief of the St. Luke’s Prot- 
estant Episcopal Church, of Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 4927) granting an increase of 
pension to Jacob Marietta—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 4928) for the relief of John B. 
Luttrell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4929) for.the relief of Johnathan Y. 
Bridges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4930) for the relief of Chester Bethel—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4931) granting an increase of pension to 
Clark Tritt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4932) for the relief of Wilburne R. Lee, of 
Logan County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4933) for the relief of Lucinda E. Howard, 
of Pike County, Ark.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4934) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
revoke and vacate sentence of court-martial against Daniel 
Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4935) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie Brown, 
of Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4936) for the relief of John A. Welch, of 
Kirby, Ark.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4937) correcting the military record of 
Jesse L. Meeks—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4938) correcting military record of James 
M. Wright—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4939) for the relief of George T. Epperson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4940) for the relief of H. C. Hayman—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4941) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Charles Phillips—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 4942) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Robert Shoddon—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 4943) for the relief of 
Catherine Grace—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 4944) granting a pension 
to Jennie A. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4945) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias H. Funk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4946) granting an increase of pension to 
William II. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4947) 
granting an increase of pension to Christian H. Goebel—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4948) to reimburse James M. McKee for 
expenses incurred in the burial of Mary J. De Lange, a deceased 
pensioner—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4949) to place Pendleton G. Watmough 
upon the retired list ef the United States Navy as lieutenant- 
commander—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4950) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecea M. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4951) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucien B. Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4952) granting a pension to Marion L. 
Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4953) for the relief of Edward De Vanney— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4954) granting a pension to Ellwood I. 
Beatty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H. R. 4955) grant- 
ing a pension to William McElroy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 4956) granting an increase of 
pension to James C. Bryant—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4957) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah J. Snodgrass—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 4958) granting an increase of 
Deamon to George Wineland—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 4959) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Barrand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONDELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 4960) to 
validate certain certificates of soldiers’ additional homestead 
right—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4961) granting a pension to Esther H. 
Stilwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4962) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Sturgis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4963) granting an increase of pension to 
Abbie C. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4964) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy Stillwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4965) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel P. Holland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4966) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry S. Dewey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4967) granting an 
increase of pension to Joshua Holecomb—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4968) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Holland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4969) for relief of William Postell—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4970) for the relief of the heirs of Mar- 
garet Sivley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4971) for the relief of Lovenia Hodges (née 
Grant)—to the Committee on War Claims. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4972) for the relief of the estate of Wash- 
ington Pryor, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4973) for the relief of Jesse A. Wallace— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4974) for the relief of William Roberts— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4975) for the relief of Edward D. Pickett— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4976) for the relief of the estate of John A. 
Pickett, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4977) for the relief of the estate of Joshua 
Easterly—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4978) for the relief of M. V. Hasterly—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4979) for the relief of Jasper Hackworth— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4980) for the relief of the estate of Austin 
Hackworth, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4981) for the relief of the estate of 
Martin Hartman, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 4982) granting n pension to 
James M. McGoodwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 4983) granting an increase 
of pension to Loulie A. Sterick—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4984) for the relief of Dr. Thomas P. Reb- 
inson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4985) to reimburse and indemnify the town 
of Frederick, in the State of Maryland—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4986) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Frederick County, Md.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4987) for the relief of La Grange Lodge, No. 
36, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, Boonsboro, Md.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4988) granting an increase of pension to 
David Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4989) granting an increase of pension to 
Dominick Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.“ 

Also, `a bill (H. R. 4990) granting a pension to James W. 
Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4991) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Glisan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4992) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert G. Lovell to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4993) for the relief of Mrs. Inez Shorb 
White—to the Committee on Claims. ~% 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4994) for the relief of the heirs of Abel 
Welton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4995) for the relief of Margaret M. 
Groves—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4996) for the relief of Daniel Smith—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4997) for the relief of Adam Ault—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4998) for the relief of the heirs of Henry 
N. Harris, deceased, late of Montgomery County, Md.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4999) for the relief of Sampson Kinnea— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5000) for the relief of Francis C. Renner 
and W. A. Renner, executors of Isaac Renner, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5001) for the relief of James H. Forsythe, 
executor of the estate of William Forsythe—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5002) for the relief of Elizabeth Cramer, 
administratrix of J. Henry Cramer—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5003) for the relief of Johnson Benson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5004) for the relief of Joseph White—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5005) for the relief of Isaiah J. Smith—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5006) for the relief of Nathan Shaw—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5007) for the relief of the estate of Su- 
sanna Fleming—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5008) granting a pension to Maggie E. 
Bamford—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5009) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Keplinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5010) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5011) granting a pension to Amelia Ger- 
trude Henshaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5012) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Samuel A. Motter—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5013) to carry into effect the finding of the 
Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of William Viers 
Bouie, administrator of the estate of Elijah Thompson, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5014) for the relief of Everett Wroe—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 5015) granting an increase 
of pension to Edwin R. Goodell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5016) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Carey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 5017) to authorize the 
President of the United States to appoint certain persons in the 
Regular Army and place them on the retired list—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5018) to give a true military status to the 
Nebraska Territorial Militia—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 5019) granting an increase 
of pension to Melinda H. Chapman—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 5020) granting a pen- 
sion to Julia A. F. Bassett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5021) granting a pension to Amanda C. 
Welch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5022) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph B. Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5023) granting an increase of pension to 
August Westfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5024) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Coons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5025) granting an increase of pension to 
Herbert C. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5026) granting an increase of pension to 
Asa Tout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5027) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Knight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5028) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel P. Carll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5029) granting an increase of pension to 
Beverly W. Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 5030) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Lieut. John W. Geiger—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5031) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Michael Neidinger—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.5032) granting a pension to Annetta Vale— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5033) granting a pension to Silas W. 
Rank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5034) granting a pension to Francis S. 
Griest—to the Committee on Invalid» Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5035) granting a pension to George W. 
Ennery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5086) granting a pension to John D. 
Deihl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5037) granting a pension to John Culp— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5088) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen W. Pomeroy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5039) granting an increase of pension to 
John Person—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5040) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Montgomery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5041) granting an increase of pension to 
I. Frank Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5042) granting an increase of pension to 
Maria A. Meily—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5043) granting a pension to Henry S. 
Matter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5044) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram G. Hoke—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5045) granting an increase of pension to 
Lee P. Garrett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5046) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel A. Garland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5047) granting an increase of pension to 
Joanna R. Forster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5048) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Failer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5049) granting an increase of pension to 
Jared Boyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5050) granting an increase of pension to 
Ephraim M. Boltz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5051) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Benner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5052) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry Beitzel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5053) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Baum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5054) granting an increase of pension to 
James Appleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5055) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Walter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5056) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 5057) granting an increase of 
pension to John McCann—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5058) granting a pension to Bernard Sut- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5059) granting a pension to John Taylor 
Winbery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 5060) 
granting a pension to John Young—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5061) granting a pension to Rhoda C. 
O'Neil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5062) granting a pension to Eli Tippett— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5063) to increase the pension of William 
G. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5064) for the relief of Benjamin S. 
Harper—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5065) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
correct the record of Calboun Malone—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5066) for the relief of B. F. Ludwig, 
8 postmaster at Huntsville, Ala.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5067) for the relief of the executor or ad- 
ministrator of the estate of C. C. Spiller, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5068) for the relief of Elizabeth A. Smith— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5069) for the relief of the estate of James 
H. Ware, deceased, late of Madison County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5070) for the relief of the estate of Mary 
McOaa, deceased, late of Madison County, Ala.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5071) for the relief of the heirs of Sarah 
Schrimsher—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5072) for the relief of La Grange College— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5073) for the relief of the trustees of 
Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Huntsville, Ala—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5074) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of the estate of Robert Herstein, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5075) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Huntsville, Ala—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5076) for the relief of Amanda M. Warren, 
of Lawrence County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5077) for the relief of James M. Gullatt— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5078) for the relief of the heirs of the es- 
tate of John Hogan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5079) for the relief of the estate of Brad- 
ford Hambrick—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5080) for the relief of the estate of Alfred 
Hambrick—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5081) for the relief of W. P. Hooper—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5082) for the relief of J. W. Johnson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5083) for the relief of James G. Porter— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5084) for the relief of William Moseley, ad- 
ministrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5085) for the relief of James Hilliard—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5086) for the relief of M. H. Carr—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5087) for the relief of Thomas W. White— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5088) for the relief of Henry C. Martin 
and Robert D. Martin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5089) for the relief of the estate of A. L. 
Logan, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5090) for the relief of the estate of F. L. 
Hammond, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5091) for the relief of Mrs. E. L. Raney— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5092) for the relief of the estate of Peter 
S. Baker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5093) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
lam P. Tanner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5094) for the relief of Parks S. Townsend— 
to the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5095) for the relief of B. F. Hembree—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5096) for the relief of the legal heirs of 
James I. Donegan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5097) for the relief of the estate of Henry 
Ingram, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5098) for the relief of W. C. Tipton—to the 
Committee on War Claims. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5099) for the relief of the estate of W. W. 
McCrary—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5100) for the relief of James R. Nance—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5101) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Missionary Baptist Church, at Waterloo, in Lauderdale County, 
‘Ala,—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5102) for the relief of Fabius Yarin—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5103) for the relief of H. C. Armistead— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5104) for the relief of successor of Wil- 
liam R. Rison, deceased, trustee of Harriett M. Barnard and 
others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5105) for the relief of Mary B. Dancy—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5106) for the relief of the heirs of George 
iW. Hughes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5107) for the relief of the trustees of First 
Baptist Church, Decatur, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5108) for the relief of Houston L. Bell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5109) for the relief of Alfred O. William- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5110) for the relief of John T. Lehman 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5111) for the relief of Nancy J. Howard— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5112) for the relief of Boling King—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5113) for the relief of Cumberland Pres- 
byterian Church, of Pleasant Springs, Ala—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5114) for the relief of the heirs of George 
W. Foster, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5115) for the relief of Jason Howard— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5116) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Pettipool—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5117) for the relief of Eli Schrimsher—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5118) for the relief of John 'Till—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5119) for the relief of Mary Haney—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5120) for the relief of Jacob A. Paulk, of 
Lauderdale County, Ala., administrator of Johnson A. Paulk— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5121) for the relief of William Cunning- 
ham—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5122) for the relief of the estate of Joseph 
A. Martin, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5123) for the relief of the estate of Eliz- 
abeth Thompson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5124) for the relief of Bettie Linder, ad- 
ro essa ua of B. Franks, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5125) for the relief of John Grayes Tur- 
ner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5126) for the relief of the estate of James 
Williams,.deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5127) for the relief of the estate of Marius 
B. Cawthon, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5128) for the relief of Stephen Fanning— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5129) for the relief of James H. Young, 
Benjamin F. Young, and F. A. Young, of Jackson County, Ala— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5130) for the relief of George Stoyall—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5131) for the relief of Green Henry—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5132) for the relief of Thomas H. 
Streeter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5133) for the relief of John T. Lehman—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5134) for the relief of William J. Wil- 
coxson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5135) for the relief of the heirs of Eliah 
Matheny—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5186) for the relief of the estate of W. R. 
Hanserd, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 5137) for the relief of Patrick Daily—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5138) for the relief of Mattie H. Ligon— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5139) for the relief of the heirs of Robert 
Bynum—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5140) for the relief of the estate of John 
Black, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 5141) granting 
an increase of pension to Orrin J. Wells—to the Committee on 
War Claims. z 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 5142) to 
refer the claim of Nancy Taylor against the United States to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5143) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay the claim of the trustees North Alabama Col- 
lege, of Huntsville, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5144) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to cause to be investigated and to provide for the payment of 
the claim of the Presbyterian Church of Huntsville, Ala—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI; A bill (H. R. 5145) for the relief of 
Isaac Sutton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5146) for the relief of James Heiney, late 
of Company G, Two hundred and fourteenth Regiment Pennsyl- 
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vania Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5147) for the relief of George E. Hoff- 
man—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5148) for the relief of John Conway, Com- 
pany E, Twenty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5149) granting a pension to David Ever- 
ett—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5150) granting a pension to Mary N. 
Haintz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5151) granting a pension to Howard S. 
Gardner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5152) granting a pension to Leonard 
Andre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5153) granting a pension to John J. Gang- 
were—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a biil (H. R. 5154) granting a pension to Elmer E. 
Frederick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5155) granting a pension to Michael 
Kresge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5156) granting an increase of pension to 
Morris H. Jones—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5157) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Nell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5158) granting an increase of pension to 
Ephriam N. R. Ahl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5159) to correct the military record of 
Patrick O’Conner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 5160) granting an increase of 
pension to Elbert M. Saxton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 5161) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry P. Mesick—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5162) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Travis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 5163) granting a pension to 
William U. Mallorie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5164) granting an increase of pension to 
Lestina M. Gifford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 5165) for the relief of 
Samuel B. Bootes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5166) for the relief of George W. Guyer— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5167) for the relief of William H. Stiner & 
Sons—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5168) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert A. Anderson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5169) for the 
relief of W. B. Sutter—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5170) granting an increase of pension to 
David R. Pringle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5171) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Kinsel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5172) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton Strattan—to the Committee on Eensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5178) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Henninger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5174) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Turney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5175) granting an increase of pension to | 


William W. Nesbit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5176) granting an increase of pension to 
George Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5177) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5178) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah Pantall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5179) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Tracy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5180) granting an increase of pension 
Archibald George—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5181) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5182) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert S. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5183) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5184) granting an increase of pension to 
John Kilpatrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5185) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph B. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5186) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Fulton—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5187) granting an increase of pension to 
Kobert John—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5188) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane Barr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5189) granting a pension to Catherine W. 
Stoops—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5190) granting a pension to Jonas J. 
Boal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5191) granting a pension to Kate D. Mar- 
lin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5192) granting a pension to Peter Wash- 
ington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 5193) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Edward S. Knappen—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5194) to authorize payment to the Henry 
Philipps Seed and Implement Company for seed furnished to 
and accepted by the Department of Agriculture during the fiscal 
year 1902—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5195) for the relief of the Milburn Wagon 
Company, of Toledo, Ohio—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5196) to refund to A. L. Flack & Co., of 
Tiffin, Ohio, money paid for internal-revenue stamps lost in the 
mails—to the Committee on Claims. 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5197) granting an increase of pension to 
Ignatious Saunders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5198) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Thornburgh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5199) granting an increase of pension to 
William Geyser—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5200) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. MeBride—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5201) granting a pension to Ruel Sher- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5202) granting a pension to Jennie R. 
Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5203) granting a pension to Mary Kirk— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5204) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Waddell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5205) granting a pension to William D. 
Jordan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 5206) for the relief of 
E. D. Cook—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5207) for the relief of Z. T. Taylor—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 5208) granting an increase 
of pension to Susan J. Rounds—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5209) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward R. Dunbar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5210) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. R. L. Moore—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5211) granting a pension to Louisa D. 
Foote—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5212) granting an increase of pension to 
Giles Q. Slocum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5213) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Brisbine—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5214) granting an increase of pension to 
Truman S. Walden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5215) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie Little—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5216) granting a pension to Mary J. Kin- 
caid—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 5217) for the relief of 
oe W. Hills and Sarah J. Hills—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5218) granting a pension to Clara A. 
Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 5219) granting an honor- 
able discharge to George H. Smythe—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5220) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin Montgomery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 5221) for the relief of 
Edward King, of Niagara Falls, in the State of New York—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WALDO: A bill (H. R. 5222) granting an increase of 
5 to Lewis R. Stegman—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5223) to reimburse Quong Hong Yick for 
one case of opium erroneously condemned and sold by the 
United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 5224) granting an increase 
of pension to Nowen Johnson—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5225) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Markley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5226) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus T. Swain—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5227) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph O’Neal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5228) granting a pension to Sarah Wilson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5229) granting an increase of pension to 
A. E. Bonsall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5230) granting a pension to Louisa McCon- 
nell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5231) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa H. Colyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5232) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Barnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5233) granting an increase of pension to 
Ethan S. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5234) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac C. Spears—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5235) granting an increase of pension to 
E. S. Van Cleve—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 5236) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Greene—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5237) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca Garland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5238) granting an increase of pension to 
Lockey Stewart—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBBER: A bill (H. R. 5239) granting an increase 
of pension to Martin V. McCollins—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5240) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5241) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry W. Schroeder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5242) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5243) granting an increase of pension to 
Edgar J. Hueston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5244) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram W. Cope—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 5245) to correct the military 
record of Noah Rickard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5246) for the relief of the estate of Samuel 
H. Patterson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5247) to correct the military record of 
William F. Songer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5248) for the relief of Hugh J. Needham— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a dill (H. R. 5249) granting an increase of pension to 
William Churchill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5250) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth McLain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5251) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5252) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5253) granting an increase of pension to 
Greenberry Suddarth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5254) granting an increase of pension to 
Travis W. Tichenor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5255) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert T. Weathers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5256) granting a pension to David Melton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5257) granting a pension to Spencer 
Woods—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5258) granting a pension to George A. 
Cox—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5259) granting a pension to William M. 
Howell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5260) granting a pension to Sarah L. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5261) granting a pension to George Wash- 
ington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5262) granting a pension to George Heish- 
man—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5263) granting a pension to Joseph R. 
Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5264) granting a pension to William R. 
Knibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5265) granting a pension to Bridget A. 
Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5266) granting a pension to Hardin Howe— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5267) granting a pension to John Me- 
Intyre—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5268) granting a pension to James Faulk- 
enborough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5269) granting a pension to Hiram G. Mc- 
Lemore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5270) granting a pension to Henry Gray- 
brook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5271) granting a pension to John Ham- 
mond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5272) granting a pension to Joseph 
Vernia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5273) granting a pension to Jobn H. 
Lagle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5274) granting 
an increase of pension to William T. Brannon—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: <A bill (H. R. 5275) for the relief of Faxon, 
Horton & Gallagher, and other parties—to the Committee on 
Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Humboldt Chamber of 
Commerce, protesting against modification or repeal of the act 
for the exclusion of the Chinese—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Rockford (III.) Manufacturers and 
Shippers’ Association, relative to regulation of freight rates of 
railways engaged in interstate commerce—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the American Medical Association, recom- 
mending aid to the United States Public Health and Marine- 
Hospital Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the American Medical Association, praying 
for legislation regulating the practice of medicine in Alaska— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial of American citizens resident on the Isle of 
Pines, praying for the protection of life and property on that 
island—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Paper to accompany bill for retirement of 
Army officers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of A. B. Means and others, of Washington, Pa.; 
Friendship Council, No. 201, and Star of the Valey Council, 
No. 136, Junior Order United American Mechanics, and Charles 
M. Foulk and others, of Newcastle, Pa., favoring restriction of 
8 the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 

on. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William H. Crouch, 
James W. Milligan, and C. C. Wolfe—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the United 
Labor League of Western Pennsylvania, favoring restriction of 
. the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Resolutions of Eagle Council, No. 8, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Providence, R. I., and 
Washington Council, No. 2, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, for the restriction of immigration and naturaliza- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CROMER: Petitions of Dunkirk Council, No. 14, and 
Boundary Council, No. 59, Junior Order United American 
Mechanies, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Morris & Writer, of Portland, Ind., for plac- 
ing hides on free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of Holmes Brothers, of Portland, Ind., and 
the Brannaham Company, of Indiana, for two classes of mail 
only—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of W. F. Ferris and others, for general arbi- 
tration between nations—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petition of citizens of Leavenworth, Kans., 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens, asking for restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
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By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of United Labor League of 
Western Pennsylvania, favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ESCH: Affidavits to be filed with bill to pension 
Hiram N. Goodell, Company A, Third Michigan Volunteer Cav- 
alry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to be filed with bill for relief of Edmund Coy, 
Company C, Second New York Volunteer Cavalry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, affidavits to accompany bill to increase the pension of 
Stephen Dickerson, Company C, Seventh Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of postal convention, relative to permitting 
postmasters more discretion and liberty in expenditures for 
small expenses—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry D. Stiehl— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Wisconsin Consumers’ League, asking for 
Congressional investigation of conditions among women em- 
ployed as laborers in various occupations—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Trades League of Philadelphia, relative 
to Chinese immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of Wisconsin Retail Grocers and General 
Merchants’ Association, against parcels-post legislation—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of American members of the Educational 
Association of China, to protect Chinese students from insult 
at ports of entry—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FLACK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Joseph 
©. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: Petition of the Town Improvemert Asso- 
ciation, Agnes White Holt, secretary, for the preservation of 
Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Elizabeth, N. J., favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. FULLER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Jane 
E. Bullard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GRAFF: Letter from Department of Commerce and 
Labor, regarding a bill for the relief of Cooper Walker—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petitions of the United Labor League 
of Western Pennsylvania and Vine Cliff Council, No. 107, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York, 
favoring negotiation of new treaty with China relative to im- 
A apa the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 

on. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petitions of the Basset Jewelry Com- 
pany, the T. W. Rounds Company, Ford & Carpenter, Press & 
Court, the George W. Dover Company, the Fletcher Manufac- 
turing Company, the Barstow Stove Company, George B. Brooks, 
A. J. Magoon & Son, H. J. Astle, the American and British Man- 
ufacturing Company, John R. White & Sons, the Rhode Island 
Malleable Iron Works, the National Ring Traveler Company, 
the Crucible Steel Company of America, and H. W. Marcy, fa- 
voring passage of a postal law for two classes of mail matter— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Rhode Island Horticultural Society, of 
Providence, R. I., favoring increased appropriation for agricul- 
ture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Rhode Island Horticultural Society, of 
Providence, R. I., for placing of basic slag meal on the free 
list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Coal Union No. 2737, of 
Sugar Creek, Ohio, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

By Mr. GUDGER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Samuel F. Williams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mrs. Solena West— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Jonathan Nowell— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: Petition of 108 citizens of Virginia, for restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of James Borden— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of citizens of Virginia, favoring restriction of 


immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, petition of citizens of Mount Crawford, Va., favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Gabriel Smith—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: Papers for a pension to Benjamin Hamell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of residents of 
Virginia, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of John Sindbead and others, favoring restriction 
2 immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 

ation. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: Papers to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Joseph T. Chance and the heirs of John Burton—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in support of the claim of William H. Howard 
and Oliver D. Lewis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Clarissa 
Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill granting a pension to John 
W. Roache—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Petition of the Humboldt Chamber of 
Commerce, against attempt to modify Chinese exclusion law— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LACEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ben- 
nett S. Shang—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Nome Chamber of Commerce, recommending 
establishment of a land office at Nome, Alaska—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Papers in support of bill H. R. 1962, 
granting an increase of pension to George C. Myers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in support of bill H. R. 1957, granting a pension 
to Joseph Glassick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in support of bill H. R. 1960, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Conrad Lankenman—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ö 

Also, resolution of R. W. Smith Post, No. 270, of Wrights- 
ville, Pa., urging the granting of a pension to Ida L. and Clara 
H. Winters, to accompany bill H. R. 1958—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Petition of Painters and Decorators’ 
Local Union No, 32, of Amsterdam, N. Y., favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of citizens of Hannibal, Mo., fav- 
oring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Morris Bennett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Jacob Marietta— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Eliza 
Snodgrass—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of James C. Bryant— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: Resolution on the reorganization of the 
Army Medical Department as adopted by the Cumberland Val- 
ley Medical Association, of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany a bill for 
the relief of William Portell—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of George W. Hol- 
land, of Whitwell, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Beverly W. Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany 
bill granting a pension to John Young, of Jackson County, 
Ala.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
Seymour, Edward Keating, Hudson J. Van Scoter, and Capt. 
George H. Hodges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Valley Grange, No. 52, Patrons of Husbandry, 
favoring amendment to oleomargarine law striking out “ know- 
ingly —to the Committee on Agriculture. À 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of Local Union No. 15, United 
Union Workers of America, of Lincoln, III., favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Giles I. Slocum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


214 


Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Louisa D. Bur- 
net, now Foote—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Edward R. Dun- 
bar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBB: Petition of citizens of Charlotte, N. C., in 
regard to the massacres and persecutions of Jews in Russia— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Virgin Spring Council, No. 69, of Cor- 
nelius, N. C., and Belwood Council, No. 84, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Belwood, N. C., in favor of re- 
stricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Rebecca Garlands, 
Lockey Stewart, and Mary Greenes—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


SENATE. A 


Tuurspay, December 7, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 
THE JOURNAL. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, while at this early stage of the 
session I do not think it is desirable to dispense with the reading 
of the Journal, it is so very long to-day and the whole proceed- 
ing yesterday was so formal, I ask unanimous consent that the 
further reading be dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the further reading of the Journal be 
dispensed with. Is there objection? There is none, and the 
reading will be dispensed with. 

- ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 
ANNUAL REPORT UF THE LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Librarian of Congress for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1905; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT ON EDUCATION IN PORTO RICO. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of the commissioner of education for Porto 
Rico for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1905; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be printed. 

MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua ; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interoceanic Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF INTERIOR FOR PORTO RICO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of the commissioner of the interior for Porto 
Rico for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1905; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be printed. 

GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL FOR THE INSANE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a copy of a letter from Dr. William A. White, superin- 
tendent of the Government Hospital for the Insane, together 
with a report showing in detail the receipts and expenditures 
thereof; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LAWS OF HAWAII 

The VICH-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the acting goyernor of Hawaii, transmitting a copy of 
the senate journal, regular and extra sessions, of the third legis- 
lative assembly of the Territory of Hawaii; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. ` 

REPORT OF BOARD OF ORDNANCE AND FORTIFICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 

tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
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the fifteenth annual report of the Board of Ordnance and Forti- 
fication for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1905; which, with the 
accompanying paper, were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the forty-third 
annual report of the Comptroller of the Currency for the fiscal 
year ended October 31, 1905; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


KINGSTON HARBOR (MASSACHUSETTS) SURVEY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, to- 
gether with a report from Col. W. S. Stanton, relative to a pre- 
liminary examination of Kingston Harbor, Massachusetts ; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


IRRIGATION WORKS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a letter from the Director of the Geological Survey rela- 
tive to examinations and surveys for the location and construc- 
tion of irrigation works for the storage, diversion, and develop- 
ment of waters, including artesian wells, etc.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Geological Survey, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Loben and Mr. Bacon 
Regents on the part of the Senate of the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion, under the provisions of the Revised Statutes relative to 
that institation, to fill the vacancies occasioned by the death of 
Orville H. Platt and by the expiration of the term of Francis M. 
Cockrell. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the legislature 
of Georgia, praying for the repeal of the present Chinese-exclu- 
sion law; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration, 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


A resolution urging the repeal or 3 of the Chinese- exclusion 
ae 


Whereas the Chinese-exclusion act is now bearing its evil fruits in 
the boycott of American goods, and is likely to effect seriously our 
southern products, as well as the Christian mission work in China, 
unless repealed or modified: Therefore, 

Resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Georgia (the 
senate concurring), That the President of the United States and the 
Congress thereof are respectfully urged to repeal or so modify what is 
known as“ the Chinese-exclusion act“ as will not only restore friendly 
relations, but extend our commerce with that country. 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the Presi- 
dent, Vice-President, and Speaker of the National House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

JouHN M. SLATON, 
Speaker of House. 
Jno. T. BOIFEUILLET, 
Olerk of House. 
W. S. WEST, 
President of Senate. 
C. S. NorrHen, 
Secretary of Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the legisla- 
ture of the Territory of Hawaii, praying for the enactment of 
legislation imposing a duty on all coffee imported from foreign 
countries into the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

Concurrent resolution. 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives and the senate of the 
legislature of the Territory of Hawaii: 

Whereas the coffee industry of this Territory is now in a depressed 
condition and many of the plantations are threatened to be abandoned 
on account of the continued low paes of the product and the large 
ea ton ig of coffee imported into the United States from Mexico and 

entral America free of duty; and 

Whereas there are within this Territory large areas of land snit- 
able to the cultivation of coffee and there are large areas of coffee 
lands in the 3 Islands and Porto Rico, new possessions of the 
United States; an 

Whereas large amounts of American capital are now invested in 
this industry in the Territory of Hawaii and in the.new possessions of 
the United States, providing employment to many citizens unable to 
compete with the peon labor of South and Central America; and 

Whereas it is meet and proper that this industry and the citizens 
engaged in it should be encoura; and protected for the benefit of the 
Territory of Hawaii and the whole of the United States and its pos- 
sessions; and 

Whereas a distinguished commission of the honorable Senate of the 
United States, which lately visited the Territory of Hawaii and re- 
ported the same to the Senate of the United States, recommended that 
a bounty of 4 cents per pound be paid the producers of coffee within 
this Territory for each pound of coffee produced: Therefore, be It 

Resolved, That we respectfully petition the Congress of the United 
States to 1 a duty on all coffee imported from foreign countries 
into the United States, or in lieu thereof to provide a suitable bounty 


1905. 
to be paid to the producers of coffee within the United Sat to the 
end that a great internal agricultural industry may be created and 


the nation further become self-supporting. 

Resolved, That the governor of the Territory is hereby requested to 
transmit certified coples of this resolution to the President of the 
United States, to the President of the Senate of the United States, to 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States, and 
to the Delegate of the Territory of Hawaii, with the uest that the 
resolution be properly placed before the Congress of the United States. 

HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, March 10, 1905. 

We hereby certify the foregoing to be a true, full, and correct copy 
of a concurrent resolution this — 9 adopted in the house of repre- 
sentatives of the Territory of Haw: 

A. KNUDSEN, 


Eric 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
D. KALANOKALANI, Jr., 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
THE SENATE OF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, March 9, 1905. 

We hereby certify the mn ag os to be a true, full, and correct cop 
of a concurrent resolution this day adopted in the senate of the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii. 

D. PAuL R. ISENBERG, 
President of the Senate. 
WILLIAM SAVIDGE, 
Clerk of the Senate. 

I, G. R. Carter, governor of the Territory of Hawall, do hereby cer- 
tify that the foregoing is a true copy of a concurrent resolution 
by the legislature of the Territory of Hawali, and that the si, 
rans attached are those of the duly authorized officers of 

slature. 
ia witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the seal 
ae ae Territory of Hawaii to be affixed this 29th day of March, A. D. 
[sean] 


atures 
e said 


G. R. CARTER, 
Governor of Hawaii. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the legis- 
lature of the Territory of Hawaii, praying for the enactment of 
legislation excepting religious, benevolent, charitable, and scien- 
tifie corporations from the restriction contained in section 55 
of the act approved April 30, 1900, providing a government for 
the Territory of Hawaii; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as fol- 
lows: 

Concurrent resolution. 

Whereas for more than seventy-five years past the sisters and priests 
of the Roman Catholic Church have maintained and directed a mis- 
sion in the Hawaiian Islands under the name of the Catholic Mission 
of the Hawaiian Islands; and 

Whereas this mission resents several thousands of communicants 
and owns real estate in different parts of the Territory which is used 
for church and school purposes, and where not so used is held for such 
use when the population of the Territory shall warrant the same; and 

Whereas the said Catholic mission is not an incorporated body, but is 
man by said bishop and 2 under the rules, regulatlons, and 


discipline of the Roman Catholic Church; and 
Whereas ishop and priests desire to become incorporated, but 
as the said mission owns throughout the entire group of islands over 


1,000 acres of land an act of Congress is necessary to protect them in 
their vested rights if they should form a corporation; and 
Whereas religious, benevolent, charitable, or scientific corporations 
should not be restricted like business corporations in their real-estate 
holdings to 1,000 acres of land: Therefore, 
the Territory of Hawaii 


Resolved by the senate of the legislature o 
(the house of sentatives concurring), t the Congress of the 
United States of America be, is hereby, memorialized to pass an act 
excepting religious, benevolent, charitable, and scientific corporations 
from the restriction contained in section 55 of “An act to provide a 

‘overnment for the Territory of Hawaii,” approved April 30, 1900, 
imiting the real-estate holdings of corporations to 1,000 acres of land, 
and allowing religious, benevolent, charitable, and scientific corpora- 
tions to hold any number of acres of land, poring such land is used 
strictly and exclusively for religious, benevolent, itable, or scien- 
tific purposes, as the case may be. 

That the mocrerary of the senate and the clerk of the house of rep- 
resentatives be, and they are hereby, directed to jointly certify and 
send a copy of this resolution to the President of the Senate, a co; 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the Congress of the 
United States, and a copy to Hon. J. K. Kalanianaole, Delegate to Con- 
gress, for submission to that honorable body. 

We hereb: ees that the foregoing concurrent resolution was 
— fer by e legislature of the Territory of Hawaii on the 26th day 
of April, D. 1 


WILLIAM Savipen 
Clerk of the Senate. 
D. KALAUOKALANI, Jr., 
Clerk, House of Representatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Hum- 
boldt Chamber of Commerce, of Eureka, Cal., remonstrating 
against any modification of the present Chinese-exclusion law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the city council of Santa Fe, 
N. Mex., praying for the enactment of legislation admitting 
New Mexico and Arizona into the Union as one State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the Rockford Manufacturers 
and Shippers’ Association, of Rockford, Ill, praying for the 
enactment of legislation enlarging the powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the National German-American 
Alliance of the United States, praying for the enactment of 
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legislation providing for the reestablishment of the Army can- 
teen; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Southeastern Millers’ 
Association, of Nashville, Tenn., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation enlarging the powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades League of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation admitting 
to this country Chinese visitors and travelers not of the cooly 
class; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented memorials of the American Bar Associa- 
tion; the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., and of the Commercial Club of Des Moines, 
Iowa, remonstrating against the repeal of the present bank- 
ruptcy law; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Lodge, Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the 
enactment of the so-called employers’ liability bill;” which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of Alcia M. Wentworth 
and sundry other citizens of Oneonta, N. Y., praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit po- 
lygamy; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Robert Harris, of New 
York City, praying that an investigation be made into the condi- 
tions existing in the Kongo Free State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. KEAN presented a memorial of the National Society for 
the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation extending the twenty-eight-hour limit 
during which live stock may be carried in cars; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Boise, Idaho, and of the Boise City Typographical Union, of 
Idaho, praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict im- 
migration; which were referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. S 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 98) 
granting an increase of pension to Doris Florence Clegg; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 99) 
granting an increase of pension to Eugene P. Kingsley; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of Lincoln Hall Council, 
No. 4, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Wind- 
sor, Vt., and a petition of Local Council No. 41, Junior Order 
of United American Mechanics, of Newport Center, Vt, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented memorials of St. Albans Division, No. 24, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of St. Albans; of Local Division 
No. 106, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Bellows Falls; 
of C. W. Clement Division, No. 296, Order of Railway Con- 
ductors, of Rutland; of Otter Creek Division, No. 347, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, of Rutland; of Green Mountain 
Lodge, No. 535, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of St. 
Albans, and of Local Division No. 45, Order of Railroad Teleg- 
raphers, of Woodsyille, all in the State of Vermont, remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called Esch-Townsend rail- 
road rate bill; which were referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a petition of sundry citizens of South 
Dakota, praying for the enactment of legislation amending the 
patent laws relating to patents affecting medicinal substances; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of South Da- 
kota, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SMOOT presented petitions of Local Council No. 111, 
Journeymen Tailors’ Union of America, of Ogden, Utah, and of 
Local Division No. 382, of Salt Lake City, Utah, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of Local Union No. 1601, 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of 
Elkins, W. Va., praying for the enactment of legislation to re- 
strict immigration; which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

Mr. ANKENY ted a petition of the ministers of the Bel- 
lingham District of the Puget Sound Conference of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, of Stanwood, Wash., praying for an inves- 
tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, 
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a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Spokane, Wash., praying for the negotiation of a new treaty 
with China; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 131, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Seattle; 
of the Ballard-Seattle Weavers’ Union No. 12, American Fed- 
eration of Labor, of Ballard; of the Whatcom Central Labor 
Council, American Federation of Labor, of Bellingham; of 
Local Lodge No. 162, International Union of Steam Engineers, 
of Everett; of Local Council No. 2, Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics of Seattle, and of Local Council No. 3, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Bellingham, all 
in the State of Washington, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to restrict immigration; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

Mr. NIXON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ne- 
yada, praying for the enactment of legislation to protect the 
mineral lands lying within the limits of the railroad grants; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PERKINS presented memorials of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Red Bluff; of the Board of Trade of Winters; of 
Orange Groye Lodge, No..97, Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire- 
men, of Los Angeles; of the Grocers’ Protective Association of 
Stockton; of Local Division No. 161, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers, of San Francisco; of Golden Gate Lodge, No. 91, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of San Francisco; of the 
Transportation Club of San Francisco; of Local Division No. 
11, Order of Railway Conductors, of Los Angeles; of the Prod- 
uce Exchange of Los Angeles; of Southern Pacific Division, 
No. 364, Order of Railway Conductors; of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Woodland; of El Capitan Division, No. 115, Order 
of Railway Conductors, of San Francisco, all in the State of 
California, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
enlarging the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Commercial Clubs of Santa 
Barbara; of the California Fruit Growers’ Association, of 
Los Angeles; of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco; 
of the Fresno County Chamber of Commerce, of Fresno; of the 
Upland Citrous Association, of Upland; of the Fruit Exchange 
of Pomona, and of the Highland Growers’ Association, of High- 
land, all in the State of California, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; which were referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Eureka, Cal., remonstrating against any change being made in 
the present Chinese-exclusion law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of the United Brotherhood of 
Carpenters and Joiners’ Association of Fresno; of the Coopers’ 
International Union of Santa Cruz; of Abraham Lincoln Coun- 
cil, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of San Fran- 
cisco; of the Carmen’s Union of Oakland; of the Trades and 
Labor Council of Vallejo; of Fearless Lodge, No. 15, Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists, of San Bernardino; of George 
Washington Council, No. 49, Junior Order of United American 
Mechanics, of Fresno; of the Associated Charities of San 
Joaquin County, Stockton, and of sundry citizens of Oakland, 
all in the State of California, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to restrict immigration; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Sacramento, Cal., praying that commercial treaties be entered 
into with France, Russia, Switzerland, and Austria-Hungary ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Japanese and Korean 
Exclusion League, of San Francisco, Cal., and a petition of the 
Sacramento Federated Trades Council, of Sacramento, Cal., 
praying that the terms of the Chinese-exclusion law be extended 
so as to exclude from the United States all classes of Chinese 
and Koreans other than those exempted by the terms of the 
present law; which were referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

He also presented a petition of the Venice assembly, of Venice, 
Cal., praying that an investigation be made into the conditions 
existing in the Kongo Free State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. NELSON presented a resolution of the legislature of Min- 
nesota, indorsing the action of the President in waging war 
against unlawful combinations in restraint of trade; which was 


referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Concurrent resolutions. 


Resolved by the senate of the State of Minnesota (the house of repre- 
sentatives concurring), That we do hereby extend to the struggling peo- 
ple of Kansas our earnest I and support in the contest inaugu- 
rated with the Standard Oil Company for economic freedom in fhe 
markets of their State and to secure an open field in which to exploit 
and develop the bounteous riches lavished upon them by the hand of 
nature; and we recommend to all our sister States cordial cooperation 
with the heroic permis of Kansas in their efforts to destroy every form 
of monopolistic and corporate tyranny, to the end that trade and com- 
merce 8 and consumption may again shed their beneticence 
over the people unhampered and untrammeled by unlawful con- 
spiracies, conceived and born only to gratify greed, to depress the prices 
of the producer, while enhancing the cost of everything to the consumer. 

Resolved, That we expect and rightfully demand that our Senators, 
and Representatives in the Congress of the United States do all in 
their power to advance and carry to a triumphant issue the plans and 
policies of our President, Theodore Roosevelt, in the warfare he now is 
waging against unlawful combinations and conspiracies, whose sole 
cae is to stifle 5 restrain trade, and plunder alike pro- 

ucer and consumer. The people have come to recognize that our capl- 
talistic monopolies are laying the whole country under tribute, and that 
the only road to salvation, safety, and prosperity lies in the direction 
of laws wisely framed for the destruction of these monster evils and in 
the determined, inflexible enforcement of such laws. 

Resolved, That in his manly, courageous, and 3 attempt to 
regulate trusts, corporations, monopolies, and all unlawful combina- 
tions and to punish all violators of the law pertaining to such evils, 
regardless of persons, the President of the United States is deserving 
of, and will receive, the support of both branches of the legislature o 
this State and the commendation and unanimous and unswerving sop: 
port ~ all the people of this Commonwealth regardless of partisanship 
or party. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to each of our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress. 


Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the legislature of Min- 
nesota, praying for the enactment of legislation opening certain 
lands to settlement on the Indian reservations in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed in the Recoxp, as follows: ` 


Whereas by an act of Congress, introduced by our Senator NELSON, 
entitled “An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians," 
a treaty was made with said Indians whereby they were to select lands 
for homes, and the remainder of their reservations were to be opened 
for actual settlers, at $1.25 per acre and five years’ residence, the tim- 
ber being first sold, which has been done; and 

Whereas by su uent legislation 225,000 acres of sald c¢ut-over 
lands were reserved for experiment in forestry, without compensation 
to the Indians; and 

Whereas such lands surround the allotments taken by the Indians 
and render them valueless, thus defeating the purposes of the Nelson 
Act, which was to rep them, educate them, and make them self-sup- 
porting. Land without roads, schools, churches, and towns, and no 
= to get them, is worthless; and 

yhereas the State owns about 145,000 acres of land located within 
said tract, which is depreciated in value for the same reasons; and 

Whereas the reservation of so much land fit for settlement is an in- 
jury not only to that part of the State, but to the commercial interests 
of the whole State, the land reserved being already crossed by two rail- 
roads: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the house (the senate concurring), That the Congress of 
the United States is requested to enact a law to open said lands to set- 
tlement by actual settlers, conformably to the Nelson Act. 

Resolved further, That our Senators and Representatives are re- 
quested to urge this matter upon Congress. ` 

Resolved further, That the secretary of state is instructed to send 
copies of these resolutions to our Senators and Representatiyes and to 
the President of the United States and the Secretary of the Interior. 

Which was adopted. 

STATE OF. MINNESOTA, 
Department of State: 

I, P. E. Hanson, secretary of state in and for the State of Minnesota, 
hereby certify that the hereto attached copy of a resolution is a true 
and correct copy of 5 resolution adopted by the senate and house 
of 5 ves of State of Minnesota on the 4th day of April, 
A. D. 


In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great 
seal of the State to be affixed at the capitol, in St. Paul, this 6th day 
of April, in the year of our Lord 1905. 

[sean] P. E. HANSON, Secretary of State. 


Mr. NELSON presented petitions of sundry homestead set- 
tlers of Minnesota, praying for the enactment of legislation 
extending the time in which to make payments for lauds pur- 
chased and occupied by them as homesteads; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Medical Society of Ramsey 
County, Minn., praying for the passage of the so-called “ pure- 
food bill;“ which was referred to the Committee on Manufac- 
tures. 

He also presented a petition of Iron Molders’ Union No. 
226, American Federation of Labor, of Brainerd, Minn., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Man- 
kato, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the conclusion of reciprocal treaties with foreign countries 
to encourage commerce; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented a petition of the legislature of Idaho, 
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praying for the passage of the so-called “ pure-food bill;” 
which was referred to the Committee on Manufactures, and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


STATE or IDAHO, 
Office of the Secretary of State: 

I, Will H. Gibson, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify 
that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of house joint 
memorial No. 1 (by Aulbach) the house of representatives Feb- 
ruary 21, 1905; passed the senate February 27, 1905; filed in the 
office of the secretary of state March 2, 1905. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
4th day of March, A. D. 1905. 

WILL. H. Graso 


[SEAL] N, 
Secretary of State. 
House joint memorial No. 1 (by Aulbach), memoralizing the Congress 
of the United States. 
Your memorialist, the legislature of the State of Idaho, respectfully 
represent that, having heretofore enacted laws for the protection of the 


people against adulterated, misbranded, and deleterious f drugs, 
and medicines, realizing the necessity for adequate legislation Con- 
gress to protect the State against interstate commerce in suc ro- 


hibited articles, does hereby memorialize the Senate of the United 
States to speedily enact efficient legislation prohibiting interstate com- 
merce in adulterated, misbranded, and deleterious f drugs, and 
medicines to the end that the laws of our State relative thereto may 
be more effective. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented a petition of the legislature of Idaho, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Srarn or Ipano, 
Office of the Secretary of State. 


I, Will H. Gibson, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify 
that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of house con- 
current resolution No. 4 (by Thomas). Passed the house of a. 
sentatives January 20, 1905; passed the senate March 3, 1905; filed in 
the cffice of the secretary of state March 5, 1905. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
4th day of March, A. D. 1905. 


[SEAL.] WILL H. GIBSON 


Secretary of State. 
House concurrent resolution No. 4 (by Thomas). 

Whereas steps haye been taken by the National Congress now as- 
sembled in e Soo toward enlarging the power of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission in accordance with the ideas of President Roose- 
velt: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That our representatives in Congress from Idaho be re- 
quested to uphold the hands of our President in this movement. 

And be it further resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent 
each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

This house concurrent resolution passed the house of representatives 
on the 20th day of January, 1905. 

JAMES F. HUNT, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


This house concurrent resolution passed the senate on the 3d day 
of March, 1905, 
B. N. STEEVES, 
President of the Senate. 


I hereby certify that the within house concurrent resolution No. 4 
originated in the house of representatives of the legislature of the 
State of Idaho during the eighth session. 

Witt H. SHERIER, 


Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Boise, 
Idaho, and a petition of the Typographical Union of Boise, 
Idaho, praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict im- 
migration; which were referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

Mr. STONE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kansas, 
Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation granting relief to 
the Jews in Russia; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Local Lodge, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, of Monett, Mo., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to restrict immigration; which was referred to 
the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of Iron Molders’ Union No. 
226, American Federation of Labor, of Brainerd, Minn., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of sundry business firms of 
Hastings, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
prohibit unjust discriminations in railroad freight rates; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of the American So- 
ciety of Equity, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit speculation by boards of trade on 
farm products; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Clubs of the 
Indian Territory, praying for the establishment of county bounda- 
ries in the new State of Oklahoma to be formed according to 
the lines of recording districts; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, 


He also presented a petition of the International Stewards’ 
Association of the North Middle States, of Indianapolis, Ind., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the adultera- 
tion and misbranding of foods; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. 

He also presented petitions of the Electrotypers’ Union No. 
30, of Indianapolis; of Central Labor Union of Vincennes; of 
Newcastle Council, No. 16, of Newcastle; of Iron Molders’ 
Union No. 51, of Evansville; of Typographical Union No. 395, 
of Vincennes; of Boundary Council, No. 59, of Boundary; of 
Dunkirk Council, No. 14, of Dunkirk, all of the American Fed- 
eration of Labor, in the State of Indiana, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to restrict immigration; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 


LAWS OF TEXAS RESPECTING RAILROADS. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, during the sitting of the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce in April and May of this 
year, Mr. Victor Morawetz, a citizen of New York, volunteered 
an attack upon the laws of the State of Texas respecting rail- 
roads and the action of the railroad commission of that State. 
Subsequently the attention of Mr. Allison Mayfield, a member 
of the railroad commission of Texas, was called to this testi- 
mony, and he has written, in the form of a letter to me, an an- 
swer to this voluntary criticism. 

In view of the fact that his letter reached me too late to be 
presented to the Committee on Interstate Commerce and included 
in the report of testimony and statements taken by that com- 
mittee, I ask that this answer be printed in the Rxconb and also 
as a Senate document, so that it may be convenient for all 
Senators to examine it. 

The VICW-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas presents 
a communication and asks that it may be printed in the RECORD 
and that it also be printed as a document. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Texas that he 
omit printing the communication in the Recorp. Let it be 
printed as a document. It can be easily attached to the testi- 
mony. I fear that we shall get too much matter in the RECORD 
in that way. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
the Senator from Iowa. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication will be printed 
as a Senate document and referred 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Texas also 
that it be referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Let it be referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is so ordered. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia: s 

A bill (S. 823) to rectify the boundary line of Rock Creek 
Park (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 824) to incorporate the Economic Heating and Re- 
frigerating Company, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 825) to authorize street railway companies in 
the District of Columbia to convey small freight, express mat- 
ter, and so forth; 

A bill (S. 826) to amend “An act to establish a code of law 
for the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1901, as 
amended by the acts approved January 31 and June 30, 1902, 
relating to the improper issue, sale, gift, or use of transfer 
tickets of street railroads; and 

A bill (S. 827) authorizing certain extensions to be made in 
the lines of the City and Suburban Railway, of Washington: the 
Washington Railway and Electric Company, and the Anacostia’ 
and Potomac River Railroad Company, in the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 828) for the relief of 
Albert V. Conway, trustee; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. s 

He also introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 829) granting an increase of pension to James 
Gannon; 

A bill (S. 830) granting an increase of pension to Owen D. 
Lovejoy ; and 
85 hoy (S. 831) granting an increase of pension to Isaac G. 

ark, 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 832) to correct the 
military record of Asa Niles; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 


Very well; I accept the suggestion of 
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3 by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
ensions: 

A bill (S. 833) granting an increase of pension to Milon 
Wilson (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 834) granting an increase of pension to Lucien W. 
French (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 835) granting an increase of pension to John W. 


Scott; 

A bill (S. 836) granting an increase of pension to Charles A. 
Fay (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 837) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
C. Dunton; and 

A bill (S. 838) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
C. Sawyer. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 839) granting an increase of pension to Roswell 
F. George (with accompanying papers) ; 

A 5% (S. 840) granting an increase of pension to Dwight P. 


cist (S. 841) granting an increase of pension to Willard P. 
affee ; 

A bill (S. 842) granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Eggleston (with accompanying papers) ; 
an bill (S. 843) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 

ey; 

A bill (S. 844) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Ryan (with accompanying papers); and 
5 A bill (S. 845) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 

age. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 846) to increase the limit 
of cost of the United States post-office at Elizabeth, N. J.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 847) for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon in the city of 
Plainfield, N. J.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 848) to appoint 
Warren C. Beach a captain in the Army and place him on the 
retired list; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CRANE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

IS bill (S. 849) granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
rter ; 

A bill (S. 850) granting an increase of pension to Arthur For- 
rester Devereux ; 

111 bill (8. 851) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
ouser ; 

A bill (S. 852) granting an increase of pension to Albert Y. 
Trench (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 853) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Lander; and 

A bill (S. 854) granting a pension to W. W. Gauthier. 

Mr. CRANE introduced a bill (S. 855) to provide for the due 
correction of original appointment of Maj. John C. White, United 
States Army, retired, to a second lieutenancy, Tenth United 
States Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 856) for the relief of the estate of Marcus Walker, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 857) for the relief of Josephine Roberts; and 

A bill (S. 858) for the relief of the trustees of the First Bap- 
tist Church of Mansfield, La. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 859) granting an increase of pension to Richard T. 
Fried (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 860) granting an increase of pension to Gilamous 
McCarty (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 861) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
O’Connor (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 862) granting an increase of pension to J. M. Ea- 


man; 
A bill (S. 863) granting an increase of pension to I. S. Pros- 
ser; 
A bill (S. 864) granting an increase of pensien to W. A. Whit- 
aker; 


A bill (S. 865) granting an increase of pension to J. R. Wil- 
liamson ; 


pe pat (S. 866) granting an increase of pension to Horace 
. (S. 867) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
e 5 (S. 868) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
1 (S. 869) granting an increase of pension to Baltzar 

ke pa (S. 870) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 


5. din (S. 871) granting an increase of pension to E. N. Mel- 


* bill (S. 872) granting an increase of pension to W. H. Lo- 
rance ; 

A bill (S. 873) granting an increase of pension to J. A. Me- 
Cormick ; 
4a bill (S. 874) granting an increase of pension to C. W. 

reen; 

; A bill (S. 875) granting an increase of pension to N. A. Ham- 
ilton ; 

A bill (S. 876) granting an increase of pension to Walker 
Jones; 

A bill (S. 877) granting an increase of pension to Robert P, 
Faris; 

A bill (S. 878) granting an increase of pension to Amos E. 
Evans; 

A bill (S. 879) granting an increase of pension to Owen 
Buchanan ; 

A bill (S. 880) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Brannan ; 

A bill (S. 881) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Beasley ; 

A bill (S. 882) granting an increase of pension to Daniel P, 
Babb; 

A bill (S. 883) granting an increase of pension to T. A. 
Willson ; 

A pu (S. 884) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Man: 

A pill (S. 885) granting an increase of pension to John 
Timmerman ; 

A bill (S. 886) granting an increase of pension to Doctor 
Swigart; 

A bill (S. 887) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Testinan ; 

A bill (S. 888) granting an increase of pension to George T. B. 


Carr; 

A bill (S. 889) granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. 
Ewing; 

A bill (S. 890) granting an increase of pension to L. D. 
Bennett; 

A bill (S. 891) granting an increase of pension to Amos H. 
Denman ; 

A bill (S. 892) granting an increase of pension to Samuel S. 
Dotson ; 

A bill (S. 893) granting an increase of pension to Moses 
Davis; 

A bill (S. 894) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sewell; 

A bill (S. 895) granting an increase of pension to Louisa A. 
Ritchey ; 

A bill (S. 896) granting an increase of pension to Lydia R. 
Hicks; 

A bill (S. 897) granting an increase of pension to Julia Law- 


rence; 
A bill (S. 898) granting an increase of pension to Mary P. 
Bradley ; 
A bill (S. 899) granting an increase of pension to Ella R. 


Cooper ; 

A bill (S. 900) granting an increase of pension to Maria Van 
Kleek ; 

A bill (S. 901) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Wilcox; and 

A bill (S. 902) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Pearman. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 903) for the relief of Mrs. E. W. Williams; 

A bill (S. 904) for the relief of the heirs of Laura E. Wilkin- 
son, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 905) for the relief of the estate of William Johnson, 


eceased ; 
A bill (8. 906) for the relief of the heirs of Ella Parker, 
deceased ; | 
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A bill (S. 907) for the relief of William Moseley, trustee of 
the estate of William Moseley, deceased (with accompanying 
papers) ; 

A bill (S. 908) for the relief of Mrs. Frances W. Robinson 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 909) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
M. D. Hopkins; 

A bill (S. 910) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Colby ; 

A bill (S. 911) granting an increase of pension to Julius A. 
Davis ; 

A bill (S. 912) granting an increase of pension to Ada Eaton; 

A bill (S. 913) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Foster ; 

A bill (S. 914) granting an increase of pension to Edwin R. 
II — 


ardy ; 
A bill (S. 915) granting an increase of pension to Augusta A. 
Hawes; 

A bill (S. 916) granting an increase of pension to Bradley B. 
Aldrich ; 

A bill (S. 917) granting an increase of pension to Lyman M. 
Aldrich ; 

A bill (S. 918) granting an increase of pension to Edwin N. 
Baker; 

A bill (S. 919) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Atwood; and 

A bill (S. 920) granting an increase of pension to Abraham S. 
Brown. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 921) to provide for the 
payment of the volunteers who rendered service to the Terri- 
tory of Oregon in the Cayuse Indian war of 1847 and 1848; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 922) increasing the limit of cost 
for a public building at Spokane, Wash.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 923) granting an increase of 
pension to Nathaniel L. Badger; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PILES introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce: 

A bill (S. 924) to establish a light-house and fog-signal sta- 
tion at the entrance to Bellingham Bay, State of Washington; 

A bill (S. 925) for the construction of a steam vessel for the 
Revenue-Cutter Service, for duty in the district of Puget Sound; 

A bill (S. 926) to authorize the construction of two steam 
vessels for the Revenue-Cutter Service, for duty on Puget Sound, 
Washington; 

A bill (S. 927) establishing a fog signal at Ediz Hook light 
station, State of Washington, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 928) providing for the establishment of a life-sav- 
ing station in the vicinity of Cape Flattery, or Flattery Rocks, 
on the coast of Washington; and 

A bill (S. 929) to establish a dwelling for keeper of fog signal 
at Robinson Point, State of Washington. 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 930) to provide for the 
refunding of certain license moneys collected in the district of 
Alaska to the town of Chena, in said district; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 931) making an appropriation 
for the administration and improvement of the Mount Rainier 
National Park, in the State of Washington; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Forest 
Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
‘Public Buildings and Grounds; 

A bill (S. 932) increasing the limit of cost for public building 
at Tacoma, Wash. ; 

A bill (S. 933) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Aberdeen, in the State 
of Washington; and 

A bill (S. 934) providing for a public building at Olympia, 
State of Washington. 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 935) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to fix the salaries of the deputy collec- 
tors of customs at the subports of Tacoma and Seattle, in the 
State of Washington, and repealing all laws inconsistent there- 


with; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 936) granting right of way for 
telegraph and telephone lines in the district of Alaska; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 937) granting a pension to 
H. Heasley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NIXON introduced a bill (S. 938) granting an increase 
of pension to Angeline Watson; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. . 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 939) for the relief of Lieut. 
Jerome E. Morse, United States Navy, retired; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 940) granting an increase of 
pension to Antoinette Stewart; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 941) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Mattson ; 

A bill (S. 942) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Steffes ; 

A bill (S. 943) granting an increase of pension to Oscar R. 
Arnold; 

A bill (S. 944) granting an increase of pension to R. F. Cat- 
terson ; 

A bill (S. 945) granting a pension to Bridget E. Chrystie; 

A bill (S. 946) granting a pension to Gertrude Stanley ; 

A bill (S. 947) granting a pension to Annie Ellis; 

A bill (S. 948) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Paul; 

A bill (S. 949) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Eppler; and 

A bill (S. 950) granting a pension to Emma M. Rea. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 951) to grant to the State 
of Minnesota certain vacant lands in said State for forestry 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 952) to authorize a patent to 
be issued to Stephen Teichner for certain lands therein de- 
scribed; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce : 

A bill (S. 953) -for the establishment of lights at the mouths 
of Warroad and Rainy rivers, Lake of the Woods, Minnesota; 

A bill (S. 954) to promote the efficiency of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service; and 

A bill (S. 955) authorizing the city of Nome, a municipal cor- 
poration organized and existing under chapter 21, title 3, of an 
act of Congress approved June 6, 1900, entitled “An act making 
further provision for a civil government for Alaska, and for 
other purposes,” to construct a free bridge across the Snake 
River at Nome City, in the Territory of Alaska. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 956) providing for the 
election of a Delegate to the House of Representatives from 
the district of Alaska; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 957) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to define and punish crimes in the district of Alaska, 
and to provide a code of criminal procedure for said district,” 
approved March 3, 1899; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 958) to provide an additional 
district judge for the district of Alaska, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 959) to amend section 905 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
ae. by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 

ry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 960) authorizing national bank- 
ing associations to make loans on real estate security in certain 
cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 961) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Alex- 
andria, in the State of Minnesota; which was read twice by 
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its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 962) to modify the law per- 
taining to the acquisition and holding of lode claims in the 
district of Alaska; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 963) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to extend the free-delivery system of the Post-Office 
Department, and for other purposes,” approved January 3, 
1887; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 964) for the relief of Andrew A. 
Kelly; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 965) for the relief of Mrs. P. J. 
Getty, administratrix; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 966) for the relief of A. M. 
Darling, administrator; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 967) to amend section 2 of an 
act entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide 
for the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska,’” ap- 
proved June 9, 1896; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 968) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Michaelis, alias Edward Michel; 

A bill (S. 969) granting an increase of pension to Howard 
Ellis; 

A bill (S. 970) granting an increase of pension to William 
Crome; and 

A bill (S. 971) granting an increase of pension to W. H. 
Hackney. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 972) 
to amend section 2 of the act approved June 6, 1896, entitled 
“An act relating to the sale of gas in the District of Columbia; ” 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 973) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay James L. An- 
derson the sum of $598.28; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 974) granting an increase of 
pension to David L. Wright; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 975) granting an increase of 
pension to James Shaffer; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCUMBBER introduced a bill (S. 976) granting pensions 
to certain enlisted men, soldiers, and officers who served in the 
war of the rebellion; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 977) to amend an act en- 
titld “An act to provide for the adjudication and payment of 
claims arising from Indian depredations,” approved March 3, 
1891; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 978) for the relief of Henry 
Bradley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 979) to amend an act entitled 
“An act authorizing the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Rail- 
road Company to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and 
foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River at or near the 
city of Yankton, S. Dak.;” which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S., 980) to ratify an agreement with 
the Lower Brulé band of the Sioux tribe of Indians in South 
Dakota, and making appropriation to carry same into effect; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 981) conferring jurisdiction 
upon the Court of Claims in Congressional Case No. 22524, 
entitled “The Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Sioux Indians 
against The United States,” and authorizing said court to re- 
port certain facts therein to Congress, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 982) to establish mining experi- 
ment stations, to aid in the development of the mineral re- 
sources of the United States, and for other purposes; which 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 983) to validate certain cer- 
tificates of soldiers’ additional homestead right; which was 
SEF users by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 984) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Benedict ; 

A bill (S. 985) granting an increase of pension to Daniel J. 
Smith; and 

A bill (S. 986) granting an increase of pension to Caroline M. 
Doan (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 987) providing for the 
granting of additional lands to the State of Idaho for the pur- 
pose of aiding in the construction of the State capitol and the 
procuring of the grounds and accommodations necessary and 
incident thereto; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 988) granting a pension to Russell A. McKinley; 

A bill (S. 989) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Robinson ; 

A bill (S. 990) granting an increase of pension to Relf 
Bledsoe ; 

A bill (S. 991) granting a pension to Jane McMahon; 

A bill (S. 992) granting a pension to Albert E. Lyon; 

A bill (S. 993) granting a pension to Samuel J. Langdon; 

A bill (S. 994) granting a pension to Henry Weston; 

A bill (S. 995) granting a pension to James T. Quarles; 

A bill (S. 996) granting a pension to John Robinson; 

A bill (S. 997) granting an increase of pension to David O. 
Nigh; 

A bill (S. 998) granting a pension to Enoch A. White; 

A bill (S. 999) granting an increase of pension to Cary P. 
Taplin; and 

A bill (S. 1000) granting a pension to George W. Soule. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1001) for the relief of John L. Smithmeyer and 
Paul J. Pelz; and 

A bill (S. 1002) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Samuel Schiffer. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 1003) giving jurisdiction 
to certain State and Territorial courts over the possessory 
rights in the public lands of the United States of the parties to 
divorce proceedings; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MONBY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1004) for the relief of Abner P. Bush; 

A bill (S. 1005) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Phoenix, Miss.; and 

A bill (S. 1006) for the relief of the estate of George M. 
Coker, deceased. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1007) to repeal section 4136 
of the Revised Statutes, relating to the admission to registry of 
repaired foreign wrecks; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1008) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Samuel A. Crawford; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions : 

A bill (S. 1009) granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 
Carville; 

A bill (S. 1010) granting an increase of pension to Joel M. 
Sawyer (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1011) granting an increase of pension to Jolin E. 
Woodsum (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1012) granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. 
Foster (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. McCREARY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1013) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. O’Dear (with an accompanying paper); 
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A bill (S. 1014) granting an increase of pension to John 
Masters (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1015) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
McSwain (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1016) granting an increase of pension to Mollie 
Tarvin ; 

A bill (S. 1017) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Ryan; 

A bill (S. 1018) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Lucas (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1019) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Dobyns. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 1020) making an appro- 
priation for completing the construction of the road to Bar- 
rancas military post by way of the national cemetery and the 
navy-yard on the naval reservation near Pensacola, Fla.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 1021) granting a pension 
to Rollin A. Pratt; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1022) granting an increase of pension to Heart 
Echard; 

A bill (S. 1023) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Shippman; and 

A bill (S. 1024) granting a pension to Julia Coolen. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1025) for the relief of John Weikart; and 

A bill (S. 1026) for the relief of Gen. C. ©. Andrews. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1027) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to regulate the immigration of aliens into the 
United States,” approved March 3, 1903; which was read twice 

- by its title, and referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1028) to regulate the immigra- 
tion of aliens into the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1029) to amend section 2165 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to naturali- 
zation; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a hill (S. 1030) for the relief of James 
Grace; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 1031) granting to the 
State of California 5 per cent of the net proceeds of the cash 
sales of public lands in said State; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1032) to aid in the erection of 
a statue of Commodore John D. Sloat, United States Navy, at 
Monterey, Cal.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1033) granting permission to 
Rear-Admiral Bowman H. McCalla, United States Navy, to 
accept a decoration tendered to him by the Emperor of Ger- 
many, and a medal awarded by the King of Great Britain; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1034) providing for the purchase 
of metal and the coinage of minor coins, and the distribution 
and redemption of said coins; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1035) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
McClory ; 

A bill (S. 1036) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Beachey ; 

A bill (S. 1037) granting an increase of pension to Adolphus 
L. Oxton; 

A bill (S. 1038) granting an increase of pension to James 
Frazier ; 

A bill (S. 1039) granting a pension to Andrew Barr; 
ae bill (S. 1040) granting an increase of pension to James 

joan; 

A bill (S. 1041) granting an increase of pension to Myron E. 
Billings; and 

A bill (S. 1042) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Piccard. 

Mr. HEMENWAY introduced the following bills; which were 


severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1043) granting a pension to William F. Bunger; 

— hii (S. 1044) to restore Lieut. James Hampton to the pen- 
sion roll; 

T bill (S. 1045) granting an increase of pension to D. L. Bell- 
ville; 

A bill (S. 1046) granting an increase of pension to Jobn D. 
McCullough; and 
8 A ae (S. 1047) granting an increase of pension to Joshua F. 

purlin. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE introduced a bill (S. 1048) for the relief 
of Hyland C. Kirk and others, assignees of Addison C. Fletcher; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1049) granting a pension to Julia L. Parrott; 

A bill (S. 1050) granting a pension to Jennie Morrow; 

A bill (S. 1051) granting a pension to Edward B. Webb; 

A bill (S. 1052) granting a pension to A. Elizabeth Nichols; 

A bill (S. 1053) granting a pension to Bartlett Minot; 

A bill (S. 1054) granting a pension to W. H. H. Lewis; 

A bill (S. 1055) granting a pension to Etta S. Jeffrey; 

A bill (S. 1056) granting a pension to Job E. Brownell; 

A bill (S. 1057) granting a pension to Henry F. Tower; 

a bill (S. 1058) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
anna; 

A bill (& 1059) granting a pension to Elliott H. Benton; 

A bill (S. 1060) granting a pension to Moses A. Lovelady ; 

A bill (S. 1061) granting a pension to Lewis W. Goddard; 

A bill (S. 1062) granting a pension to Thomas B. Hanoum ; 

A bill (S. 1063) granting a pension to William J. Hough- 
taling; 

A bill (S. 1064) granting a pension to James H. Hower; 

A bill (S. 1065) granting a pension to Edgar L. Beckwith; 

A bill (S. 1066) granting a pension to T. D. Britton; 

A bill (S. 1067) granting a pension to John Burns; 

A bill (S. 1068) granting a pension to Rafael Chacon; 

A bill (S. 1069) granting a pension to Mary L. Daniels; 

A bill (S. 1070) granting a pension to A. S. Elwood; 

A bill (S. 1071) granting a pension to John F. Kline; 

A bill (S. 1072) granting a pension to Andrew J. McWade; 

A bill (S. 1073) granting a pension to Thomas Madden; 

A bill (S. 1074) granting a pension to John G. B. Masters; 

A bill (S. 1075) granting a pension to Maria L. Meserve; 

A bill (S. 1076) granting a pension to Thomas M. Moore; 

A bill (S. 1077) granting a pension to Archie Nunnelly; 

A bill (S. 1078) granting a pension to Morgan O’Brien; 

A bill (S. 1079) granting a pension to John E. Page; 

A bill (S. 1080) granting a pension to Luther B. Paxon; 

A bill (S. 1081) granting a pension to Robert N. Pollock; 

A bill (S. 1082) granting a pension to Milton Reynolds; 

A bill (S. 1083) granting a pension to Thomas B. Roark; 

A bill (S. 1084) granting a pension to O. Gustave Roedel; 

A bill (S. 1085) granting a pension to Mary P. Scovel; 

A bill (S. 1086) granting a pension to Upton T. Smith; 

A bill (S. 1087) granting a pension to Henry Stutsman; 

A bill (S. 1088) granting a pension to John D. Thomas; 

A bill (S. 1089) granting a pension to William C. Thoms; 

A bill (S. 1090) granting a pension to Daniel L. Tracy; 

A bill (S. 1091) granting a pension to Henry Wagner; 

A bill (S. 1092) granting a pension to Jacob D. Walter; 

A bill (S. 1093) granting a pension to George R. Warner; 

A bill (S. 1094) granting a pension to Reuben B. Weiser; 

A bill (S. 1095) granting a pension to George W. Williford; 

A bill (S. 1096) granting a pension to Aaron Wood; 

A bill (S. 1097) granting a pension to Henry A. F. Worth; 

A bill (S. 1098) granting an increase of pension to William J. 


Grow; 
aan 15 (S. 1099) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 

orrell; 

A 45 (S. 1100) granting an increase of pension to Christian 
Trostel ; 

A bill (S. 1101) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Christy ; 

A bill (S. 1102) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Stannah ; 

A bill (S. 1103) granting an increase of pension to Patrick J. 
Morgan; 
105 bill (S. 1104) granting an increase of pension to Levi E. 

en; 

A bill (S. 1105) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
Williams ; 
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A bill (S. 1106) granting an increase of pension to Hiram E. 
Turner ; 
A bill (S. 1107) granting an increase of pension to William 
Pore; 
A bill (S. 1108) granting an increase of pension to Wilson E. 
Davis; 

A bill (S. 1109) granting an increase of pension to John 
Whisler ; 

A bill (S. 1110) granting an increase of pension to James 
Wilkins, alias James Earlie; 

A bill (S. 1111) granting an increase of pension to E¢~ard L. 
Berthoud ; : 

A bill (S. 1112) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Creed ; 

A bill (S. 1113) granting an increase of pension to Hannibal 
H. English; 

A bill (S. 1114) granting an increase of pension to Baronet 
Gow; 

A bill (S. 1115) granting an increase of pension to Louisa A. 
Brown; 

A bill (S. 1116) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Smith; 

A bill (S. 1117) granting an increase of pension to William 
Q. Haworth; 

A bill (S. 1118) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Thompson ; 

A bill (S. 1119) granting an increase of pension to Henry R. 
Bennett; 

A bill (S. 1120) granting an increase of pension to Alfred R. 
Babb; 

A bill (S. 1121) granting an increase of pension to Hiram F. 
Armstrong ; 

A bill (S. 1122) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Ambrose ; 

A bill (S. 1123) granting an increase of pension to Hampton 
C. Booth; 

A bill (S. 1124) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus A. 
Bowers; 

A bill (S. 1125) granting an increase of pension to Elvira C. 
Compton; 

A bill (S. 1126) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Blake; 

A bill (S. 1127) granting an increase of pension to Eli Davis; 

A bill (S. 1128) granting an increase of pension to Sebald V. 
Schlessinger ; 

A bill (S. 1129) granting an increase of pension to Jackson J. 
Lane; 

A bill (S. 1130) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah 
Mitchell ; 

A bill (S. 1131) granting an increase of pension to Henry E. 
Allen; 

A bill (S. 1132) granting an increase of pension to W. F. 
Nichols; 

A bill (S. 1133) granting an increase of pension to W. A. 
Gunn; 

A bill (S. 1134) granting an increase of pension to John Mil- 


burn; 

A bill (S. 1135) granting an increase of pension to Stella B. 
Moore; 

A bill (S. 1136) granting an increase of pension to Warren W. 
Whipple; 

A bill (S. 1187) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Nix; 

A bill (S. 1188) granting an increase of pension to Albert S. 
Blake; 

A bill (S. 1139) granting an increase of pension to Richard H. 
Tombaugh; and 

A bill (S. 1140) granting an increase of pension to W. K. Eg- 
gleston. s 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and refered to the Committee 
on Military Affairs : 

A bill (S. 1141) for the relief of Wilbur F. McCue; 

A bill (S. 1142) for the relief of Charles F. Leimer ; 

A bill (S. 1143) for the relief of the heirs of Elias Gilbert; 

A bill (S. 1144) to correct the military record of the late 
Capt. Marcus Coon; 

A bill (S. 1145) for the relief of George M. Brayton; and 

A bill (S. 1146) for the relief of James Broiles. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1147) for the relief of 
William H. Gowdy and his sureties; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1148) for the relief of David K. 
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Wall and the heirs of John A. Witter, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Ronds. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
8 twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
aims: 

A bill (S. 1149) for the relief of Mrs. Julia L. Hall; 

A bill (S. 1150) for the relief of Mary B. Spencer, adminis- 
tratrix of Albert G. Boone, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1151) for the relief of James Inman; 

A bill (S. 1152) to pay Erastus S. Joslyn amount found due 
him by Court of Claims; 

A bill (S. 1153) for the relief of George G. Wortman; and 

A bill (S. 1154) for the relief of George Washington Turner. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1155) for the relief of 
Charles P. Allen; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1156) for the relief of the at- 
torney and representative of the Choctaw Nation; which was 
5 by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 1157) for the relief of the 
estate of John Fleming, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 1158) to enable the 
people of Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a con- 
stitution and State government and be admitted into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States; and to enable the 
people of New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution 
and State government and be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 


AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment providing that home- 
stead settlers on ceded Indian reservations who purchase the 
lands occupied by them as homesteads may be granted an exten- 
sion of one year’s time in which to make the payments now pro- 
vided by law, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. CLAPP submitted an amendment, intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THE MERCHANT MARINE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, yesterday I introduced a 
bill and presented a report from the late Merchant Marine Com- 
mission. Already numerous calls are reaching me for copies of 
the bill and report, and it is very evident the ordinary number 
which will be printed will not be sufficient to meet the demand. 
I ask unanimous consent that 2,000 additional copies of the bill 
and report be printed for the use of the Senate. 

There being no objection, the order was agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That 2,000 additional copies of the bill (S. 529) to promote 
the national defense, to create a force of naval volunteers, to establish 
American ocean mail lines to foreign markets, to promote commerce, and 


to provide revenue from tonnage, and report No. 1, thereon, be printed 
for the use of the Senate. 


THE OLD FRIGATE CONSTITUTION, 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs is hereby directed to 
make a careful inquiry as to the present condition of the old frigate 
Constitution, with a view to recommending an appropriation for pre- 
serving this historic vessel if it shall be deemed advisable to do so. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be authorized to send for persons and papers and 
to administer oaths, and to employ a stenographer to report such henr- 
ings as may be had in connection with any bills which may be pending 
before said committee; that the committee may sit during the sessions 
or recess of the Senate, and that the expense thereof be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


CLAIMS OF COPE WHITEHOUSE. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with 
the public interest, to transmit to the Senate the correspondence 
tween the Department of State and the diplomatic representatives of 
the United States in Cairo relating to the claims of Cope Whitehouse 
to certain desert lands in Egypt, between January 1, 1901, and Novem- 


ber 7, 1905, inclusive, with any documents explanatory thereof. 


1905. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


223 


SEAL ISLANDS OF ALASKA, 


considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Department of Commerce and 
‘Labor be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish for the information and 
the use of the Senate copies of all of the reports of the chief special 
‘agent in cha of the seal islands of Alaska to the ary of the 
Department of Commerce and Labor made-by that t of the Depart- 
ment paring the years of 1904 and 1905, inclusive, in obedience to the 
directions of said Department dated May 1, 1904, and subsequently, as 
they have been issued. 


INVESTIGATION OF BLACK SANDS OF PACIFIC SLOPE, 


‘Mr. PERKINS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Resolved by the Sendte, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
he thereby is, directed to furnish to the Senate a report on -the progress 
of the investigation of the black sands of the Pacific slope, authority 
for which was included in that section of the sundry civil act approved 
March 8, 1905, which 3 for the preparation of the report on the 
mineral resources of the United States, and his opinion as to whether 
or not this investigation should be continued. 


EXAMINATIONS OF NATIONAL BANKS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further concurrent 
or other resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolu- 
tion coming over from yesterday which was submitted by the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the resolution be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read for the 
information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
TILLMAN, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Comptroller of the Currency be directed to inform 
the Senate (1) whether all the reports of the examinations of the 
national banks made by the bank examiners since March 4, 18938, have 
been preserved in his office; (2) how often the regular examinations 
have n made; (3) whether it is the duty of every bank -examiner 
to examine the records and vouchers showing the expenditures for ‘all 
4 stig of each bank visited oF him; (4) whether it is his duty, if 

e finds that moneys have been illegally or wastefully expended ‘by the 
bank, to state the facts in his report; (5) whether the reports now on 
file made since said date show any payments by any k to any 
political committee or to any chairman, treasurer, or other officer of a 
political committee; and (6) whether such reports show any payments 
of the moneys of a bank to any person upon any voucher, or without 
any voucher, where the circumstances of the payments suggest that 
the money paid was to be used to carry on a political campaign or for 
any political purpose; and if any reports now on file show any such 
payments to any political committee, or to a chalrman, treasurer, or 
other officer of a political committee, or any payments suggesting a use 
of money for a political 1 or any political pu „ said Comp- 
troller of the Currency is directed to report all the facts in all such 
cases to the Senate, and to inform the Senate what action, if any, has 
—— 1 as the result of the discovery of any such payments as 

oresaid. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I desire to modify the reso- 
lution by substituting the words “Secretary of the Treasury ” 
for “ Comptroller of the Currency,” wherever they occur. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be modified as 
requested by the Senator from South Carolina. The question is 
on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 

Mr. TILLMAN. When I introduced the resolution yesterday, 
Mr. President, accompanied by one of similar import which 
calls for an investigation by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, I had no purpose to discuss it; but as there seemed 
to be objection, and there may still be objection, I desire briefly 
to outline the motives and purposes which I had in view. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before the Senator proceeds, if he will 
permit me, as he speaks of objection to the resolution, I desire 
to say that I simply asked that it should lie over and be 
printed 

Mr. TILLMAN. I had no objection in the world to that 

Mr. GALLINGER. For the reason that I wished to examine 
it. I have read it with great care this morning and am fully 
satisfied it is a very proper resolution to pass. I see no objec- 
tion whatever to it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, I am glad the Senator 
vestigations of some sort. 

Mr. GALLINGHR. I have always been in favor of proper in- 
vestigations, 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator will be zealous in his 
new rôle of reformer as we go along, as we seem to have so 


approves of in- 


many things that need reform and investigation around here. 


Now, I desire briefly to give some reasons why I think this spe- 
cial branch of the Government, or rather these banks created 
by Federal charters and acting under Federal law, are proper 
subjects for ventilation. 

I want to say, first, as an excuse or justification, if either be 
necessary, that I have the yery highest authority for desiring 


the Senate to enter upon this subject and subjects of similar 


Mr. NELSON submitted the following resolution; which was | Character. Our President a year ago in his annual message had 


this to say along this line: 


The power of the Government to protect the i of the elections 
of its own officials is inherent and has been recognized and affirmed 
by repeated declarations of the Supreme Court. re is no enemy 

free government more dangerous and none so insidious as the -cor- 
ruption of the electorate. No one defends or excuses co tion, and it 
would seem to follow that none would oppose vigorous measures to 
eradicate it. I recommend the enactment of a law directed against 
bribery and corruption in Federal elections. The detafls of such a law 
may be safely left to the wise discretion of the Congress, but it should 
f°, as far as under the Constitution it is possible to go, and should 
nelude severe penalties against him who gives or ‘receives a bribe 
intended to influence his act or opinion as an elector; and provisions 
for the publication not only of the expenditures for nominations 
elections of all candidates, but also of all contributions received and 
expenditures made by political committees. 

In his annual message this year the President says: 

It is entirely proper both to give and receive them 

That is, contributions— 
unless there is an improper motive connected with either gift or 
reception. If they are extorted by any ‘kind of 1288 or promise, 
express or implied, direct or indirect, in the way of favor or immunity, 
then the giving or receiving becomes not only improper, but criminal. 

Farther down I find this statement in this year’s message: 

All contributions by corporations to any litical committee or for 
any political purpose should be forbidden by law; directors should not 
be permitted use stockholders’ aot ge Saye such pw ; and, more- 
over, a prohibition of this Kind would be, as far as it went, an effective 
method of stoppin the evils aimed at in ‘corrupt practices acts. Not 
only should both ‘the National and the several State legislatures forbid 
any officer of a corporation from using the 23 of the corporation in 
or about any election, but they should also forbid such use of money in 
connection with any legislation save by the employment of counsel in 
public manner for distinctly legal services. 

Now that our Chief Executive has taken a very pronounced 
and aggressive stand to secure purity in elections, every good 
American will say, “ Well done,” and will look for progress 
along that line. e 

In this connection I will quote other and very high Repub- 
lican authority as Indorsing and urging this policy. I am read- 
ing now from an article in the North American Review, by 
Mr. Perry Beimont, of New York, who has had some intimate 
association, through his kinsman, with Democratic campaigns, 
and who ought to knew something about how these things are 
worked. You will see as I go along that I will be entirely 
impartial in endeayoring to cast light in dark places that may 
exist now or may have existed in the past, or, rather, I am 
trying to get the committee to turn the light on, which they 
alone can do. I will merely give the reasons why I think it 
imperative that something should be done and done at once. 
Mr. Belmont states that — 

Close upon the heels of the Presidential campaign of 1892, in which 
it is known, millions were expended on both sides, Mr. Reo mg 
in the New York constitutional conyention of 1804 in reference to 
the proposed incorporation into the State constitution of an_amend- 
wipe i to corrupt practices, said (Revised RECORD, Vol. III, 
p. y= 

I will only quote a brief paragraph— 

“= © © The use of money has come to such a pass at the hands 
of both of the great political parties in this country that we find 
enormous contributions necessary to maintain — 4 machinery to con- 
duct party warfare—and the effect is that great moneyed interests, 
corporate and personal, are exerting yearly more and more undue in- 
fluence in political affairs, * * and political parties are every 
year contracting greater debts te the men who can furnish the money 
to perform the necessary functions of party warfare." 4 

Later on, in this connection, Mr. Root said: 

I. think some qualification would have to be inserted, otherwise the 
general language would apply to such corporations as those which 
publish ere „ * © The idea is to prevent * * ‘the 
great railroad companies, the great insurance eri hem great 
telephone eompanies, the great aggregations of wealth, m using 
their corporate funds, directly or indirectly, to send members of the 
legislature to ‘these halls in order to vote for ‘their protection and the 
advancement of their interests as against those of the public. It 
strikes at a constantly growing evil, which has done more to shake the 
confidence of the plain people of ‘small means of this country in our 
political institutions than any -other ‘practice which has ever obtained 
since the foundation of our Government. And I believe ‘that the time 

ht to be done to put a check to the 


has come when something o 
giving of $50,000 or $100,000 by reat corporation toward political 


a 
pur ng atom the understanding that a debt is created from a political 
party to 

I quote this from Mr. Root, the present Secretary of State, 
a man as to whose patriotism and ability I do not suppose there 
is any possibility of doubt among any class of his fellow-coun- 
trymen anywhere. 

Now, Mr. President, this particular resolution seeks to get 
some light from the only source that is at present available. I 
do not know whether the report.of the Secretary of the Treasury 
when it comes to us—supposing that this resolution shall be 
passed—will be only “darkness visible“ or not; in other words, 
whether we shall have an illustration of “how not to do it” 
Possibly the has not got any facts, but I think I will show from 
the statutes that he ought to haye some or that he can get some. 


I have had an intimation that the Comptroller of the Currency is 
now investigating along this very line, with the possible purpose 
of instituting legal proceedings in case he finds that there has 
been disobedience to the law, or rather that the law has been 
trampled under foot. 

I desire to read here section 5209 of the Revised Statutes. 
It is the national banking act of 1863 as incorporated into the 
Revised Statutes with amendments : 


Sec. 5209. Every president, director, cashier, teller, clerk, or agent 
of any association— 


That is, a national banking association— 
who embezzles, abstracts— - 

Listen to these words— 
or willfully misapplies any of the moneys, funds, or credits of the 
association; or who, without authority from the directors, issues or 
puts in circulation any of the notes of the association; or who, with- 
out such authority, issues or pan forth any certificate of deposit, 
draws any order or bill of exchange, makes any acceptance, assigns 
any note, bond, draft, bill of exchange, mortgage, judgment, or de- 
cree; or who makes any false entry in any Ok, report, or state- 
ment of the association, with intent, in either case, to injure or defraud 
the association or any other company, body politic or corporate, or 
any individual 
any agent appointed to examine the affairs of any such association; 
and every person who with like intent aids or abets any officer, clerk, 
or agent in any violation of any of this section, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and shall be imprisoned not less than five years nor 
more than ten. 

That is a very broad and sweeping provision of law. It would 
seem to be a kind of dragnet to catch any scoundrel, I would 
say, though the term may be harsh, who might use the funds 
of a bank for purposes which are so vehemently denounced by 
the President and the present Secretary of State. 

I recall in this connection that in one suit brought to punish 
the cashier of a bank who had used its funds for deposit and 
collateral with a broker for purposes of speculation, and who 
contended that he could produce evidence to show that he did 
it with the knowledge and consent of the bank president, and 
that the profits, if any, were for the benefit of the association, 
when he was indicted, in the court he was told that such testi- 
mony was not admissible. I did not track it up to see whether 
he was purished or not, but I presume he was, because the 
facts were undisputed. The case was appealed to the Supreme 
Court, who held that the testimony was not admissible, and 
therefore that that man should be punished according to law. 

So we have here warrant of law for the idea that any use 
or misuse of the money of a national bank by any of its offi- 
cers or directors, unless it be by vote of the board of directors, 
would be punishable by fine and imprisonment, and maybe 
eyen then. 

The Comptroller of the Currency has the specific and di- 
rect control, through the bank examiners, of all the expendi- 
tures of these corporations; he has access to the books, and 
can call for a report whenever he pleases. So if a probe is 
pushed in, probably—I do not say certainly—we will discover 
some things that ought to be known, and I hope we shall take 
steps to guard against their recurrence. My reason for guessing 
or surmising that the national banks are not innocent in this 
particular, but have contributed of the funds of their stock- 
holders for political purposes, rests upon the supposition of 
mine, or rather the supposition rests upon the fact, recently 
brought out in the insurance investigation in New York, that 
the insurance companies have not felt at all reluctant or un- 
willing to use the funds in their control for this specific purpose, 
and they have not felt unwilling, in fact have been for ten years 
or more annually contributing of such funds to the political 
campaigns of the Republican party in the State of New York 
with the direct assurance or confession in the testimony of u 
member of this body that these contributions were given with 
the implied understanding that such insurance companies were 
to be protected from adverse legislation or administration, or 
something of that sort, at Albany. 

Now, if the insurance companies have been guilty of this 
practice, a crime in the eyes of the President, and certainly of 
the policy holders—and I myself have a little policy in the 
Mutual, and do not like for my dividends to be cut down by 
giving a salary of $150,000 to Mr. McCurdy, and about $175,000 
of that money to his sons and other kinsfolk, and all the other 
members of the family. 

I am a little inclined to hope that something can be done 
toward ventilating and giving publicity to the enormities and 
outrages that are being perpetrated by the political machines 
probably of both political parties toward the debauchery of the 
American electorate. That is what I am after. If the Demo- 
erats have been guilty of these things—and I have no doubt 
they have got all the money they could for campaign purposes, 
and have used it unscrupulously, perhaps—I have no objection 
in the world to ventilating that and having those who are 
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guilty held up to public obloquy and disgrace, as they ought to 


be, if we can get the facts. The question is, Will the Senate 


go after the facts in an honest and determined manner, or will 
we practice such things as I have seen here since I have been 
a member of this body, of going about anything like that in a 
lame and half-hearted way, with every possible excuse not to 
search to the bottom and not probe the abscess, as I may term 
it. That is the whole sum and substance of it. 

I note here in the act creating the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor the following among other powers and duties 
of the Secretary of that Department. 

The said Commissioner shall have power and authority to make, 
under the direction and control of the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, diligent investigation into the organization, conduct, and man- 
agement of the business of any corporation, joint stock company, or 
corporate combination engaged in commerce among the several States 

with foreign nations excepting common carriers subject to “An 
act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and to ther 
such information and data as will enable the President of the United 
States to make recommendations to Congress for legislation for the 
regulation of such commerce, and to report such data to the President 
from time to time as he shall require; and the information so ob- 
8118 or as much thereof as the President may direct, shall be made 
public. 


Now, here is a well-organized branch of the Government. 
The machinery is in full movement, I suppose, or it ought to be, 
through which these facts can be obtained, if they have not 
already been obtained, and if the President is sincere and honest 
and means business, to use a slang phrase, he already has at 
hand the instrumentalities by which the facts can be brought to 
light. To indulge in rhetorical platitudes and high-sounding 
phrases, fine words, and all that kind of thing, which “ butter 
no parsnips,” as I have heard, and to do nothing, to fail, so far 
as the instrumentalities of the law permit, to exercise his execu- 
tive authority to investigate and to punish wherever practicable 
any malpractices of this sort will not, as I say, add very much 
to the stature of the Executive as a statesman and as a patriot. 

I am waiting prayerfully and hopefully for something along 
the line that I have indicated; but, as I said, the main object 
of life with public men nowadays seems to be how not to do 
certain things, while being very easy, and, I might say, servile 
and subservient to do other things, and they always find a way 
to do those things they want to do, and always seem to find a 
way not to do things the corporations do not want done. 

I call attention to the law under which the President has the 
lantern with which he himself can enter these dark recesses 
and counting rooms and railroad offices, and all that kind of 
thing, and give us light, if he will. A committee of Congress 
would have power to send for persons and papers; but even 
then, judging by past experience, it is doubtful, when we might 
imprison somebody for contempt, whether or not anything would 
come of it. So it seems that we have got to a point in an effort 
to solve this difficult problem where most men are doubtful or 
unwilling to go forward. 

I note here, in addition to what I have already read from 
the act creating the Department of Commerce and Labor, the 
following: 

It shall also be the province and duty of said Bureau, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, to gather, compile, 

ublish, and supply useful information concerning corporations doing 
Business within the limits of the United States as shall engage in inter- 
state commerce or in commerce between the United States and any for- 
eign country, including corporations engaged in insurance, and to attend 
to such other duties as may be hereafter provided by law. 

I am no lawyer, as you all know, but I have doubts as to 
whether an insurance company that might be called on to permit 
investigation might not fall back on its undoubted rights under 
the Constitution as a State corporation and disclaim or pro- 
hibit 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from South Carolina yield to the Senator from 
Maine? ‘ 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let me get through with my sentence first. 

I was going to say that I doubted very seriously whether we 
had any right to include insurance companies in the category of 
corporations that are to be examined by the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina now yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to say to the Senator, though that is not 
a matter of much importance, that I agree with him fully upon 
that. I think the clause the Senator has quoted, by which the 
fundamental act creating the Department of Commerce and 
Labor included in its investigations corporations doing insur- 
ance business, was not in the bill originally; that in a way 
which I have not yet ascertained it came in afterwards; and 
that nobody realized—I know I did not so realize—that he 
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was either voting for a bill or allowing a bill to pass without 
protest that gave to any Department of the Federal Government 
the authority to take in charge the business of insurance com- 
panies as a part of interstate commerce. 

I do not feel that the Senate or any Senator is bound by the 
fact that in the hurry of legislation upon a subject not thor- 
oughly investigated that clause crept in, giving authority to 
investigate insurance affairs. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is there all the same. It is a law passed 
by both branches of Congress and approved by the President, 
and is law until repealed. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly it is there, but fortunately the 
whole subject remains for Congress to deal with. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course the courts can destroy it by 
decisions if the test is made, in which the issue would be that 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor has no right, no legal, 
constitutional authority to investigate the affairs of an insur- 
ance company chartered by a State. 

Mr. HALE. The courts, as the Senator knows, have already 
taken ground upon the general subject, and the Senate has 
already directed the Committee on the Judiciary, the law com- 
mittee of this body, to investigate fundamentally that great 
question—the constitutionality. So the Senate is already com- 
mitted to the investigation. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, this is a mere side issue with me. I 
am thankful to say that through a committee of the legislature 
of the State of New York we are getting light as to the corrup- 
tion and the debauchery, I will say, that have seized upon the 
insurance companies and have made the insurance companies 
seize upon the politicians, and I trust that we will have some 
reform legislation in New York and in other States in regard 
to insurance companies which will give us more protection. 

Mr. BAILEY rose. 

w Mr. TILLMAN. I yield with pleasure to the Senator from 
exas. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from South Carolina stated a 
moment ago that he is a policy holder, and I know he has kept 
well informed as to the progress of the investigation. I there- 
fore desire to ask him if he can inform the Senate whether the 
money contributed by the insurance companies to the Repub- 
lican campaign committee has been returned? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I understood that the President was going to 
urge Mr. Cortelyou to get the money and send it back; that it 
had come into his hands unlawfully or dishonestly somehow or 
other, and that he felt honor bound to see that it was restored. 
But I have not yet received my share of it. [Langhter.] 

Mr. BAILEY. I did read in the prints that the President 
was exasperated when he learned 

Mr. SPOONER. May I ask the Senator from South Carolina 
whether his is a life policy? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER, It is not time for him to get his share. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Hold on. I had some dividends coming to 
me on my policy. I paid very high premiums in order to get 
the dividends, and they have been very small and pitiful—so 
small and pitiful that I have called them contemptible; and 
with Mr. McCurdy getting $150,000 a year for getting fat and 
doing nothing, I should like some one somewhere to come in 
and stop him. By the way, I see he has resigned, but his sal- 
ary does not come back any more than do some of the great 
lawyers’ fees which have been paid come back. 

Mr. BAILEY. My opinion was that the President having ex- 
pressed, so we are informed by the public prints, his determina- 
tion to have this money restored to the trust funds from which 
it was improperly taken, had probably seen to its return before 
he delivered another message to the Congress of the United 
States upon the subject. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, all the Turveydrops and Pecksniffs 
are not dead, I am afraid, though of course I would not for a 
moment hint that the strenuous gentleman who presides over 
the destinies of this Republic should be mentioned in the same 
breath. But I am waiting prayerfully and watching for action 
and results rather than so many words. 

In connection with this I think probably it is a good place 
to bring it out or to bring it in—the testimony of the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Prarr] before the investigating commit- 
tee in New York some time in November. I have already al- 
luded to the fact that one of the members of this body, being 
called upon to testify in this connection, made certain state- 
ments, and I have given an outline of those statements, but I 
wish to incorporate more fully or “embalm” this testimony in 
the Recorp, as the phrase is. You know we have got into such 
a habit of loading down the Recorp with dead speeches or dull, 
dry utterances, and an immense amount of nonsense and rot, I 
may almost say, that nobody, except people who have more time 
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paign—for what it was to be u 


than sense, read it. Therefore, when we want to put anything 
where it will never be looked at any more—after a few years, 
anyhow—we put it in the Recorp and embalm it, and it stays 
there for the future bookworm or the worm that will eat the 
books up. I do not mean the two-legged worms, but those that 
really eat books. I do not mean the fellow who delves around 
in the library and gets out facts. È 

I quote from the New York Sun of November 22, 1905: 

Mr. Prarr stated, in answer to the very first question, that he had 
received contributions from the life insurance companies for political 
purposes. He gave it as his opinion that the contributions covered a 
period of ten years or so. These contributions were solely for State 
campaign purposes; he had had nothing whatever to do with the 
national campa funds. 

The Equitable Life had contributed $10,000 yearly. Mr. PLATT de- 
nied, though, that he had ever received any money from the Equitable 
as a contribution for any local or municipal campaign. He denied also 
1 had been made to the expenses of candidates for 

e slature. 

“Then the amounts that you have received for the purposes of State 


campa ” said Mr. Hughes, “cover all the amounts you have re- 
ceived m the Equitable Life?“ 

“Yes,” replied Mr. Parr, “the contributions were general in their 
character. here was not any specific sum mentioned for any cam- 


for.” 
EQUITABLE’s $10,000 IN CASH. 

Q. But you divided up, or some committee divided up, this money 
that was received in such a way as 9 0 thought expedient?—A. It 
was. They usually made the contributions to me, and I think they 
always did by a special messenger. He came to my office and delivered 
me a package of money, and I didn't know—I could only tell what it 
was, and I immediately turned it over to the State committee, either 
to the chairman or the secretary or the treasurer. 

Mr. PLATT said that he didn’t even keep the contributions over night 
when they came to him, but turned them over at once to the State 
committee. He could not remember ever having received one of these 
contributions directly from an officer of the Equitable. 

. Did you make any request for these contributions ?—A. I did not. 

. They came voluntari Aa They came voluntarily. 

. At the inception of the making of these contributions, or the 
ractice of making them, did you make any request for them?—A. 
Well, I don't remember about that. 

Mr. Hughes wanted to know whether $10,000 was a fixed sum to 
be paid by the Equitable yearly. 

“Well,” repli the Senator, “it was a fixed sum; that is, they 
did not ex that amount, and they didn't reduce it either.“ 

Senator PLATT sald that his memory was somewhat hazy in regard to 
the contributions which he had received from the Mutual Life. They 
did not give any sum annually, like the Equitable, but contributed 
only on stated occasions. 

M’CURDY ACTED FOR THE MUTUAL, 

Q. With what officer of the Mutual Life did you deal in receiving 
these contributions 7—A, I think it was Mr. McCurdy. I would not be 
sure, 

. R. A. McCurdy ?7—A. Yes, sir. - 

g Did you get the money from him directly ?—A. No, sir; it was 
given to me just as I said. 

Q. In the same way that it was pren to you by the Equitable—sent 
by a messenger, in currency?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How did it happen that the Mutual Life contributed the money 0 
Was it in pursuance of an understanding between yourself and Mr. 
McCurdy ?—A. I simply asked him at various times when necessities 
were very great for money, and he said he would be very glad to 
ubscribe, 

š . This was for the State campaign ?—A. Yes, sir. 

. And Mr. McCurdy understood it?—A. He understood it, and 
could not pn any it any other way, because I was not representing 

national cam 7 
Die PLATT N that whenever he got anything from the Mutual it 
was usually about $10,000. In reply to a question as to whether he 
had ever received anything from the New York Life, the Senator re- 
plied: I think very seldom.” 

Mr. Prarr said that he had talked with John A. McCall, of the New 
York Life, in regard to contributions; but when asked for a more 
definite statement in regard to the New York Life, he replied: “I am 
not positive. My memory is at fault with reference to that.” 

Mr. Hughes said that he had heard that Senator PLATT had some- 
thing to do with the raising of funds for the Harrison campaign, but 
Mr. Prarr said he couldn't recall that. 

“You are clear in your mind,” asked Mr. Hughes, “that you never 
had any 5 made to you for the purposes of a national 

mpal 2 
bea Yessir,” the Senator replied em aa § “They never were 
given to me for a national campaign, although I sometimes, in talking 
with gentlemen about it, said that I thought it would be a good thing 
for them to subscribe because of the bearing of the national campaign 
on a State campaign.” 

Mr. PLATT did not think that he had talked with President McCurdy 
along this line, but he may have brought the subject up in this way 
before President McCall. Mr. PLATT said that he could not recall any 
of the details in regard to these campaign contributions, as he kept no 
record of them. 

Q. Are you acquainted with any contributions that have been made 
to anyone for the purpose of favoring the candidacy of anyone for 
office outside of those contributions you have mentioned ?—A. I never 
bad any such thing broached to me at all. 

Q. Or for the purpose of aiding a candidate for judicial office?— 
2 No; there never has been any suggestion in regard to any candi- 

ate, 

. With reference to the matter of campaign expenses, in reference 
to judicial nominations ?—A. I never heard of such a thing in my life. 


HAS NO KNOWLEDGE OF THE MONEY’S USE. 
Mr. Hughes wanted to know if Senator PLATT had any knowledge of 


what disposition had been made of the contributions by the insurance 
Sip a et for State campaigns. 


don’t know anything about it, sir,” replied the Senator vigor- 
ously. “I turned these contributions over to the State committee, and 
then my connection with them ceased.” 
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- Q. Do you know whether by virtue of such contributions any allot- 
ments of money were made for the of helping the cam of 
candidates for the | lature 7—A. ere was not, that I know o 

Senator Puarr denied that he had ever been asked on behalf of the 

rance com to intervene in any way in their favor by reason 
of such contributions. 

Mr. Hughes said that he had been asked to in whether the Sen- 
ator desired the committee to understand that his relation to contribu- 
tions by insurance companies began only ten ago. 

“T would not say ten years ago,” replied Senator. “I could not 
oe date, but I should think it was as much as ten years ago.” 

as it as long ago as twenty years?—A. I doubt it. 
. About 1885 or 1886, did it begin?—A. I can’t remember. 
. It might be fifteen years or more?—A. Yes, sir. 
he Senator added that the figures which be had given would, how- 
ever, hold for whatever time it was. 
s 5 — es turned then to the subject of justification for these con- 

T ons. 

I should think,” said Senator PLATT, “that they were justified in 

making contributions while the gold issue was at stake.” 
Q. Take the course of our State campaigns—of course you are 
familiar with them for many years. What has there been in them that 
would justify an insurance company contributing to the expense ?—A. 
Well, I should not want to pass upon that. 

Q. If you have an opinion, of course we should be glad to have it, 
but the point I want particularly to get at is this: What suggestion 
was there to the insurance companies o) * = pro quo? What were 
the insurance companies to get out of the fact that they had made the 
contribution ?—A. There was not any suggestion of any sort. 

Q. What advantage could they really get?—A. They got it through 
me as being connected with the State committee. 

Q. How would they get it through you?—A. Well, they would sup- 
pose I would be very likely to defen them at times when it was neces- 
sary. I never had occasion to do so. 

Mr. Hughes wanted to know what Senator PLATT meant by that. 

“That they would expect me,” said the Senator, “to support them, 
naturally, for anything that they thought was right and they were for.” 

Q. And have y ever requested your support in any manner?—A. 
They 3 yes tte Id 1 rt in 

w. matters cou ou properly give a com su 
return for such contributions . Well, T Sore aor = 

Q. I understood you to say would ex you would support 
them or defend them. Now, what class of possibilities had you in mind 
in saying that?—A. I didn't have any class of possibilities in mind at 
a pecans where their interests were involved they might come to me 

r p. 

Q. To see that the legislature did not enact legislation which the 
2 er to policy holders?—A. That is about what it woul 
amoun 0. 

. Mr. Hughes wanted to know how Senator PLATT could control such 
a situation. The Senator replied that he could not control it, but that 
he might have some influence. 

Q. Through the disposition of the moneys in the election of legis- 
lators?—A. Oh, I could not mz that. 

Q. Isn't that the way it really comes about, Senator, that the use of 
these contributions In the election of candidates for office puts the candi- 
dates more or less under a moral obligation not to attack the interests 
9 them ?—A. That is what nat would be involved. 

. Isn't that reay what is involved ?—A. I should think so. 
. That is what you meant when you said they would expect you, 
P, our relations with the State committee, to defend them? 

. Yes, sir. 

Senator PLATT testified that he knew nothing about “Judge” Andrew 
Hamilton, the New York Life's — su isor, and that al- 
though he had met Andrew C. Fiel the Mu "s legislative agent, 
once or twice, he knew nothing about his work at Albany. Mr. Pharr 
said that, so far as he knew, the insurance companies had no influence 
in the vg pag tere of the superintendent of insurance. Mr. PLATT 
said that he knew ere about the horse 5 which the insurance com- 
panies had done to shape legislation in their favor in this State. 

When the Senator was excused he was thanked both by the chairman 
of the committee and Mr. Hughes, and, in turn, extended to them his 
thanks. After the Senator left the room the tion was made 
to Mr. Hughes that Mr. PLATT would have been giad, if he had been 
questioned, to have told more in detail how the mds which he had 
turned over to the State ttee had been used by Chairman Odell 
— ie gag Fag election of men to the legislature who would be favor- 
able s rule. 

The su; tion as it came to Mr. Hughes was not at all authorita- 
tive, but started toward the door to call Senator PLATT back. The 
Senator, however, had disappeared, and Mr. Hughes, after conferring a 
few moments with Chairman Armstrong, decided that the und had 
been thoroughly covered by nim, and t Senator PLATT had an 
opportunity to make any statements that he desired. 


So the fact of such contributions is clearly brought out, ac- 
knowledged, without any dodging; for I must compliment the 
Senator from New York for the manliness and consciousness 
of rectitude with which he testified, and I have not the slightest 
doubt that not a dollar of this money ever stuck to his fingers. 
But I think practically all will agree that the legislature of New 
York has been controlled in the interest of insurance compa- 
nies, and that the lame and impotent inspection, the miserable 
farce of an inspection for the protection of the policy holders 
which the investigation has disclosed, is the direct result of the 
debauchery of the administrative and legislative branches of the 
government of New York by these campaign contributions. 

In this connection I have here an editorial from a leading 
Republican paper of the city of New York—the New York 
Press. It is very meaty; and it has some blood in it, too. It is 
dated October 12. I will ask that the Secretary read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, 
the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

THE MOTIVE OF THE MUTUAL’S CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS. 


President McCurdy and his ee in the Mutual Life per- 
sist in saying, and saying under the obligation of a solemn oath, 


that their motive for contributing to the campaign funds of 1896, 1900, 
and 1904 was to save the country from “ the menace of free A 2 

In 1896, when the menace of free silver was great, and when busi- 
ness men were warranted in supporting the Republican ticket with all 
their — age by puttin, 52 money for legitimate campaign expenses (but 
only their own money), the Mutual Life's contribution to the McKinley 
fund was hn asia 

In 1900, when Bryanism still was a danger, though not so great a 
dan as four years before, because the free-silver platform had nar- 
rowly escaped defeat in the Kansas City convention, the Mutual Life's 
contribution to the second McKinley fund was increased to $35,000— 
more than twice the amount subscribed in the year when the Demo- 
an I dnei parties were almost unanimous in thelr enthusiasm 
‘or free silver. 

In 1904, when there was no mention of free silver in the Democratic 
latform, and when the Democratic candidate for President pledged 
imself to the gold standard, the Mutual Life’s contribution was in- 

creased to $42 „ or nearly three times the amount contributed by 
the company in the campaign when free silver really was a menace. 

The fact that the “ national honor“ was in danger in 1896 and 1900 
did not peg the misappropriation of other ple’s money then. 
But the plea that in the velt-Parker campa free silver was a 
menace is so wildly absurd that it is only a waste of time to prove 
that the Mutual Life crooks did not believe there was any danger of 
free silver in case of Parker's election at the time they made the con- 
tribution to Messrs. Cortelyou and Bascock, and did not believe it 
when they said under oath that their motive in putting up the $42,500 
in 1904 was to save the country from the menace” of free silver. 

Now, we do not contend that the Mutual grafters have committed 
rjury in their testimony about the motive of the Hanna-Cortelyou- 
ABCOCK subscriptions. erjury is not easily proved. It may be pos- 

sible to convict the younger Mr. McCurdy of perjury for swearing that 
he did not know the salary of his father, when his duties as an officer 
of the uitable not only gave him every opportunity of knowing, but 
made it his duty to know. But men may take oath that they did a 
certain thing for a certain reason, when ee feo recognizes that a 
totally different motive controlled their action, without laying them- 
selves open to a charge of ary. 

We do contend, however, that the officers of the Mutual have lied 
about the motive of their contributions to politics. 

The proof is overwhelming, and they furnish it themselves. 

When the Mutual crooks say the $42,500 stolen from the policy 
holders last to avert the menace of free silver, every- 
body knows they lie. 

But the testimony of Mr. Robert Olyphant, a Mutual trustee who 
O. Kd the political thefts, heaps a ton of corroboration on the in- 
vincible proof that the “national honor” was not the controlling 


motive of the crime. Mr. Olyphant testifies that the contributions to 
3 committees came out of the fund called For confidential 
legal services.” 


What was the nature of this fund? Out of it was paid, in 1904, 
over $300,000 in addition to the $42,500 to Mr. Cortelyou's committee. 
It was used to promote l lation in various States, aiding insurance 

raft. It was spent prodigally on the suffocation of laws meant to 
elp the policy holders. As in the New York Life, it was dished out 
in 925 000 e or $50,000 chunks vE disbursing officers, on their own testi- 
mony, without a question of its purpose. When it was spent, the 

Hamiltons of the Mutual made a confidential accounting 
to Mr. Granniss or Dr. Gillette or Mr. McCurdy. Mr. Hughes can 
not find one item in the records showing how this vast sum of more 
than $300,000 in a single year, of many millions in the life of the Mu- 
tual, was expended. e Mutual officers admit that the uses to which 
the money was put made it extremely unwise tọ require itemized 
accounts. 

This fund was for blackmail and bribery. 

It was out of this fund tbat the $42.500 “to save the country from 
the menace — free silver —— 8 — — . — 0 — he -s aava 
beard that there were contributions made e natio: committee, 
came out of that fund [* confidential 


Mr. Bascoc: 
liey holders with this porpons came out of the confidential fund for 
pribery and blackmail in State legislatures. 
of the last election President Roosevelt issued a state- 


r. gress 

protest his political virtue he probably will 
2,500 for which he touched“ the Mutual was used to save himself 

om the wrath of the people of his district, where he narrowly escaped 
defeat for his treachery to the blican party. 

Mr. Cortelyou, who owes the public an explanation, may be able to 
convince us that he did not give the Mutual grafters the slightest 
reason for supposing that they would get anything in return for their 
ee but an honest administration and a square Neverthe- 
less, 


fact will remain that the money was paid over to him with 
the h and expectation on the of the Mutual crooks, the New 
York e crooks, and the Equitable crooks that whenever the infu- 
ence of the national mmittee w: n tho help the Big Three's 
fights in politics the help would be forthcoming—if not from . Cor- 
telyou, then m a la number of other mem the old Hanna 


Mr. Cortelyou is not the whole national committee. He was 

committee when it k Governor La Follette out 
h He was not the national committee when 
it refused to stop the perennial scandal of barter in Black Belt dele- 
gates. He was not the national committee when it recognized the foul 


1905. 
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Addicks gang. He can not control the action of the Senators on 
that committee who have sold out the Republican p: on railroad 
legislation, who have smothered 3 bills, Who “ vindi- 
cated" Dietrichs, who have @windled the Government in postal and 
land frauds. It was from these purchasable associates of Chairman 
Cortelyou, if not from that gentleman, that the Big _Three fters 
expected a return in kind for the boodle paid out of the s al and 
confidential fund which is devoted to bribery and blackmail. 

This is justification, we believe, for our statement that, while tech- 
nically the Mutual crooks have not committed perjury in this par- 
ticular instance, they have lied under oath on the witness stand. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from South Carolina permit 
me to inquire what is the newspaper from which that clipping 
was taken? 

Mr. TILLMAN. The New York Press, one of the leading Re- 
publican papers in the city of New York. I am glad to be able 
to say there are some good men in the Republican party. There 
are lots of them in this Chamber. There are millions of honest 
Republicans in this country, as has been shown by the Philadel- 
phia and the Pennsylvania and the Cincinnati elections. There 
is still hope for the country. I am not in despair, though I was 
getting to be very pessimistic. 

Mr. President, I have here something more. I want to keep 
the record straight and to get it all in in one batch, so that it 
can be read all at one sitting, and a not very long one at that. 

It will be recalled that in October of last year or November, 
about a week or two before the national election, the Democratic 
candidate for the high office of President brought down an ava- 
lanche of invective and adverse criticism, and I may say abuse. 
upon his head because of some of his utterances. I will read 
some of these to illustrate or illuminate the question of cam- 
paign contributions and debauchery. I read from the Wash- 
ington Post of November 5, 1904. 


In his initial f pagers a ech of the campaign at Madison Square 
Garden last Monday night, Judge Parker said: 

“ Congress creates a new Department of Commerce and Labor. Of 
that Department the President of the United States appoints a Secre- 
tary. hat Secretary was his private secretary. Within the Depart- 
ment provision is made for the collection from large corporations, in- 
cluding the led trusts, of information which, it is to be borne 
in mind, is to be submitted to the President for public or private use, 
as he may direct. By grace of the same Executive, this Secretary, 
through whose 8 this information is collected, becomes the 
chairman of the Republican national committee. His chief duty it 
has been, and still is, to collect funds for the pur, of securing the 
election of the President. And it is now notorious that there has 
resulted from this opened importunity—whatever may be the pre- 
cise way in which it is made effective—an overflowing treasury to the 
committee, of which boast is openly and continually made. Although 
this may be hearin to the conscience of Republican leaders, it 
must, I firmly believe, condemned as nothing short of scandalous, 
not alone to myself or the Democratic party, but by the American 
people as well.” 


I will ask to have inserted in the Recorp, without reading, his 
remarks at the Cooper Union meeting. 


There is a still uglier page to the general story, An example is 
before us of how the effort of the people to free themselves from a 
burden can be seized upon by the unscrupulous and itself made the 

ency whereby the burden bound more firmly upon their backs. 
The clamor of the people against the trusts rose to the point where 
recognition was necessary. A new Department of the Government was 
created—the Department of Commerce. 
intrusted inquisitorial power over the great corporations. Its head, 
the Secretary of Commerce, was made a Cabinet officer. But, lest 
honest business interests should suffer, lest unscrupulous competitors 
should take unfair advantage, it was ae that the resuits of the 
Department's investigations into the airs of any corporation should 
be confidential. They were and are to be placed in the first instance 
at the disposition of the President, and in his discretion only are they 
to be made public and become the common knowledge of the people. 

Extraordinary powers these, and marking an extraordinary faith of a 
people in its elected Chief Executive. And how has this Administra- 
tion responded to this trust? It places at the head of this new De- 
e as the first Secretary of the 8 of Commerce of the 
Jnited States, the private secretary of the President. What the 
Department's researches were we know not. Of the results attained 
by such researches we are not informed. 

When, however, the present campaign opened the Secretary of Com- 
merce resigned his office, and at the request and as the personal repre- 
sentative of the President became the chairman of the Republican 
National Committee to bring about, if it might be so, the election of his 
patron to the Presidency. And, lest any should err, it was at the time 
of his resignation authoritatively announced that at the termination of 
the Nera Sern he would be summoned again to the Cabinet to fill 
another Cabinet office. I leave it to 75 to say whether or not, in your 
estimation, the vicious circle is complete. 


The article continues: 


At Hartford, Conn., on Thursday night, Judge Parker made his ac- 
cusation even more emphatic. He said: 

Born, as it [the Department of Commerce and Labor] was, of a 
union between the trusts and the Republican party, the parallel of this 
legislation in scandalous features does not exist upon our statute books 
to-day. It puts into the hands of the President and of the Republican 
party the means of continuing its hold on the reins of government "— 


I think “on” would have been better than “upon.” I am 


To that Department was 


sometimes a little curious on English, and I did not read that 
right because it used the preposition— 
“without limit as to time, through the possession of secrets of trusts 


which, under the terms of the legislation itself, he may or may not 
make public or private, as he athe ng 2 


“ We know full well how the opportunity for the use of that legisla- 
tion had been availed of in this campaign. No statute could have been 
better devised for the successful ‘financing’ of the present election of 
Hy candidate of the Republican party, or for its indefinite perpetuation 
n power. 

“In the promotion of our business interests we need a Department 
of Commerce and Labor. The problems involved are many, and difi- 
culties have to be overcome at every turn, so that ail the ingenuity and 
honesty of our people will be uired in order to attain the best re- 
sults in the shortest time and with the least waste of effort. 

“But we do not want a Department of Commerce and Labor whose 
Secretary shall go out from it every four years, after he had filled 
his brain and his notebooks with the secrets of all the great corpo- 
rations and combinations which depend upon the Government for busi- 
ness or favors, in order not to serve the people, but to raise money 
to 2 them. Nor do our people want a Department to send its 
statisticians at the expense of the Government, into the service of a 
great political committee, in order to put forth doctored statistics. 

“We want a Department of Commerce and Labor which will fur- 
nish our merchants, farmers, manufacturers, and workmen with the 
fullest and latest information, . honestly obtained, and 
so fairly prepared that dependence may placed upon it as a real 
guide. We want to know what other countries are doing in industries, 
and this is all the more important because we feel sure that in none 
of them has the head of such a Department retired from his work to go 
out into the business world in order to collect blood money. 

“We do not not need and ought not to have a modern inqnisitor 
who exploits corporations to collect money for corrupting the franchi 
th eee: pliant legislators, or capturing the electoral vote of pivota 

es.” 


That is a very strong indictment of what the candidate of the 
Democratic party for President last year supposed to be a 
grievance, a wrong, and an abuse. He had no direct and posi- 
tive proof. He had only the circumstantial evidence that it 
was practicable and he jumped at the conclusion that, therefore, 
it was possible and had been used. But, as I said, it brought 
down an avalanche of vehement denial and I might almost say 
brutal criticism, among others from the President himself, who 
in his letter dated at the White House November 4, 1904, used 
this red-hot language: 

That contributions have been made to the Republican committee, as 
contributions have been made to the Democratic committee, is not the 
question at issue. Mr. Parker's assertion is in effect that such con- 
tributions have been made for improper motives, either in consequence 
of threats or in consequence of 3 promises, direct or indirect, 
on the of the recipients. Mr. Parker knows best whether this 
is true of the contributions to his campaign fund, which have come 
through his trusted friends and advisers who represent the great cor- 
porate interests that stand behind him. But there is not one particle 
of truth in the statemeht as regards anything that has gone on in the 
management of the Republican campaign. 

Now, I want to say that election disclosed the fact that the 
Republican party did not need a solitary dollar to elect Theo- 
dore Roosevelt. It need not have put a speaker in the field. It 
need not have sent out a document. It need not have employed 
a brass band or done any of those things which are called “ legit- 
imate campaign expenses.” He would have been elected any- 
how, because of the prosperous business conditions in the coun- 
try and the confidence of the American people in the honesty and 
patriotism of the man. That is my belief. 

Yet, in the Washington Post, which is a pretty reliable 
paper—sometimes it stumbles, but in the main it wants to be 
cleun and decent and give everybody a square deal—I find last 
Sunday an exposé or disquisition. I do not know what the 
foundations in fact are, but the man signs his name. and I 
understand he is a thoroughly reliable and reputable neswpaper 
man—and upon the whole the newspaper men are about as 
reliable as any other class. They will lie sometimes like we do, 
but as a general thing they want to deal fairly with great pub- 
lie questions where their papers will permit, and they will 
deal fairly with public men, but sometimes they get orders 
that such a man must be flyblown, and in order to hold their 
job they go at him and put on him the microbes of disability 
and of all kinds of adverse criticism, or ignore him and smother 
him and shut him up, bottle him up, or seal him up, and all 
that kind of thing. 

But the Post, as I said, is a pretty clean paper, about as clean 
as we have got, and I would say for the benefit of the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections, to whom the resolution I had 
the honor to offer yesterday was referred for the investigation 
of national banks, that if they begin to pull on the string with 
any kind of vigor as evidencing sincerity of purpose and hon- 
esty of intention, I may later on be able to furnish some clews 
and indicate certain lines to enable them to get light if they 
really mean to get it. But the Post had in its Sunday edition 
of December 3 the following: 

TRUTH ABOUT ROOSEVELT’S CAMPAIGN FUND—NATIONAL COMMITTED HAD 
LESS THAN $1,900, LEVELAND’S WAS $4,000,000. 

There were over 4,000 known contributors to Roosevelt's fund, and 
the la t single contribution was $75,000 or $100,000 from an un- 
known donor— 

Gracious, wasn’t he liberal! He did not want a foreign em- 
bassy or something like that, like honest Mr. Hyde. He was not 
like the other man, although I have forgotten his name. My old 
memory is getting ramshackle and the bell will not ring every 


time, but I remember some one Mr. Cleveland nominated once, I 
believe, for a high diplomatic position. 

Mr. MALLORY. Van Alen. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Thank you. Your memory is better than 


mine, although I believe I am a younger man than you are. He 


had contributed largely to the Democratic campaign fund or had 

been instrumental in getting others to do so, and demanded as 

his compensation that he should represent this great Govern- 
ment abroad. I am glad to say he did not get it. 

The Post goes on: 

Bliss and Cortelyou n f tions—Fund 
nearly a million — 3 Ju 1500. anne 

WHAT IT HAS COST TO ELECT PRESIDENTS. 

Fund of the Republican national committee in 1904_______ $1, 900, 000 

Fund of the Kepublican national committee in 1900 2, 800, 000 

Fund of the Republican national committee in 1896 3, 800, 000 

Fund of the Democratic national committee in 1892 4, 100, 000 
We poor Democrats, you know, are always tagged on at the 

tail as getting more money than anybody else and being more 

rotten than anybody else. I expect we are as rotten as we ought 
to be, and probably more so, but as far as that campaign fund is 
concerned, if we never had gotten a dollar and had never elected 

Grover Cleveland President the history of parties in this country 

would have been very different from what it has been since he 

tore us all to pieces and sunk our ship, so to speak. But I will 
not enter upon that discussion just now. 
HOW Tun REPUBLICAN FUND WAS DISTRIBUTED LAST YBAR. 

I merely allude to these figures for the purpose of indicating 
that they have sufficient foundation in fact to warrant some- 
body, I hope a Senate committee, to call this man before them 
ond find out where he got these facts, if they are facts, and then 
it may be they will get a clew to the real facts as to whether the 
national banks, and if so, which ones, and the railroad com- 
panies, and if so, which ones, have used their money to debauch 
the electorate and control State legislatures and Presidential 
elections and Congress. 

I ask permission to insert this entire article from the Post of 
December 3. 

eS VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
gran 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

[From The Washington Post, Sunday, December 3, 1905.] 

TRUTH ABOUT ROOSEVELT’S CAMPAIGN FUND—NATIONAL COMMITTEE HAD 
LESS THAN $1,900,000—CLEVELAND’S WAS $4,000, THERS WERB 
OVER 4,000 KNOWN CONTRIBUTORS TO ROOSEVELT’S FUND, AND THE 
LARGEST SINGLE CONTRIBUTION WAS $75,000 on $100,000 FROM AN 
UNKNOWN DONOR—BLISS AND CORTELYOU IGNORANT OF HYDBE’S DIPLO- 
MATIC ASPIRATIONS—FUND NEARLY A MILLION LESS THAN IN 1900. 


What it has cost to elect Presidents. 


Fund of the Republican national committee in 1904. 81, 900, 000 
Fund of the Republican national committee in 1900 2, 800, 000 


Fund of the Republican national committee in 1896 3, 800, 000 
Fund of the Democratic national committee in 1892 4, 100, 000 
How the Republican fund was distributed last year. 
Remittances to State committees. ESS 1109 000 
Z.... B » 
Maintaining speakers’ bureau SEARS 175, 000 
For lithographs, advertising, ete____..____-_-__-._......... 150, 000 
Salaries and expenses at headquarters 150, 000 
D lianeous expenditures -aeea 50, 000 
Balance at close of campaign_._.__-..- ĩͤũĩ„%.: 100, 000 


[Special to the Washington Post.] 


New York, December 2.—As the result of a careful, diligent research 
it is possible for the Post to allay a widespread curiosity concerning 
the receipts and expenditures of the — 85 national committee 
during the Presidential campaign of 1904. This curiosity, always a 
natural gy bie stirred to an unusual pitch when Judge Alton B. 
Parker, the Democratic nominee, made his near the close of the 
cam that the Republican managers were “ wpe bay Pos * or “ black- 
ma = tions for contributions to promote the can of 
Mr. Roosevelt, and it has become intensified since witnesses before the 
legislative iny ting committee have candidly admitted that big life 
insurance companies gave generous subscriptions. mrg guesses have 
been made since last fall on the amount of money raised y Cornelius N. 
Bliss, tne treasurer of the commi but none of them has struck the 
mark. If at any time Mr. Bliss or Postmaster-General Cortelyou, the 
chairman of the committee, sees fit to make a public statement it will 
be found that the figures contained in this dispatch are fully confirmed. 

NEARLY TWO MILLION LESS THAN 1896. 


The fund with which the Republican national committee conducted 
Mr. Roosevelt's campaign last year was a little less than $1,900,000. 
Some credulous people—the result of the election indicated they were 
comparatively few—drew the inference from Ju Parker's ill-advised 
accusation that the sum ran up into ren millions. Possibly others 


who haye purely theoretical and impracti notions about the manage- 
ment of a political campaign may advance the argument that the fund 
actually was altogether too large for the ond — for which it 

but comparisons 


was used. This may or may not be mere sophistry ; 
with former cam funds shows that the Republican treasury last 
year was not filled the bursting point. The total contributions in 
1904 were gol i $1,000,000 less than the donations in 1900, W 

President McKinley was a candidate for reelection. The fund was be- 
tween $1,800,000 and $2,000,000 less than that which was raised in 


This is the first time these have gone out to the public. 
There are only a few men in the United States to whom the secret was 
ever in for Mr. Bliss and his confidants have never considered it 
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essential to the happiness of the people to make a formal statement on 
the subject. Ever since 1896 there been a pretty general impres- 
sion throughout the country that the fund raised by the Republicans 
that year was the t in the history @f American politics, and 

san politicians have wn upon it for inspiration in the heat of debate 
in and on the stump. Men who no definite information 
on the subject 8 exaggerated the amount, and did not hesi- 
tate to do so, use y felt confident their statements would not 
be contradicted by those who were in possession of the exact data. 
Representative BOURKE COCKRAN, of New York, while greatly agitated 
over the accusation of Representative DALZELL, of Pennsylvania, that 
he had received money for supporting McKinley in 1896, dramatically 
declared to a spellbound audience in the House of Representatives a 
ge} ‘ag. * $16,000,000 was used to purchase a Republican victory 


CLEVELAND'S FUND $4,000,000. 

But the 1896 fund was not the b ever raised in the interest 
of a Presidential candidate. The late tor Hanna knew that when 
he was alive, but never publicly stated so. Mr. Bliss also knew it, but 
likewise was silent. There were other men who more prdperly could 
have taken the public into their confidence, but they apparently saw 
no reason for so doing. The largest amount of money ever collected to 
conduct a national campaign was in 1892, when Grover Cleveland was a 
candidate for reelection. The late William C. Whitney obtained the 
bulk of that fund, and it was a trifie over $4,000,000. I have this on 
unimpeachable authority, and the statement can not be successfully 
controverted any more than the other figures herein given can be proven 
incorrect. But Mr. Whitney's fund was not used to purchase the elec- 
tion of Mr. Cleveland thirteen years ago. It was expended in legiti- 
mately went the interests of the ratic nominee, just as the 
money contribu: in 1896 and 1900 was devoted to the intelligent pro- 
motion of the ase ie cause. Every sensible, practical man who 
knows anything about the financial requirements of a national cam- 
paign knows that a Presidential election can net be purchased with any 
such sum, or, in fact, any sum at all. 

It is possible for me to give not only the size of the fund raised by 
the Republicans last year, but also to present a recapitulation of the 
manner in which it was disbursed. Two items consumed nearly two- 
thirds of the entire fund, namely, literature and assistance to State 
committees. Very nearly one-third of the $1,900,000 at the disposal 
of the national committee was expended in the printing and distribu- 
tion of political pamphlets, documents, ete. The postage and 
age alone amounted to thousands of dollars. It would be correct to 
state that about $550,000 was utilized in this yay. Fully a third of 
the fund was sent to the Republican managers in a dozen or more 
States where the local committees had exhausted their own financial 
supplies, It is well within the limits of 3 to say that at least 
between $650,000 and $700,000 was paid out this manner. The 
chairmen of the State committees who were the recipients of such aid 
doubtless have records to show that the money was expended in stimu- 
lating interest in the campaign the employment of bands and the 
5 popular attractions, for literature on topics which were 
of special interest in certain localities. 

Another big item consisted of the salaries to employees at the head- 
quarters in New York and Chicago and the rent of the offices. At 
the two headquarters were fully 250 men and women en, 
in a score of different capacities. Throughout the N ee he 
weekly salary expense and rent roll ted about $15, ngs 
the t the contest was and headquarters closed up $150, 
was paid out on this account. Next came the lithographing and ad- 
vertising account. Millions of lithographs and campaign buttons were 
distributed throughout the country, and in the neighborhood of $150,000 

this se and for advertising in magazines and 
It will be led that Chairman Cortelyou introduced an 
nnovation in 1904 by printing highly attractive advertisements in 
the leading magazines, this w reached something like 
10,000,000 or 12,000,000 le. Those w are famillar with some 
of these details of campa management will recall that the Demo- 
cratic national committee here was much discomfited when it learned 
of this ingenious and sagacious method of advancing the Republican 


cause. 
ORATORY WAS EXPENSIVE. 


Even than the lith h bill was the account of the speakers’ 
lapsen rer: Recsevelt's managers made it a rule at the beginning 

that every man who was speaking under the auspices 
should get his transportation at headquarters, In 
other words, the chairman placed a ban upon the use of free passes. 
Thus most of the large corps of stump speakers had their Heit 
expenses paid out of the committee’s ury. A large 
them, moreover, received compensation for their services. 
it required between $175,000 and $200,000 to maintain the 
bureau. This item completes the recapitulation, with the exception of 
the balance which was left in the treasury at the close of the cam- 
This was between $95, and $100,000. 

ted reports concerning the size of the balance have appeared 
t two or three months. One story had it that it amounted 
to about $400,000, and this report ed extensive circulation. ‘To 
any person who may think the ac balance was ex e or useless 
t is only necessary to state that the national committee maintains 
headquarters at Washington, and will continue to do so until the next 
campaign opens. To support the headquarters costs in the neighbor- 
h 10,000 a year, and this sum includes the salaries of the secre- 
two clerks, office rent, stationery, ete. Thus $40,000 ap- 

will be expended ore the Republican headquarters are 
908. What is left of the fund at that time will be devoted 
to establishing the new headquarters and starting the tremendous 
machinery of the national committee before the treasurer again starts 
out to collect funds. 


MONEY FOR STATE COMMITTEES. 


Of the money which was distributed by the national committee among 
State committees that exhausted their own fun a large propor- 
tion went to New York, New Jersey, West Virgin ndiana, Nevada, 
Illinois, Massachusetts, Connecticut, and Wisconsin. It was these States 
which the Democrats rded as the chief battle ground, and it was in 
them that the bulk of their funds was t. There are other States in 
the Middle West and Northwest which received assistance from the 


tary an 
proximatel 
opened in 


p 
picion that the money was to be used improperly on election A 
committees that went “ broke” on the eve of election stayed © 


1905. 
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over election oer Moreover, before Treasurer Bliss came to the relief 
of any of the State committees he knew for what pu the money 
was to be expended, and in no case was money advanced except for 
purely N objects. Mr. Roosevelt's plurality in these States 
aggregated 1,500,000; so that if the $650,000 or $700,000 was used cor- 
ruptly the price of votes averaged 40 or 45 cents each. And certainly 
votes are worth more than that to people who are selling them. 

The contributions to the 3 treasury last year came from an 
astonishingly large number of sources. There were over 4.000 known 
contributors—about 40 per cent of the whole number. This means 
there was no record of the identity of 60 per cent of the subscribers. 
Practically the same ratio obtained in the collection of the ublican 
national fund that was shown to exist in the subscriptions which were 
made to the campaign of District Attorney Jerome New York this 
fall. Iam satisfied that the estimate of 10,000 individual contributions 
to the Republican committee in 1904 is a conservative one, and there- 
fore the average amount received was less than $190. 


SOME ONE GAYE CLOSE TO $100,000. 


The largest single contribution was either $75,000 or $100,000—I 
have been unable to learn which, but was authoritatively informed that 
it was one or the other. Strange to relate, this large sum came from 
an unknown donor. It was turned in to Treasurer Bliss by one of the 
mg were soliciting funds, and eyen he did not reveal the identity 
o e giver, 

There was a great deal of speculation at Republican headquarters on 
the subject, but the mystery has not been reyealed to this day. Some 
people may think Andrew Carnegie made this healthy donation, be- 
cause he publicly declared before the campaign opened that he was will- 
ing to give any sum that was necessary to advance the political 
interests of Theodore Roosevelt. Still, it may have been any one of a 
score of other multimillionaires who had nothing to ask of the Presi- 
dent, but wanted to give a little of his spare cash to the party whose 
7 he subscri to and to ald a man whose personality he 

mir 


But the bulk of the contributions was collected by Mr. Bliss’s corps 
of assistants and by committees in such cities as Chicago, Philadelphia, 
Boston, Pittsburg, St. Louls, and San Francisco. Mr. Bliss had sub- 
committees for various lines of trade, who confined their efforts to 
Specified channels. These collectors carried subscription books, and 
every man who contributed either set down the amount opposite his 
name or inscribed the word “cash” only. 

Some conception of the number of small contributions that were 
made may be gained when it is stated that in Chi alone more than 
200 of these ks were placed in circulation by the subtreasurer of 
ths 8 . that ay 8 — 2 money thus collected was 

rm nto the asury in New York in lump sums, and necessaril 
there could be no record of the individual amounts given. 5 

Chairman Cortelyou and Treasurer Bliss both declined many large 
voluntary contributions because there were conditions attached to 
them. More than one man went to the headquarters in New York and 
offered to give a snug sum of money if the chairman or the treasurer 
would agree to use his influence in getting a Federal appointment or in 
securing him some other material reward after the election. Every 
such proposition was rejected peremptorily, and the proponent was 
given to understand that the national committee was not doing busi- 
ness on such a basis. There itively Is no doubt whatever that 
Chairman Cortelyou made no pledges involving a reward of any sort 
to a single contributor to the ublican fund. He started out on that 
ae and adhered to it until election day, and the result has been 

at he since has suffered no embarrassment, nor has the President, 


HYDE AND THE AMBASSADORSHIP. 


Neither Mr. Cortelyou nor Mr. Bliss knew that James H. Hyde, late 
vice-president of the uitable Life Assurance Company, had made a 
contribution with the idea of being rewarded with the American em- 
bassy at Paris. If ee had personal knowledge that he gave money 
from his own c- ey certainly knew nothing of his diplomatic 
aspirations, en, after the election, Hyde’s name was presented to 
the President for consideration, it is said upon unquestionable authority 
that Mr. Roosevelt In the course of a conversation with Mr. Cortelyou 
referred to the application. And it is known that the national chair- 
man emphatically dissented from the opinion of those who suggested 
Hyde for the Paris post. Chairman Cortelyou is on record officially as 
having made no promises of any character to contributors to the Re- 
cs pig ea In a public statement, issued at the close of the cam- 

, he said: 

“Every part of this fund has come from volunt: contributions 
made without demand, importunity, or pressure, and without an —— 
ment, pledge, promise, assurance, or understanding, express or tap led. 
regarding the policy or the action of the Administration, or loo to 
SA benefit or advantage to any contributor, except the benefits which 
will come to all business and to all our people from the continuance of 
Republican policies and Republican administration.” 

hould the officers of the Republican national committee ever be 
called upon to show how the money was spent last year, they could 
produce one of the cleanest statements ever pre „ The business 
of the committee was conducted 9 to high-grade methods that 
would be the envy of many a suc 1 mercantile establishment. 
Every important purchase made was on the basis of the lowest bid, and 
Republican contractors and printers were favored only if their proposals 
were the lowest and best. r. Cortelyou and Mr. Bliss had expert ac- 
countants employed to keep track of every expenditn even to a single 
stage stamp. And it may be said in this connection that the con- 
ets for literature, lithographs. and other campaign novelties demon- 
strated that there were astute business men in charge of the campaign, 


THE MOVEMENT FOR PUBLICITY, 


Republicans in this city who were identified with the management of 
the President's campaign are gratified to learn that Pe Belmont is 
active in a propaganda whose object is to secure the publicity of cam- 
paign contributions and disbursements. He has assurances of the 
moral support of a large number of prominent Democrats throughout 
the country, and it is believed this will tend to insure earnest consid- 
eration of Mr. Roosevelt’s recommendation to Congress on this subject. 
In his message last December the President u publicity of this char- 
acter, and he intends to renew his recommendation next week. It has 
been the understanding in Administration circles in Washington that he 
will go further in urging Congressional action than he did a year ago. 
Those active in the publicity movement ought to be able to t some 
valuable information on this question from Postmaster-General Cortel- 
you. Some months ago the legislature of Connecticut passed a corrupt 
practices act, which is one of the best enactments of its kind on 
statute books of any State, 


The 8 for the law came from Chairman Cortelyou in the 
summer 1904, when he was in the midst of the Presidential cam- 
paign. Among other things the Connecticut law provides that only the 
treasurer of a committee may receive contributions and pay campaign 
expenses, that a full list must be published after election, and that no 
pledges must be made in consideration of subscriptions, 


JUDGE PARKER’S FUND, 

Very likely accurate data concerning the expenditures of the Demo- 
cratic national committee last year will be obtained soon. It probably 
will astound most people, who may have formed the idea that the Dem- 
ocrats were hard pressed for funds, to learn how much money actually 
was collected and disbursed by Judge Parker's managers. had a 
plethora of cash, as may be shown later. 

FRED STAREK. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now, Mr. President, I have only a few more 
words to say. It is very clear to my mind tbat the insurance 
companies are not the only rascals that have been engaged in 
this practice, if we consider the fact that several national 
banks—a good many of them—are great beneficiaries, particu- 
lar pets of the Treasury Department, that at one time and an- 
other one bank and another have been selected by the Secre- 
taries of the Treasury for deposits running up into the scores of 
millions, and that the use of this money in banking has been 
the instrumentality through which great fortunes have been 
piled up for the owners of the banks, directors, etc. But there 
was a mutuality of interest undoubtedly, aside from the “ 16- 
to-1” business, which would almost compel these national 
banking corporations to contribute to the campaign fund of a 
party which had created them, which had been their uniform 
and consistent friend and supporter, and, therefore, I think 
that the investigation, if honestly and zealously pressed, will 
give us light on a great many subjects about which we now have 
unpleasant suspicions, 

It is a sad thought to me that the Senate is discredited by the 
people of the United States as being a body more or less cor- 
ruptible or corrupted, and that we are the instrumentalities and 
agents of corporations in a great measure who dictate our con- 
duct here or our course in legislation, and whose interests are 
sedulously watched over and guarded. 

We have had some misfortunes to come our way in the recent 
past. We got one or two lame ducks among us. I saw a squib 
this morning in one of the papers—with mortification and shame 
I read it—that it was about time, at least it was apropos, for 
the Senate to unite in singing the chorus of the song—I never 
heard it— 

Are we all here and none in jail? 

[Laughter.] 


I wish to say for one Senator that while I do not claim to be 
any better than my brethren, and admit that I am more than 
liable to temptation and to fall when tempted, I would be glad 
if we could begin without partisanship, without any array of 
Democrat against Republican or Republican against Democrat, 
or for any benefit of any party, to cleanse the Augean stable, 
if it is here. We have been called the “gray wolves of the 
Senate.” I do not happen to belong to that category because I 
am not quite gray yet, but still there are many men here whom 
I respect and admire whose heads are white. Death comes 
along once in a while and strikes down one after another of us. 
I honestly believe that with the temper of the people as it is 
now, and the condition of the public mind which at present pre- 
valls, it is opportune and a good thing for this body to try to 
lift up Senate investigations above the suspicion of dodging, or 
collusion, or cowardice, and to lift the Senate as a whole in the 
estimation of our fellow-countrymen out of the bog of dishonor 
and disgrace which now envelops us. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the resolution of the Senator from South Carolina will 
go to the Calendar. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I had supposed that there would not be 
any objection to its passage, and unless there is objection I 
should like to have the inquiry go to the Treasury Depart- 
ment. If it may be done by unanimous consent, I ask that 
the resolution be put on its passage. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks unanimous consent that the resolution which he offered 
be now acted upon. Is there objection? The question is on 
agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


FUNERAL EXPENSES OF THE LATE SENATOR ORVILLE H. PLATT. 


Mr. KHAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. BULKELEY, reported it 
without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby Is, 
authorized and directed to pay from the miscellaneous items of the 
contingent fund of the Senate the actual pensos. = 

na 


and necessary ex! 
curred by the committee appointed by the President of the 
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arranging for and attendin 

Connecticut, Hon. ORVILLE 

2 the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
e Senate. 


the funeral of the late Senator from 
Parr, upon vouchers to be approved 


LAWS OF PORTO RICO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
inittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be 
printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for 
Forto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith eleven ordl- 
nances enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico, which ordi- 
nances have been approved by the President of the United States. 

Pa en is invited to the accompanying report of the Secretary of 
ate. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
THE WHITE House, December 7, 1905. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. FRYE. If there is no further legislative business, I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o’clock 
and 18 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, De- 
cember 11, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Eæecutive nominations received by the Senate December 7, 1905. 
DISTRICT JUDGES. 


Luman F. Parker, jr., of Indian Territory, to be judge of the 
United States court of the northern district of Indian Territory, 
vice William R. Lawrence, resigned. 

William H. H. Clayton, of Indian Territory, to be judge of the 
United States court of the central district of Indian Territory. 
A reappointment, his term expiring December 16, 1905. 

Hosea Townsend, of Indian Territory, to be judge of the 
United States court of the southern district of Indian Territory. 
A reappointment, his term expiring January 9, 1906. 

William R. Lawrence, of Illinois, to be judge of the United 
States court of the western district of Indian Territory, vice 
Charles W. Raymond, whose term will expire December 16, 1905. 


JUSTICES OF THE PEACE. 


Lewis I. O’Neal, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice 
of the peace in and for the District of Columbia. A reappoint- 
ment (his term expiring December 31, 1905), in accordance with 
the provisions of the act approved June 30, 1902, entitled “An 
act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to establish a code of law 
for the District of Columbia.“ 

Samuel C. Mills, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice 
of the peace in and for the District of Columbia. A reappoint- 
ment (his term expiring December 31, 1905), in accordance with 
the provisions of the act approved June 30, 1902, entitled “An 
act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to establish a code of law 
for the District of Columbia.’ ” 

Luke C. Strider, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice 
of the peace in and for the District of Columbia. A reap- 
pointment (his term expiring December 31, 1905) in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the act approved June 30, 1902, 
entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to establish 
a code of law for the District of Columbia.’” 

Robert H. Terrell, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice 
of the peace in and for the District of Columbia. A reap- 
pointment (his term expiring December 31, 1905) in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the act approved June 30, 1902, 
entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to establish 
a code of law for the District of Columbia.’ ” 

Thomas H. Callan, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice 
of the peace in and for the District of Columbia. A reap- 
pointment (his term expiring December 31, 1905) in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the act approved June 30, 1902, 
entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to establish 
a code of law for the District of Columbia.“ 

Charles S. Bundy, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice 
of the peace in and for the District of Columbia. A reap- 
pointment (his term expiring December 31, 1905) in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the act approved June 30, 1902, 
entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to establish 
a code of law for the District of Columbia.’ ” 


MEMBER CALIFORNIA DEBRIS COMMISSION. 


Capt. Charles H. McKinstry, Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army, for appointment as a member of the California 


Débris Commission provided for by the act of Congress ap- 
proved March 1, 1893, entitled “An act to create the California 
Débris Commission and regulate hydraulic mining in the State 
of California,” to which office he was appointed during the last 
recess of the Senate, vice Col. Thomas H. Handbury, Corps 
of Engineers, United States Army, relieved. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Newton A. McCully to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 22d day of April, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Washington I. Chambers, promoted. 

Lieut. Marcus L. Miller to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
James P. Parker, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edison E. Scranton to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. William 
V. Pratt, promoted. 

Ensigns Daniel P. Mannix, Harry K. Cage, and Benjamin G. 
Barthalow to be lieutenants (junior grade) in the Navy from 
the 1st day of July, 1905, upon the completion of three years’ 
service. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Daniel P. Mannix to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Thomas 
Washington, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Benjamin G. Barthalow to be a lieu- 
tenant in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. 
Louis A. Kaiser, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harry K. Cage to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Marcus L. Mil- 
ler, promoted. 

Asst. Surg. Robert A. Bachmann to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 20th day of March, 1905, upon the 
completion of three years’ service. 

Asst. Surg. Howard F. Strine to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 8th day of May, 1905, upon the com- 
pletion of three years’ service. 

Asst. Surg. Joseph P. Traynor to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 8th day of May, 1905, upon the com- 
pletion of three years’ service. 

Asst. Surg. John L. Neilson to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Navy from the 4th day of October, 1905, upon the comple- 
tion of three years’ service. 

Francis M. Shook, a citizen of Minnesota, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 15th day of March, 1905, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 


The following-named citizens to be assistant surgeons in the 
Navy from the 3d day of May, 1905, to fill vacancies existing in 
that grade on that date: 

Richard A. Warner, a citizen of the District of Columbia. 

Paul R. Stalnaker, a citizen of Texas. 

The following-named citizens to be assistant surgeons in the 
Navy from the 24th day of May, 1905, to fill vacancies existing 
in that grade on that date: 3 

Ernest O. J. Eytinge, a citizen of New York. 

George M. Olson, a citizen of Minnesota. 

The following-named citizens to be assistant surgeons in the 
Navy from the 7th day of July, 1905, to fill vacancies existing 
in that grade on that date: 

Curtis B. Munger, a citizen of California. 

Edward R. Marshall, a citizen of Tennessee. 

The following-named citizens to be assistant surgeons in the 
Navy from the i4th day of July, 1905, to fill vacancies existing 
in that grade on that date: 

Fletcher H. Brooks, a citizen of Maryland. 

John B. Mears, a citizen of Virginia. 

The following-named citizens to be assistant surgeons in the 
Navy from the Ist day of August, 1905, to fill vacancies existing 
in that grade on that date. 

George S. Hathaway, a citizen of Rhode Island; 

Frank E. Sellers, a citizen of Virginia. 

The following-named citizens to be assistant surgeons in the 
Navy from the 21st day of September, 1905, to fill vacancies 
existing in that grade on that date: 

Edward H. H. Old, a citizen of Virginia; 

George H. McConnon, a citizen of Virginia; 

Edward C. White, a citizen of New Jersey ; 

Thurlow W. Reed, a citizen of New York; 

Edward U. Reed, a citizen of Pennsylvania. 

Edward L. Woods, a citizen of Virginia, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 14th day of October, 1905, to fill a 
yacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Robert C. Ransdell, a citizen of the District of Columbia, to be 
an assistant surgeon in the Navy from the 24th day of Novem- 
ber, 1905, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 7, 1905. 
SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, 
Charles Joseph Bonaparte, of Maryland, to be Secretary of 
the Navy. ; 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, 
Truman Handy Newberry, of Michigan, to be Assistant Secre- 
tary of the Navy. 
POSTMASTER. 
MISSISSIPPI. I 
Anna D. Cook to be postmaster at Laurel, in the county of 
Jones and State of Mississippi. 


EXTRADITION WITH DENMARK. 
The injunction of secrecy was removed December 7, 1905, from 
n supplementary extradition treaty between the United States 
and Denmark, signed at Washington on Noyember 6, 1905. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 7, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

TOBACCO GROWERS. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, on the 4th of Decem- 
ber I introduced a bill for the relief of tobacco growers, but in 
the great rush in introducing bills the Clerk was unable to note 
the fact that it was introduced on that day, but erroneously 
noted on the next day that it was introduced on the 5th. I 
desire this fact to go into the Recorp, so that the true history 
of the bill may appear in the RECORD. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


‘A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Barnes, one of his secretaries. 


PANAMA CANAL. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
resolye itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R, 
480) supplemental to an act entitled “An act to provide for the 
construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, and making appro- 
priations for isthmian canal construction, and for other purposes, 

The motion of Mr. HEPBURN was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. VREELAND in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the bill H. R. 480. Section No. 1 of the bill has been 
read for amendment. No amendment having been offered, the 
Clerk will read section No. 2. 

The Clerk read as. follows: 

Sec. 2. That there is hereby Spproptistad, out of K money in the 
Treasury not otherwise 5 ed, the sum of $16,500,000 to con- 
tinue the construction of the isthmian canal, to be ex ed under the 
direction of the President in accordance with the said act to provide 
for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans, approved June 28, 1902, and for each and every 
purpose connected with the same, the said sum to continue available 
until expended: Provided, That all Cog ye bea from the appropria- 
tion herein made shall be reimbursed the Treas of the United 
States out of the proceeds of the sale of bonds author in section 8 


of the said act approved June 28, 1902. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I moye to strike out, in line 
8, on page 2, the words “sixteen million five hundred thousand 
dollars” and to insert in lieu thereof the words “six million 
eight hundred and fifty-eight thousand three hundred and thirty- 
three dollars.” 

I announced yesterday, Mr. Chairman, that I would moye to 
strike out the sum named in the bill and substitute for it a sum 
to be ascertained and which would, or ought to, fully cover all 
payments necessary to be made by the Commission during the 
month of December, including the payments on January 1. 

ur ee Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amendment be 
reported. : 
| The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman send the amendment 
to the desk for the information of the committee? 

The Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I came to the conclu- 
sion that that was the right sum by the investigation of the de- 


sion. 

I find that the indebtedness of the Commission on all scores, 
by this statement, up to December 1 to be $4,500,000. I find 
that the December proportion of the remaining appropriation 
asked for—in a manner estimated for—would amount to $2,- 
358,333. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pace] went 
over the figures for me and made an estimate, which he handed 
me yesterday, while I was too busy to do so myself. 

By reference to page 40 of the Recorp, gentlemen will find 
$4,000,000 in one place and $500,000 in another, in the second 
column—this includes what is due the Panama Railroad Com- 
pany—and will find the balance of the amount I propose by tak- 
ing one-sixth of the amount estimated by the Canal Commission 
to be necessary for the seven months following as the December 
proportion thereof. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall not further discuss the amendment ex- 
cept to say that while I would not for anything have the work 
upon the Isthmus stopped one day—none of us desire that it 
shall be stopped one day—I am of the opinion, which seems to 
be prevalent on both sides of this Chamber, that legislation of 
this unusual and extraordinary character ought not to be a prec- 
edent for future legislation and ought to be limited to what is 
absolutely necessary to meet an unavoidable emergency. I 
think the figures cover the unavoidable emergency and give a 
margin of nearly $800,000 in addition. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Your proposed amendment contemplates a 
proportionate amount of the entire amount which is recom- 
mended? One-sixth, you say, for the future expenses and 
$4,000,000 for the indebtedness up to December 1. One-sixth 
would not carry it beyond January. A 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘Through the payment on the Ist of January 
until January 15. 

Mr. TAWNBY. Does the gentleman understand that under 
item No. 2, on page 40, right-hand column, $3,300,000 is 
for equipment purchased or contracted for delivery not later 
than June 30, 1906? So that if the Department has legally 
obligated the Government, the Government will be compelled to 
make that payment without reference to the future appropria- 
tion. Now, can you segregate one of the months from the lia- 
bilities on the part of the Government from others? Have we 
sufficient information to enable us to determine just what por- 
tion of the liability must be met in January for equipment now 
purchased or contracted for? What part will have to be met in 
December? It seems to me that it is impractical to segregate 
the amounts severally, for the reason that this is a liability 
already incurred. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentlemen is not asking me a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I ask that the time of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi be extended for fiye minutes, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In response to the question of the gentle- 
man from Minnesota, not in response to his argument, the item 
of 52,740,000 —l. e., item 2 in the statement—represents equipment 
purchased or contracted for delivery not later than June 30, 
1906.” I take it, as an ordinary business man, and a very ordi- 
nary one I am frank to confess, that the supplies will not be 
delivered much prior to the time, if any prior to the time, fixed 
in the contract. That item, therefore, will not call for any pay- 
poen: — its major part, perhaps not in any of its parts, before 

une 30. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman must certainly admit that if 
the goods are contracted for the liability will have to be met 
by the 30th of June. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course. Payment will not, however, 
have to be made before that nor until delivery. It would be 
a very foolish thing on the part of the Government to make a 
contract for goods to be delivered at a certain time and pay 
for them before delivered. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It shows that that much is contracted for 
and that must be met in accordance with the terms of the pur- 
chase, so that it makes very little difference whether we appro- 
priate the money now or after delivery. If we postpone the 
appropriation we will not be able to appropriate less than is 
necessary and called for now. . 

Mr. WILLIAMS. We may get a less or we may have to get 
a larger one; I do not know. But the end I am seeking to 
reach is this: That a committee of this House shall sit upon 
that precise question, shall investigate it, shall scrutinize the 
expenditures, shall scrutinize the estimates, shall scrutinize 
the contracts; and therefore I want an emergency Dill like this 
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to make no appropriation for anything but an actual emer- 
gency—any matter which we will have plenty of time to do 
after having had it investigated and voted on by a committee. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say that he 
arrived at the amount named in his amendment by taking the 
items in the second column on page 40, item 1, $4,000,000; 
item 5, the amount due the Panama Railroad Company, $500,- 
000, and then taking the balance of the $16,500,000 and divid- 
ing it by 6. Let me call the gentleman’s attention to the fact 
that the estimates cover seven months and not six, to begin 
with, so that on the gentleman’s own theory, to cover the month 
of December only, he should take one-seventh, but that if he 
runs, as he proposes to do, until the middle of January, it would 
take more than one-sixth. This estimate is for seven months. 
The gentleman’s proposition would clearly only carry it until 
the Ist of January. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Carry it through the payments on the ist 
of January. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. His estimate 
of one-sixth would only run to the Ist of January. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. One-seventh. 

Mr. MANN. One-seyenth. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. One-seventh has not been taken. One-sixth was 
taken to allow the very margin of which the gentleman speaks. 

Mr. MANN. There is very little difference between the frac- 
tions—between one-seventh and one-sixth. It would only run 
until the 31st of December. Large payments are made on the 
Ist of January. At least the pay rolls are made out on the Ist 
of January, and the payments are made then. The gentleman 
would not cover those items that are necessary even for pay 
rolls on the ist of January, much less the pay rolls due the 
middle of January or the Ist of February. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, in explanation of what 
the gentleman has stated, this amount, $6,858,000, includes the 
entire amount in item 1, which is $4,000,000. It includes the 
entire amount in item 5. It does not include a proportionate 
share of that amount, but includes the entire item. 

Mr. MANN. I understood that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That makes $4,500,000. Then all the other 
items on that page added together—items 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, and S—are 
summed up, and one-sixth of them taken instead of one-seventh. 
Now, this will not only cover all that can be paid for the month of 
December—it is for the month of December that the payments 
on January 1 are made—but it takes a fractional part larger 
than necessary, not one-seventh, but one-sixth. There can be no 
doubt, in my mind, that the amount—$6,858,333—more than 
covers the emergency necessities of payment between this time 
and the 15th of January, because the Commission pay, as I 
understand it, at the beginning and middle of each month. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman from Mississippi be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
of the gentleman from Mississippi be extended five minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. I wanted to call the gentleman's attention to 
the other item which the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
TAWNEY] called attention to. My information, which I am 
very frank to say is somewhat indefinite, is that both because 
they want the material at once and because it is necessary to 
get material as rapidly as they can—that is, the railroad mate- 
rial—in order to transport it (as we have to take it in our 
ships), the Commission are urging the delivery of material just 
as rapidly as possible—the big locomotive engines, the cars, and 
so forth. I am frank to say that in my judgment it would be a 
mistake to appropriate simply one-sixth of that amount. I do 
not believe it would be sufficient even to carry the Government 
through without distress until the middle of January. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, in response to that I 
have to say that if there is any mistake it is in including even 
one-sixth of that amount. Here in the House we take a sort of 


judicial cognizance of the ordinary methods of business. I will 
read item 2 to the House: 
2. ulpment purchased or contracted for delivery not later 
ae sume 80, 06 $3, 350. 000 
1, 071, 100 
1, 367, 000 
93, 600 
151, 794 
36. 050 
2 di r dr 5, 
Miscellaneous 2, 07 
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Now, let us take cognizance of tbe ordinary course of busi- 
ness. It is very improbable that a dollar of that will be de- 
livered before June 30, for the very simple reason that the con- 
tract allows them to wait until June 30. They will make no 
money by delivering prior to June 30. The chances are that 
instead of one-sixth of it being delivered before June 30, one- 
sixth of it will not be delivered until after June 30, for that 
matter. 

That is my experience in connection with these contracts for 
future dellveries. Nothing will be necessary to be paid until 
the goods have been delivered upon the Isthmus of Panama. 
So, if I haye made any mistake at all, it was in taking one-sixth 
of the item—a mistake in taking any part at all. 

Mr. WANGER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. WANGER. In the articles mentioned I understand the 
opinion of the Commission to be that these articles should be 
furnished at the earliest practicable date. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But they have contracted for them all to 
be delivered “ not later than June 30.” 

Mr. WANGER. The most of them are in the process of man- 
ufacture. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And will remain in the process of manu- 
facture until June 30. 

Mr. WANGER. I submit that the process of manufacture 
will be expedited by the certainty that the contracts are going 
to be carried out. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman will bring to me any con- 
tract 

Mr. WANGER. Any implied veto on the part of the Govern- 
ment of the conditions of the contract will make contractors 
less anxious to finish the construction than what they would be 
if they had a certainty that the contracts would be carried out. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. There is no “implied veto” about this. 
If the gentleman will show me any reason to hope that these 
people will deliver these things any sooner without being paid a 
dollar more money—slighting or delaying other and concurrent 
contracts with no addition, and at a loss of other business— 
then I would include a greater proportion of this amount. The 
gentleman knows as a business man that business men are not 
going to hurry up unnecessarily in delivering their goods unless 
they have something to make by it. The Commission has 
already made the contract with them under which they can de- 
liver the goods as late as June 30 and get every dollar fixed in 
the contract. 

Mr. WANGER. My impression is that there has been a great 
deal of publicity about the purpose of the condition of securing 
these articles. Has my friend heard any criticism of the Com- 
mission or the Government in making these contracts? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am not here to criticise the Government 
or the Commission; that is not at all relevant or necessary to 
the consideration of the purpose of this amendment. I do not 
criticise an Executive Department of this Government by re- 
fusing to make an appropriation at its request when I do not 
believe the appropriation ought to be made at a particular time. 
I have said that I am willing to meet an emergency with an 
emergency appropriation; no more. The gentleman might as 
well say that I would be criticising the War Department if it 
should come in here to-day and want $50,000,000 appropriated 
and suggest that $500,000 of it was immediately necessary, be- 
cause unless something was done at once a great public work 
would go to pieces, and I should take the position that we appro- 
priate the $500,000 and let the balance of the fifty millions wait 
the ordinary course of legislative procedure. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the following 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment by changing the sum named to $10,000,000. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, this is the fourth day of the 
session of the Fifty-ninth Congress. Within a short period of 
time the Speaker of the House will appoint the regular com- 
mittees. When these regular committees are appointed, meas- 
ures like the one under discussion will be referred to these com- 
mittees. However, we are confronted in the early days of this 
session, which is a long one, and which may last until June or 
July, with an emergency bill calling for $16,500,000 of the peo- 
ples money to be appropriated at this time. The estimates that 
are presented to this House, in my judgment as a Member of 
this House, do not warrant us at this time in favoring an appro- 
priation of $16,500,000. We should, as Members, do everything 
in our power to advance speedily the construction of the isth- 
mian canal. It is in view of this that I have offered the amend- 
ment appropriating $10,000,000. I have taken some little pains 
to ascertain as best I could how much there ought to be paid 
out now as an emergency proposition. The best information 
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I can obtain, without giving the source of it, is in the neigh- 
borhood of $8,000,000. That will more than cover the amount 
that we should appropriate to-day as an emergency proposition. 
To ask this House at this time, in the early days of the session, 
to appropriate $16,500,000, that will carry us until the Ist of 
July, 1906, is asking too much of this House that opens and 
clos es the doors of the Treasury upon the question of appro- 
priating money. 

Mr. Chairman, I have offered this amendinent to the amend- 
ment with a view of trying to harmonize this question, because 
legislation is a compromise at best; it is the average judgment 
of 386 men sitting here, each one clothed with responsibility 
to his district; and I am frank to say that I would not like to 
go before my constituents in the coming election, as I hope I 
may, and say that without any knowledge whatever I voted 
to appropriate $16,500,000 on the fourth day of the session 
when it met in its regular long session. In addition to that, I 

` wish to say that I am not in favor of issuing bonds at this 
time. From the first days of the party to which I belong, whose 
majorities have now grown so that the members of that party 
in the House have been compelled to come over to this side of 
the Chamber in order that they may obtain seats, it has never 
issued a bond, except in the case of the Spanish war. Let me 
read to the House the condition of the Treasury of the United 

States on the 6th day of December, 1905: 
ae ec eee ale ee ae r S $136, 596, 542. 29 
In the banks to our eredit——— 55, 638, 210. 70 

On yesterday we received $1,119,856.06 more than we paid 
out. For this month thus far we have received in excess of 
expenditures nearly $3,000,000. Is there an urgent necessity 
for the issuance of bonds? We have $55,000,000 of the people's 
money in the banks to-day. Now, let us resolve ourselves back 
to individuals. Fifty-five thousand dollars is in the bank to our 
credit individually. Suppose I want to enter into a project 
which will cost me an outlay of $16,000. What would you 
think of me if I had that $55,000 to my credit and did not 
draw my check on my own money in the bank, but instead went 
and borrowed the money either of that bank or of some other 
bank, engaging to pay interest on the $16,000, when I had 
$55,000 in the bank to my credit for which I am not receiving 
a dollar’s interest? Yet that is the condition we are in to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate fully the feeling 
in the House that an emergency appropriation of this kind 
ought to carry only an appropriation sufficient to cover the 
actual emergency. It is undoubtedly true that we can make au 
appropriation of less than the amount carried by the bill and 
still conserve the interests of the canal work, provided we make 
a subsequent appropriation in an urgent deficiency bill. It is, 
in my judgment, equally true that the amount proposed in the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WILLIAMS] is not sufficient. He proposes to carry a sufficient 
fund to meet the bills which are now due, and, in addition, one- 
sixth of the balance. That would not carry an amount which 
would last beyond the ist day of January, even if it should Inst 
that long; and for us to say that we will leave the Commission 
without any money at all after the 1st day of January is to 
say that we bring discredit upon the Government and paralyze 
the efforts of the Commission. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Illinois whether certain of these articles for 
which estimates have been made and which are said to have 
been contracted for, such as 43 steam shovels, $493,000, would 
be required in case the work should be done by contract? 

Mr. MANN. They would undoubtedly be required however 
the work may be done. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Do I understand the gentleman to say 
that so large an investment in steam shovels will be required if 
the work of excavation—the whole work—is let by contract? 

Mr. MANN. I understand it to be the judgment of the Com- 
mission and of the engineers that whether the work shall finally 
be finished by the Government, or whether it shall be done by 
letting it out on contract, all of these supplies, including these 
excavators, under a form of contract which would be made, will 
not only be necessary but must be used, and that the Govern- 
ment can in no case suffer loss by obtaining them now. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Is it not true that their only certainty 
of using those shovels is based on the expectation that some con- 
tract would be made with the contractors who undertake the 


work, while those contractors might prefer another variety of 
steam shovels or another method of doing the work? 

Mr. MANN. Ob, that is possible. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Is it not only possible, but probable? 

Mr. MANN. It is true that if these articles are purchased, 
if contracts are let, the Government will require that in those 
contracts some provision shall be made with reference to their 


use. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Let me ask the gentleman a some- 
what broader question. Is it not true that a considerable meas- 
ure of these supplies have been purchased or contracted for upon 
the theory that the work will be done directly by the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. MANN. My understanding is, and I say to the gentle- 
man, that the Commission and the engineers have not finally 
determined how the work shall be done. I say, frankly, as far 
as my own judgment is concerned, that it is impossible to 
divide the work of excavation of the Culebra Cut between differ- 
ent contractors, and that it must be done either by the Govern- 
ment directly or by turning it over to one contractor, and I 
feel confident that that never will be done. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. But the work is severable in a meas- 
ure, is it not? 

Mr. MANN. Practically not severable at all in this Culebra 
cut. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Then the gentleman is proceeding on 
the thought, is he not, that the work will be done directly by the 
Government, although that question has not yet been decided? 

Mr. MANN. Well, I understand the Commission not to have 
decided the question and not to have engaged in any purchases 
which will be affected by the decision of the question. My own 
judgment, I said to the gentleman, is worth nothing. I am not 
an engineer and not an expert; it is a pure matter of guess. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that I may have five 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that his time be extended for five minutes. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. MANN. I yield for a question. 

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman think it necessary to ap- 
propriate the entire $16,500,000, or would he believe that a 
smaller sum sufficient to carry the Commission along for two or 
three months, until some committee of this House could consider 
the needs of the Commission in a proper way, would be all that 
should be appropriated at this time? 

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt whatever that the Commission 
can get along without serious. detriment to the work with less 
than $16,500,000, but in my judgment, which is purely a personal 
judgment, the Commission will in the end get better work and 
quicker results if they know that they have this entire sum at 
their disposal at this time, because most of this money is for 
the purchase of implements and machinery to carry on the work. 
We have contracts entered into providing for the delivery of 
these implements, not contracts, as stated by the gentleman from 
Mississippi, which require that these articles shall be furnished 
on the Ist day of July at all. The time covers the contracts on 
up to July 1, but many of the contracts expire entirely before 
July 1, and most of them require the furnishing of many of 
these supplies at monthly intervals. For instance, in the item 
of 120 locomotives, the heavy locomotive engines such as we 
use now in modern railroad work; these locomotives if de- 
livered all on the Ist day of July would swamp our transporta- 
tion department. We provide for the delivery of these loco- 
motives at intervals, and we are urging the manufacturers of 
them that they (and they have to be specially manufactured, I 
may say) hurry the work along. You understand that in the 
railroad work there we meet this difficulty. All of our railroads 
in this country are either what are called“ narrow-gauge” rail- 
roads or“ standard-gauge ” railroads. The Panama Railroad is 
neither. A car which can be run on our roads here can not be 
run on the Panama road, and the locomotive engine which can 
be used here can not be used there, as the gauge there is dif- 
ferent. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a further ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MANN. I yield to my colleague gladly. 

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman think the emergency is 


so great as to require a blind vote on the part of this House for 
an appropriation of the amount sought by the Isthmian Com- 
mission, or does he believe that an amount equal to the require- 
ments for the next three months would be wiser, and that then 
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this House, through its proper committee, would have ample 
opportunity to study into the needs of the Commission and to 
make such appropriations and recommendations as in its judg- 
ment it would be justified in making? 

Mr. MANN. My colleague, who may become a member of 
the committee which will have charge of any deficiencies or any 
other estimates which may come from this Commission, asks me 
what I really think. I really think that this matter is receiv- 
ing more consideration by the House now than it ever will 
receive in the future either from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions or the House. I have seen so many appropriations come 
in from that distinguished committee and so easily passed 
through the House which nobody knew much about that I feel 
confident we are giving as much attention to it now as it ordi- 
narily would receive. 

Mr. COCKRAN. May I interrupt the gentleman to ask a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. MANN. I yield. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, merely to illustrate the full- 
ness of that explanation and information the House possesses, 
I would ask the distinguished gentleman from Illinois if he 
can tell us anything further about the identity of that press 
agent who is drawing $10,000 a year, according to the statement 
of the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. MANN. If the distinguished gentleman from New York, 
who often graces the floor of the House when he addresses it, 
had remained upon the floor yesterday he would have heard me 
state then that there was no such person and no such office, 

Mr. COCKRAN. I was on the floor continuously the whole 
day, sir, and my recollection does not cover that statement. 

Mr. MANN. Then the gentleman, unfortunately, at that time 

was absent. 
Mr. COCKRAN. Do I understand the gentleman to state now 
that there is no such person, no such agent, no such expendi- 
ture, as mentioned by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD] ? 

Mr. MANN. I state now that there is no such person, no such 
agent, and no such expenditure P 

Mr. COCKRAN. I desire to express my acknowledgment 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN (continuing). As a salary of $10,000 for a press 
agent, or any other salary for a press agent. I stated that very 
fully to the distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FIrzGERALD] yesterday. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am perfectly willing to leave to the 
House, on the explanation which has been made, the amount 
which they shall wish to appropriate. And I hope the House 
will not accept the amount offered by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the time 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] be extended—— 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand that the debate on this amend- 
ment is exhausted. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
for five minutes of time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr 
Payne] asks for five minutes of time. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, it is unfortunate that this mat- 
ter comes in at this time. There is an urgent necessity for 
action upon it. No committee of the House has had an oppor- 
tunity to examine it, because of the urgency that arises. If 
we do not appropriate sufficient money at this time it will 
hamper the Commission and delay them at the very outset in 
the construction of this canal. The Commission has reported 
to the House the total deficiency for this fiscal year ending on 
the 30th of June next. They have reported it in such a manner 
that we can not easily segregate the amounts sufficient to 
run the work until some committee of the House may examine 
into the items that are presented here. The gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Wittrams] moved to cut it down, on the theory 
that $4,000,000 is all that is necessary now, except another 
sum of $500,000 which he thinks necessary now, and a sixth 
of the amount from now up to the 30th of June next. Ob- 
viously, this amendment is not sufficient to cover the amount 
necessary. ‘There must be a stoppage in the work before this 
matter can be considered and a deficiency appropriation bill 
be brought in. That would take it beyond the Ist of January. 
Of course, the House will adjourn over the holidays. Then 
after that the committees must meet and have time to examine 
these items before they bring in a deficiency appropriation 
bill. I think we can figure enough out of this statement to 
show that the amount suggested by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Wittrams] is grossly inadequate to supply the 
Commission without hampering them until the ist of January 


next. He admits item No. 1, on page 40 of the Recorp, an 
amount of $4,000,000. The next is item 2, an amount of - 
$3,350,000, for cars, locomotives, steam shovels, unloading 
machines, water tanks and powers, earth spreaders, dipper 
dredges, and a miscellaneous item of $2,074, making a total 
of $3,350,000; and he says that the contract calls for de- 


livery not later than June 30, 1906. It has been stated here 
upon the floor that the contract is for the earliest possible 
delivery, and that all must be delivered before June 30, 1906. 

Of course, Mr. Chairman, if this is a hurry order, if these 
articles are to be produced by the manufacturers at the earli- 
est possible date, they will be delayed if we delay the appro- 
priation. If we say, by passing a sufficient appropriation now, 
that the money is there in the Treasury, to be paid when 
these articles are delivered, then, of course, the manufacturers 
will hurry in order to get their pay; but if they can not get 
their pay until the 30th of June next, they are going to take 
other work, cash orders, and delay these. I have seen it 
stated somewhere, and I think it was in a speech of the Sec- 
retary of War made in a western city, that the object of the 
Commission was to assemble all of these articles—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
an extension of five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Payne} asks for an extension of five minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? F 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. As I bave said, I have seen it stated that the 
object of the Commission was to assemble all of- these articles 
at the earliest practicable moment, in order that they may let 
their contracts and go on with the work. My understanding 
is, as stated by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], that 
they propose either to lend out these tools to the contractors, 
receiving a consideration from them, or else, if they build the 
canal, to use them for themselves, their judgment being that 
such a large number of these articles can not be hastily as- 
sembled by any contractor or produced by the manufacturer, 
and that they are taking time by the forelock by purchasing 
them in advance. 

Now, there are two other items of $500,000 upon this schedule, 
as Members will see, that look as though they ought to be ap- 
propriated for at once and the money paid before the Ist day of 
January. Then we ought to provide enough money to continue 
this work until February, and give the committee having the 
matter in charge an opportunity to examine the members of the 
Commission, or some one able to speak with authority, and 
bring the matter before the House in a businesslike way, so that 
we can all understand just what we are doing. I think we 
ought to appropriate ample money, sufficient for the purpose of 
taking it into February. Evidently the amount asked for in the 
amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi will not do this. 
Evidently the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois, 
$10,000,000, will cover these items, and I think the House ought 
to vote it into the bill and adopt it as a part of the bill; and 
then this other six millions and a half, and even more money if 
the Commissioners can show that they need it, can be put in the 
regular deficiency bill and acted upon in this House in a delib- 
erate way, so that we can know what we are doing. 

Mr. Chairman, to hamper this Commission now by the inade- 
quate appropriation covered by the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi would give a black eye to this Commission 
and to this canal in its very outset; and I do not believe a 
Member of this House wishes to do that. Then let us give 
them an ample sum; let us adopt the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois and put it on the bill. All these things 
are audited 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. If I can have a minute to answer it, I will be 
glad to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York declines to 
yield. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I will ask that you may baye 
a minute so that you may answer a question. 

Mr. PAYNE. When I get through I will try to answer you. 
You are consuming my time, and I have almost forgotten where 
“E was at.” I will vote for the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
yield. 


The gentleman from New York declines to 


Mr. PAYNE. I will yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. How do you arrive at the 
sum of $10,000,000? Is it by way of a compromise? 
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Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; here is $10,000,000 of indebtedness 
nearly due. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Why not make it $11,000,000? 

Mr. PAYNE. Let me answer your question. Do not get so 
excited oyer this. The Commission say that they have liabili- 
ties of $4,000,000 due by the ist of December; then there is 
another payment of $3,750,000 for supplies to be delivered be- 
fore the 30th of June next. The Commission want these goods 
as early as they can get them. As I said, the Secretary of War, 
in a recent speech, said the Commission were urging the de- 
livery of these tools at once, and of course a portion of them 
will be manufactured in the gentleman’s State, and by this 
provision the manufacturers can get their money upon delivery 
of their goods. Then there are two other items of half a million 
dollars. These must be cared for, and this one-sixth of the bal- 
ance can be left for salaries and other expenditures for the pur- 
pose cg carrying on this work up to the ist of February, when 
it can be examined and be brought into the House for full 
consideration. 

Now, gentlemen, all these accounts are audited, not alone by 
the auditors on the part of the Commission, but also by the 
Auditor of the War Department, so that every dollar of this 
expenditure will ultimately come under the Auditor of the War 
Department and get the same auditing as all the other items 
of expenditures of that Department, running up to a hundred 
millions of dollars. This will give an ample amount with 
which to carry on the work until the matter can be considered 
by regular committee and put on the deficiency appropriation. 
We know that this committee will do its duty, as they have done 
heretofore, and will call the officers in charge of this work be- 
fore them, and give every dollar that is needed. If we were to 
give this $16,500,000, they do not need to spend it simply be- 
cause we giye it. I would not vote to adopt the amendment of 
the gentleman from Mississippi, for that would simply stop the 
work of the Commission, hamper it, and give the whole project a 
black eye. I shall vote for the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to have five minutes, 
not to make a speech, but to ask some questions. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How did the gentleman from New 
York get ten minutes then? 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent, 2 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent to hay 
ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to address the committee for ten minutes. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa three or four questions. I see in his statement in 
the Recorp there is provision for purchasing agents at Wash- 
ington, New York, New Orleans, and Tacoma, and that nearly 
all the supplies are purchased in Washington or New York. 
Is that true or not? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I am sorry to say that I can not inform the 
gentleman on that subject. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will ask you another question. 
How many ships has the Government in this trade down there 
to take this material to Panama? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Five, I believe. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Nine, isn’t it? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Five. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And every one of them plies be- 
tween New York and Panama? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Between New York and Colon. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why do not some of them ply be- 
tween.Colon and New Orleans? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I can not answer that. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Who is there that can answer that? 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri whether he knows of any manufacturer of locomotives, 
cars, steam shovels, and things of that kind in the vicinity of 
New Orleans? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will tell you what I know. I 
know there are a good many things about this business that I 
do not know, and which nobody else seems to know. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will suggest to the gentleman from 
New York that they manufacture locomotives in my district, 
within 300 miles of New Orleans. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It is not simply New Orleans, it is 


every State drained by the Mississippi River and its tributaries, 
including a large part of Pennsylvania; beginning with Minne- 
sota and Wisconsin all the way down the banks of the Missis- 
sippi, including the greatest iron-producing place on the face of 
the earth, represented by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 


Unperwoop]. I undertake to say that you can ship coal and 
steam engines anl everything that is used in the construction 
of this canal more cheaply from Pittsburg by an all-water 
route to Colon than you can ship it across the continent to New 
Yerk and then ship it by water to Colon. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. WANGER. I should like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will address the Chair. To 
whom does the gentleman from Missouri yield? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield first to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WANGER]. 

Mr. WANGER. The statement was made to me that the 
United Fruit Company, which runs a line of steamers between 
New Orleans and Colon, would not give as advantageous a rate 
as the estimated expense in shipping by the Panama Railroad 
Steamship Company from New York, and that in purchasing 
supplies it was always endeavored to be ascertained in what 
manner supplies could be delivered at the lowest cost. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, let me ask you a question. 

Mr. WANGER. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The United States Government has 
ships of its own carrying this stuff down there? 

Mr. WANGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. What is the reason it can not take 
material from New Orleans, ton for ton, a good deal more 
cheaply than it can take it from New York, not counting the 
railroad expense of getting it to New York? 

Mr. WANGER. If there was a commerce for the regular em- 
ployment of the steamers, it might be able to do that. I am not 
acquainted with the terms of delivery at the respective points. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I had just as lief catechise you as 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. All the material that 
goes down there for the use of this Panama Canal is not 
machinery, is it? 

Mr. WANGER. No. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, coal, and the stuff to feed that 
army of 25,000 people, and the cement that goes into the con- 
struction, and the whole business—what is the reason that it 
can not be shipped down the Mississippi River to New Orleans 
and from there to Colon more cheaply than you can ship it 
across the continent to New York and then reship it from New 
York? 

Mr. WANGER. For the reason, so far as I know, that no 
shipping concern has offered to transport and deliver the mate- 
rial as economically by that route as it is being done by the 
ships of the Government from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What I am trying to get at is, Why 
do not some of these Government ships that were bought for 
the purpose of shipping this stuff down there ply between New 
Orleans and Colon, instead of plying all of them between New 
York and Colon? 

Mr. WANGER. Because it has not yet been discovered that 
they can ply as economically. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Don’t you know that they can? 

Mr. WANGER. I do not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You had better study up the sub- 
ject of navigation, then. 


Mr. WANGER. I understand that the port of New Orleans 
was closed for a considerable period during the present year. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You are not the man I am after. 
I will ask the gentleman from Chicago [Mr. Mann]. 

- Mr. MANN. The gentleman knows that my sympathies are 
with him, as far as New Orleans is concerned. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is exactly what I thought. 
I want to find out the reason why the Mississippi Valley does 
not have as fair a deal in this business as the eastern part of 
the United States. Now, right on the banks of the Mississippi 
River, just below Hannibal, in my district, there is a cement 
plant that makes 3,000 barrels of cement a day and it is doubling 
its capacity so that it can make 6,000, and every foot of the way 
to Colon, except about 400 yards, that material can be carried 
by water, and a vast economy effected for the Government. 

Mr. WANGER. Will my friend permit one more suggestion? 
As I understand, the original programme of the Secretary of 
War was to have the Government abandon all connection with 
transportation in the delivery of persons and property and rely 
entirely upon private facilities; but the conditions which con- 
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fronted him were such that he was practically compelled to 
abandon that project. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me ask the gentleman, Who 
controls this shipping business? Does the gentleman know? 

Mr. MANN. What shipping business? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. These five ships we own for the 
purpose of shipping this stuff down there. 

Mr. MANN. Five ships are controlled by the Panama Rail- 
road Company, the directors of which are the Isthmian Canal 
Commission. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does not that belong to the United 
States? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly; the stock of the Panama Railroad 
Company belongs to the United States. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, I want to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois a leading question. How can the Representatives 
from Missouri, Illinois, Minnesota, and the other States in the 
Mississippi Valley stand here and indorse a performance that 
cuts our people out and gives all this business to this New York 
gang? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit an 
answer to the first question, briefly, the Panama Railroad Com- 
pany has maintained a steamship line between Colon and New 
York for many years. There is no other regular steamship line 
plying between those ports. There is a regular steamship line 
plying between New Orleans and Colon—the United Fruit Com- 
pany Steamship Line, which has more steamers than the 
Panama Railroad Company—so that we have a line of steam- 
ships for transportation between New Orleans and Colon. Now, 
we simply followed up the past of the Panama Railroad Com- 
pany in connection with the steamship line between New York 
and Colon. I may say to the gentleman that there has been 
under consideration a proposition not only to maintain a line 
between Colon and New York, but also to establish a line be- 
tween Colon and New Orleans, owned by the Government, and 
also a line between Panama and San Francisco, owned by the 
Government. That has not yet been done. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. One more question. Who is going 
to feed the army of 25,000 people? Is that going to be done by 
the Government, or is it going to be done by private contract? 

Mr. MANN. The Isthmian Canal Commission at one time 
entered into a contract, in my judgment ill advisedly, at least 
somebody concluded it was done ill-advisedly, and it was can- 
celed. At present, as I understand, the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission is endeavoring to get and furnish to the Isthmus a 
sufficient quantity of healthful food. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. One other question. I understood 
the gentleman from Illinois, in response to a question of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton], to sa 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I do not like to ask 
it, but I want five minutes more to ask questions. I do not 
want to make a speech on the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I understood the 
gentleman from Illinois, in answer to a question by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, to say that he did not know whether they 
jwere going to undertake to build a canal by the Government or 
to let it out to contractors. 

Mr. MANN. I understand that to be the case. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If that is true, what is the good of 
spending this vast amount of money for machinery that the 
contractors, if they take this by contract, may not want to use 
at all? 

Mr. MANN. Because whether the work is done by contract 
or by the Government all this machinery will be absolutely 
necessary. If it should be let by contract—the excavation of 
the Culebra cut—the interest of the Government will be con- 
served by taking all this machinery mentioned in the contract. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Can the gentleman tell me how 
long the Panama Railroad is? 

Mr. MANN. About 47 miles long. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And what is the gauge? 

Mr. MANN. ‘The standard gauge is 4 feet and 8 inches. 
The gauge of the Panama Railroad is 5 feet. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, inasmuch as you can not use 
an engine constructed for that track anywhere else on the face 
of the earth than on that 40 miles of railroad, why not, instead 
of making a special contract for special engines and special 
cars, go to work some day and change the gauge of that rail- 
| road to the standard gauge? They can do it in one day. 

| Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken about the time re- 
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quired. In the first place, while the railroad is only 47 miles 
long the track laid there in connection with the canal and the 
road is several hundred miles, including that for the canal 
excavation. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the gauge of rail- 
ways in the United States hundreds of miles long has been 
changed in a single day. It has been done repeatedly. 


Mr. MANN. Well, I will say to the gentleman that it is 
costing us a very large amount of money now—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Would it not be more economical 
to change it in that way than to make these special engines 
and cars and have to wait for them? 

Mr. MANN. I say to the gentleman that changing the gauge 
would involve the abandonment of all the railroad equipment 
down there. The old engineer, and I presume the present en- 
gineer, in calling for bids for the new equipment proposed, and 
I presume that is the case, to have it so provided that new cars 
might be adjusted upon a change of the gauge and still be used 
after the gauge should be made the standard gauge. Of course, 
down there, there being no connecting line, it makes no differ- 
ence whatever whether the gauge is one thing or the other. 
The only difference it makes is as to the purchase of supplies, 
and the only question involved is whether the supplies pur- 
chased would cost as much less as the yalue of the present plant, 
which would be thrown away in making the change. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am not in control of the time. 
The time belongs to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman from Mis- 
souri yield? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate on this matter has 
expired. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may address the committee for fiye minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to address the committee for five minutes, 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WANGER. Yes. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I would like to ascertain 
what has become, or if any use has been made, of the 250 lo- 
comotives that we saw there a year ago. 

Mr. WANGER. Some of them are in use, but the use of a 
very large percentage of the old locomotives has not been found 
economical. There is trouble with derailments and with in- 
ability to haul sufficient loads with these locomotives, making 
it more expensive in the end than to get new and large modern 
engines. 

Mr. Chairman, if there is any feeling of censure—and I do 
not recall that any has been expressed—or any feeling of criti- 
cism entertained toward members of the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce of the last Congress for not being 
more thoroughly in touch with all of the details in connection 
with the work of the Isthmian Canal Commission, I would call 
the attention of the House to the fact that on March 2 last a 
resolution of that committee authorizing such of its members 
as had been reelected to sit during the recess was presented to 
this House and its passage refused. In fact, I think it was re- 
garded more as a joke by the Members of the House than any- 
thing else. The distinguished gentleman from Wisconsin is 
recorded as making this comment about it: 

Mr. Barcock. Mr. Speaker, I would like to include the whole House 
in this junket. 

Now, I take it that it was very unjust in my friend to make 
that remark, and I trust that the zeal now manifested by this 
House to have a thorough study of expenditures by this Com- 
mission in this great work will continue, and that there will 
never be a period of months from March 4 to the next first Mon- 
day of December when there is not a committee to keep in touch 
with the conduct of the work, and especially with the manner 
and methods and details of expenditures. I suggest, in connec- 
tion with the estimate of the amount necessary to enable the 
Commission to go on with its work, that there are many other 
things besides the machinery and materials contracted for which 
are absolutely essential to the credit of the Commission, to the 
credit of our Government upon the Isthmus, and to the encour- 
agement of the faithful men who are laboring there. Why, 
in these estimates of expenditures necessary after the first of this 
month are included all of the medicines and all the minor sup- 
plies which are so essential to the efficiency of the working forces 
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of engineers and the other employees of the Commission; and 
besides that are the great items of expenditures necessary to 
be made by the Panama Railroad Company. For, as I under- 
stand the matter, the new locomotives and other materials de- 
tailed in the estimate submitted here as item 2 there is nothing 
included for the reequipment of the railroad for railroad pur- 
poses. The engines, cars, and other machinery are for the use 
of the Canal Commission in its particular work, as distinguished 
from the work of transporting merchandise across the Isthmus. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WANGER. I want to ask one more favor from the 
House, and that is unanimous consent to print in the RECORD 
the speech of the Secretary of War made recently in St. Louis, 
in which there is probably the most comprehensive review of 
work done upon the Isthmus and of the conditions that surround 
the Commission that has been made. No doubt every Member 
received a copy in his mail yesterday or to-day, but that does 
not go to the country as it ought to go. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the speech of the Secretary of War re- 
lating to the isthmian canal be printed in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, The time 
for debate upon the amendment is exhausted. 

The speech referred to is as follows: 


Speech of William H. T. Secretary of War, at the St. Louis Com- 
mercial Club, St. Iouis Mos Saturday evening, November 18, 1905. 


GENTLEMEN OF THE COMMERCIAL CLUB OF ST. LOUIS: It is a great 
pleasure to meet you again. My association with your club was begun 
at the time of the visit of the Cincinnati Commercial Club to the Lou- 
islana Purchase Exposition, and was renewed at the time of the visit of 
this club to the silver wedding of the Cincinnati Club. On that occa- 
sion I remember having the honor of being adopted into your member- 
. for the sole purpose of adding avoirdupols to a photograph. 

our president, Mr. Nagel, has suggested as a subject for my remarks 
to-night the Panama Canal, and I shall follow his advice. You can 
read much of the canal written by far more competent observers and 
3 I am neither an engineer nor a constructor of works. There 
is a phase of the subject, however, with which it has been my lot to 
have something to do. The canal is to be built by the Government of 
the United States. It must be built according to law. I shall attempt 
to review the history of the canal construction from the standpoint of 
an officer of the Government charged by the President with the duty of 
general supervision over those appointed to do the work and the 
methods pursued by them. 

It is sufficient to begin my history with the discussion in our Con- 

ess as to the preferred route for a canal to connect the Atlantic and 

acific oceans. Other things being equal, of course the best route is 
the shortest, and that is neither Nicaragua nor Panama. The shortest 
route, not more than 30 miles, is across the Isthmus of Darien, by way 
of the San Blas River, 30 miles from tide water to tide water. The 
difficulty with this route is that it requires the tunneling of a mountain 
1,500 feet high in such a way as to permit the ge of modern 
steamships. ‘The length of the tunnel is more than 5 miles and at least 
150 feet in height above the water. Modern engineering has as yet 
accomplished no feat equal to the arching of such a tunnel, and the 
best evidence seems to show that the interior of the mountain is not 
pania or some bard rock that would hold itself in place after tunnel- 

g, but is probably a shaly or volcanic substance Gow Ag the roof of 
the tunnel be supported. The Nicaragua route, which had and still 
has sincere and strenuous advocates, is much longer, being about 137 
miles in length, and involves the extensive dredging and use of a lake 
some 110 feet above sea level. 

The Panama route was but 46 miles in length from shore line to 
shore line, had been partly constructed, and was paralleled by an exist- 
ing railroad, an agency indespensable to constructing any canal. The 


routes were all eat omy discused by the Walker Commission, and it 
finally recommended the Panama rou Con by a majority vote 
confirmed it in the so- 


deliberately reached the same conclusion, an 
called Spooner Act passed early in 1902, di g the President, if 
practicable, to buy the rights of the New nch Panama Canal Com- 
pany in the Panama Canal, as well as the right of way from the then 
sovereign of the canal territory, the United States of Colombia, and to 
build the canal with the pr is of bonds authorized for the purpose. 
In the alternative, however, if the President found it impracticable to 
make satisfactory arrangement with either the canal company or 
Colombia, he was empowered to buy the necessary land and right of 
way and construct a canal by the Nicaragua route. The Panama Canal 
begins near Colon, on the north side of the Isthmus of Panama, at a 
small suburb called“ Cristobal,“ and runs in a southeasterly direction to 
its other terminus, which is called La Boca,” the Spanish word for 
“ mouth,” a suburb of the city of Panama. The odd sensation Is given 
the traveler when he rides on the railroad from Colon to Panama of 
going south and east Instead of west, and when he rises the next day in 
anama he will find that, because Panama is on a point of land jutting 
out into the ocean, the sun both rises and sets in the Pacific. In its 
rojected course the canal is made to follow generally the valleys of the 
indi and the Chagres rivers on the north or Atlantic side and of the 
Rio Grande on the south or Pacific slope. It crosses the height of land 
at the famous cut in Culebra Hill between the two oceans, about 32 
miles from the Atlantic and 14 miles from the Pacific. Culebra, the 
lowest hill on the divide, was about 340 feet above the sea. The French 
made a cut in the hill to a point 140 feet above sea level, leaving for ex- 
cavation, should there be a sea-level canal, a ditch yet to be dug 10 
miles eo: of 180 feet depth to the bed of the canal and 150 feet wide 
at the bottom, with sloping sides. 
The decision of Congress in favor of this route for a canal was 
undoubtedly a wise one. visited the canal 
have doubted 


Canal, instead of jecting that 
entitled it to the titude of the nation. 
opponents of the Panama route, 

route of the canal has not 


to criticism 

and by opponente of any canal ihat 
any canal, 

been Anahy decided is utterly 


'ounded. Congress voted in favor of it, the President has made the 
selection in accordance with the Faisal conferred by the act, and 

terms he would be entirely justified in constructing the 
canal at Panama without again consul Congress, except for the 
of obtaining the annual appropriations out of the funds to be 


u 
Fost from the sale of the bonds already authorized by legislative 


act. 

While the Spooner Act gave a preference to the Panama Canal, it 
did not 8 direct what kind of canal should be constructed. 
It merely made it the duty of the President to proceed to 
canal, provided for the issue of $135,000,000 of bo and the expend- 
Iture, In addition thereto, of $40,000,000 for the French company's con- 
cession and 7 7 rty, $16,000,000 for the right of way, and $10,000,000 
for the preliminary work in the construction. But the surrounding 
circumstances in the formulation of this legislation must be taken 
Into consideration. The Walker Commission had reported in favor 
of the construction of the canal as a lock canal, with a sea-level section 
as far as Bohio, about 16 miles from Colon, where there was to be a 
flight of two locks 90 feet in height; thence on a 90-foot level from 
Bohio through the Culebra cut to Pedro Miguel on the Pacific side, a 
distance of miles, to a flight of locks 60 feet in height; thence to 
Miraflores, some 2 miles, where still another lock was to be erected 5 
miles from the Pacific, and thence from Miraflores to La the 
mouth of the canal. This additional lock was oe indispensable, 
because at Panama the tide rises and falls 20 feet, while at Colon the 
tide rises and falls but 2 feet. 

The Walker Commission reported that the lock canal which it 
favored could be constructed for $145,000,000, and so Congress fixed in 
the Spooner Act that amount as its financial provision for building the 
canal, The power to build the canal by the President, however ample 
in its language, is so affected by the practical limitation of the bonds 
and moner 8 that should he deem it proper to construct a sea- 
level cana would be wise in him to refer the matter to Congress and 
secure further express power in the premises. Under the Spooner Act 
the President bought the Panama Canal from the New French Panama 
Canal Company ‘or $40,000,000. That which he bought consisted of 
a canal at sea level, constructed 16 miles from Panama to Bohio on the 
Atlantic side and 5 miles at the same level from La Boca to Miraflores 
on the Pacific side. These two stretches were dug in accordance with 
the specifications for the old canal, and have been filled with water for 
. — years. They have been filled at places with silt and other, 
material, so that they will need redredging. Furthermore, as they 
were only 28 feet deep as originally planned, and so not furnishing 
draft enough for the larges od 9 their depth must be 
increased to 35 or 40 feet. I ought to syon passing that, contrary to 
the expectations of the engineers, the pr of the canal at sea level 
in these two stretches, completely dug twenty years ago both on the 
Atlantic and Pacific sides, has been remarkably well preserved. The 
banks are as firm and have the same slope as given originally, and 
the amount of silt and other deposit from the Chagres and other rivers 
flowing into and through it has proven to be comparatively small. In 
addition to the sea-level part of the French canal, excavations for the 
higher lock level of the canal were made to a greater or less extent 
clear across the Isthmus. I have already described the most extensive 
of them, which is at Culebra. 

In addition to the land and the ditch, the transfer from the canal 
company included an immense amount of material and equipment 
dumped on the ground along the line of the canal—engines, cars, 
dredges, steam launches, tools, and machines of all characters and sizes 
for excavation. Then there were also extensive machine shops at two 

laces and many storehouses containing a great variety of stock. The 
French also erected upward of 2,175 houses of all sorts, the most 
numerous being tenements for laborers. 

It is very doubtful how much of the machinery, material, and equip- 
ment can be used. Mr. Wallace, the former engineer, was of the opinion 
that he could use most of the locomotives and a t many of the 
flat cars, and spent a considerable sum and much time last year in 
repairing the best of them. I believe that the consensus of opinion in 
the Commission now is that while the locomotives which he repaired 
may be used the flat cars are so small that it will be greater economy 
to buy new ones. In addition to the canal 2 the canal company 
owned docks and a harbor at Cristobal and a harbor at La Rora on the 
Pacific side. With the purchase of the property of the French Panama 
Canal Company tbere was included all but 1,112 shares of the 7,000 
shares EE the Panama Railroad Company's capital stock, and 
the remainder of these, 1,112 in number, have since been purchas for 
8 This gives the Government exclusive ownership and con- 
— 2 — the 3 Railroad, an instrumentality indispensable in build- 

e can -~ 

Tue Spooner Act was in the spring of 1902. The President 
was not able to make an effective purchase from the Panama Canal 
Company until May 4, 1904. I shall not stop to rehearse what is 
entirely familiar to you, the failure of negotiations with Colombia, the 
change of sovereignty over the Isthmus to the new Republic of Panama, 
and recognition of that Republic by this Government, and the 
treaty by which we acquired the right to build the canal and assumed 
governmental control over a canal zone of 10 miles. These proceedings 
consumed a full period of two years. 

In April, 1904, and after confirmation of the treaty, and in anticipa- 
tion of the transfer by the French Company of the cana! property, the 
President appointed the Commission of seven provided for in the act 
as his agency for building the canal, and made Admiral Walker its 


chairman. A majority of the Commission, as required by the act, con- 
sisted of engineers or army and naval officers who had had experience 
as 5 85 e President is charged by law with the construction of the 
canal. 


Of course it was not 3 that he would personally build 
the canal. The act empowered him to do it through the Commission 
and other agents selected by him. The President became convinced, 
as anyone must be who is familiar with the calls upon his time, that 
in order to maintain a close touch and to secure detailed knowledge of 
exactly what was being done in the expenditure of this immense amount 
of money to build the canal he should direct a member of his Cabinet 
te act for him in the supervision of this work. Accordingly he selected 
the 8 of War as the bead of the greni department of construc- 
tion of the Government, who might call to his aid at any time army 
engineers of large experience and of the highest character to assist him. 
8 Soe this work was to be merely supervisory. It was not expected 
adn ma a 
spec: ap) 

accom fished by th 
should haye a gen 
matters of ge 

his attention 


Secretary of War would meddle or interfere with the sound 
merally free hand which must be vested in those 
to build the canal if successful results are to be 

but it was 3 that the Secretary of War 

knowledge of the work, should be consulted on 
neral policy, and 
seeming to need 


when 


en matters were called to 
further — tion should make it and 
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report the matter to the President. He is, of course, with his less 
extensive duties, much better prepared to look into the policy and 
details of the construction than is the President, and can relieve the 
President of much burdensome work. 

The Commission effected a local organization in Washington in June, 
904, and, after inquiry covering several months, selected Mr. John F. 
Wallace as its chief engineer resident on the Isthmus. Mr. Wallace 
had been the chief engineer of the Illinois Central Railroad, was an 
engineer of high character and standing and of long experience. Mr. 
Wallace accepted the position and reached Panama in June, 1904, and 
began the work of organization. Maj. Gen. George W. Davis, United 
States Army,a member of the Commission, also went to the Isthmus to 
assume the duties of governor of the Canal Zone. Reference has 
already been made to the fact that in the treaty of concession the 
Republic of Panama had . governmental control to the United 
States over a zone from Colon to Panama 10 miles wide, 5 miles on 
each side of the canal. 

This zone did not include the towns of Colon and Panama, but did 
include their suburban villages of Cristobal and La Boca, which are 
the immediate mouths or ends of the canal. ‘The treaty also gave to 
the United States police control in Panama and Colon to suppress 
insurrection and to enforce needed health regulations. The importance 
of this concession I shall point out later on. General Davis served as 
governor of the Zone until May, 1905, when, his health failing, he 
was relieved and called home to become the chairman of the board of 
consulting engineers. During Governor Davis's incumbency the gov- 
ernment of the Zone was 0 ized on a satisfactory basis, and the 
necessary laws to make it a going government were passed by the 
Commission. 

An ill-advised Executive order putting the Dingley tariff law in 
force In the Zone against all the world, including Panama, caused much 
ill feeling among the Panamans for a little while, but by Its repeal 
and other concessions the good will of the Republic was quickly 
restored. Governor Davis secured from the Panama Government a 

graphical delimitation of the Zone boundaries, 8 as between 

ristobal and Colon at one end and Panama and Ancon, including La 
Boca, at the other. This was a matter of much 8 because it 
was left so indeterminate in the treaty itself as to create bitter discus- 
sion; but the arrangement as made proved to be just and fair. Governor 
Davis, as governor of the Zone, was put in direct charge of the sanl- 
«tation department, which had as its head Colonel Gorgas, and work has 
been constantly going on under that sanitation expert down to date. 

The Commission, with Admiral Walker at its head, organized an 
office in Washington, and visited the Isthmus several times 5 
the year. Before Mr. Wallace's Sep aoe. the Commission ha 
employed surveyors and engineers and had sent them in parties to the 
Isthmus to make borings, surveys, and secure the data necessary to 
fix the exact 8 of the canal. When Mr. Wallace took charge he 
did much work in trying to find out what the French company had 
left on the Isthmus worth using, in repairing locomotives and flat 
ears found there, and in laying sufficient side tracks from Culebra 
cut to make excavation and dump the material in a proper place. 
This was only experimental, and was for the purpose of finding the 
real cost of excavation per cubic yard. He also an the work of 
constructing houses for workmen. He designed and carried on the 
work of furnishing a water supply to the city of Panama, and he did 
considerable work on a sewer system. 

He did some work on docks at Cristobal and La Boca, and he laid 
some — 0 rails on the railroad. He complained much of the slowness 
with which his requisitions for material, supplies, and equipment were 
furnished him. Complaints were continually coming to this country 
from employees and workmen representing that no sufficient houses 
were provided for them and no food either supplied them or to be 
purchased at reasonable prices. The yellow fever, in spite of the 
efforts of the sanitation bureau, began to show in the increasing 
number of its cases greater danger to the Americans employed by the 
Commission. Salaries were said to be much too low because of the 
high cost of any kind of living and the risk to health and life. All 
these elements working together created something like a panic on the 
Isthmus among the employees of the Commission. 

They witn the arrival of the first supplies and equipment in 
such great quantity as to produce congestion and confusion, and, like 
an army without confidence in its leaders, they felt that choas was at 
hand. I do not seek to place the blame for this on any one person, 
but rather on the method or system. I think there was error in not 
making more preparation for employees. It thus became apparent 
during the six months succeeding the appointment of the first. Com- 
mission that the body of seven men as organized was not an effective 
force for doing the work uired in the construction of the canal. 
The members of the Commission themselyes agreed that as constituted 
and organized a results could not be expected from it. The Presi- 
dent had submitted to Congress during the winter of 1904-5 a recom- 
mendation for amendment to the law by which he should be given a 
freer band in the number of agents to be selected by him for the 
work which the act of Congress made it mandatory upon him to per- 
form. He informed Congress that the method of construction by a 
commission of seven was clumsy and ineffective. The House of Repre- 
sentatives gave the requested power to the President in a Dill which it 
sent to the Senate. 

There the bill met determined opposition, and in the short session 
it was entirely possible for its enemies to defeat it. Thereupon the 
President felt that radical action was necessary. On April 1, 1905, he 
asked the resignation of the then existing Commission, and appointed 
a new Commission under certain regulations as to their procedure, by 
which he hoped to secure in practice greater centralization of power 
in the hands of a chairman and an executive committee less than the 
whole Commission, with its acts subject to confirmation by the Com- 
mission. Much care was taken in selecting a man for chairman. As 
the great constructive enterprises of this country have been chiefly 
railroads, and as the problem of chief difficulty in building the canal 
is one of transportation, the President looked to the railroad circles 
for a man capable of pushing this great enterprise to a conclusion. 
He selected as chairman Mr. T. P. Shonts, who had had large expe- 
rience in railroad matters, and who had shown by his energy and 
high character that he was well fitted to take upon his shoulders 
this most responsible task. As another member, capable of acting 
on the executive committee of the Commission, he appointed Mr. 
Wallace, the chief engineer, and as a third member he selected Charles 

3. Magoon, for many years the law officer of the Bureau of Insular 
Affairs, and a man who, in the task of making new governments for 
our new ions, had been Secretary Root’s chief law adviser, and 
a pioneer in devising ways and means for the purpose. To Shonts, 
Wallace, and Magoon, as members of the Commission, were added four 
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distinguished engineers, General Hains, U. S. —— engineer, who had 
evoted a great deal of time on a former commission to the investiga- 
tion and report as to the construction of the canal; Colonel Ernst, 
also of the army engineers, who had been on a previous canal com- 
mission; Admiral Endicott, the leading civil engineer of the United 
States Navy and Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks; and Mr. 
Benjamin Harrod, a member of the former Commission and a member 
of the Lege can aA River Commission. Under the regulations pre- 
scribed by the President the Commission organized and appointed an 
executive committee, consisting of Shonts, allace, and Magoon, and 
adopted regulations dividing the executive work between Mr. Shonts, 
who, as chairman, took charge of the Washington office, the making 
of contracts, and the purchase of material, an eneral executive con- 
trol of the whole business of the Commission; Mr. Wallace, who was 
chief engineer, and bad now become a member of the Commission and 
executive committeeman, who took immediate charge of the engineer- 
ing and construction work upon the Isthmus; and Governor Magoon, 
who succeeded General Davis as governor of the Zone, and who as- 
sumed control of the whole sanitation of the Isthmus, with Colonel 
Gorgas as the immediate chief sanitary officer. This arrangement was 
put in force at once, and Governor n and Mr. Wallace went to 
the Isthmus, while Mr. Shonts remained to reorganize the office of the 
Commission in Washington, As already said, one of the difficulties 
encountered by Mr. Wallace upon the Isthmus had been the delays 
attendant upon his requisitions for all sorts of suppea which it was 
the proper office of the home organization to furnish him. They showed 
the necessity for a reorganization of the Washington office. 

Mr. Shonts drafted into service to assist him in the reorganization 
of this office Colonel Edwards, the Chief of the Bureau_of Insular 
Affairs, whose experience in organizing his most efficient Bureau was 
regarded as of especial value at this time. David W. Ross, a gentle- 
man of wide and varied experience as purchasing agent for eat 
railway systems, was employed at a salary of $10,000 a year, and E. 8. 
Benson, a gentleman having similar railroad experience as an auditor 
of many different railway systems, was employed at the same salary 
as auditor. It was not thought wise to economize in the matter of 
salaries to be paid in the selection of men upon whose skill, honesty, 
and experience so much of the success of the canal work depends. 
Mr. Shonts himself received $30,000 a year, Mr. Wallace $25, „and 
Governor Magoon $17,500. Subsequently Governor Magoon was ap- 
inted minister to Panama, and thus united in one person the execu- 
50 the Zone and the diplomatic representative of the United States 
o Panama. : 

This was In accord with the wish of the authorities of the yb pe 

and has been a source of very great comfort to those who have had to 
deal with the Republic, because it removes doubt as to whether the 
matter in hand is to be taken up and considered by the canal authori- 
ties or by the diplomatic representative of the United States with the 
Republic of Panama. Of course Governor Magoon can not draw two 
salaries, so that he draws no salary as minister. The other Commis- 
sioners, who were not expected to take active executive functions, but 
only advisory and supervisory, are paid $7,500 a year. By this ar- 
rangement the new Commission is not more of a charge to the canal 
funds in the matter of salaries than the Walker Commission, but by 
distribution of duties greater efficiency has been obtained. 
I come now to the separation of Mr. Wallace from the service as 
chief engineer and commissioner. Mr. Wallace is a gentleman for 
whose engineering skill and whose high character as a man I had 
always much respect, and, except in one regard, my opinion has not 
changed. Mr. Wallace was certainly dissatisfied, as all of us were, 
with the workings of the first Commission, and had reason to be. He 
complained seriously of the delays Incident to his work, due to the 
cumbersome machinery and the slowness with which decisions and 
action could be had by the old Commission. When the reorganization 
was determined upon Mr. Wallace was consulted Py. cablegram and 
advised of the new plan. This he fully and gratefully approved. He 
was directed to come to Washington for the purpose of fixing details. 
He did come and expressed himself as highly pleased with the result, 
and went back to the Isthmus full of the most superlative expressions 
that Mok aes 3 that he had hoped for in the reorganization was ac- 
complished. He was not only chief engineer, but he was a member of 
the Commission and a member of the executive committee of the Com- 
mission in active charge of the construction and engineering work on 
the Isthmus, with Mr. Shonts, a railroad man and a classmate of his, 
to back him as chief executive. 

He had not, however, been back in Panama more than six days when 
I received a cablegram advising me that he must come to New York 
to discuss questions relating to his continuance as chief engineer of 
the project. I was 80 taken aback, for I heard indirectly from 
reliable sources that he had received an offer of a much higher salary 
and that he was determined to accept the offer and give up this job. 
Mr. Wallace came north, and at an a 8 interview stated to me 
that he had received an offer of $65, and had accepted it; that he 
was anxious to assist me and the members of the Commission, as far 
as possible, with his advice, and would be glad to continue as a mem- 
ber of the Commission, but that he could not and would not go back 
to the Isthmus at all. I gave Mr. Wallace a full opportunity to state 
all the reasons that actuated him in 1 but this is the only 
one he mentioned. I told Mr. Wallace that his 1 had 
been solely as chief engineer resident on the Isthmus, that on account 
of the critical condition of affairs existing on the Isthmus his presence 
there was of the highest importance, and that for him to cut off 
his relation to the Commission for a mere money offer and to de- 
cline without further notice to stay on the Isthmus and conduct the 
affairs of the Commission there showed him to so subject to 
pecuniary motives that I did not think his continuing his relation 
with the Commission would be of any service to us. Mr. Wallace feels 
that I have done him great injustice. He says that money was not 
the only consideration which him to sever his relations; that 
there was too much red ta in the Government's methods of busi- 
ness, and that the health of his family and other controlling reasons 
led him to his conclusion, but that at our interview he was so em- 
barrassed by my evident feeling on the subject that he did not do 
himself justice in stating fully the cause of his withdrawal. He says 
that he was not under any contract obligation to stay, and that he 
might sever his relation at ary. time. If Mr. Wallace was influenced 
either by considerations of the health of his family or by a feeling that 
governmental methods were so in conflict with successful business 
methods that he felt that the job was too difficult for him, or by any 
oer aes cause, and the charge that mere unin motives in- 
fluen bim did him injustice, I deeply regret it; but I submit that 


my inference was justified by his failure to mention any reason for his 
action 5 a higher salary. 
out any no 


Mr. Wallace’s course In declining with- 


ce to return to the Isthmus as chief engineer of the canal 
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for any time, however short, was most embarrassing to the Govern- 
ment, for while he had organized on goe only some six or eight 
divisions of work upon the Isthmus, at head of each of which there 
was to be an engineer of great experience, to be from $10,000 to 
$15,000 a year, he had, fact, sel for these positions but one 
man. At the time Mr. Wallace laid down his office, conditions on the 
Isthmus were most chaotic, and it seemed to the President and to me 
that proper loyalty to the enterprise required that Mr. Wallace should 
remain on the Isthmus for a reasonable period, say at least six months, 
in which to enable us to fill his place and to complete the mere skeleton 
organization which he was leaving and which would necessarily fali 
apart on bis withdrawal. He gave us no option as to whether he 
would return to the Isthmus or not. That, he said, was settled. 

The publication of the interview with Mr. Wallace was made after 
consultation with the President, and was made not for the purpose of 
punishing Mr. Wallace, but because the public were entitled to know 
the facts and because it was hoped it would discou others engaged 
in responsible positions in the construction of the canal from withdraw- 
ing at critical stages of the work without sufficient notice. This is all 
there is of the Wallace incident, except that I have been very glad to 
assure the advisory board, or the of consulting engineers, that I 
believed Mr. Wallace to be an able, experienced engineer and an honest 
man who had large opportunities for acquiring information which would 
be valuable to them. I advised them to call him. Mr. Wallace has 
fully and freely responded to the call and has answered all questions, 
and has declined any compensation whatever. 

By great good luck, after Mr. Wallace's separation from the service, 
we found that we had then in the employ of the Government a man 
whose liar fitness to do the executive work of chief engineer on the 
Isthmus was fully shown, as investigation was made into his experi- 
ence and reputation and his achievements as a Rg rg eae: Shag mera 
I refer to Mr. John F. Stevens. We had employed him in nsular 
Bureau to zo to the Philippines and supervise the construction of 1,000 
miles of railway, the bids for the building of which were to be opened 
on the 15th of December next. 

With a good deal of hesitation, Mr. Stevens, who was on the eve of 
his trip to the Philippines, pe ge the new . proffered him, and 
went to the Isthmus in July of this year. e executive committee of 
the Commission now consisted only of Mr. Shonts and Governor Magoon, 
and the chief executive work i ashington and elsewhere falls upon 
ral control, especially of the 
overnor 


unnecessary delay? Second, Have we received our a worth? 


the new Commission in three months, but, in the nature of things, in 
the early days of a great organization like the human machinery for 
building this canal, pro; toward smooth coordination and satis- 
factory results is slow. any thoughtless persons cry out “ Why does 
not the dirt in to fly? The way to build the canal is to dig.” Such 
remarks only show the ignorance of the authors and their complete fall- 
ure to understand the real character of what has to be done. he canal 
is to be built by manual labor and machinery. The number of laborers 
nired will perhaps be 25,000. 
anama is a s ly settled country, with few laborers available. 
The great majori of those employed must be Imported. For every 
laborer brought in at least one person more will come who will be de- 
mdent on him. We must therefore count on an allen 1 of 
0,000 to be distributed along the line of the canal for 47 miles. To 
et the best work out of the laborers, they and their families must be 
oused; they must have healthful food; they must have pure, good 
water fo dr nk, and the filth and noisome drainage — by such a 
collection of human beings must be taken care of so as not to promote 
disease. Finally, Panama has a history of awful losses of life amo 
workmen en in tbe construction of the d and the can 
from-yellow fever and malaria, and these o diseases must be 
samen out, All these things ought to be done before the “ dirt begins 
© fly.” 
When Mr. Wallace left, the pay roll contained the names of 8,000 
ersons. Since Mr. Stevens has taken hold, in three months, this has 
n increased from 8,000 to 13,000. Under Mr. Wallace it was thought 
wise by the old Commission, and by Mr. Wallace himself, to make 
experiments in the cost of excavating earth In the Culebra cut. He did 
this with some new excavatin. 


transportation machinery, a he reac some results, the value of 
which is in dispute. He feels confident that he has shown his calcu- 
lations that the cost per cubic yard of excavation in the ebra cut 


may be reduced below half of that fixed by the Commission, and this is 
used as an argument in favor of changing the of the canal from a 
lock canal to a sea-level canal. Upward of half a million dollars were 
spat by Mr. Wallace and the former Commission in these excavations. 
r. Shonts and Mr. Stevens have not deemed it wise to continue them 
because they think the conditions under which the experiments were 
carried on are not like these which will prevail in the actual excava- 
tion, for the reason that the disposition of the spoil must be made at a 
very much longer distance and with a very much pa expense. I do 
not stop to span on this difference of j ent een engineers, ex- 
cept to say that the excavation has been made and has reduced the work 
to be done to that extent. The objection made to the excavation at this 
time was that it may have prevented the devotion of more time and 
energy to the propanoa of houses and of food supplies for the laborers. 
I 2 not — i ther —— — or 5 * l it has 
ecurring to the amount of pr ‘ory work n alread, 
been noted that there were left ‘standing along the canal some 2175 
structures erected by the French. With the rapid decay that follows 
neglect in the Trop most of these structures were in such tumble- 
down condition as to uninhabitable. They had to be Sari and 
they had to be repaired with material brought from the United States. 


‘once either removed to the ay 


The amount of timber — ordered and needed for the repalring and 
construction of the houses upward of 32,000,000 feet. The difi- 
culty in promptly securing the shipping of this will suggest itself to 
those who know of the incidental delays in practical transportation, 
either from Oregon or the Atlantic coast to Panama. Until lately there 
has been much delay in persuading competent carpenters from the 
United States in sufficient numbers to come to the Isthmus. 

The towns of Panama and Colon and the sixteen towns and villages 
lying between them along the line of the canal and the railroad all 
must be furnished with water. Panama as a settlement is one of the 
oldest towns in America, and yet for about three hundred years during 
the dry season there been no means of furnishing water to the 
Panamans 5 from cisterns, puia and tacles for water 
often perpa with green scum and as uctive of disease as is possi- 

e. 


higher and ran the water pipes to Panama, 
into Panama, so that on the 4th of July, 1905, the water cocks in the 
le were permitted to drink 
water also to the towns between 
t and Panama on the Pacific side; but another reservoir for Culebra, 
another one for — another one for Bas Obispo, and others for 
Colon are belng constructed, together with water-pipe systems in all of 
them. Sewers are now being constructed in Panama, and about 50 per 
cent of them have been completed. In order to make Panama really 
healthful the Commission has decided it to be necessary to pave the 
streets, which for centuries have been dirty—muddy in rainy weather, 

ty in ary weather, and full of disease in all weathers. e whole 
Isthmus strip from Panama to Colon when our Commission went there 
first was grown up with underbrush, with s, and with all that 
jungle that a tropical soil and weather unrestrained rejoice in. Now 
from point to point, as the population increases, as the work is elabo- 
rated, the jungle is being cut down, the hills are being shaved, and 
under the tremendous work of the sanitary department pools are bein 
drained, swamps relieved of water, and in every way the stagnan 
water surfaces and the propagating. oo for the deadly mosquito are 
being reduced. When one th of a strip 47 miles long and half a 
mile wide in the center of the Tropics, with marshy swamps and water 
accumula everywhere, the task of reducing the stagnant water sur- 
face so as prevent the generation of mosquitoes seems impossible; 
but it must be and can be done, 

The mosquito is the worst enemy in the propagation of disease in 
the West Indies and American Tropics that man has. One variety in 


hlg the French some 11 miles from Panama, built the dam 20 


ninety days. The custom of the yellow-fever mosquito is not to depart 
far from the place of its birth. Jt is not OFATI 
Its fellow who carries the malaria germ is bo the stagnant pools 
that are found in the meadows and on the hills and in the valleys, but 
the yellow-fever mosquito is ordinarily to be found in the forgotten 
corners of the cellars and dark rooms of tropical houses, in neglected 
utensils, in cisterns, puddles of water within the back yards, or in the 
closets of the residents. While with petroleum and with drainage a 
large part of the surface which generates the malaria mosquito may be 
reduced, the yellow-fever mosquitoes must be attacked in houses by 
fumigation, either with sulphur or pyrethrum. At one time it was 
thought sufficient in the town of Panama when a victim of yellow 
fever was taken from a house to fumigate that house and the two 
houses because the habit of the mosquito indicated that it did 
not depart far from the place of its birth. It seems that the mosquito 
that acquires and communicates the yellow-fever virus is a female, and 
this only during her period of gesta on. She dies at the end of ninety 
that her descendants continue to the 


two or three houses might well 
extended to all the houses in Panama, and at e 
after procuring a large amount of material, every house in 
was fu once every two weeks. To secure increased vigilance 
and pop assistance he employed all the respectable Panaman 
physicians of Panama as rs of the districts of that city, at 
an ye ie of S100 pi hi . — ano orema 5 59 8 ise Bi be 
isco of any case o ow fever no . y mel 
this kind the native apathy, usually so ton obstacle to successful 
a in b Sung a 8 ig seer aces 
The plan o: on as follows: Stri of paper are pla 
across Phe rdinarily have ao glass or any netting 


found 
to avoid further misch: 


Go and t 
— r yellow fever has been reduced to a point where during the last 
a — ti ai ecg pat one be gees 2 canal 
employees, man es cana e. 
sons to subdue the 5 ol relaxed 

nued. 
as to prevent the entrance of mosquitoes are — sn about the piazzas 

W 


5 windows 
then mosquito bars on the beds are used 


screen or, if he prefers to rema 
is put over him and an orderly placed in charge 


of the poison to the healthy mosquitoes who, in turn, 
would bring it back to —. Page be 
the mosquitoes, 


mosquitoes. ere are 
in the old town of Panama and at some villages alo: 
which must be 


houses burned completely to the ground because 
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infection which it is impossible to destroy in them. The old buildings 
‘in Panama are persistent sources of the yellow-fever mosquito. 

The Canal Commission has its offices in one of these great stucco 
structures, with thick walls, bad ventilation, and damp nooks and 
crannies. It has often been fumigated and cleansed in every way; but 
once in a while a new case of fever in one of the American employees is 
to be charged to the old building. I am glad to say that the general 
offices are soon to be moved to new buildings at Culebra and Emperador 
on the line of the canal. Little by little, and Faring discouragement 
after discouragement, the 2,000 employees of the sanitary department 
are winning in this fight against disease, upon which the whole success 
of the canal work depends. As Mr. Stevens said to me, when I crossed 
the Isthmus with him this month, I take off my hat to the work which 
the sanitation department has done in this Canal Zone.” In the month 
of August, out of a force of 13,000 men, the percentage of illness was 
less than 25 per thousand. In June the cases of yellow fever were 61 
and 19 deaths, in July there were 36 cases and 13 deaths, in Septem- 
ber there were 9 cases, and in October but 3. The percentage of deaths 
among all is about 33, and among Americans about 20. 

The work of furnishing water, of installing sewers, and of building 
houses is not now in the sanitation big e but is under the engi- 
necring and construction department; but as soon as the work is com- 
picted it will be turned over to the sanitation department for mainte- 
nance. Good food is now furnished by a commissary at reasonable 
rates. The carrying of refrigerated fruits and foods and meats on re- 
frigerator cars from Colon across the Isthmus has just been begun. 
There is an ice plant at La Boca, another one at Colon, and others 
along the way are to be constructed, so that ice—that most healthful 
form of liquid in the Tropies—will be at hand for all. 

A hotel has been erected at Co , where the American employees 
of the Commission may live and run in to their business in Panama in 
a few minutes by railway. A hotel of 128 rooms is being constructed 
at Ancon, which is the Pacific terminus of the terminating township of 
the governmental isthmian strip. The French had an excellent hos- 
pital at Ancon. They had also rather a large hospital at Colon. It 
waa necessary, however, in view of the decay and lack of repair in 
which these hospitals were found, to refit them entirely. And now we 
haye a hospital at Ancon, one at Panama, a convalescent hospital at 
Taboga, an island some 10 miles off the coast in Panama Bay, where 
very healthful water, healthful bathing, and fine fruits can be had, so 
that in all the hospital accommodation has been increased from about 
350 to upward of 1,000 beds. 

American trained nurses may be had at any point on the Isthmus, 
and any employee or laborer and any member of his family will be 
taken care of at these hospitals. In addition to this, and to protect 
itself, the Commission has taken over the general hospital of Panama 
and s accepted $80,000 eres te a fund which had been voted by 
Panama for its improvement, and is now completely rebuilding it. It 
has also taken care of the insane and lepers of Panama, charging a 
certain rate per day. It exercises by right of law and by agreement 
complete quarantine jurisdiction over Panama, Colon, and the isthmian 
canal strip, and this quarantine is a division of the sanitation bureau 
under Governor Magoon and Colonel Gorgas. 

Not only has it been found possible to accomplish much by the 
draining of swamps by surface pees, or turning of stagnant pools 
into running water, the cutting of te and the flushing from res- 
ervoirs, but the attention of the chief engineer has also been directed 
to filling up, wi e — 5 from excavation made in construction, 
swamps and lowlands which now generate disease. The evidences of 
successful war against malaria are not so easy to produce as those of 
the defeat of yellow fever. One reason is t malaria is so much 
harder to combat than is yellow fever. 

To begin with, yellow fever finds its victims only among those who 
are not residents of the tropical coast towns, so at least the statistics 
seem to show. Europeans and Americans from the Temperate Zone, 
and Colombians coming from the hills and mountains, and other work- 
men from the interior, especially the ee are all subjects of 

ellow fever, but generally the blacks from Jamaica and Trinidad, 
rom the islands of the Caribbean Sea, and the Panamans them- 
selves are immune. The field for attack by yellow fever, therefore, 
is very much limited. Not so, however, with malaria. An examination 
for experimental 1 and repeated at various times under the 
direction of Colonel Gorgas, shows that at least 70 a cent of people 
picked up at random in the Isthmus have the malarial microbe. I am 
glad to say that since our occupation the malaria has not generan 

taken on the malignant form of the days of the railroad and Frenc 

canal construction, but is rather mild. 

The great difficulty in preventing the transmission of malaria is that 
with 60 or 70 per cent of the persons infected with malaria it is im- 
possible to prevent malaria age te from rip at | upon the source 
of malaria supply in the blood of 60 per cent of the inhabitants of the 
Isthmus. The cases of yellow fever, on the other hand, are compara- 
tively so few that isolating them is a real measure of protection to all. 
Nevertheless, by the reduction in the total number of mosquitos, which, 
though an enormous task, is still capable of accomplishment, the spread 
of malaria ape be largely checked. This is a work of constant atten- 
tion and which will last long after the construction of the canal, and 
will be vane the of all those responsible for the government 
of the strip. Of course, the Jess malaria, even of the mild character, 
the greater the aeea E of the laborer. 

In recounting what being done I will refer next to the work of 
engineering and construction. Preliminary to the work of construction 
Propet much of the time of the engineer and his assistants has been 

ken up in doing that work of construction necessary for the sanita- 
tion of the Isthmus, to wit, the houses, sewering of water, the food 
supply, the hospitals and places of recreation, all necessary to keep a 
sonnd mind in a sonnd y of each workman, whether superintendent, 
clerk, or common laborer. 

In regard to the pure work of construction. As already said, the 
New French Panama Canal Company had ponent the Panama Railroad 
for its use in the construction of the canal. hen the property of the 
French Canal Company was transferred, the railroad was, from the 
standpoint of modern railroads, most inadequately equipped. It had 
a single track from Colon to Panama, with some sidings, very insuffi- 
cient yards at the termini, and a large number of thin, light rails, quite 
insufficient for the heavy traffic which was carried over it. The laying 
of the track with heavier rails had been projected by the company 
before the transfer, but only a few miles had been laid. The Commis- 
sion, acquiring control of the railroad company, directed the 
of ralis so as to lay completely the whole line with the heavier rails, 
and now all but 9 miles of the road is so equipped. The roadbed is as 
fine as any roadbed in the United States, ballasted in gravel and rock, 
and seems to be completely free from any 1 of washouts, but 
with this exception every other feature o road as to structure and 


urchase 


equipment is subject to criticism, and must be 


ed before it can be 
an adequate instrument in the 


chang 

hands of the Commission for the pur- 
poses for which it was bought. The gauge of the railroad is 5 feet, 
while the standard gauge in the United States and elsewhere is 4 feet 
84 inches, a fact which reduces much the amount of equipment which 
could be bought ready-made and greatly increases the cost and time of 
buying that which is necessary. The telegraph oe and the tele- 
phone system along the road are now being completely reconstructed. 
The yards and wharves at each end of the ro: for the purpose of 
receiving freight from steamers were utterly inadequate, and are now 
belng very much enlarged at La Boca and at Cristobal, and must be 
zope red at Colon. 

should say that Cristobal is the Colon end of the canal, a made 
harbor, reached by the railroad and entirely protected from the north 
winds which, when they blow with violence, require all steamers at 
Colon wharves to go to sea. It is quite evident, and the Commission 
has so decided, that in order to transport the commercial freight which 
the railroad is under charter obligation to carry, and at the same time 
to transport to the spoil banks the excavat rock and dirt, it will 
be necessary to double track the road nearly all the way from Colon 
to Panama. The exceptions are through narrow cuts or at the top of 
the grade over which the spoil from the excavation will not n to 
be carried. The recent work of construction under Wallace and 
Stevens has been the work of pu g this road into proper condition, 
of making preparation to double track, and of laying at various and 
suitable intervals long tracks leading from the Culebra cut at various 
elevations to the points of the Panama Railroad to which the spoil 
may be hauled downhill from the point of excavation and thence car- 
ried to Miraflores on one side or to Colon on the other, to be dumped 
into swamps or else to be dumped into ba and carried out to sea 
and there dis of. The amount of track laying will reach 
250 or 300 miles when completed, and it is one of the chief consumers 
of labor in the construction department at present. The work of 
excavation Is comparatively easy, for with compressed-air drills and 
blasting and the 29 modern steam shovels which are now on the 
ground, and the 60 more which are ordered, digging might go on 
rapidly. With a sea-level canal at least 270,000, cubic yards of 
mea a have to be blasted, dug out, and carried from a few feet 
to 15 miles. 

The great problem, however, is the 8 of transporting that 
which is dug to the point where it is to finally deposited with such 
S and such return of the vehicles of tra rtation as to enable 
the shovels to be in constant use. It is a problem of transportation 
really and not of excavation. These figures suggest the amount of 
preparation In the way of increasing the espian of the railroad, of 
track laying, and of other mechanical devices for disposing of the 
spoil which must be made before the “ dirt ins to fly.“ 

In addition to this work, machine shops of the French have to be 
repaired and in some cases rebuilt. Wharves are being pat up now in 
order to furnish additional berths for steamers at Cristobal on the one 
side and at La on the other. There are to-day engaged on the 
railroad proper about 4,000 employees; that is, there are 2,500 paid for 
six days’ labor, but they are not perhaps the same 2,500. In addition 
to this there are 13,000 laborers on the pay roll of the Commission, and 
that means about 10,000 effective laborers per day. As the work of 
construction of houses goes on, as the capacity for Jouse and feeding 
1 r to laborers pro „ we may look for an increase 
n the pay roll. 

One of the great burdens of the present situation is the procurement 
of tra rtation and proper disposition of the immense amount of sup- 
lies and material and equipment which haye to be ordered and pressed 
‘orward to the Isthmus. he Commission bought two large freight 
steamers costing $1,300,000, or $650,000 apiece. And even with these 
and three others owned by the Panama Railroad which came into the 
possession of the Commission, there is still such an immense amount of 
freight that there is much difficulty in getting the orders and the requi- 
sitions of the chief engineer supplied. The following is a list of the 
principal items of material purchased and delivered, or now under or- 
der, and will serve to give an idea of the vastness of the 1 
and why congestion in sea transportation and on the railroad, with al 
the commercial traffic besides. may be pardonable: Sixty-one steam 
shovels, 1,300 fiat cars, 12 rapid unloaders, 22 unloading plows, 13 earth 
spreaders, 324 dump cars. 12 hoisting engines, 120 locomotives, 5,000 
tons of steel rails, 125,000 cross-ties, 12,000 pieces of piling, 14 air- 
77 pacen Tane, 152 — es eh ag hone — 
approximately), p ges, 3 unds blasting powder, 
617500 ace fi dynamite, 7,000,000 pavin 000 

,000 square feet roofing tile, 36, 
3 steel water tanks an 


re 
It shonl 


for use. Still, as Mr. Stevens himself told me, everything grows 
better from month to month. The exasperations and frictions of 
early organization are passing away as matters moye with more 
smoothness. A quarantine of Panama on the one side and of Colon on 
the other much delayed the delivery of material, and brought seventeen 
ships into La Boca at one time for unloading. These discourage- 
ments, so characteristic of the Tropics and of great works in the 
Tropics, at first seem insurmountable, but to an engineer having the 
patience needed for any enterprise in the Tropics they can be over- 
come, provided he applies himself to his task with constantly renewed 
effort. Another great work by the engineer department is the takin 

of borings and the finding of data upon which to proceed in the detail 

construction of the canal. Parties of engineers go out and stay for 
months measuring capacity of natural basins, the flow of water in the 
tributaries of the Chagres and other rivers, and thus procure the 
facts upon which the chief paginas: and the Commission must proceed 
in 3 the detailed p for the ultimate bullding of the 


canal. 

I have drawn out this paper to such an unpardonable len; as not 
to permit a proper discussion of the question of labor. early all 
the labor upon the Isthmus is now negro labor from the West India 
Islands. It is very poor. The question remains to be decided whether 
we shall Seger to secure Chinese or Japanese labor. It has 
held by the Attorney-General that the Federal eight-hour law applies 

anal Commission. I was at t disposed 


to those employed by the C: 
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to think its effect would be good, because we could have three shifts 
every twenty-four hours. I am assured, however, by Mr. Stevens and 
Governor Magoon that its enforcement only interferes with good work. 

Petitions are being filed by all foreigners and Americans asking that 
its operation in the Zone be amended. There is practically no limit to 
the negro labor we can obtain from the West Indian and Caribbean 
islands, but its efficiency is so low that we may have to call in Aslaties. 
Another year will show more facts upon which a labor policy may be 
based. he fact that no white labor can be found to stand work in the 
tropical sun ought to remove the question from the forum of ordinary 
trade-union labor discussion and lead to a solution free from considera- 
tions which might properly have great weight in a more temperate cli- 
mate and in conditions less resembling a national 535 

I visited the Isthmus a year ago and again this year. am able to 
see a marked difference, even in outward rani tr peg) and to say with 
much emphasis and certainty that real work has been done and is bein 
done. The effect of better housing for the employees, the influence o 
the successful efforts of the sanitation department to stamp out yellow 
fever, the confidence of the American subordinate engineers, foremen, 
clerks, rodmen, and others that there is a competent and skillful head 
to the enterprise in Mr. Shonts, knowing what is being done in each 
department, and coordinating all departments, tends to give an atmos- 

here of conscious progress, individual interest, and triotic pride in 

e great task of a great nation. The Panamans feel the change and 
are accordingly happy and contented with things as they are. 

And now [ shall speak of something which will not take me long, but 
it is a most important matter at this juncture. Fifty millions of dollars 
were taken out of the Treasury of the United States, $40,000,000 for 
the French Panama Canal Company and $10,000,000 for the Republic 
of Panama, to give us the canal as it is and the right of way and the 
Panama Railroad. Ten millions were voted to begin the 5 
work on the canal. That $10,000,000 is about exhausted. It has been 
expended as follows: e 
General expenses: 

General administration expenses at Washington and 
other points in the United States, including salaries 
and expenses of Commissioners, special commission- 


ers, advisory board, and office of administration $511, 000 
Department of administration expenses, Isthmus 67, 000 
Department of government and sanitation_-_.________ 143, 000 


Expended for hospitals, sanitation, construction of water- 
works and sewers, police, and prisons 
Purchase of Panama Railroad stock ~.. 


Permanent pst TT = -..--. 8, 946, 000 

Purchase of supplies consumable in their use, including cost 
of inspection, handling, and transportation 1, 870, 000 
ee eT ett i on AAS eS CS ES DOS La Ee CAR 1, 360, 000 
TOME a A ES eE AEAN SE 9, 783, 000 


The pay roll at present amounts to p yea | like $600,000 a month, 
and there is not enough money on hand after the payment of the bills 
to meet the December pay roll. There are bills unpaid for material and 
supplies which should be paid at once. The naley is guea oppressive 
and unjust to the creditors of the Government. It will be necessary, 
therefore, for Congress to make an emergency 8 to carry on 
the work without calamitous Interruption. othing could be more 
disastrous to have the pay rolls go unpaid for even a few weeks, 
This was the trouble with the New French Panama Canal Company, 
and with the old French Panama Canal 9 Certainly there 13 
nothing in the credit of the United States justifying suspension of pay- 
ments. I know there is a disposition in some quarters, and poselbiy 
among some Members of Congres to reinvestigate everything connected 
with the canal. But while this desire to know all about the canal and 
its construction is most commendable, it will hardly be allowed to delay 
the current appropriations for the daily work by 18,000 laborers that is 
now being so successfully carried on. It may be asked why have the 
conditions been allowed to arise under which an emergency appropria- 
tion must be asked. The answer is that those responsible deemed it 
their chief duty to push the work, to buy needed plant and material as 
rapidly as possible, and to increase the pay roll as far as provision 
could be made for the housing and comfort of the additional laborers 
and employees. It was 9 that an extra session of Congress 
would be called in October, when ample time would have been given for 
deliberation in making all the necessary appropriation. , 

Now it will be necessary to make partial appropriations to 
rent bills and meet the necessary pay rolls until the type of the new 
canal has been fixed and definite estimates for each fiscal year's work 
can be submitted to Congress, as in the case of all other general appro- 
priations of Con . Assuming that the type of canal is properly 
fixed, the faster the work is done the better everyone will like È It is 
important only that the money shall not be wasted by haste and that 
888 shall rere the 1 of its me gr Subject to this 

mitation, the greater the amount we can spend in a year in buildin 
mer canal 9 rRe 8 1 te t A z 

nd now abou e type o e canal. o not propose to discuss 

that. It is being considered by a board consisting of many of the best 
engineers of this country—Mr. Alfred Noble, the engineer of the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad; Mr. William Barclay Parsons, the engineer of the 
underground system in New York; Mr. Isham Randolph, of the Chicago 
Drainage Canal; Mr. William H. Burr, professor of engineering in 
Columbia College; Mr. K. P. Stearns, the hydraulic engineer, of Bos- 
tion; Gen. H. L. Abbot, one of the greatest of Army engineers, who has 
made a study of the canal for years; Mr. roe Ripley, chief civil 
22067557 of the “ Soo; Canal; Mr. Henry W. Hunter, of the Manchester 
Ship Canal, A eg inc by_the English Government at the request of the 
President ; r. Adolph Guerard, one of the leading civil engineers in 
the employ of and appointed by the French Government; Mr. Eugen 
Tincauter, chief 8 of the Kiel Canal, appointed by the German 
Government; Mr. E. Quellennec, the consulting engineer of the Suez 
Canal, and Mr. G. W. Welcker, appointed by the Netherlands Govern- 
ment. The board is presided over by Maj. Gen. George W. Davis, of 
the United States Army, a gentleman of long experience in eafineering 
and works of construction. The great question before the rd is, 
Shall the canal be a sea-level or a lock canal? If it is to be a lock 
canal, as recommended by the Walker Commission, I think the Presi- 
dent mag build the canal safely on the money appropriated without con- 
sulting Congress further as to the type. If it is to a sea-level canal, 
the question, it seems to me, for reasons already stated, should be left 
to Congress. 

There are various plans. 
which he would construct a 


xXL——16 


ay cur- 


Mr. Bunau-Varilla produces a 


lan b; 
lock canal, the highest lock at 170 fee 


rovision for the ultimate reduction of this canal 


and then would make 
to a sea-level canal. other—Mr. Bates—presents a plan for making, 
by dams, two great lakes at the termini of the canal and with a com- 
paratively low lock canal between. . I shall not stop to discuss these 
various plans, because I am neither competent nor have I time to do 
so. It will be sufficient to discuss them when the advisory board shall 
have returned its judemen’ when the Commission shall have reported, 
and when the matter is before the President for decision. 

One of the great obstacles to success in building the canal is the 
at ying as of powerful persons and interests to its construction. Some 
of this opposition comes from those who are sincerely convinced that 
the Panama route is not a practicable route, and that there are otber 
and easier routes to be preferred. It is not to be expected that owners 
and managers of great transcontinental lines should become enthusi- 
astic over an enterprise which, if carried to Honey pape must certainly 
affect the rates of freight between the Atlantic and Pacific coasts. 
Even now there is some 5 as to whether low rates and equall 
of service to all on the Panama Railroad may not reduce transconti- 
nental rates. Orders have been issued directing equality of service 
and rates to all and also a reduction of rates, But so congested is 
the railroad by transportation of material for the Canal Commission, 
and so interrupted is the traffic by quarantine and other causes, that 
it is impossible now to say what will be the effect of this policy under 
the conditions which we hope to make normal when all the commercial 
trafe and all the canal transportation can be promptly and easily 
cared for. But recurring to the obstacle found in the opposition of 
fa ag interests to the building of the canal, it takes different forms. 

t is found in the misrepresentations of conditions on the Isthmus, in 
unfounded reports concerning friction between those having authority 
in the canal work, in intimations of irregularities and frau ds and favor- 
itism in contracts without any evidence whatever to justify suspicion, 
and generally in the constant suggestion of a presumption that the 
expenditure of millions in building the canal must involye what is 
called “ graft.” Doubtless Congressional investigations will be held 
from time to time. 

Doubtless they ought to be held to assure the W but if they are 
to be permitted to delay the work on the canal and to paralyze the 
energy of those upon whom the burden of greed the work must fall, 
then they will be productive of evil and will become exactly what man 
private interests would be glad to have them become—the grave of all 
the high hopes for a trans-isthmlan canal. The American people will 
not permit such a catastrophe. 

As I have already said, I have just returned from a trip to the 
Isthmus. I was there a year ago, and so long as the work remains 
under my supervision I shall deem it my duty to visit the Isthmus 
once a year. I shall do this not only to keep informed of the work 
in actual pr „ but because I believe it stimulates the subordinates 
in an enterprise like this to have it felt that their work is under the 
immediate observation of the 8 power, and that what they 
are doing is a matter of interest and observation for everybody from 
the President down. 

I recall that while at the meeting of the Cincinnati Commercial Club 
last year 1 77875 was made that a steamer be chartered to visit 
Panama this winter, and I a to be one of the party, or at least 
to time my annual visit so that I should be on the Isthmus when you 
were. My impression is that it would be wiser to postpone your 
visit until about this time next year, when I understand you have 

rhaps a twenty years’ anniversary. I do this because at that time 
here will be a hotel constructed at Ancon, on the Panama side, suffi- 
ciently large to take in all the members of the club likely to make the 
visit—a hotel fresh and new and clean, free from any contagion, where 

ou can be comfortable and feel safe at the same time. I sincerely 
ne that the proposition to visit Panama will not be given up. 

hose who go will feel richly rewarded for the definite Information 
that the eye will give them of the task which this Government has 
undertaken and which, under the inspiration of energy breathed Into 
the enterprise by the words and action of President Roosevelt, it will 
certainly perform. I thank you for your kind attention. 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent for three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylyania asks 
unanimous consent for three minutes’ time. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I confess the 
Struggle within me between my ignorance and a desire to do 
what is right. When I asked the gentleman from New York, 
who is our leader by right of appointment, how he would, by 
compromise, arrive at the sum of $10,000,000, a sum for us, as 
followers, to vote for, he virtually told me to sit down and be 
quiet. Thus you see the value of instruction. This is the most 
unusual and extraordinary demand that has been made on 
Congress within ten years, and my experience as a wrestler 
with estimates made by the Department moves me to bave 
some apprehension that what we are asked to do may not be 
done well or wisely. I haye in my mind a time one year ago 
when the estimates made by the Navy Department for the dif- 
ferent bureaus amounted, according to public report, to $160,- 
000,000. The Secretary of the Navy was requested to argue 
with the bureau chiefs and see if they might not make a re- 
duction of estimates. He succeeded in reducing them about 
$44,000,000, I am told. The Committee on Naval Affairs grasped 
the subject and succeeded in a further reduction of $16,000,000 
more. We always felt that our work had been well done. 
Surely the Navy has lived and prospered. I do not intend to 
embarrass this Commission. I see no reason why we should 
vote for $10,000,000. I believe the gentlemen who have these 
subjects in charge understand them much better than we do. 
Although I have listened for four hours as intently as possible, 
I do not feel myself well informed. I will yote for the proposed 
amount of $16,500,000 because it is the estimate made by the 
Commission, and it is the one I believe to be indorsed by the 
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chairman of the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee, 
in whom I haye great confidence, unless he is satisfied a smaller 
sum will be adequate for the purposes enumerated. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent for five minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I believe that the sum pro- 
posed as an amendment by the gentleman from Mississippi is 
entirely inadequate. I do not know how he arrives at that par- 
ticular sum. It is true that it is not essential that this entire 
sum should be appropriated at this time. A portion of the ex- 
penditure will not be made until in the month of June, so that 
whatever deficiencies there might be from time to time by 
emergency appropriation bills could be provided for. It is 
simply a question for the House to determine whether they will 
do this work by making this appropriation. I say to you gentle- 
men every dollar of this sum, in my belief, will be appropriated 
for expenditures during the present fiscal year. It is a ques- 
tion for each man to determine for himself whether it is better 
to do it at once or by piecemeal. I can see how gentlemen 
here upon the ficor of the House may feel a desire for more of 
information. I do not believe that the great majority of the 
gentlemen will, under any circumstances that may result from 
delay, be more familiar with the subject at the end of many 
months than they are to-day. The truth is that the estimates 
will be made; they will go before the committee; the com- 
mittee will investigate them; but there is no item, there is no 
expenditure, there is no sum estimated for in this estimate that, 
in my judgment, will be changed. The members of that partic- 
ular committee will have more of information, but the great 
majority of this House will simply content themselyes with the 
belief that their committee has investigated the matter and 
that their report is accurate; that will be the result. Now, 
in this particular instance we have the estimate of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, we have the estimate of the auditor of the 
Commission, we have also the statement of the Secretary of 
War, and we have the statement of the president of the Com- 
mission. Those gentlemen have all concurred in saying that 
this sum is essential for expenditures during this fiscal year. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Iowa if he thinks it is proper to make an ap- 
propriation for six months’ further work on the basis of a lock 
canal when in less than two months we may decide to have a 
sea-level canal, and thereby render to a large extent useless 
the work that is being done now? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I certainly do, for this reason, that all work 
that is now being done will be essential whether a sea-level 
canal shall be adopted or one with locks. All this is essential 
to either canal. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I understand that every dollar that is ex- 
pended on the basis of a lock canal will render more difficult 
and more costly a sea-level canal. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think the gentleman is misinformed. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I think not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The work that is being done is in the way 
of excavation in the Culebra cut. That great range of moun- 
tains must be penetrated, no matter what form of canal is 
adopted. Sums are being expended in sanitation. That sani- 
tation will be essential without reference to the character of the 
canal. Expenditures are now being made for the housing of the 
laborers; that will be essential no matter what form of canal is 
adopted. And so it is with all of the expenditures that are be- 
ing made now. ‘They are common to either form of canal that 
in the future may be adopted. Now, I think, Mr. Chairman, if 
it is not the temper of the House to make this appropriation as 
it is, that there will be at least an appropriation made that will 
meet the expenditures necessary, say, up to the Ist day of next 
March. It is not probable that our committees will be ap- 
pointed and will get to work until some time in January. And 
remember that these appropriations—the estimates that are 
made for March—must be in the hands of the Commission by 
the last day of February, because the pay rolls will then have to 
be met. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are liabilities already incurred, 
and sums due that amount to $5,000,000 to-day. I have no doubt 


that the monthly expenditures, the ordinary expenditures that 
must be incident to each current month, will be more than a 
million of dollars a month. There are equipments purchased, or 
contracted for delivery not later than June 30, 1906, but being 


eurrently delivered, amounting to $3,350,000—estimated miscel- 
laneous material purchased in the United States from December 
1, 1905, to January 30, 1906, that in all human probability will 
be delivered from month to month, a full proportion each month, 
that ought to be provided for by the Ist day of next March. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I-ask unanimous consent for 
five minutes more. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
asks unanimous consent that his time be extended for five min- 
utes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, the sums, as I figure them, that will 
be essentially necessary—this estimate is for the ist day of 
April; I have been talking about March, however—up to the 1st 
day of April the expenditures that will be then due or will have 
matured, as I figure it, are $11,725,000, only assuming that the 
one-half portion of the two items—three and a fraction million 
and two and a fraction million dollars, that I refer to—should 
mature proportionately each month. 

Now, that sum, at least something more than $10,000,000, will 
be absolutely needed by the Ist day of March next, and the gen- 
tleman’s motion, I would think, would call for all that is abso- 
lutely necessary if he enlarged it a million dollars more, so as 
togover all possible contingencies, 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
substitute “eleven” for ten“ in the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. BONYNGE. I move as a substitute for the amendment 
that has been offered and for the pending motions that eleyen 
millions be inserted in the bill in place of the $16,500,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
[Cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote! “] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon perfecting the origi- 
nal amendment. The amendment of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Wurrams] is that $6,858,333 be substituted for 
$16,500,000 appropriated in the bill. The amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PRINCE] is 
that ten millions be substituted in the place of that. The ques- 
tion is first on the amendment to-the amendment, namely, that 
$10,000,000 be substituted for the sum named in the amendment 
of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment to 
the amendment, and the Chairman stated that he was in doubt. 

The committee divided. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is no longer in doubt; the 
amendment is carried. The question now recurs on the adop- 
tion of the substitute to the amendment, substituting $11,000,000 
for $10,000,000. 

The question was taken. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is in doubt. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 113, noes 114. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois, Mr. PRINCE, 
and the gentleman from Colorado, Mr. BoN NE, will take their 
places as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
136, noes 121. 

So the substitute was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and the amendment as amended was 
agreed to. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 11, page 2, after the word “made,” the following: 
Poem te expenditures heretofore made for the construction of a 
ca) . 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, the effect of this amend- 
ment will be to reimburse the Treasury from the proceeds of the 
sale of these bonds, not only for whatever appropriation may be 
earried by this bill, but such appropriations and expenditures as 
have already been made for the actual construction of the canal. 

The act of June 28, 1902, authorized the sale of $130,000,000 
of bonds, the proceeds of which can be used as the basis of 
appropriation for expenditures in the construction of the canal. 
That same act appropriated $40,000,000 for the original pur- 
chase of the rights and property of the Panama Company. In 
my judgment, Mr. Chairman, it was eminently proper that the 
$40,000,000 should be paid from the cash in the Treasury, and 
that that portion should not be reimbursed from the sale of 
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bonds. That $40,000,000 was the basis, the anchorage of this 
great project. But, Mr. Chairman, whatever reason there may 
be for reimbursing the Treasury from the sale of bonds for the 
appropriations carried by this bill now under consideration, is 
an equally potent reason for the reimbursement of the Treas- 
ury of the amount actually expended for the purpose of the 
construction of the canal, which the gentleman from Iowa in- 
formed the committee yesterday was approximately $10,000,000. 
I think the time has passed when any doubt exists in any mind 
relative to the wisdom of this enterprise; but, Mr. Chairman, the 
burden of expenditure upon the Treasury should not fall so 
heavily upon the initiatory movement of the project, but should 
be so extended over a period of time that those in the future, 
who will reap far greater benefit from this great enterprise than 
we, will pay their part of this great expenditure. Now, the 
bonds authorized by the act of 1902 are to be sold and the pro- 
ceeds used to reimburse the Treasury to the extent of the appro- 
priation carried by this bill. This amendment only seeks to 
reimburse the Treasury further to the extent of that which has 
already been expended in actual construction. When this is 
done the beginning of the project, the anchorage of this great 
national enterprise, will haye been paid for out of the cash in 
the Treasury to the extent of $50,000,000, then the actual ex- 
penditures for the actual construction of the canal will be made 
from the proceeds of the bonds, which will be paid as they ma- 
ture, and fall equally upon those of the present day and also of 
the future to the extent of the limit of the bonds. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Would your amendment include the 
$10,000,000 paid to Panama? 

Mr. MANN. Would your amendment cover the entire $60,- 
000,000 already expended? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I think not, but I will say frankly to 
the gentleman from Illinois that if there is any construction 
to that effect I shall accept any proper amendment which would 
limit the reimbursement to the $10,000,000 of expenditures of 
actual construction with the appropriations carried in this bill. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think he ought to pre- 
pare the amendment limiting it in that way? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Whenever I am convinced that the lan- 
guage I propose is susceptible of that construction I might pro- 
pose such an amendment, but I do not see it that way now. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman’s amendment reads identically 
80 as to cover all appropriations heretofore made. 

7 5 OVERSTREET. For the actual construction of the 
canal. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no, but for the entire amount of money ex- 
pended for that purpose. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I differ from you. 

Mr. MANN. On any other basis the money already expended 
can not be expended. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Does the gentleman mean to say that 
the $40,000,000 paid to the Panama Canal Company was for the 
construction of the canal? 

Mr. MANN. Why certainly. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That is where we differ. 

Mr. MANN. It is just as much a part of the construction as 
the building of a hospital. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I do not agree with the gentleman. 
Will the gentleman agree with me that the actual expenditure 
of this sum, approximately $10,000,000, which we as amateurs 
over here understand means for actual construction, ought to be 
returned to the Treasury from the sale of these bonds? 

Mr. MANN. Well, I will agree that it ought not to be done 
out of the sale of $130,000,000 of bonds authorized, because that 
was to be a sum in addition to the $10,000,000 which was appro- 
priated and which has been expended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I ask unanimous consent for one minute 
further. 

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed to proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman may proceed for one minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, it is not my understand- 
ing that the $10,000,000 which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN] informed us yesterday had been expended for actual 
construction was-expended prior to the act of June 28, 1902. I 
asked him on yesterday what was the amount of expenditure 
for actual construction of the canal, and he said about $10,000,- 
000; but that was not all expended prior to the authority for 
the issue of the $130,000,000 of bonds. 

Mr. MANN. No; not any of it was expended prior to that. 
The act which authorized $130,000,000 bonds made an appro- 
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priation of $10,000,000, and obligated Congress thereafter to 
appropriate $135,000,000, $130,000,000 of which was expected to 
be paid out of the bonds and $15,000,000 total in the end out of 
the Treasury on an estimated expense of canal construction of 
$145,000,000. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, just a word. The pur- 
pose of this amendment is to reimburse the Treasury from 
the proceeds of the sale of these bonds, for the appropria- 
tion carried by the bill now under consideration, and such 
amount as has been heretofore expended for actual construction, 
not taking into account either the $40,000,000 paid the French 
company or the $10,000,000 paid to Colombia. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, this is a very important 
proposition and the House ought to understand what it means. 
It means that we are not only to borrow the $11,000,000 appro- 
priated by this bill, when we have $55,000,000 of the people's 
money lying in the national banks on deposit, according. to the 
last report of the Treasurer, which I hold in my hand, but that 
we are to add to that, by the construction which the gentleman 
from Indiana places upon the amendment, $10,000,000, and by 
the construction of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
$50,000,000, already paid out of the Treasury, so that that may 
come back into the Treasury and then be deposited in the 
national banks, virtually lent to them without the payment of a 
dollar of interest. 

It is worse than that, Mr. Chairman, because when we, instead 
of taking our own money out of our own deposits, borrow money 
unnecessarily, we accompany it with the issuance of a bond, 
whereby the very man who loans the money for which our bond 
is issued may deposit in the Treasury the bonds which are the 
evidence of the loan and get their full face value back in good 
national-bank money, and then lend that money out to the people 
at whatever per cent he can get. 

It is time that there was a halt called upon the partnership be- 
tween the national-bank depositories and the Republican party. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] No sensible business man in 
God’s world, when he had money in his pocket, or in bank sub- 
ject to his draft, would go into the market to borrow money. 
No honest man, acting as trustee for any person or corporation, 
would go into the market and borrow money for that person or 
corporation to pay necessary expenses that must be paid in the 
execution of the trust when an unengaged fund was lying idle 
somewhere in the hands of some friend, who was lending it out 
at interest and paying no interest himself to the beneficiary. 

Take this step, if you dare! The Democracy challenges you 
to take it. There is a drop of water somewhere that will over- 
flow the cup of public endurance and public patience. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] This may possibly be that drop of 
water. It will be bad enough if you get the $11,000,000 appro- 
priation in this bill by borrowing money rather than taking it 
out of your depositories. 

What excuse are you going to give to the American people? 
Some of you answer me that before this debate closes. What 
excuse are you going to make to account, on a “ square-deal” 
ground, for the fact that instead of using their money without 
cost to them, except of the principal—and the cost of that fully 
justified by the public necessity—you have borrowed money and 
paid to a certain favored class of bankers 2 per cent for that 
which you already had and needed not to borrow? Two per cent 
for what? That which you did not need to borrow. Two per 
cent for what purpose? Merely to favor your depositories. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET] is right in this 
far, that there is not a reason in the world that will make it 
proper, wise, just, or honest to borrow the $11,000,000 appro- 
priated by the bill instead of paying it out of our own money 
that will not also make it just and wise and honest to issue 
bonds for the $10,000,000 already expended, get the money into 
the Treasury, and deposit it also in the national depositories to 
feed speculation in margins and industrials, [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana. The House and Con- 
gress deliberately said they could pay this sum all out of the 
surplus in the Treasury. It has been paid. There is no reason 
why we should reverse that rule now, why we should amend 
that legislation and go back and issue bonds to put it back into 
the Treasury. The deficit in the Treasury up to the 30th of 
June last, for two years, amounted to $64,000,000; that is, the 
deficit arising from the expenditures exceeding the receipts 
amounted to about $64,000,000. That is $4,000,000 more than 
the money we have paid upon this canal purchase up to this 
time. That, perhaps, would not have been so large but for 
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the concessions in regard to revenue which we have made to 
our own insular possessions and to Cuba. 

But we are running very close now in receipts and expendi- 
tures. Up to to-day I believe the deficit on that account is 


about $10,000,000. I do not care about the precise figures, but 
that is about the deficit up to to-day. 

The gentleman from Illinois read a statement showing that 
the receipts for one day were three or four million dollars. 
That may be true. Sometimes they are less than a million dol- 
lars. But this deficit has arisen since the 30th day of June 
last. It looks now, if this abundant prosperity throughout the 
whole country continues until the 30th of June next, that we 
would be able to meet the ordinary expenses without much, 
if any, deficit at the end of the fiscal year. I think we will do 
that. I think we will accomplish that result. But because 
we may do that there is no reason, on the other hand, why we 
should follow the lead of the gentleman from Mississippi and 
now begin to work down the surplus in the Treasury, which we 
may need some time in the not very distant future. No man 
knows how long this wonderful prosperity of the country will 
run, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I thought it was to run forever. 

Mr. PAYNE. We have had it since 1898, and there are no 
clouds in the horizon now; there is no Democratic peril even in 
the horizon to-day. [Laughter.] If that prosperity continues, 
we shall have abundant revenue to pay the expenses of the Goy- 
ernment. But no man or set of men is wise enough to work out 
any revenue measure that will come out even every 30th day 
of June in running a big government like this. It never has 
been done and it never will be done. The nearest we ever 
approached to it was the period while the McKinley bill was 
in operation, and the period since 1898, when we had another 
Republican measure which has produced adequate money to pay 
our ordinary expenses. 

We had a large surplus in the Treasury. It is not so large 
to-day by $74,000,000. What shall we do with that surplus? 
It is necessary to keep a surplus. We can not depend upon 
running into a deficiency that will make a draft upon the 
Treasury such as we had under the last Democratic Adminis- 
tration, which forced them to go into the markets of the coun- 
try and buy gold with bonds, at a discount of $12,000,000 on 
their bonds. That is not the Republican idea. That is not 
our idea of the way in which the Treasury of the United States 
should be run. We want sufficient money to run it, and we 
want to provide against a rainy day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman from New York may be extended for 
five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from New York 
be extended five minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is necessary to have this surplus. The gen- 
tleman from Mississippi dares us to maintain it. Good 
heavens! Have we not been maintaining that surplus while 
we have been in power? Have not we boldly proclaimed that 
we propose to have sufficient money for the necessities of the 
Government, even if they were extraordinary, by reason of hard 
times overtaking us? This is no new thing. You have been 
barking at that hole God knows how long. [Laughter.] The 
American people have not listened to you a great deal upon that 
particular question. The minds of the people and their memo- 
Ties go back to the time of your Administration, when God 
knows we were not troubled with any surplus in the Treasury. 
{Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Now, having this money, what shall we do with it? Shall 
we lock it up in the vaults of the Treasury so it can not go into 
trade and perform the functions of money? 

That has not been the policy of the Government for the last 
twenty-five years, whether the Administration was Republican 
or Democratic. They have sought to put that money where it 
can go into circulation and help to perform the business of the 
country, and it is right that they should do so. I am not going 
into the figures to show whether national banks make money 
out of this operation or not. They do not make much. It is a 
pretty small margin. The money is apt to be called for at any 
time. We have called for about $50,000,000 of it in the last two 
years. It went into the Treasury then and was paid out for 
Government expenses, and so went back into circulation, and 
there was no trouble about it then. But we have got to the 
point now where it is necessary to preserve our surplus in the 
Treasury of the United States. So the Congress thought when 
we passed this original bill and provided for the issue of bonds 


that another generation might pay for this canal, which possibly 
this generation may not see completed and running and bring- 
ing such benefits to the country as it will bring in the future. 
There is no necessity for it; there is no reason for it. We will 
not take a back step because you threaten that you are going to 
do something. Why, you dare us so that we almost tremble at the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wiit1ams], about taking this 
step, although we know it is right and proper to do so. We are 
not going to put ourselves in such a condition when the Presi- 
dential campaign comes around in 1908, because the Republican 
party is and is going to be interested in the campaign of 1908, 
that you will be crying from every platform that there is a def- 
icit in the revenues or a deficiency in the Treasury of the 
United States. The people want money enough to carry on the 
expenses of the Government, and we propose they should have 
it. They want a sufficient surplus to provide for the running 
expenses of the Government, and we propose that they shall 
haye it. They are willing to pay in the future for this great 
work, and we propose to give them the opportunity. Therefore 
I trust that this amendment of my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
Overstreet], which I think ought not to be in the bill, will be 
voted down, and that we shall start from the point that we pro- 
vided for in the original act; and I trust, on the other hand, that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wir- 
LIAMS], when he shall offer it, to strike out this provision, will 
be voted down with equal unanimity, and that we will go on 
and complete this work under the programme which we have al- 
ready inaugurated. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
New York to give the House the amount of available cash in the 
Treasury now over and above the gold reserve. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I think there is about $131,000,000. I do 
not remember the precise figures. s 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman is very nearly right. The 
amount is $136,000,000. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, one hundred and thirty-six millions, and 
in that connection I want to state to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi that the people who were responsible for running the 
Treasury of the United States show very good reasons for their 
argument and their opinion that there should be at least 
$75,000,000 for the ordinary current running expenses of the 
Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the time of the gentleman may be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from New 
York may be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman this question: If there be one hundred and thirty- 
six millions of cash available in the Treasury, over and above 
the gold reserve, and if even the Treasury officials calculate 
that seventy-five millions is a sufficient margin, then upon what 
ground can the gentleman resist the motion to take out of the 
remaining $61,000,000, over and above all margin and gold re- 
serve, this $11,000,000? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, that is a fair question from the gentle- 
man's standpoint, and I shall try to answer it. The Govern- 
ment revenue is limited. It is not only limited, but it is uncer- 
tain. I do not know, Mr. Chairman—none of us knows—but 
what an all-wise Providence may sometime in the future 
frighten the country with a threatened return of the Demo- 
cratic party to power. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, if the gentleman from -New York 
please, let us talk business a little while. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am talking business now. I am talking his- 
tory. The country may again be threatened with the Demo- 
cratic party coming into power, and if that threat goes so far 
as that the people believe it, it will act as it has always acted— 
to palsy business enterprise, to destroy prosperity, to destroy 
credit and cut down the revenues of the Government, because 
unless the people are prosperous and buy and business is done 
in this country the revenues will not come into the Treasury of 
the United States. 

It is just such conditions and contingencies that we are bound, 
Mr. Chairman, to have in our mind when we are considering 
these things. I will admit the possibility may be remote. Good 
heavens! I haye wondered in the past how it could come about 
when it has that people should get frightened over these things, 
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but they do. They sometimes have reason to, and I do not know 
when it will—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. And now that the revenues run so closely to 
our expenditures I, for one, do not believe it is policy to cut 
down the surplus any further below the present amount. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from 
Mississippi understands the gentleman from New York then, 
and I would ask him whether he understands him correctly or 
not, the answer of the gentleman from New York to his former 
question is that there ought to be kept in the Treasury $61,000,- 
000 more than the Treasury officials advise for fear that the 
Democratic party may come into power. Is that it? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, now, I spoke of that as one thing, as one 
cloud that might come up in the future. The Democratic party 
is not the only cloud upon the prosperity of the country. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why, I thought it was the only cloud. 

Mr. PAYNE. One of them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is the only one you have thus far men- 
tioned. Now, will the gentleman from New York mention some 
other clouds that necessitate the carrying of this sixty-one mil- 
lions, fifty-five of it as a loan to banks without interest? 

Mr. PAYNE. I have heard the gentleman from Mississippi 
argue, and I will put the argument to himself, that these periods 
of depression come in cycles. I think it was three years ago 
he was talking, when he warned the Republican party that that 
cycle might happen about 1904, just before the Presidential 
election, and it would not do for us to predicate prosperity upon 
the tariff laws—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am talking now of a business proposition, 
not of cycles. 

Mr. PAYNE. Upon the tariff laws which the Republican 
party had inaugurated. Now, it may be one of the gentleman’s 
cycles may come upon the people of the United States and 
produce a period of depression, and we had better be prepared 
for it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then, I understand the gentleman’s an- 
gwer to be this, that the $61,000,000, $55,000,000 of it lying on 
deposit in the banks and not paying interest, ought to be kept 
bver and above the margin suggested by the Treasury officials, 
over and above the gold reserve, in order to prevent a reoc- 
currence of Democratic rules or Mr. WIIHHAus's cycles? Is that 
your answer? [Laughter on the Democratic side.] Now, I 
would like to have some sound business reason why this coun- 
try should keep that $61,000,000, $55,000,000 of it in the banks, 
instead of spending $11,000,000, which they already have in this 
enterprise, and go out and borrow money at 2 per cent, the peo- 
ple lending it getting bonds, reissuing the same amount and 
lending it over to the people. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am very sorry, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I want to have the amendment 
read, and then I desire to speak in opposition to it for a few 
moments. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk will 
report the amendment for the information of the committee. 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

The amendment was again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate upon this ‘amend- 
ment is exhausted. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent for five minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention 
of the House for a few moments to the amount of the bonded 
indebtedness of the country and when that bonded indebtedness 
can be paid. The consols of 1930, amounting in round numbers 
to $538,000,000, can not be paid prior to April 1, 1930, unless 
we buy them by paying a premium in advance. The loan of 
1907, amounting to a hundred and seventeen million dollars, can 
not be paid until after July 1, 1907. The loan of 1908, amount- 
ing to the neighborhood of $64,000,000, can not be paid until 
August 1, 1908. 

The next loan, of $118,000,000, is not due until after February 
1, 1925. In other words, we have a bonded indebtedness of 
about $900,000,000 which can not be paid without buying at a 
premium, until the first of them fall due July 1, 1907, and 
some Paya due later, August 1, 1908. Now, what condition 
are we in 


Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PRINCE. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman state to the committee the 
rate of interest on 1907 bonds and also the rate on the 1908 
bonds? 

Mr. PRINCE. I will. The 1908 bonds are at 3 per cent; the 
1907 bonds are at 4 per cent. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to ask my friend whether it would not 
be better, if we are going to pay this money on big work of this 
kind, to pay this money next July, or in 1907 pay this money on 
a 4 per cent bond and retire it when we can retire it without a 
premium? 

Mr. PRINCE. I agree with the gentleman in that respéct, 
and the purpose of my stating these figures is this, to call the 
attention of the House to the fact that we owe money that we 
can not pay, and to call the attention of the House to the further 
fact that we have one hundred and thirty-six millions now on 
hand and available for use, sixty-five millions of which are in 
the Treasury and fifty-five millions of which, properly, are in 
the national-bank depositories. It had better be there than 
locked up in the vaults of the Treasury, unused by the people. 
This matter deserves more careful consideration by this House 
than to take it up as an amendment to an emergency bill, and 
I fully concur with the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
that we have gone as far to-day in this House under the Com- 
mittee of the Whole as we ought to go. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. PRINCE] has expired. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
one or two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PRINCE] 
asks unanimous consent for the extension of his time for two 
minutes more. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PRINCE. The amendment as suggested by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET] may be a proper amend- 
ment later on for a committee to consider, when they bring in 
an appropriation for this Panama Canal. At this time, and 
under the present circumstances, in my judgment, it is unwise 
to go any further than we have gone, namely, to make an 
emergency appropriation of this $11,000,000. 

I do not agree with my friend here upon the left, the leader 
of the minority [Mr. Wit1ams], as to his views. I think there 
is a middle course that we can better take in order to preserve 
the dignity of the House, and to maintain the responsibility of 
committees, and that is to stop right where we are now and let 
this question, if it is a proper question, be left to the proper 
committee and let them report to this House later on. The pur- 
pose is here to add twenty-one to seventy-six million dollars 
more of a bonded indebtedness. That is the effect of it And 
I want to say to my colleagues on this side, it has been my pride 
in speaking to the people to say to them that in a time of peace, 
barring the time of the Spanish war, we have had money 
enough to meet the expenses, money enough to pay for the 
canal, money enough to buy the strip, money enough to meet the 
emergency, and take it out of the available cash of the Treas- 
ury, and not put a bonded indebtedness upon the people who 
have trusted us with the affairs of Government since 1898. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Prince] is exhausted. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OVER- 
STREET] asks unanimous consent for five minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, I am not disturbed by 
the frenzy into which the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS] worked himself upon the question of deposits of national 
money in national banks, because that subject does not relate to 
this amendment. When that subject is properly before the 
House his criticisms may properly be answered to his own satis- 
faction, but this proposition does not deal with that topic at all. 
It is a plain proposition offered by me, with the simple view of 
emphasizing my position, at least relative to the expenditures 
for the Panama Canal in its actual construction. I believe, Mr. 
Chairman, that the people will approve the proposition that the 
actual outlay of money for the construction of that enterprise 
should be paid, not from the available cash, but distributed over 
a series of years, as evidenced by the bonds which were offered 
for issue. I call attention, Mr. Chairman, to the fact that if the 
bonds, which aggregate $130,000,000, authorized under the act 
of June 28, 1902, have been sold there is a large proportion of 
this $10,000,00 which I propose to be reimbursed would not have 
been paid out of the money in the Treasury. I propose to treat 


246 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 7 


that expenditure in the same way that Congress now proposes 
to treat the appropriation carried in this bill. I am obliged to 
my friend from New York for his argument in support of this 
amendment, notwithstanding his declaration that he will vote 
against it. Every syllable of his argument in support of the pro- 
tection of the surplus is an argument in favor of this amendment. 
I believe, Mr. Chairman, that if we propose to be consistent in 
our attitude toward this great enterprise we will put upon the 
same plane this appropriation which you are now about to 
make of $11,000,000 the $10,000,000 that has already been ex- 
pended in the actual construction of this canal. That is the 
sole proposition. I do not intend to raise any nightmare of 
Democratic administration to disturb the placid nature of my 
friend from New York nor arouse the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi upon his favorite topic of deposit of Government funds in 
national banks, but call the attention of this House to what I 
at least believe to be the sentiment of the country—that the peo- 
ple of the future shall aid in the payment of the actual expenses 
of this construction, and that it shall not all come from the cash 
in the Treasury. The $50,000,000 already taken from the Treas- 
ury is ample evidence of the good faith of the people of this day. 
That has been paid and should not be reimbursed, but the actual 
outlay for the actual construction already made should be put 
upon the plane of the $11,000,000 which you propose here to 
appropriate. Simply that and nothing more. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the amendment is exhausted, 
and the question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the proviso beginnt in the tenth line of 2, with 
the word “ Provided,’ and continuing to the end of line 1, axe 2. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, this amendment strikes 
out the proviso, which makes it mandatory upon the Secretary 
of the Treasury to reimburse to the Treasury of the United 
States the $11,000,000 appropriated by the bill out of the money 
to be procured by floating bonds. I have nothing further to say 
upon the subject now except to reiterate that it is bad finance 
for an individual or for a country to borrow money at interest 
when the individual or the country has money lying idle which 
he or it could use. 

But one word further; the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Payne] has attempted to frighten that side of the Chamber and 
the country by the fear there may not be sufficient surplus left 
in the Treasury to carry on the Government properly. He does 
not know what is going to threaten the surplus. He under- 
takes in no business way to tell us. Our receipts, from the last 
report, are larger than the expenditures. A deficit may come 
and may not; but I submit that when it does come, if it shall 
come, that will be the time to borrow money, and not now. 
What would you think of a man who was fool enough to go 
out and borrow money to pay his private debts when he had 
thousands of dollars, perhaps millions of dollars in bank, upon 
the ground that the time might come when he might not have 
millions of dollars in the bank? [Applause.] It may be neces- 
sary at some day in the future to borrow money to defray the 
expenses of the Government. That “prosperity under the 
Dingley bill,” that great shield under which prosperity has been 
brought not only to the United States of America but to our 
northern neighbor, Canada, our southern neighbor, Mexico, and 
generally all the world, even including Japan, may some day 
change its character or it even may be repealed, as the gentle- 
man “opines” under an imaginary “cycle” system that he 
attributes to me. 

I do not remember eyer to have said anything in debate on the 
floor about “cycles,” but when it does come—this „cycle“ 
that will be the time to protect the Treasury against me or the 
Democratic party, either one of us, as it may be. My friends, 
I assure you that I have no real bad intentions upon the Treas- 
ury, and no “cycle” that can be attributed to me as its author, 
manufacturer, or originator, will ever threaten the present sur- 
plus, except to spend it to get results of greater benefit than the 

ion of the money. 

I do not think that gentleman was called upon to infuse 
partisan polities into a discussion which ought to be a business 
discussion for business men, as far as this particular proposition 
is concerned. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET] says that the 
question of deposits in national banks has nothing to do with 
his amendment, and therefore nothing to do with the provision 
in this bill. It has everything to do with it, because that is 
where our money that we can use if we would is now lying 
idle, and neither he nor anybody else can get away from that 


fact. He can not fool the people ‘about it subsequently to 
this date. A great many of them know now, and all the 
balance shall know, that your object in doing this is to prevent 
the necessity of making your national bank depositories give 
up part of what they hold and use without interest, to their 
own profit. No honest man will deny that the effect of his 
amendment will be to add to the amount of deposits in the 
banks; and the effect of this provision in the bill would be to 
prevent a decrease of the amount of deposits in the banks, 
virtually on loan without interest. That will be the effect of 
the bill unless the proviso is stricken out by my amendment. 
You can not get away from it and you shall not. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, a settled policy was adopted 
with regard to the manner in which funds should be raised for 
expenditures in this work at the time that the act of June 28, 
1902, was passed. That was an act that I think the gentleman 
from Mississippi voted for. I think he was heartily in favor 
of all parts of it. At least I heard no dissent from him with 
reference to it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. When was that? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The act of June 28, 1902, in which we 
adopted a settled policy with reference to this canal. In that 
act I find— 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to borrow, 
on the credit of the United States, from time to time, as the proceeds 
may be uired to defray expenditures authorized by this act, such 
proceeds when received to be used only for the purpose of meeting 
such expenditures, the sum of $130,000,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, and to prepare and issue therefor coupon or registered 
bonds of the United States in such form as he may prescribe. 

At that time there was nearly if not quite as much money of 
the Government in the hands of the depositories as there is 
to-day. 

Mr. PAYNE. More. 

A MEMBER. Twice as much. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wonder why the gentleman at that time 
did not make this objection? Now he discovers that there is a 
surplus in the Treasury, and that calls for a Democratic chal- 
lenge. Ah! I recognize the fact that the Democracy has always 
been opposed to a surplus in the Treasury. I find here, in a 
table just furnished us, a statement giving the population, the 
net revenues, and the net expenditures of the Government of 
the United States from 1837 down to the present time. 

I find that during that period there were twenty-four years 
of Democratic rule, and that in those twenty-four years, during 
fifteen of them, the net revenues of the Government were less 
than the expenses; so that it seems that in 62 per cent of the 
years during which the Democratic party was in power it was 
never able to furnish, or at least did not furnish, means ample 
for the purposes of this Government. 

It is a Democratic habit to have a deficit rather than to haye 
a surplus. 

Mr. WILLIAMS rose. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to be inter- 
rupted now, as I have only five minutes. 

I notice, Mr. Chairman, that during those years of Demo- 
cratic deficit there was not prosperity in this country. ‘Those 
were years of penury to the people. There was no claim then 
that the people of the United States everywhere were prosperous. 
When the nation in its aggregate was pauperized the people in 
their individual experiences were pauperized. 

We prefer the other method—of having not only plenty in the 
homes, but enough in the Treasury. 

Of course, there will be times when that surplus will be a 
little more or a little less, but under the wise provision of 
depositing that surplus in the depositories of the Government it 
is still open for all of the commercial uses for which money 
may be needed. It is not hoarded in the Treasury to bring 
distress to business. It is furnishing and performing and com- 
pleting the office for which money is created, of carrying on the 
business interests of the country. 

Whether or not it would be practicable to exact or to secure 
a rate of interest for that money, and at the same time have it 
at all times and under all emergencies within the control of the 
Government, is a question of monetary affairs with which I 
am not s*ficiently conversant to say; but it is a policy that has 
long been adopted. It has worked well; it has resulted In no 
defaleation to the Treasury. The money is safe and when 
needed can be used, and the fact that it can be had at a moment's 
notice is a great factor in that prosperity that is universal 
throughout the whole country. [Applause.] 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say briefly to the House that it 
strikes me as a very appropriate time to offer some remarks 
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with reference to the effect of partisan bitterness npon a purely 
business proposition. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Wretrams] is a pure question of business 
administration, and certainly that party which boasts of having 
given the country a business administration ought to be willing 
in debate to consider a business proposition in a business way. 
This question can not be thrust aside; can not be answered to 
any reasonable man, no matter what his polities is, by historical 
pleas of past party condition. The condition confronts us now. 
It is not a theory that we have a surplus in the Treasury more 
than six times enough to cover the amount proposed by issuing 
bonds. Is there any business sense in that? Is there any im- 
pending trouble from the Democratic party, from cycles, Provi- 
dence, or any other souree, that requires a surplus as large as 
now exists to meet the present or the probable impending busi- 
ness needs of the Government? Why, then, should the people 
have these bonds issued and have the interest to pay? What 
good will it accomplish? What wise purpose can be subserved 
from a business point of view? What difference does it make 
on this question whether there was a surplus or not in 1860, 
in 1850, in 1840, or 1870? There is a surplus now, a big one, 
and the proposition is now to issue bonds in the face of a sur- 
plus. That is the question. It is not a question of cycles; it 
is not a question of Democratic impending trouble. As far as 
I am concerned, I am strongly inclined to the view that many 
a jest is spoken in earnest, and that the jest will prove true in 
the coming Congressional election this next year. [Laughter 
and applause on the Democratic side.] I believe that the people 
are tired of this control of the country and the House by a 
coterie and fixed arrangement about such matters as this. No 
man in this House believes any number of business men any- 
where in this country would adopt such a method as this in the 
transaction of their great business interests. No; not for a 
moment. Grant that it may be wise to have a moderate and 
reasonable surplus to meet the needs of the Government; how 
much ought it to be? Is it necessary that it should be 
$136,000,000? Is it necessary to have this money scattered 
out over the banks of the country, to be used as a political 
pull, it may be, or as a system of political graft? What wise 
business purpose is involved in this? If you gentlemen vote for 
this, I predict that you will hear from it, and I know that you 
ought to hear from it. You will not be able to satisfy the hon- 
est minds among the plain people of this country that a thing 
is right because the Democratic party did so and so away back 
yonder before the war, perhaps, or because Cleveland or some 
one else did this. You are confronted with this proposition in 
a plain business way. No man was ever fairer in putting the 
question in reference to the proposition than the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr WLIAus!] was to the gentleman from 
New York, and his answer in the Rrconb will make him, dis- 
tinguished and able and honest as I believe him to be, appear 
ridiculous before the country; and then the gentleman from 
Iowa thrusts into the debate the fact that we were authorized 
to issue the bonds. It is not a question of authority; it is a 
question of exercising the authority against the interests of the 
American people and sound, wise, economical business princi- 
ples. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. Without objection, the pro forma amendment may 
be withdrawn. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I renew the pro forma amend- 
ment. From this debate it appears that we have had a deficit 
in the Treasury during the past two fiscal years, and since the 
Ist of July of the present year we have had a deficit of about 
$10,000,000. Those facts are uncontroyerted. What the future 
may be we can only guess. Whether that deficit will be large 
or small will depend upon the prosperity of the country during 
the remaining part of the fiscal year, or up to the Ist of July, 
1906. We have the opportunity now of borrowing money at 2 
per cent to pay for a great national work to last for the ages. A 
business man under those circumstances, knowing that he had 
a large amount of obligations coming due in January, 1907, 
bearing a much larger rate of interest, would not hesitate to 
borrow the money now and wait until the time was tided over, 
seeing whether that yearly deficit for two years was turned into 
a surplus of receipts over expenditures, and if so, then there is 
ample time when those bonds become due in 1907 to apply all the 
surplus that can be safely used in the retirement of bonds bear- 
ing interest at 4 per cent. These 4 percents amount to $117,- 
000,000. So that, from a business standpoint, it is the right 
thing to do to carry out the policy inaugurated in 1902 and pay 
this money out of the proceeds of the bonds provided for in the 
act of 1902. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
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ment is withdrawn. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Mississippi“ [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. WIILIaus) there were—ayes 92, noes 136. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The Chair appointed Mr. WIIIIAus and Mr. HEPBURN tellers. 

The ae again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 107, 
noes 152. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment to the pending section, which I send to the desk and ask 
to haye read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 11, page 2, striké out the word “shall” and insert in lieu 
22 the wo “may in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
treasury.” 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, in explanation of the pro- 

amendment only one sentence will be necessary. This 

bill makes it mandatory upon the Secretary of the Treasury to 

issue the bonds. The old law, of which this is a supplement, 
left it discretionary. The language of the old law reads: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to borrow, 
on the eredit of the United States, from time to time as the proceeds 
may be required, money to defray expenditures, etc. 

This proviso says that all expenditures from the appropria- 
tion herein made shall be reimbursed and leaves no discretion 
in the Secretary of the Treasury at all. I merely propose to 
strike out the word “shall” and insert the words “may in the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury.” I shall not argue 
the question any further, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. WuaLm{ms) there were—ayes 89, noes 131. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

5 by adding after the word “ provided,” in line 10, page 2, the 

That the Secretary of War is directed to use so much of this sum 


and subsequent appropriations as may be necessary to fortify the canal 
at each terminal Rha.” z ží 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chairman, in the Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress, when the canal bill was before the House, I endeayored 
to have that amendment passed requiring the fortification of 
the canal, but by reason of the fact, as I believe, that the com- 
mittee, without partisan division, had agreed to the bill as it 
stood and had agreed to pass no amendment under the condi- 
tions then existing, the amendment was defeated. I believed 
then and I believe now that this amendment is wise and of vast 
importance and that it ought to be adopted. 

It goes without saying that it is entirely nonpartisan. It 
ought not to matter that it is offered by a Texan on this side. 
If it has merit and appeals to your judgment it ought to be 
adopted. Now, what would this amendment mean? It means 
simply this, that we give notice to the world that this canal is 
an American institution, secured by American diplomacy, to be 
constructed by American brains and labor, and paid for by Amer- 
ican cash, and that we propose that it shall be so fortified that 
no power on earth can ply through it except by American will. 
It does not mean that we will discriminate against the commerce 
of any nation on earth. Oh, no. I am in favor, personally, of 
being fair, of giving, as an eminent orator who has been speak- 
ing in the country says, all the nations of earth as well as the 
American people “a square deal,” but I am in favor of being 
prepared so that we can make any other nation give us a square. 
deal whenever it becomes necessary in our interest. This canal 
will be a great institution when completed. No other nation 
has one dollar of interest in it and we ought to have it so forti- 
fied as that if war or trade relations or any motives of national 
interest properly considered suggest the propriety of forbidding 
or fixing terms by which it can be used by any given nation we 
will be in a position to propose the terms and to enforce them 
when proposed. It will be too late in the event of war to talk 
then about fortifying the canal, and the immense military util- 
ity of the canal if fortified will double the power of our Navy 
in the Pacific or in the Atlantic by access forward and back- 
ward as against the nations of the world who would have to 
round South America. It would be too late then to secure that 
advantage, nor could we protect it against the ravages of a for- 
eign enemy, but if it should be fortified we would not only be 
able to ship our battle ships forward and backward and avoid 
things like the experience of the Oregon in the Spanish war, but 
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we would be able to prevent a foreign nation from having equal 
facilities with us in that war. There is no doubt in my mind 
but what if this amendment could be passed on by the American 
people it would receive three times the majority that the Presi- 
dent of your party received in the last election, and that was 
a good sized one at that. Now, what objection can the distin- 
guished chairman of this committee have to this amendment? 
What objection can any gentleman on that side have to this 
nmendment? Are you opposed to the fortifications of the canal? 
I serve notice on you now you will have to come over to it 
within five years after the completion of the canal. These in- 
ternational complications may be different from what they are 
now. Now we ride majestically on the seas, a nation at peace 
with the world, with a power never before possessed, not even 
threatened. Now we can go ahead and do this cheaply without 
trouble with Great Britain by reason of our treaty with her or 
any other power in the Orient or elsewhere. If we wait we 
will be, perhaps, in the condition of the man in Texas who had no 
roof above his house and when it rained he could not stop to put 
a cover on it, and when it did not rain of course he did not need it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the position of the two sides of 
the House is quite well illustrated by that amendment. When 
we are endeavoring to obtain the money necessary to proceed 
with the work in hand the gentleman who offers the amendment 
votes against giving the money, and then having reduced the 
amount he wants to still further reduce it by using the money 
to fortify the canal. Let us build the canal at least before we 
fortify it. The gentleman opposes the money to build the canal 
and yet wants to use the money to fortify the canal. How 
foolish it seems 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. MANN. Why, certainly. 
Mr. BURGESS. I do not wish to be placed, knowingly or 
unknowingly, by the gentleman from Illinois in a false position. 
He certainly does not understand I am opposed to voting the 
money for building the canal. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman voted against $11,000,000 twice. 

Mr. BURGESS. I did, but I was ready to vote for any nec- 
essary amount, and I am ready to vote now or hereafter at 
all times for whatever is shown to be actually necessary to 
construct this canal; but I am not to be put in any such false 
position by the gentleman from Illinois, who would rather do 
that than meet the argument 

Mr. MANN. That is the voice of Jacob, but the hand is the 
hand of Esau. 

Mr. BURGESS. Will the gentleman permit one more ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. BURGESS. Are you opposed to the fortification of the 
canal, yes or no? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the law providing that the Presi- 
dent shall construct the canal provides that he shall construct 
and defend the canal. I am in favor, first, of doing some work 
toward the construction of the canal. The gentleman, as is 
usual with his party, wants to do something first which can not 
be used, and he opposes a thing which can be used. They 
always favor the cart before the horse. [Laughter.] We put 
the horse first. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BURGESS. Just a moment. Does the gentleman contend 
that under the existing treaty with Great Britain, and the lan- 
guage of the canal act, the Secretary of War can fortify 
the terminals of the canal? I am not speaking of defense. 
Can the canal be fortified under existing law? 

Mr. MANN. ‘The act provides that the President shall make 
such provision for defense as may be necessary for the safety 
and protection of the canal and harbors. 

Mr. BURGESS. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
will permit me, I will suggest that we do not play about a great 
question like this. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will stop. That is what 
he is doing. 

Mr. BURGESS. The question is this: Does the gentleman 
contend that under the existing treaty with Great Britain and 
the language to which the gentleman has referred, and with 
which I assure him I am perfectly familiar, that the Secretary 
of War can construct a fortification at the terminals of this 
canal to prevent egress and ingress if the nation sees fit? That 
is the question. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, that will be a question when 
the canal is finished. I trust that the gentleman may then be 
voting in reference to appropriations of this kind, but I hope 
that if he is, it will be at the other end of the Capitol, 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
„ offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Bun- 
GESS]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Sec. 3. That a detailed statement of. the expenditures from this and 
pam gs Sg appropriations for the construction of the isthmian canal 
— Hg made annually to Congress at the beginning of each regular 

Mr. TAWNEY and Mr. FITZGERALD rose. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a substitute 
for section 3, which has just been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
TAWNEY] offers a substitute for section 3, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of section 3 and insert: 

“Sec. 3. That a detailed, classified, and itemized statement of all 
expenditures for which a voucher shall be furnished and audited, in 
amounts of $100 and over, from this and my appropriations for 
the construction of the isthmian canal, shall be made annvally to 
Congress at the beginning of each regular session, together with an 
additional statement of all orders for machinery, cars, and other ap- 
pliances used in connection with and in the construction of said canal 
given by the Isthmian Canal Commission, including therein the amounts 
and prices covered by such orders.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment 
which I believe under the rules has precedence over the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNEVI. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I offered my amendment as a substitute to 
section 3; that is, striking out all of section 3 and insert. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The amendment which I offer is to 
perfect the provision of the bill as it stands at present, and 
under the rules of the House it is entitled to precedence over 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
TAWNEY]. I send the same to Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 18, page 2, strike out the period and insert a semicolon, 
and add the following: “and at the same time there shall be sub- 
mitted to Congress a detailed, itemized, and classified estimate of all 
moneys required for the next ensuing fiscal year.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
TAWNEY] is recognized. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I believe I am entitled 
to the floor on the amendment, inasmuch as it takes precedence 
of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. The gentleman from Minnesota did not yield 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrzgeratp], but will 
yield now if the gentleman from New York wishes to address 
the committee on his amendment. How much time does he 
desire? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FrrzGeRaLp] asks unanimous consent for five minutes of time. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, this amendment to the 
bill is the amendment which the gentleman from Mississippi 
Mr. WILIAus!] gave notice yesterday would be offered by me 
at this time. 

The bill in its present shape provides that there shall be 
submitted to Congress a detailed statement of the expenditures 
made from this and from subsequent appropriations. This 
amendment requires that there shall be submitted at the same 
time a detailed statement of the money required for the ensu- 
ing fiscal year. This bill itself is the best argument in favor 
of the adoption of such an amendment. A request was made 
that Congress should appropriate $16,500,000 without any 
proper estimate having been submitted and without any Mem- 
ber of this House having any adequate information regarding 
the money required and the uses to which it was to be put. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from New York permit 
a question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAWNEY. You are aware that the expenditure of this 
money is under the jurisdiction and control of the War Depart- 
ment? Now, the general law provides that all Executive De- 
partments of the Government must submit their estimates by 
October 1, and if not done by the ist of October, then the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is required to put in as much as he 
may estimate for them. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
TAWNEY] will permit me, I understand that under the lan- 
guage of the canal act the expenditures of this work come 


I simply wish to discuss it for about 
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under the direct supervision of the President, and that the 
law regulating the submission of estimates by the Department 
has no application to the moneys required here at all. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understood from the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Mann]—I may have misunderstood him—in the 
debate yesterday that these expenditures were all under the 
jurisdiction of the War Department. 

Mr. MANN. We conferred authority upon the President; 
the President by order transfers the supervision to the Sec- 
retary of War. That would not require the Commission to 
make estimates as the Department estimates, undoubtedly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, to be 
imperative that somebody should submit estimates to this 
House before any appropriation be made for any purpose. In 
no other way can the House be informed of the purpose for 
which the money is required. This amendment was prepared 
in this form so as to have estimates submitted as nearly as 
possible in the form and manner now provided for the sub- 
mission, of estimates for the regular Departments. The only 
argument against requiring estimates was a suggestion made 
by the gentleman from Illinois yesterday, that it would be 


impossible to tell in advance how much money would be re- 


quired for the Panama Railroad; yet in the very statement 
submitted to the House in connection with the pending bill 
there are estimates of the sums required even for the rail- 
road. I trust that this or some other amendment of a similar 
character to it will be adopted by the Committee. [Cries of 
* Vote 1) 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer a substitute for 
the amendments which are pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Taw- 
NEY] has a substitute pending. 

Mr. MANN. I beg the Chair’s pardon. I understood the 
gentleman from Minnesota to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers a 
substitute for the section. The gentleman from New York offers 
an amendment perfecting the text of the paragraph. 

Mr. MANN. Then I shall offer what I do as an amendment 
to the substitute. 

Mr. TAW NEXT. Mr. Chairman, with the consent of the com- 
mittee, and for the purpose of accommodating my friend from 
Illinois, I will withdraw my substitute in order that he may 
offer his first. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the substitute 
will be withdrawn. The Chair hears no objection. The Clerk 
will report the substitute offered by the gentleman from Illinois, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of section 3 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Sec. 3. That the President shall annually, and at such other pe- 
riods as may be provided, either by law or 4 his order, require full 
and 8 reports to be made to him by the persons appointed or 
employed by him in charge of the government of said Canal Zone, the 
construction of said Panama Canal, and the operation of said Panama 
Railroad, including an itemized account of all moneys received and ex- 
pended, which said reports shall be by the President transmitted to 
Congress. And any of the persons appointed or employed by the 
President in connection with the said government or the said work of 
construction or operation shall give to Congress or to either House of 
Congress such information as may at any time be required either by 
act of Congress or by the order of either House of Congress in relation 
to their 8 actings and doings and the receipt and expenditure 
of money. The President shall annually cause to be made, by the per- 
sons appointed and emp lores by him in cha of the government of 
said Canal Zone and the construction of said canal, estimates of ex- 
penditures and appropriations, in detail as far as practicable, which 
estimates shall be submitted to Congress In the manner provided in 
section 5 of the act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the leg- 
islative, executive and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and for other purposes.’ And no 
money shall be expended for any of the purposes named in this act 
except in accordance with appropriations made by Congress, except 
that the moneys received, in the ordinary course of business, from the 
operation of the Panama Railroad and the property and rights ap- 

rtaining thereto may be expended, so far as necessary, in defray- 

ng the expenses of such operation, 9 N maintenance, without 
being covered into the Treasury of the United States, and such moneys 
are hereby appropriated for such purpose, and monthly reports of such 
receipts and expenditures shall be made to the President by the person 
or persons in charge.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. 

I should like to inquire of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann], of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], or 
some Member who has charge of this matter, why it is—if it is 
a fact, and I understand it is a fact—that there has been no 
statement in detail of what has been done with the appropri- 
ations heretofore made, It seems now we are about to pass, 
as we should, an amendment requiring hereafter such state- 
ments; but why has not a detailed statement been made by the 
parties in charge, whether the Commission, if it was its duty, 


of the Secretary of War, if it was his duty. I should like to 
have some explanation on this point from the gentleman, and 
I feel that he can give it. 

Mr. MANN. Although the law does not require a report in 
detail, I had printed in the Recorp yesterday a fairly well de- 
tailed report of the official year last past, and I understand that 
there will be submitted to Congress a complete detailed report 
of the expenditures of the last fiscal year, 

In the last Congress we passed a bill in the House in refer- 
ence to the Panama Canal construction work and the govern- 
ment of the Canal Zone, and endeavored to perfect a section 
in reference to the making not only of detailed but itemized 
statements of expenditures; not only annually, but as often as 
might be required by the President or by either House of 
Congress. 

We also required in that section detailed estimates of future 
expenditures, and provided in addition that there should be esti- 
mates of expenditures made even for the Panama Railroad, but 
that the money which came in from current receipts of the 
road could be used in the operation of the road, requiring, how- 
ever, monthly statements of those receipts and expenditures. 

That section of the bill failed with the rest of the bill, be- 
cause of the disagreement of the House and the Senate in ref- 
erence to the abolition of the Canal Commission. 

It is that section of the former bill, perfected by the com- 
mittee which had charge of it, and adopted by the House, which 
I have offered; and so far as I know, no one has suggested 
an amendinent in any way which will add to it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man go just a step further now and answer my question com- 
pletely as to why that statement has not been already pre- 
pared and submitted? Why did they not anticipate the notable 
occasion of the assembling of this Congress and its immedi- 
ately taking up this important matter? Understand, I am not 
reflecting on the Secretary of War. I think he is as clean a 
man as we haye, in or out of public life. I know him per- 
sonally and officially, and esteem him almost in the extreme. 
He is a great, clean man; he won't do or permit, knowingly, a 
wrong; but I want to know why even that kind of an official, 
if it was his duty, or your great, clean, able Commission, as I 
take it to be—I know none of the members of it—why have 
they not anticipated this great occasion and this important 
request of Congress and filed an itemized statement? 

Mr. MANN. I apprehend that it is more a lack of experi- 
ence on the part of the gentlemen in charge of the Commission 
than anything else. In an examination of the law they did not 
find that they were required to submit a detailed statement at 
all. They thereupon proposed to submit a detailed statement 
for the past fiscal year, as ought to be done in the ordinary 
course of business, and probably if this work were under the 
control of the officials of a Department having experience in 
such matters we should haye had more information; but the 
auditor of the Commission is now engaged, I may say to the 
gentleman, in making a detailed statement of the expenditures 
down to the Ist of October, which will be furnished to the House 
in the course of a few days. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered 
by way of substitute by the gentleman from Illinois is, as I 
understand it, a provision of a bill upon which the members of 
his committee in the last House were in accord and which 
passed this House. It has been prepared with great care and 
goes into details which are considered of much importance, and 
I hope that that provision will be incorporated into the bill 
instead of the present section as amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question now is upon the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. To submit an amendment at this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 2 by adding to said section the following: 

“Provided, That no further appropriations shall be made until it oe 


have been authoritatively determined whether the canal is to be a loc 
or a sea-level canal.” 


Mr. HEPBURN. I raise the point of order that that section 
has been passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. This being an amendment to section 2, it 
is out of order. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to submit it as 
an amendment to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent to return to section 2 of the bill. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to section 2. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, let the proposed amendment 
be again read. I understand it provides that no appropriation 
shall be made by the House until certain things are done. 

ae CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend- 
men! 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to refuse to enter 
into any unanimous consent until the substitute I have offered is 
disposed of. This has nothing to do with that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made; and the question is on 
A 5 offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 

NN 

The question was taken; and the substitute was agreed to. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I renew my request. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise and report the bill with amendments to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent that the committee recur to section 2 of the bill 
for the purpose of offering an amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object. 

The motion of Mr. HEPBURN was then agreed to. 

Accordingly, the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. VREELAND, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 480, sup- 
plemental to an act entitled “An act to provide for the construc- 
tion of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific 
oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, and making appropriations for 
Isthmian Canal construction, and for other purposes, and had 
directed him to report the same back with amendments, with the 
recommendation that the amendments be agreed to, and that the 
bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question 
on the bill and amendments to its final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 
ment? If not, the vote will be taken in gross. 

The amendments were considered in gross and agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. Hepsurn, a motion to reconsider the last 
yote was laid on the table. 


ORDINANCES OF PORTO RICO. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, 
referred to the Committee on Insular Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed: 

The Senate and House of Representatives: 


Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a ciyil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,“ I transmit herewith eleven ordi- 
nances enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico, which ordinances 
have been approved — the President of the United States 

Attention inyi to the accompanying report of the Secretary of 


State. 
= THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tun Warre House, December 7, 1905. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. Livincston was given leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaying copies, 
papers in the case of Maggie D. Russ, Fifty-eighth Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
adjourn it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 8 o'clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the House, 
under its previous order, adjourned until Monday, December 11, 
1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 


mitting a copy of a communication from the Supervising Archi- 
tect of the Treasury submitting an estimate of appropriation for 
construction of a wharf, runway, etc., at quarantine station at 
Honolulu, Hawati—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, recom- 
mending an appropriation for the post-office and court-house at 
Kansas City, Mo—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the 
Interior submitting an estimate of appropriation for clerks and 
expenses for the office of the surveyor-general in Nevada—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Director of the 
Mint submitting an estimate of appropriation for examination 
of mints, ete—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the chief of division of 
Revenue-Cutter Service submitting an estimate of appropria- 
tion for repairs and improvements of certain vessels—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Postmaster-General 
submitting changes in estimate of appropriation—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy submitting an estimate of deficiency appropriation for 
steam machinery—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Director of the 
Mint submitting an estimate of appropriation for freight on 
coin and bullion—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, recom- 
mending a deficiency appropriation for vaults, safes, locks, etc., 
for public buildings—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the superintendent of the Library building and 
grounds, resubmitting a report as to plans, etc., for a power- 
house for heating, etc., of public buildings in the vicinity of the 
Mall and White House—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Librarian of Congress, submitting his an- 
nual ir ae od the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be 
prin 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Kent 
Narrows, Maryland—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Everett Harbor, Washington—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Clayton Harbor, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Essex River, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
San Rafael Creek, California—to the Committeee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
effect of wave action at harbors at Ludington, Mich., and Mani- 
towoe, Two Rivers, Racine, Kenosha, and Sheboygan, Wis.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Bay Ridge channel, New York Harbor—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Wappinger Creek, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting the fifteenth 
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annual report of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Morris- 
town Harbor, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Ocmulgee 
River, Georgia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 


from the Chief of Engineers, abstracts of proposals for materials |. 


and labor in connection with work under his department for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1905—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting the report 
of the annual inspection of the several branches of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Comptroller of the Currency, transmitting 
the report of the Currency Bureau for the year ended October 
81, 1905—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a statement- 
of all type and experimental manufacture of guns and other 
articles manufactured by the Government during the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1905—to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the War Department, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Board of Managers of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, presenting the 
annual report of the Board for the year ended June 30, 1905— 
to the Committees on Appropriations and Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office relating 
to survey of public lands within land grants—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
n letter from the Director of the Geological Survey, a report of 
the examination and surveys for construction works for recla- 
mation of arid lands—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a favorable recommendation, a draft of a bill for final disposi- 
tion of the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a favor- 
able recommendation, a draft of a bill increasing the efficiency of 
the Ordnance Department of the Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a draft of a 
bill to increase the efficiency of the Medical Department of the 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 5276) relating to ap- 
pointments $9 the Naval Academy, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 5277) to amend an act 
providing when plaintiff may sue a poor person, and when coun- 
sel shall be assigned by the court, as passed July 20, 1892—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5278) authorizing the purchase of a site 
for a building for the accommodation of the Supreme Court of 
the United States—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5279) to authorize the judges of the circuit 
and district courts of the United States to appoint stenographic 
reporters, fix the duties and compensation thereof, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5280) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a building thereon at Auburn, in the State 
of Maine—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5281) to remove discriminations against 
American sailing vessels in the coasting trade—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5282) for the erection of a monument to 
the memory of Maj. Gen. Henry Knox at Thomaston, Me.—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5283) concerning licensed officers of sail 
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vessels—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5284) to amend section 4136, Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5285) for the protection of the President of 
the United States, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 5286) to provide for the re- 
tirement of petty officers and enlisted men of the Navy-to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: A bill (H. R. 5287) creating a railway 
hospital service within the United States—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 5288) to provide for the retire- 
ment of petty officers and enlisted men of the Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 5289) to provide for the 
selection of grand and petit jurors for the district courts in the 
Territory of Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 5290) providing for the allot- 
ment and distribution of Indian tribal funds—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5291) to amend the law relating to the 
salmon fisheries of Alaska—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 5292) to prevent the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in buildings and upon premises owned or 
controlled by the United States Government—to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 5293) to provide for 
the building of a new light-house and range lights at Honolulu 
Harbor, Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. = 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5294) for the establishment of a light-house 
at Makapuu Point, on the island of Oahu, Territory of Hawaii— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5295) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Honolulu, Ter- 
ritory of Hawaii—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5296) authorizing the 
extension of the post-office and United States court building at 
Columbus, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 5297) providing for the 
granting of service pensions in addition to pensions heretofore 
granted, or to be hereafter granted, to soldiers and sailors of the 
war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5298) to amend sec- 
8 00 64 of the bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 5299) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Hamilton, Ohio—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 5300) to repeal section 
4136 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the admission to regis- 
try of repaired foreign wrecks—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 5301) setting 
aside a portion of the proceeds of the sales of public lands in the 
Philippine Islands for school purposes—to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5302) to further 
provide for the redemption of mutilated United States paper 
currency and to maintain the cleanliness of the circulation—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 5303) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Palestine, Tex.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 5304) to retire enlisted men, 
either in the Army or Marine Corps, after twenty-five years’ 
service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 5305) to give each soldier 
of the civil war a land warrant—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5306) to provide for the payment of med- 
ical expenses of sick officers and enlisted men of the Army while 
absent from duty with leave or on furlough—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5307) providing for the holding of Federal 
court at York, Nebr.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5308) for the erection of a public building 
at York, Nebr.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 
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By Mr. LESTER: A Dill (H. R. 5309) to revive the right of 

action under the captured and abandoned property acts, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 5310) for 
the organization and maintenance of an expedition for the in- 
vestigation of all phenomena connected with the sea, for the 
advancement of physical science—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 5311) to regulate the 
issuance of writs from the district and circuit courts of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 5312) to estab- 
lish a fisli-hatching and fish station in the State of Alabama—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5313) to reduce 
letter postage to 1 cent per ounce—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 5314) authorizing an 
increase of pensions for total deafness—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 5315) im- 
posing a tax on certain transactions in grain, provisions, cotton, 
stocks, bonds, and other securities, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 5316) for the erection of 
a public building at Owensboro, Ky., and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5317) to admit free of duty certain articles 
manufactured in the United States of America—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 5318) to amend the act 
approved March 15, 1878, entitled “An act for the relief of Wil- 
liam A. Hammond, late Surgeon-General of the Army ”—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 5319) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Delrio, Tex.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5320) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Eagle Pass, Tex.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 5321) to amend an act ap- 
proved July 1, 1902, known as “ Joint resolution construing the 
act approved June 27, 1890,” and so forth—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 5322) for the widening of the 
Bladensburg road, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5323) for the opening of R street NE. to 
Twenty-eighth street and of Twenty-eighth street NE. from R 
street to M street—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: A bill (H. R. 5324) to provide for the 
erection of a publie building at Mountairy, N. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5325) to provide for a publie building at 
Salisbury, N. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 5326) making appro- 
priations for the improvement of the Missouri Rivyer from its 
mouth to Sioux City, Iowa—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5327) construing the provisions of sections 
2304 to 2309 of the Revised Statutes of the United States in 
certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 5328) making ap- 
propriation for the removal of the quarantine station at San 
Diego, Cal., and to acquire a new site, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5329) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at San Diego, 
Cal.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 5330) to prohibit and 
punish the purchase and sale of indorsement or support for 
office by certain persons—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 533) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the town of Sparta, Ga.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5332) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the town of Thomson, Ga.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5333) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Sandersville, Ga.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 5334) to 


amend an act entitled “An act to establish the Department of 
Commerce and Labor,” approved February 14, 1903—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 5335) providing for rank and 
pay for certain retired officers of the Navy—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 5336) to refund the cotton 
tax to the States wherein collected—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5337) appropriating $50,000 to enlarge the 
public building at Jackson, Miss., so as to meet the necessities 
of the public business—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5338) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
provide revenue for the Government and to encourage the in- 
dustries of the United States,” approved July 24, 1897—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5339) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Yazoo City, in 
the State of Mississippi—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. WALDO: A bill (H. R. 5340) authorizing the pur- 
chase or acquirement of land adjoining the Fort Hamilton Res- 
ervation, New York City—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 5341) for the sur- 
vey and allotment of lands now embraced within the limits of 
the Fort Peck Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana, and 
the sale and disposal of all surplus lands after allotment—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 5342) to authorize the pur- 
chase of a building for the United States legation to France—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5343) to authorize the purchase of a build- 
ing for the United States legation to Great Britain—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 5344) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Stevens Point, in the State of Wisconsin—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5345) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Manitowoc, in 
the State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5346) to establish a fish hatchery and fish 
station in the State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5347) to prevent the desecration of the 
American flag—to the Committee on the Judiciary. = 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 5348) to em- 
power the Secretary of War to authorize the construction or 
extension of wharves, piers, or other structures on lands under- 
lying the harbor areas and streams in or surrounding Porto 
Rico and the islands adjacent thereto; and to extend to the 
island of Porto Rico the provisions of the acts of Congress re- 
lating to agricultural experiment stations, approved, respectively, 
July 2, 1862, and August 30, 1890, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 5349) to amend the laws 
of the United States relating to the registration of trade-marks— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGBE: A bill (H. R. 5350) to amend the laws 
regulating appeals and writs of error from the circuit court of 
appeals to the Supreme Court of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 5351) to provide for the 
adjustment of certain sales of lands in the late reservation of 
the confederated Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians in the 
States of Kansas and Nebraska—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 5352) to provide a site and 
erect a public building at Gadsden, Ala.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 5353) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site and the construction of a Government building 
in the town of Moscow, Idaho—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5354) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the construction of a Government building at the town of 
Pocatello, Idaho—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5855) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the construction of a Government building at the town of 
Lewiston, Idaho—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 
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By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 5356) for the erection of a 
public building at Winchester, Ky.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings aad Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5357) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Mount Sterling, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 5358) to define who are and 
who are not fellow-servants of railroad and mining corpora- 
tions, and defining the defense of said corporations on account 
thereof—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 5359) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to fix the compensation of inspectors of 
customs—to the Committee on Ways and Means. í 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 5360) to protect the rights 
of women citizens of the United States to register and vote for 
Members of the House of Representatives—to the Committee on 
Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in 
Congress, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5361) extending the provisions of the act 
allowing leaves of absence to homestead settlers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5362) to provide for town sites in connec- 
tion with projects under the reclamation act, and for the con- 
struction of municipal improvements, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 5363) to provide 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Greenville, 
Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5364) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon for a post-office in 
Denison, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 5865) for the establishment 
of a national park and forest reserve in the Appalachian Moun- 
tains, and to provide for the conservation of the water that flows 
down the Potomac watershed, and to provide laws for its sani- 
tary policing, and so forth; to include all parts of the States of 
West Virginin, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Virginia, and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia that contribute to form the complete water- 
shed of the Potomac River from its head to and including the 
District of Columbia; and for the primary purposes of providing 
a sufficient and pure water supply for the District of Columbia ; 
to prevent overflows and denudation of soil; for the establish- 
ment of reservoirs, canals, lakes, ponds, and ditches, and for all 
other useful purposes to which water can be put when provided 
in abundance—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5366) to pension bridge builders and rail- 
road repairers who were in ac al service of the United States 
during the late war of the rebellion—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 5367) to increase the limit 
of cost of public building at Hagerstown, Md.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 5368) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Sharon, Mercer County, Pa.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 5369) providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Washington, N. C.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 5370) to amend sec- 
tion 39 of the act entitled “An act to regulate the immigration of 
aliens into the United States“ —to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 5871) to establish a sub- 
treasury at Savannah, Ga.—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 5372) to 
confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear and deter- 
mine the claims of churches, lodges, and so forth—to the Com- 
inittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 39) 
for the erection of a monument to the memory of Dorothea 
Lynde Dix—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 40) de- 
claring the policy of the Government of the United States in 
reference to the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 41) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution by providing that all of section 2 of 
the fourteenth amendment, except its first sentence, shall be 
repealed—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 42) proposing to amend 
the Constitution by repealing the fifteenth amendment—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. CURTIS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 43) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to furnish condemned cannon for 
a life-size statue of General Henry Leavenworth, at Leaven- 
worth, Kans.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A resolution (H. Res. 42) referring to the 
several House committees certain parts of the annual message 
of the President of the United States—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A resolution (H. Res. 43) providing for 
the printing of 1,000 copies of House Document No. 775, Fifty- 
eighth Congress—the Life and Morals of Jesus of Nazareth— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A resolution (H. Res. 44) to pay Thomas 
W. Conway, brother of James R. Conway, deceased, late em- 
ployee of the House folding room, a certain sum of money—to 
the Committee on Accounts. : 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A resolution (H. Res. 45) to define the 
meaning of the word “days” when leave to print is given—to 
the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Idaho, concerning adulteration of articles, and urging speedy 
legislation to prohibit the same—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the State of Idaho, asking Congress to 
enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 5378) granting an increase 
of pension to John L. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5374) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5875) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Detamore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5876) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob E. Israel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5377) for the relief of Siegfried Fritz—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5378) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Hendrickson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5379) granting an increase of pension to 
James Fulkineer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5380) granting a pension to Lydia Ann 
Daugherty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5381) granting an increase of pension to 
J. E. Merrifield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5382) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Shepherd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5383) for the relief of John W. Davis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5384) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Coffman—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5385) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander McConneha—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5386) granting back-pension pay to Robert 
Nicholls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5387) granting a pension to Mary J. Fort- 
ney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5388) for the relief of Silas Garrison—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5889) for the relief of J. H. Willis—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5390) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, at Clarksburg, W. Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5391) for the relief of Oakley Randall—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5392) to refer claim of Anne Croghan and 
Ellen G. McCauley to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5393) for the relief of Charles L. Barnes 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5394) for the relief of E. H. Hoult—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5395) for the relief of the heirs of Lucinda 
Muse Thomas—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5396) for the relief of James C. Means—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5397) for the relief of Thornton F. Cart- 
wright—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 5398) to increase the pen- 


sion to Sarah E. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5399) to place on the pension roll the name 
of John H. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5400) granting an increase of pension to 
Orson N. Earl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5401) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey Linsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5402) granting a pension to Carrie L. 
Poole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5403) granting an increase of pension to 
John Lines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5404) for the relief of John Kurtz—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5405) for the relief of Albert Edward Adam 
Engle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5406) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of William H, Moore, alias William 
Moorey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5407) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Sanford M. Murray—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5408) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Frank Van Valkenberg, alias Charles 
Duane—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5409) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of James Nicholas—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5410) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of John Carroll—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5411) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of James S. Fausey—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5412) for the relief of Adelaide E. Grant 
and Alice Adelaide Grant—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (II. R. 5413) granting a pen- 
sion to Oscar L. Thrash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5414) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Atkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5415) granting a pension to Travis Glass- 
coe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5416) granting a pension to William Henry 
MeMurtry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5417) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5418) granting a pension to Mary E. Rice— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5419) granting a pension to Ida V. Rhoad— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5420) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Alfred De Arnaud—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5421) for the relief of Benjamin Williams— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5422) granting a pension to William Bar- 
rett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5423) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Overby Williams—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5424) granting an increase of pension to 
Jolm J. Martin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5425) granting an increase of pension to 
Nellie B. Newton—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5426) for the relief of Martha J. Eng- 
land—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5427) to amend the records of the War 
Department—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5428) for the relief of Ahijah Macy—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5429) to restore Charles H. Campbell to 
the Army and transfer him to the retired list—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5480) to amend the records of the War 
Department—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5431) to amend records of the War 
Department—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5482) for the relief of George W. Symmes— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5433) for extra compensation to Capt. 
John Stewart—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 5434) granting an increase of 
pension to Hugh Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5435) for the relief of the Third Presby- 
terian Church, of New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5486) for the relief of the board of com- 
missioners of Judah Touro Almshouse, Orleans Parish, La.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. b 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5487) for the relief of the heirs of Myra 
Ciark Gaines, deceased—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5438) for the relief of the State National 
Bank of New Orleans, formerly Louisiana State Bank—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5439) for the relief of owners of rents in 
Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5440) for the relief of the estates of Francis 
A. Gonzales and Antonio Gonzales—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5441) for the relief of Mrs. Susan A. 
Nicholas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5442) for the relief of Fredrick Fuhr—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5448) for the relief of A. Cusimano & Co.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5444) for the relief of the legal representa- 
1 of B. M. Horrell, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5445) for the relief of Hugh W. Brown 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5446) for the relief of John W. Tobin's 
heirs— to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5447) for the relief of the Union National 
Bank, of New Orleans, as the successor of the Union Bank of 
Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5448) for the relief of John Rhodes and 
wife—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5449) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury, to refund certain moneys collected by the United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5450) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to refund certain moneys collected by the United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5451) to authorize Charles E. Fenner, 
executor of George E. Payne, deceased, to prosecute his claim 
before the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 5452) granting an honor- 
able discharge to Nathaniel Cobb—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 5453) for the relief of Jacob 
A. Henry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 5454) for the relief of H. 
Grant Artis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5455) for the relief of George W. Smith— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5456) for the relief of Walter Langley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5457) for the relief of Frank W. Clark—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5458) for the relief of A. T. Hayden—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5459) for the relief of Thomas Drake—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5460) for the relief of Nancy Gates—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5461) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam Kelley—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5462) for the relief of F. L. Hall—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5463) granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Harl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5464) granting a pension to Solomon 
Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5465) granting a pension to Caroline 
Carter—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5466) granting a pension to William Varner 
Dykes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5467) granting a pension to Ann J. Long— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5468) granting a pension to Francis C. 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5469) granting a pension to Susan V. 
Childress—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5470) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucy A. Dennis—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5471) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Balee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5472) granting an increase of pension to 
Wesley S. Witty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5473) granting an increase of pension to 
Curtis A. Brashear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5474) granting an increase of pension to 
Edmon H. Short—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5475) granting a pension to Isaac J. 
Tucker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 5476) for the relief of 
S. C. Stewart, administrator of the estate of Dr. J. M. Curry, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5477) granting a pension to Edward 
Ousley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 5478) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Mullins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5479) granting a pension 2 Mary Rogers 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5480) granting a pension w Julia A. Pat- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5481) granting a pension to Mary A. M. 
Pettyjohn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5482) granting a pension to Dorcas Elliott 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5483) granting a pension to Eliza J. 
Woody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5484) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Gibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5485) granting a pension to Horace D. 
Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5486) granting a pension to Maggie Car- 
roli—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5487) granting a pension to Arelia C. 
Pool—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5488) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret E. Foster—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5489) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Baird—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5490) granting an increase of pension to 
Jobery Mullinax—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5491) to pension the widows of Mexican 
soldiers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5492) to pension the widows of Mexican 
soldiers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5493) granting accrued pension to Arelia 
C. Pool—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5494) to pay accrued pension to Maggie 
Carroll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5495) for the relief of Mary A. Elliott—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5496) for the relief of Hiram A. Darnell— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5497) for the relief of Cora A. Booth—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5498) for the relief of George W. Burrell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5499) for the relief of Jasper N. Martin— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5500) granting a pension to Hiram A. 
Darnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5501) for the relief of William T. Ed- 
wards—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5502) for the relief of Thomas J. Benton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5503) for the relief of Andrew J. Sanders— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5504) for the relief of Jesse Elliott to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5505) for the relief of Abram Patton—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5506) for the relief of Milton Holt—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5507) for the relief of John D. Lowry—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5508) for the relief of Samuel Garner—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5509) for the relief of Russell Savage—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5510) for the relief of James B. Fowler— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 5511) granting an increase 
of pension to Christopher Bohn—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5512) granting an increase of pension to 
John Allman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5513) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5514) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna A. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5515) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Bloxham—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5516) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi B. Knapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5517) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5518) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvin Eck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5519) to correct the military record of 
Walter Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5520) to correct the muster roll of Com- 
pany G, Sixteenth Iowa Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5521) granting an honorable discharge to 
Smith N. Vosseller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5522) to correct the muster of Alvin F. 
Clark—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5523) granting an increase of pension to 
Bunnel Hickham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 5524) granting a pen- 
sion to Florance Whitaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5525) granting a pension to William E. 
Watson—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5526) granting a pension to. certain offi- 
cers and men of the Fourth Regiment of Arkansas Mounted 
Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5527) granting a pension to John G. Me- 
Clain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5528) granting a pension to James M. 
Herndon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5529) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. 
D. J. Booth, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5530) for the relief of heirs of Manning 
Harris—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5531) for the relief of Shadrack H. Wren— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5532) for the relief of heirs of A. J. 
Howard and J. H. Spivey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5533) for the relief of the heirs of Benja- 
min F. Ball—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5534) for the relief of certain occupants 
and owners of land in Monroe County, Ark.—to the Committea 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5535) for the relief of William A. Haley— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5536) for the relief of A. J. L. Stevens 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5537) for the relief of James C. Blair—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5538} for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam McCreight, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 5539) for the relief of the 
State of Rhode Island—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 5540) granting an increase 
of pension to Marie J. Spicely—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5541) granting a pension to John T. Jack- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5542) granting a pension to William A. 
Cowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5548) granting a pension to Felix Hen- 
drickson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 5544) granting an increase 
of pension to Wendle Poor—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5545) granting an increase of pension to 
Marshal M. Angleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5546) granting an increase of pension to 
James Eastwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5547) granting an increase of pension to 
James Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5548) granting an increase of pension to 
John Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5549) granting an increase of pension to 
S. E. Lookingbill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5550) granting a pension to Nerva J. 
Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5551) granting a pension to Amos E. Al- 
britton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5552) granting a pension to R. J. Jamison— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 5553) granting an increase 
75 eee to Oliver L. Kendall—to the Committee on Invalid 

ons. 
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By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 5554) granting an 
increase of pension to James T. Saunderson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5555) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew P. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 5556) granting an increase 
of pension to Nathaniel M. Davenport—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5557) granting an increase of pension to 
William Williamson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5558) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5559) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Currier—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 5560) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Chubb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5561) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel M. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5562) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5563) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos B. Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5564) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert G. Cluck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5565) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus W. Cook—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5566) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5567) granting an increase of pension to 
Sanford Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5568) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. P. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5569) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel N. Johnson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5570) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Hull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5571) granting an increase of pension to 
William Cary—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5572) granting a pension to June Plank- 
ington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5573) granting a pension to Ashley R. Wil- 
liams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5574) granting a pension to Betty Elmore— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5575) granting a pension to Jane Cowan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5576) granting a pension to Luke Morris- 
sey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5577) granting a pension to Mrs. John S. 
Branner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5578) granting a pension to Sina Under- 
wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5579) for the relief of Christ Schrey—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5580) granting a pension to Perry Abbett— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5581) to remove the limitation in the pay- 
ment of arrears of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5582) for the relief of Capt. M. R. W. 
Grebe—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5588) for the relief of Miss Lou Jahn—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5584) for the relief of John Brewer—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5585) for the relief of Eric E. Walgren—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5586) for the relief of James Farrell—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5587) for the relief of J. Ware Butter- 
field—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 5588) 
granting a pension to Caroline Hultz—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5589) granting a 
pension to Rachel A. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5590) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Clay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5591) granting an increase of pension to 
Mahlon M. Lucky—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5592) granting an increase of pension to 
Newtea W. Vawter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5593) granting an increase of pension to 
Hensley H. Kirk—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5594) granting an increase of pension to 
George R. Brumblay—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5595) granting an increase of pension to 
Elisha Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. à 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5596) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna Nodler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5597) granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar Williamson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5598) granting a medal to Mortimer S. 
Longwood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 5599) for the relief of the 
estate of James H. Hardesty, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5600) for the relief of John Nay—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5601) for the relief of Thornton A. Merri- 
field—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5602) granting a pension to Anna Rogers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5603) granting a pension to Abner G. Rob- 
inson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5604) granting a pension to John Sutton 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5605) granting an increase of pension to 
James S. Pelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5606) granting an increase of pension to 
Frances P. McMurtrie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5607) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Biggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5608) granting an increase of pension to 
John E. Fries—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5609) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5610) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Petermann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5611) to remove the charge of desertion 
88 7 the record of Levi Burdine—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5612) referring to the Court of Claims the 
claim of the legal heirs of John Harper, deceased, to certain 
lands in the State of Virginia—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5613) authorizing additional compensation 
to the assistant commissioners to the industrial exhibition at 
Melbourne, Australia—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 5614) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Coue—to the Comminttee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 5615) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Coleman, jr.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5616) granting an increase of pension to 
Edga» Schroeders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5617) granting a pension to Ellen Nelson— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 5618) granting a pension to 
Eunice Putman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 5619) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Smith, alias Waldron De Clarenze—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5620) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Niefenegger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 5621) for the relief of George 
T. Pettengill, lieutenant, United States Navy—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5622) for the relief of M. D. Wright and 
Robert Neill—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5623) for the relief of E. De Atley & 
Co.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5624) granting a pension to Susan E. 
Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5625) granting an increase of pension to 
Hannah C. Reese—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5626) granting a pension to James W. 
Ralls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5627) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. L. Hargis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5628) granting a pension to Harrison S. 
Crites—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5629) granting a pension to William D. 
Pemberton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5630) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward L. Burke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5631) granting an increase of pension to 
Leonard F. Simmons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5632) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5633) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward G. Burnet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5634) granting an increase of pension to’ 
John Redding—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5635) granting a pension to Samuel J. 
Langdon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5686) granting a pension to Julius S. 
Cuendet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5637) granting a pension to Russell A. 
McKinley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5638) granting an increase of pension to 
Alpheus Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5639) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas C. Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5640) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham Mathews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5641) granting an increase of pension to 
James D. Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5642) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Bancroft—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 5643) granting an increase 
of pension to Wells Briggs—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5644) granting an increase of pension to 
George J. Wilcox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 5645) granting an increase 
of pension to Ambrose Burton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5646) for the relief of Alexander Moore— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 5647) granting an increase 
of pension to Peter Wetterich—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5648) granting an increase of pension to 
William Hand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5649) granting a pension to Martha 
Kates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5650) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Noyes, alias Charles Williams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5651) for the relief of William H. Beall— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 5652) for the relief of the 
personal representatives of John McCabe and Patrick McCabe, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 5653) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry W. Wells—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5654) granting a pension to Moses Eggles- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5655) granting an increase of pension to 
Leonard F. Sommers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 5656) granting an increase 
of pension to Darius H. Randall—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 5657) granting a pension to 
Emmet W. Crozier—to the Committee on Pensions. - 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 5658) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph Nichols—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5659) for the relief of Van Goolsberry— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5660) for the relief of John Q. Armitage— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5661) granting a pension to U. L. Daniels— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5662) granting an honorable discharge to 
Alva A. Miller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 5663) for the relief of the heirs 
of Benjamin Prater—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 5664) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Julia Weeks—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 5665) for the relief of 
W. O. Donovan and the heirs of Lizzie M. Donoyan, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5666) for the relief of L. L. Arrington and 
L. S. Arrington—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5667) for the relief of Warren B. Hutchin- 
son—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 5668) for the relief of C. A. 
Sprinkel—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5669) for the relief of the estate of Branon 
Thatcher, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5670) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
Clevenger, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5671) for the relief of the estate of Robert 
Barr, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5672) for the relief of the estates of James 
and Eliza M. Lewis, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5673) for the relief of William Mason—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5674) for the relief of Wesley Rankins— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5675) for the relief of James W. Nickens— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5676) for the relief of the trustees of Grace 
Episcopal Church, Berryville, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 5677) for the 
relief of estate of James G. Batterson, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5678) for the relief of the estate of Harriet 
A. Enders—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5679) for the relief of estate of Lucy J. 
Ford—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 5680) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5681) for the relief of John Lewis Young— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 5682) for the relief of the 
wae of William H. Mason, deceased—to the Committee on 

laims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5683) for the relief of the estate of Daniel 
B. Hempsted, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5684) for the relief of the estate of Moses 
Pierce, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5685) authorizing the President to ap- 
point Lieut. Commander Frederick Augustus Miller, retired, 
United States Navy, a commander on the retired list—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 5686) granting an increase 
of pension to Adelle Tobey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5687) to correct the military record of 
Thomas Whittaker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5688) to correct the military record of 
W. H. Phillips—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5689) to correct the military record of 
James Pace—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5690) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Early—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5691) amending the records of the War 
Department in the case of John D. McGeehan—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 5692) granting an increase 
of pension to H. G. Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5693) to correct the record of William Lin- 
don, and granting him a pension—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5694) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham J. M. Flinchum—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5695) granting an increase of pension to 
William Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5696) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Riffe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5697) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. MeCoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5698) for the benefit of Elizabeth Bevins— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5699) for the relief of Green Clay Gard- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5700) extending provisions of act of June 
27, 1890, to Kentucky State Militia and Provisional Kentucky 
Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5701) for the relief of the estate of 
TLomas O. Marrs—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a hill (H. R. 5702) for the relief of the estates of J. M. 
Fidler and T. O. Marrs—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5703) for the relief of B. L. Davis—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 8 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5704) granting a pension to John Hays- 
lette—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5705) granting a pension to Benjamin F. 
Horn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 5706) for | 


the relief of William C. Buttler—to the Committee on Military 
‘Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5707) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Veach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5708) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas T. Fallon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5709) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 5710) granting an increase 
of pension to David Sharp—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5711) 
granting a pension to Richard H. Kelley—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 5712) granting an increase of 
pension to Caroline Dehlendorf—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5713) granting an increase of pension to 
Michiel Ryan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill’ (H. R. 5714) granting a pension to James 
Murray—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5715) granting a pension to Moses Tins- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5716) granting a pension to Jacob Goetz— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 5717) for the relief of the heirs: 


of C. K. Bowen, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 5718) for the 
relief of Ezer W. Edwards—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 5719) for the relief of Piper, 
Aden, Goodall Company, of San Francisco, Cal.—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5720) to correct the military record of 
John Hauser, whose true name is Herman Hauser—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 5721) for the relief of 
the estate of William E. Ward, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 5722) for the relief of the estate of 
Cornelius H. Evans, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 5723) for the 
relief of William C. Staples—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5724) granting an increase of pension to 
William O. Gillespie—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5725) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Davis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5726) granting an increase of pension to 
Cate E. Cobb—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5727) granting an increase of pension to 
(William T. Harris—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 5728) granting an increase of 
pension to William Harvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5729) granting an increase of pension to 
Norman H. Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5730) granting an increase of pension to 
Tilghman Scholl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5731) granting an increase of pension to 
Tilghman J. Lester to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5732) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias C. Kitchin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 5733) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Charles M. Mayberry—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 5734) for the relief of Algernon 
L. Wilkinson, Kate E. Wilkinson, and Laura M. Powell, sole 
heirs of Laura E. Wilkinson, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 5735) granting a pension to Eliza 
A. Camp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 5736) for the relief of the 
Importing and Exporting Company of the State of Georgia—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5737) for the relief of the estate of Anton 
Borchert—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5738) for the relief of the estate of John 
W. Anderson, deceased—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5739) for the relief of Alexander J. Thomp- 
son—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5740) for the relief of the estate of Francis 
H. McLeod, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5741) for the relief of Mrs. S. A. Penni- 
man—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5742) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline M. Bird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5748) for the relief of the heirs of James 
W. Bellah, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
` Also, a bill (H. R. 5744) for the relief of the estate of Mary 
A. Bell, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5745) for the relief of Jacob Cohen—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5746) for the relief of the heirs of Richard 
B. Sconyers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5747) for the relief of the estate of Sarah 
S. Maner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5748) for the relief of Virgil H. Burns—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5749) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
William C. Dickson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5750) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
Mary A. and John Cameron, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5751) for the relief of the heirs of Caroline 
E. Long—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5752) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
Charles Evans, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5753) granting an increase of pension to 
Sally H. Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5754) granting a pension to James H. 
Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5755) granting a pension to Thomas 
Burney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 5756) granting an increase 
of pension to Gabriel Muneret—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. N 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 5757) for the relief of the 
estate of John McNab, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5758) granting an increase of pension to 
Rufus D. Hastings—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5759) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.“ 

By Mr. LIITLE: A bill (H. R. 5760) for the relief of Eliza 
J. Haines, widow of Capt. R. L. Haines, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 5761) for the relief of 
Albert J. Stearns—to. the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5762) for the relief of Albert J. Stearns 
to the Committee on Claims.“ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5763) for the relief of Elizabeth R. Gor- 
don—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill.(H. R. 5764) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Alvin M. Ryerson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5765) for the relief of John H. Rollins—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5766) for. the relief of James H. De 
Coster—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5767) granting a pension to James L. 
Dyer—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5768) granting a pension to Rosetta J. 
Gould—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5769): granting a pension to Lois L. Nutt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5770) granting a pension to Martin E. 
Simms—to. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5771) granting a pension to Hannah Small 
Wiggin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5772) granting a pension to Jerome T: 
Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5773) granting a pension to eee J. 
Wheaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5774) granting a pension to Cornelia M. 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5775) granting a pension to Joshua Dag- 
gett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5776) granting a pension to Priscilla A. 
Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5777) granting a pension to Catherine M. 
Savory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5778) granting a pension to Charity Dur- 
gin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5779) granting a pension to Hannah W. 
Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5780) granting an increase of pension to 
John Gurney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5781) granting ‘an increase of pension to 
John: A. Greenlaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5782) granting an increase of pensicn to 
A. B. Washburn—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5783) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin D. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5784) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas P. Rich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5785) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Gould—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 5786) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Speed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5787) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos McAllister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5788) granting an increase of pension to 
Mercy Jennie Powers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5789) granting an increase of pension to 
David A. Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5790) granting an increase of pension 
Alonzo Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5791) granting an increase of pension 
Henry M. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5792) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin Bonney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5793) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver J. Conant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5794) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel H. Legrow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5795) granting an increase of pension to 
John Atherton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5796) granting an increase of pension to 
W. H. H. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5797) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Knowlton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5798) granting an increase of pension to 
Nellie P. Coyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5799) granting an increase of pension to 
Almena S. Willoughby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5800) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph G. Maddocks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5801) granting an increase of pension to 
Algernon E. Castner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5802) granting an increase of pension to 
Elvira P. Gill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5803) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin L. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5804) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. Noyes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5805) granting an increase of pension to 
H. M. Blackwell, alias Levi W. Moore—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5806) granting an increase of pension 
to Samuel J. Harding—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5807) granting an increase of pension to 
T. A. Hodgdon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5808) granting an increase of pension to 
Napoleon D. O. Lord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5809) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry F. Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5810) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob F. French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5811) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Robert D. Salsbury, alias Charles 
Willard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5812) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Peter O. Wellington—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5813) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Joseph Wiley—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5814) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Charles F. Allen—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5815) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Augustin H. Finn—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5816) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Jacob Worrin Morgan—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5817) to correct the military record of 
Rufus W. Herrick—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5818) to correct the military record of 
David Hurlburt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5819) to correct the naval record of Wil- 
liam Perkins—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5820) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the naval record of Frank C. Whitney—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 


to 


By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 5821) for the relief of 
N. C. Fears, administrator of the estate of W. S. Fears, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5822) granting a pension to Minor L. 
Braden—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 5823) for the relief 
of Henry Millingar and Charlotte Wilson, only heirs at law of 
James Millingar, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5824) 
granting an increase of pension to Richard P. Nichauls—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5825) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia A. Lake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 5826) for the relief of the 
estate of Edward R. Phillips, deceased—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5827) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Robert I. Walton, jr., and Etta Walton, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5828) for the relief of the owners of the 
American schooner Wilson and Hunting and cargo—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 5829) granting an increase of 
pension to George Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. S 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 5830) granting an increase of 
pension to Sylvenus Hardy—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5831) granting an increase of pension to 
Julius Zuehlke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5832) granting a pension to Mary M. 
Connell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5833) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis Heasty, alias Francis Heast- 
ings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5834) granting an increase of pension to 
Ethan Allen Willey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5835) for the relief of Abraham Slover— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5836) for the relief of the estate of W. G. 
Hoge, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5837) for the relief of Rachael C. Stief- 
vater, of Chattanooga, Tenn., to reimburse for the use and 
destruction of property by United States Army in 1864—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5838) for the relief of the widow of the 
late Capt. Daniel C. Trewhitt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5839) to correct the military record of 
and grant a pension to Gideon M. Burriss—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 5840) granting a pension to 
Catherine Spier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5841) granting a pension to Malinda M. 
Hopkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5842) to correct the military record of 
Charles F. Deisch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 5843) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5844) granting a pension to Maggie F. 
Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5845) granting a pension to Robert T. 
Knox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5846) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Chandier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5847) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph S. P. Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5848) granting an increase of pension to 
Erastus Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5849) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Baird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5850) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucas Hager—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5851) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelius O’Shea—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5852) granting an increase of pension to 
George Kauffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5853) granting an increase of pension to 
Quincy Corwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 5854) grgnting an increase of 
pension to Jonas Gurnee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5855) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis L. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5856) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Offinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


260 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 7, 


By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 5857) for the relief of Louisa 
McCall, executrix, and so forth, of Canton, Ill—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr, RHINOCK: A bill (H. R. 5858) for the relief of John 
J. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5859) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Shonert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 5860) 
granting an increase of pension to John W. Riggs—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5861) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. Shelton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5862) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. McAllister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5863) for the relief of Sallie C. Smith—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5864) for the relief of the Bolivar Lodge of 
Free and Accepted Masons—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5865) for the relief of the trustees of Har- 
mony Methodist Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5866) for the relief of Cumberland Pres- 
byterian Church, of Larkinsyille, Ala—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5867) for the relief of the Masonic lodge 
oS peer Colbert County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5868) for the relief of the trustees of 
Lebanon Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5869) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Missionary Baptist Church, at Gravelly Springs, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5870) for the relief of Decatur Lodge, No. 
52, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, Decatur, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5871) for the relief of Dan Walden—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5872) for the relief of the commissioners’ 
court of Limestone County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5873) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of New Garden Camp 
Ground—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5874) for the relief of the heirs of Re- 
becca Haley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5875) for the relief of the heirs of George 
Orville Ragland, deceased, late of Madison County, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5876) for the relief of Mattie P. Barnard, 
Katharine Caldwell, and Harry M. Rhett, heirs of Harriett M. 
Barnard, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5877) for the relief of the trustees of 
Decatur (Ala.) Methodist Church South—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5878) for the relief of trustees of Presby- 
terian Church of Decatur, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5879) for the relief of the heirs of John H. 
Belew, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5880) for the relief of the heirs of George 
W. Foster—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5881) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, at Bellefonte, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5882) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Cumberland Presbyterian Church, at Bellefonte, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5883) for the relief of the estate of Marius 
B. Cawthon, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5884) for the relief of Joseph Lightfoot— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5885) for the relief of William B. Olive 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5886) for the relief of John C. Thomas— 
to (he Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5887) for the relief of W. C. Tipton—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5888) for the relief of Mrs. W. E. Trous- 
dale—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5889) for the relief of Margret L. Wat- 
kins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5890) for the relief of Nancy M. Weaver— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5891) for the relief of John Jones—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5892) for the relief of the estate of John 
Wesson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5893) for the relief of William M. Under- 
wood—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5894) for the relief of A. H. Laugham—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5895) for the relief of the estate of Peter 
H. Gold, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5896) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. 
Annie E. Montrose, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5897) for the relief of the estate of Ben- 
jamin B. Coffee, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5898) for the relief of Phillip D. Wright— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5899) for the relief of Griffin Callahan—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5900) for the relief of B. G. Chandler—to 
the Committee on ‘War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5901) for the relief of M. G. Jetton, J. P. 
Jetton, D. M. Jetton, B. H. Jetton, and M. G. Williams, heirs at 
aN or Mitchell Jetton, deceased—to the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5902) for the relief of James A. Allen—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5903) for the relief of Ira G. Wood—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5904) for the relief of William C. Bragg 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5905) for the relief of Jackson Stone—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5906) for the relief of J. W. Smart—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5907) for the relief of the estate of Jesse 
Vann, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 5908) granting an 
increase of pension to William Hogg—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5909) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Bynon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5910) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine R. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5911) granting a pension to Edward D. 
Lockwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5912) granting a pension to James Robin- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5913) granting a pension to Helen Goll— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5914) for the relief of Samuel P. Dresser— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: A bill (H. R. 5915) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles R. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5916) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry E. Routzong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5917) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry G. Bollinger—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5918) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5919) granting an increase of pension to 
Soloman B. F. Fugate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5920) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel S. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5921) granting an increase of pension to 
Soloman Fry—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5922) for the relief of Paschal Henshaw— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5923) for the relief of M. J. Conley, heir 
of Harmon Conley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5924) to remove the charge of desertion 
from Samuel J. Lair—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 5925) granting an in- 
crease of pension to D. L. Davidson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 5926) granting a pension 
to Sarah Pitman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 5927) for the relief of the board 
of trustees of West Tennessee College, Jackson, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 5928) for the relief of T. H. B. 
Myers, surviving partner of John Myers & Son—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5929) for the relief of the estate of W. F. 
Sanderson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5930) for the relief of Jobn L. Brown and 
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the estates of A. T. Redditt and William G. Judkins—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 5931) granting an 
increase pension to Robert L. Narrow—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5932) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew B. Webster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5933) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. W. ©. Pittinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5934) granting an increase of pension to 
John Ehde—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5935) granting a pension to James A. 
Roark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 5936) granting an 
increase of pension to Caroline Neilson—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 5937) granting an increase of 
pension to John Fellows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5938) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward J. McClaskey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5939) granting an increase of pension to 
James Brody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHALL: A bill (H. R. 5940) for the relief of 
G. W. Browder—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5941) for the relief of the estate of John 
B. Ege, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5942) for the relief of the estate of Richard 
M. Harrison, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5943) for the relief of W. H. Harrison—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5944) for the relief of the estate of John J. 
Mitchell, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5945) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Walton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5946) for the relief of Sallie R. Walton—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5947) for the relief of the estate of Richard 
Wiseman, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5948) for the relief of the estate of David 
B. Tennant, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5949) for the relief of R. A. Young—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5950) for the relief of Pickrell & Brooks— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5951) for the relief of Lettie Myers—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5952) for the relief of J. A. Shackleton—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 5953) granting an increase 
of pension to Albert J. Sprinkle—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5954) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue duplicate gold certificate, in lieu of one lost, 
2 en National Bank, of Lincoln, IIl.—to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 5955) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jennie L. Overton—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 5956) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph H. Wagoner—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TATLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5957) granting a 
pension to Henry J. Steck to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 5958) granting an increase 
of pension to Allen L. Garwood—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 5959) for the relief of the 
one of Annie E. Gardiner, deceased—to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5960) for the relief of the estate of the 
Sad National Bank, of Newton, Mass.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 5961) granting a pen- 
sion to Rosa Lee Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5962) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Bachus—to the Committee.on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5963) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew H. Boon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Postal League 
of California, praying for legislation for the establishment of a 
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parcels post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of George Whiting and others, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Reading Circle, No. 89, of Newcastle, Pa., for 
oe of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

Also, petition of A. M. Reed, pastor of United Presbyterian 
Church of Conway, Pa., for law to suppress polygamy—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BATES: Paper to accompany bill to provide for the 
retirement of petty officers and enlisted men of the Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of A. J. Caufman—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, Philadelphia Commercial Exchange, Philadelphia Drug 
Exchange, Grocers and Importers’ Exchange, Trades League, 
Philadelphia Bourse, Vessel Owners and Captains’ Association, 
Board of Port Wardens, Manufacturers’ Club, Board of Harbor 
Commissioners, Lumbermen’s Exchange, and Mast Builders’ 
Exchange, for legislation, under authority of the Secretary of 
War, to survey the Delaware River for purpose of determining 
feasibility and cost of securing a channel of adequate width and 
30 feet deep at mean low water from Philadelphia to the sea—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Vesuvius Coun- 
cil, No. 116, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Twenty-third Lake Mohonk Conference of 
Friends of the Indians, for adequate laws for amelioration of 
condition of the Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Flint, Erving & Stoner, of Pittsburg, for two 
classes of mail matter only—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. : 

Also, petition of Flint, Erving & Stoner, of Pittsburg, Pa., 
favoring railway control by Interstate Commerce Commission— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of citizens of Maine, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Maine, favoring law for a parcels 
post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Maine, against any change in 
Grout law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of William T. Sherman Council, No. 55, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CHANEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Felix Hendrickson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Vesuvius Council, Junior Or- 
der United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the State assembly of Califor- 
nia, favoring establishment of a parcels post—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FLACK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Eunice 
Putnam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
George J. Wileox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Lewis 
Kates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the board of directors of the Business Men’s 
Club of Cincinnati, Ohio, against repeal of the bankruptcy law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the board of directors of the Business Men’s 
Club of Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission control of railway rates—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Peter Witterich— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition for relief of Cooper Walker—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
H. J. Fulmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Twenty-third Lake Mohawk Conference 
of Friends of the Indian, for adequate laws governing the 
Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Allegheny River Boatman’s Association, 
favoring appropriation for improvement of Allegheny River— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAY: Petition of the heir of Harriet Haines, asking 
reference of war claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims, . 
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Also, petition of the heirs of John R. Almond, asking refer- 
ence of war claims to the Court of Claims under the Bowman 
Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of the trustees of 
Grace Episcopal Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Adelle Tobey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of P. D. and P. of A., No. 547, of Free- 
port, Ill., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Local Union No. 547, ratifying petition to 
Congress by the Connecticut Valley Conference, at Springfield, 
Mass., November 12, 1905, for law to make unnecessary the use 
of wood alcohol—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of residents of 
Montclair, N. J., for removal of tariff duty on works of art— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLINE: Petitions of Charles A. Gerasch Council, No. 
1004; Phil H. Sheridan Council, No. 287; Cedar Council, No. 
416, and Fogelsville Council, No. 403, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, and Washington Camp, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, No. 592, favoring restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LACEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of M. D. 
Burket—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: Resolutions adopted by a mass meeting of the 
people of Rome, Ga., condemning the persecution of the Jews 
by Russia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Rufus D. Hastings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Benjamin F. 
Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petitions of Eureka (Ga.) Couneil, 
No. 7, and Griffin (Ga.) Council, No. 4, Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Henry Mullingar and 
Charlotte Wilson to have their claim referred to the Court of 
Claims for a finding under the act of Congress of March 3, 
1883—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Mary A. Barrod—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Gideon M. Burris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Francis Heasty—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
August Westfield, Joseph B. Nichols, Herbert C. Miller, Asa 
Tout, Amanda C. Welch, Samuel P. Caree, and Charles W. 
Knight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Harry White and others, favor- 
ing restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: Petition of Daniel Boone Division, No. 
489, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, favoring control of 
railway rates by Interstate Commerce Commission and for leg- 
islation that will increase effectiveness of existing laws govern- 
ing rebates—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Postal Progress League, of Cali- 
fornia, for parcels post—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: Petition of Valley Grange, No. 52, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, favoring amendment to the oleomargarine 
law by striking out the word “knowingly "—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Les- 
tina M. Gifford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 100 citizens of Oil City, Pa., for law to pre- 
vent nullification of State liquor laws and no-license ordinances 
by original packages and other interstate- commerce tricks 
to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. SNAPP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
Fellows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James Brady—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: Petition of the heirs of Sarah Laboyteau, of 
Pasquotank County, N. C., asking reference of war claim to 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STERLING: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James F. Hare—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Vatchel Carman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Robert B. Beards- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas A. Banks 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William F. Wor- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John C. Keach—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James Eddy—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William T. Gibbs— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Charles Martine— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John H. Sprouse— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Charles H. 
Charles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of David B. Wa- 
caset—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Samuel Shrop- 
shire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Samuel Foster— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of A. R. Matheny—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Isaac Johnson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Jeremiah E. 
Waldon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Joseph H. Wagoner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petitions of citizens of Rockhill, Bucks 
County, Pa.; Camp No. 669, of Keelersville, Bucks County, Pa., 
and Lewis J. Hunorld and 21 others, of Hatfield, Montgomery 
County, Pa., asking further restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WEBB: Petitions of Newton Council, No. 24, of 
Newton, N. C., and Eseola Council, No. 86, of Saginaw, N. C., 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, and the Central 
Labor Union of Charlotte, N. C., favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
E. R. Philips—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Monpay, December 11, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. Hate. 

James H. Berry, a Senator from the State of Arkansas, and 
Epwarp W. CARMACK, a Senator from the State of Tennessee, 
appeared in their seats to-day. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read 
and approved. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of Jan- 
uary 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court relative to the vessel ship Chace, Thomas 
Johnston, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions 
of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court rela- 
tive to the vessel schooner Farmer, Nathan S. Thompson, mas- 
ter; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions 
of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court rela- 
tive to the vessel schooner Thetis, Russell Kilbourn, master; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the cause of the Trustees of the Christ Reformed Congregation, 
of Middletown, Md., v. The United States; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
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sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Rosa M. Bowden, Zenobia Porter, Mary E. Bowden, and Martha 
Bowden Gustin, heirs of Lemuel J. Bowden, deceased, v. The 
United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
William H. Bucklin v. The United States; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
William Lunenburger, administrator of Uriah Lunenburger, 
deceased, v. The United States; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FEES OF CLERKS OF COURTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, submitting certain proposed 
changes in the existing law relative to the appropriation for 
fees of clerks, United States courts; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPENSES OF TRIAL OF INDIANS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Attorney-General, transmitting a draft of a bill 
to repeal section 11 of the Indian appropriation act of June 30, 
1890, relative to the expenses incident to the trial of Indians 
committing certain offenses within the Territories or within a 
State; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FEES OF COMMISSIONERS OF COURTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Attorney-General, submitting certain proposed 
changes in the existing law relative to the appropriation for 
fees of commissioners, United States courts; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF BAILIFF OF COURTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Attorney-General, submitting certain proposed 
changes in the existing law relative to the appropriation for 
pay of bailiffs, etc., United States courts; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT ATTORNEY OF SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting a draft of a bill 
to make sections 6, 8, 13, 14, 15, 16, and 18 of the act of May 28, 
1896, being the legislative, etc., appropriation bill, applicable to 
the office of the United States district attorney for the southern 
district of New York and his assistants, except as otherwise 
provided for in the act; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PROPOSED CHANGE OF INAUGURATION DAY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from Henry B. F. Macfarland, chairman of the national 
committee on the pro change of inauguration day, trans- 
mitting a list of the governors of the States and citizens of the 
District of Columbia who have accepted service upon the com- 
mittee, and calling attention to the necessity for the proposed 
change of inauguration day; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Secretary of Agriculture for the fiscal year 1905; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 


estry. 
PURCHASE OF ARMY SUPPLIES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the 
Assistant Secretary of War recommending certain legislation 
providing that the purchase of supplies and the procurement of 
services for all branches of the Army service be made hereafter 
in open market in the manner common among business men 
when the aggregate of the amount required does not exceed 
$500, etc,; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EXPENDITURES OF THE WAR DEPARTMENT, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the 


Assistant Secretary of War relative to certain expenditures and 
appropriations of the War. Department; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


EFFICIENCY OF THE MEDICAL DEPARTMENT, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a draft of a bill 
to increase the efficiency of the Medical Department of the 
United States Army; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

| EFFICIENCY OF THE ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a draft of a bill to 
increase the efficiency of the Ordnance Department; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


. THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. , 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interidér;inclosing the draft of a 
bill to provide for final disposition of the affairs of the Five Civi- 
lized Tribes in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, and 
recommending early and favorable action by Congress; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Select Com: 
mittee on the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians, and ordered: to 
be printed. 

KINGSTON HARBOR (MASSACHUSETTS) SURVEY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. On the last legislative day there 
was liid before the Senate a letter addressed to the Vice- 
President from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter of 
the Chief of Engineers, with a report rélitive to a preliminary 
examination of Kingston Harbor, Massachusetts, which should 
have been directed to the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives. It was misdirected by an inadvertence of the War De- 
partment. Without objection, the communication will be with- 
drawn and returned to the War Department. 


MESSAGE. FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowxNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed a bill (H. R. 480) supplemental to an act entitled “An 
act to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the 
waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 
1902, and making appropriations for isthmian canal construc- 
tion, and for other pUrpones, in Sey it requested the concur- 
rence = the Senate. - 

` + PETITIONS ‘AND ‘MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Board of 
Supervisors of the city and county of San Francisco, Cal, 
praying for the enactment of legislation granting to that city 
and county reservoir sites on the Tuolumne River ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Ohio Shippers’ Association, 
of Columbus; of the Grain Dealers’: National Association of 
Toledo, in the State of Ohio, and of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation 
enlarging the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Barbers’ Union Business 
Association of Savannah, Ga., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation establishing an examination board of barbers in each 
city in the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the American Medical Associa- 
tion, praying for the enactment of legislation enlarging the 
powers of the United States Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service; which was referred to the Committee on Public Health 
and National Quarantine. 

He also presented a petition of the American Medical Asso- 
ciation, praying for the enactment of legislation regulating the 
practice of medicine in the Territory of Alaska; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions of the legislature of Mas- 
sachusetts, relative to the establishment of freer trade relations 
between the United States and Canada; which were read, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 

Resolutions relative to the establishment of freer trade relations be- 
tween the United States and Canada 

Resolved, That the general court of Massachusetts le such action 
by the Congress of the United States as will cause the establishment of 
freer trade relations between the United States and the Dominion of 

anada and between the United States and Newfoundland as soon as 
it is possible to secure such relations 8 3 to American 
culture, American labor, or American in without sacrifi 
the American pany of protection to 8 industries, under whi 


not only the manu g. but also the agricultural and mercantile 
interests of the Commonwealth have largely prospered. The test of 


EN 


264 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—SENATE. DECEMBER 11, 


teetive legislation, however, should not be “Is a duty demanded?” 


n 


ut “Is a duty needed? 8 
The general court approves the action recently taken unanimously by 
the members of the di tiom from this Commonwealth In the Congress 
of the United States, zoring the readjustment of the tariff at the 
earliest possible time, and it relies with confidence upon them to do all 
that may properly be done to protect and advance all the interests of 
Massachusetts: when the work of readjustment shall be undertaken by 
the National gress. 25 
- Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to each of the Sen- 
ators and Representatives in Congress from this Commonwealth. 


4 HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March , 1905. 


Adopted. Sent up for concurrence. 
JaMES W. KIMBALL, Clerk. 


SENATE, March 22, 1905. 


Adopted in concurrence, 

. HENRY D. Coon, Clerk. 
A true copy. Attest: 

James W. KIMBALL, 

Å Olerk House of Representatives. 
Mr. LODGE presented resolutions of the legislature of Massa- 

chusetts, favoring the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 

tution regulating the hours of labor; which were read, and re- 


ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor, as follows: 


Resolutions relative to an amendment of the National Constitution 
enablin Congress to enact laws regulating the hours of labor. 

Resolved, That in the a of the general court of Massachusetts 
it is desirable that the Constitution of the United States should be 
so amended as to place it clearly within the power of Congress to enact 
laws regulating the hours of labor in the several States according to 
some uniform system; and the Senators and Representatives of this 
Commonwealth In Congress are hereby requested to use their influence 
to secure the adoption of-a resolution proposing such an amendment to 
the Constitution, 

Resolved, That 


roperly attested copies of these resolutions be sent to 
the Senators and È 


epresentatives in Congress from this Commonwealth. 
House OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 15, 1905. 
Adopted. Sent up for concurrence. 
James W. KIMBALL, Clerk. 
SENATE, March 15, 1905. 
Adopted in concurrence, 
Henry D. CooLIDGE, Clerk. 
A true copy. Attest: s 
F James W. KIMBALL, 
s Clerk House of Representatives. 
Mr. LODGE presented resolutions of the legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, relative to the removal of the duty on hides; which 
were read, and referred to the Committee on Finance, as fol- 
lows: r 
Resolutions relative to the removal of the duty on hides. 
Resolved, That the general court of Massachusetts favors such 
action by the oa of the United States as will cause the removal 
of the dut 5 ides. 
- Resolve t a copy of these resolutions be sent to each of the Sen- 
ators and Representa ves in Congress from this Commonwealth. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 16, 1905. 


Adopted. Sent up for concurrence. 


Juks W. KIMBALL, Clerk. 
SENATE, March 21, 1905. 
Adopted in concurrence, 
? HexrY D. CooLIDGE, Clerk. 
A true copy. Attest: 
James W. KIMBALL, 
g Olerk House of Representatives. 


Mr. LODGE presented resolutions of the legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, relative to the transfer of the Life- Saving Service to the 
Navy Department; which were read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, as follows: 


Resolutions relative to the transfer of the Life-Saving Service to the 
Navy Department. 

Resolved, That the general court of Massachusetts favors the trans- 
fer of the Life-Saving Service to the Navy Department and requests the 
Senators and Representatives from Massachusetts in the Congress of the 
United States to favor legislation for accomplishing this purpose. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to each Member of 
Congress from the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 

SENATE, March 14, 1905. 

Adopted. Sent down for concurrence. 

Henry D. Cooribox, Clerk. 
House OF REPRESENTATIVES, March E, 1905. 


Adopted in concurrence. 


JAMES W. KIMBALL, Clerk. 
A true copy. Attest: 


Henry D. CooLIDGE, Clerk of the Senate. 
Mr. LODGE presented resolutions of the legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, relative to rates of transportation on railroads; which 
were read, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, as follows: 


Resolutions relative to rates of transportation on railroads. 


Whereas experlence has shown that the differential railroad rates 
charged by the trunk lines on freight from interior points in the United 
States to the Atlantic seaboard, which were originally intended to 
equalize through rates by competing railroad and steamship lines from 
western points to forelgn ports, now permit of the establishment and 
maintenance of lower through rates by way of the pore of Philadelphia, 
Baltimore, and Hewpor’ News than by the port of Boston, thus divert- 
ing from ‘Boston a arge amount of export freight, which, under equal 
conditions as regards railroad rates, would otherwise come over New 
England lines, and causing thereby serlous injury to the commerce of 


this Commonwealth: Therefore, 


Resolved, That the general court of the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts favors the abrogation of those differential railroad freight 
rates which discriminate against our principal port as a point of ex- 
port, and cordially approves the action taken before the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and elsewhere by citizens of this Commonwealth to 
secure an equitable adjustment of railroad rates, to the end that Bos- 
ton may be able to secure its fair share of export traffic. 

. Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions sent to each of the Sen- 
ators and R eee ves from this Commonwealth in the Congress of 


the United S : 
Senate, March II, 1905. 
Adopted. Sent down for concurrence. 
HENRY D. CooLIDGE, Clerk. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 21, 1905. 


Adopted in concurrence, 
j A - JAMES W. KIMBALL, Clerk. 


Henry D. CooLIDGE, Clerk of the Senate. 


Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of Aroostook Lodge, No. 393, 
Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of Aroostook, Me., remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called Esch-Townsend 
railroad-rate bill;“ which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Harriet B. Coolidge and 3 
other citizens of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the destruction of the old frigate Con- 
ee ; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 

‘airs. i 

Mr. SMOOT presented a petition of the legislature of Utah, 
praying for the passage of the so-called good-roads bill;“ 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


To the honorable Senate and the House of Representattves 
in Congress assembled: 


Whereas Hon. W. P. BROWNLOW, Congressman from Tennessee, has 
introduced into Congress a resolution providing for an 3 
by the Federal Government of $24,000, to be distributed among the 
States of the Union according to their. population for Federal coopera- 
tion in road building, on condition that the States, counties, and towns 
raise an equal proportion to that which they receive from the Fed- 
eral Government; and 

Whereas should sald bill become a law, the State of Utah will re 
celve its proportionate benefit from the Federal Government; and 

Whereas the several counties of this State are desiring State aid 
and are asking for State appropriation to assist them in the improve- 
ment and construction of their roads; and 

Whereas there is pot need for improving the highways of this 
State: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the governor, senate, and house of representatives of 
the State of Utah, bel Phere in the principle of national, State, 5 
and town cooperation in the construction of main highways, not only 
for the benefit of the agriculturists, but for the benefit of the con- 
sumers of agricultural products; and also believing In the great ek ned 
sition that the expenditure of public moneys for the purpose of — 
proving and increasing the internal facilities, wealth, and commerce of 
the nation is of equal importance to the spending of money on the 
rivers and harbors; we therefore heartily indorse the provisions of 
the Brownlow bill and desire its passage. 

And further be it resolved, That we ask our Senators and Congress- 
man to use all honorable efforts in passing this bill in order to secure 
to the State of Utah the benefits of national ald in road construction. 
And be it further resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent ta 
the honorable President of the Senate, the honorable Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, the honorable chairman of the Agricultural 
Committee, and to each of the honorable Senators and Congressman 
from this State. 


A true copy. Attest. 


THOMAS HULL, Speaker of the House, 
S. H. Love, President of the Senate, 
JohN C. CUTLER, Governor. 

Attest: 


LSRAL. ] C. S. TINGEY, 


Secretary of State. 
STATE or UTAH, 
Office of the Secretary of State, ss: 


I, Charles S. Tingey, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of 
house joint memorial No. 6, passed by the sixth legislature of the State 
of Utah, as appears on file in my o 7 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Utah this 1st day of March, A. D. 1905. 

[SEAL.] C. S. TINGEY, Secretary of State. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of Local Council No. 66, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Amagansett, 
N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immi- 
gration; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Division No. 99, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Freight and Baggage Men, of Mechanics- 
ville, N. Y., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
to diminish the power of railroads to make their own rates and 
control their earnings; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Conimerce. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of Winona Council, No. 1, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Woonsocket, 
R. I., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict im- 
migration; which was referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
State of Minnesota, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the 


rs, 
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State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. ; 

Mr. HOPKINS presented a petition of the board of trustees 
of the sanitary district of Chicago, Ill., praying that an appro- 
priation be made to make navigable the waterway from the 
Great Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also-presented a petition of Florsheim & Co., of Chicago, 
Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to place raw hides 
and sole leather on the free list; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented a petition of Local Council 
No. 41, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Newport 
Center, Vt., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict 
immigration; which was referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

He also presented memorials of St. Albans Division, No. 24, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of St. Albans; of Otter Creek 
Division, No. 347, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of 
Rutland; of Local Division No. 25, Order of Railroad. Teleg- 
raphers, of Woodsville, and of Bellows Falls Division, No. 106. 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Bellows Falls, all 
in the State of Vermont, remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called Esch-Townsend railroad-rate bill;” which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a petition of the Dakota annual con- 
ference of the Methodist Episcopal Church of South Dakota, 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Ssoor, a Senator from the State of Utah, 
and praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion to prohibit polygamy ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a memorial of the Dakota annual confer- 
ence of the Methodist Episcopal. Church, remonstrating against 
the repeal of the present anticanteen law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 684, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Aberdeen; S. Dak., 
praying for the enactment of legisiation to restrict immigration ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented the petition of A. Sutherland, of Mound 
City, S. Dak., and the petition of W. W. De La, of Houghton, 
S. Dak., -praying for the enactment of certain legislation 
recommended by the American Reciprocal Tariff League; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Horace Fishback, of Brook- 
ings, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation relative 
to rates on certain classes of mail matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. STONE presented a petition of Garnett Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Ewing, Mo., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to create a commission to revise the present tariff laws; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FORAKER presented petitions of Randolph Grange, No. 
119, of Atwater; Carriage Makers’ Club of Cincinnati; South 
Side Business and Improvement Association, of Columbus; 
Manufacturers’ Club of Cincinnati; Chamber of Commerce of 
Cleveland; Board of Trade of Portsmouth; Builders’ Exchange 
of Youngstown; Board of Trade of Massillon; Wholesale Lum- 
ber Dealers’ Association of Toledo; Metal Trades Association 
of Cincinnati; Furniture Exchange of Cincinnati; Receivers 
and Shippers’ Association of Dayton; Riverside Grange, No. 
1552, of Zanesville; Retail Grocers’ Association of Germantown ; 
Northern Trumbull County Farmers’ Institute, of Cortland; 
Huntsburg Grange, No. 1588, of Huntsburg; Valley Farmers’ 
Club, of Marietta; Tuscarawas County Pomona Grange, of New 
Philadelphia; Stark County Pomona Grange, of Beach City; 
Greenspring Farmers’ Institute, of Greenspring; National 
League Commission Merchants, of Cincinnati; United Commer- 
cial Travelers of America, of Cincinnati; Retail Merchants’ 
Board of Trade of Steubenville; Champaign County Farmers’ 
Institute, of Mechanicsburg; Ohio Shippers’ Association, of 
Columbus, and sundry citizens of Hagerman, Montpelier, 
Nova, Lexington, Ostrander, Coshocton, West Lafayette, Avon- 
dale, Fredericktown, Mount Vernon, Coolville, Bartlett, North 
Washington, Kenton, Hicksville, Edgerton, Beidler, Tuscarawas, 
Canal Doyer, Navarre, and Cincinnati, all in the State of Ohio, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of Union Council, No. 176, of 
Bokes Creek; Donnels Creek Council, No. 121, of North Hamp- 
ton; Ohio Valley Council, No. 21, of Bellaire; Old Glory Coun- 
cil, No. 234, of Cincinnati; Lockland Council, No. 115, of Lock- 
lund; High Cliff Council, No. 183, of Antiquity; Butler Council, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


265 


No. 93, of Hamilton; Cumminsville Council, No. 75, of Cincin- 
nati; Shelby Council, No. 64, of Shelby; Hillsboro Council, No. 
44, of Hillsboro; Norwood Council, No. 226, of Norwood; Gen- 
eral Stark Council, No. 25, of Alliance; St. Paris Council, No. 
224, of St. Paris; Ludlow Falls Council, No. 175, of Ludlow; 
Lost Creek Council, No. 52, of Conover; New Moorefield Council, 
No. 107, of New Moorefield; G. W. Hirst Council, No. 132, of 
New Weston; West Liberty Council, No. 138, of West Liberty; 
Advance Council, No. 71, of Centerville; William McKinley 
Council, No. 218, of Canton; Oken Council, No. 228, of Moscow ; 
Portsmouth Council, No. 38, of Portsmouth; Rockwood Council, 
No. 105, of Rockwood; Youngstown Council, No. 51, of Youngs- 
town; Bushnell Council, No. 163, of Springfield; Fidelity Coun- 
cil, No. 215, of Fidelity; Flag of Our Union Council, No. 160, of 
Ravenna; Yellowtown Council, No. 145, of Yellowtown; Mont- 
gomery Council, No. 62, of Montgomery; Future Great Council, 
No. 290, of Toledo; Bigelow Council, No. 342, of Richwood; 


` 


Sandy Valley. Council, No. 109, of Sandyville; Liberty Council, 


No. 70, of Osnaburg; ‘Phenix Council, No. 85, of Cincinnati; 
Seneca Council, No. 58, of Fostoria; Wilmington Council, No. 34, 
of Wilmington; Bright Star Council, No. 97, of Yellow Springs; 
Honor Council, No. 24, of Dayton; Favorite Council, No..200, of 
Piqua; Syracuse Council, No. 233, of Syracuse; Troy Council, 
No. 191, of Troy; Anona Council, No. 165, of Hamersville; 
Tecumseh Council, No. 182, of Enon; United Council, No. 66, of 
Mutual; General Meade Council, No. 213, of Gettysburg; Crown 
Council, No. 35, of Dayton; Fremont City Council, No; 111, of 
Fremont City; Catawba Council, No. 167, of Catawba; New- 
town Council; No. 230, of Newtown; Valley Council, No. 140, of 
McConnelsville;* Martins Ferry Council, No. 39, of Martins 
Ferry; Byesville Council, No. 73, of Byesville; Xenia Council, 
No. 67, of Xenia; New Era Council, No. 229, of Cincinnati; 
Crescent Council, No. 219, of Cincinnati; Pride of the North- 
west Council, No. 32, of Findlay; Attica Council, No. 317, of 
Attica; American Union Council, No. 104, of Russell; John A. 
Logan Council, No. 119, of Nelsonville; Chester Council, No. 127, 
of Westchester; Painesville Council, No. 216, of Painesville; 
Star City Council, No. 277, of Miamisburg; K. of P. Climax 
Council, No. 337, of Franklin; General William H. Lawton 
Council, No. 147, of Greenville; Macksburg Council, No. 247, of 
Macksburg; West Salem Council, No. 168, of West Salem; 
Harvey Rice Council, No. 211, of Cleveland; Warwick Council, 
No. 117, of Tuscarawas; Riverdale Council, No. 30, of Dayton; 
Falls Council, No. 221, of East Monroe; Storms Creek Council, 
No. 108, of Terre Haute; Southern Ohio Council; No. '299, of 
Cincinnati; Beacon Lights Council, No. 57, of Cincinnati; Mag- 
netic Council, No. 231, of Bellbrook; Piqua Council, No. 80, of 
Piqua; Western Star Council, No. 340, of Sidney; Queen City 
Council, No. 130, of Cincinnati; Colerain Council, No. 26, of 
Groesbeck ; Samuel J. Randall Council, No. 96, of Youngstown; 
Tri-County Council, No. 47, of Loveland; Paul Revere Council, 
No. 101, of Canal Dover; Chambersburg Council, No. 142, of 
Bladen; Kyger Council, No. 154, of Kyger; Barnesville Council, 
No. 190, of Barnesville; Pride of the East Council, No. 8, of 
East Liverpool; Glass Council, No. 59, of Glass; Amity Council, 
No. 87, of South Lebanon; Woodward Council, No. 49, of Cin- 
cinnati; Pleasant Ridge Council, No. 212, of Pleasant Ridge; 
Wayne Township Council, No. 227, of Good Hope; Young 
America Council, No. 136, of Tiffin; Miami Council, No. 7, of 
Dayton; Losantville Council, No. 141, of Cincinnati; Guiding 
Star Council, No. 133, of St. Bernard; Harmony Council, No. 50, 
of Cincinnati; Southern Star Council, No. 174, of Mount Carmel; 
Plain View Council, No. 330, of Dayton; Alpha Council, No. 326, 
of Middletown; Addison Council, No. 207, of Christiansburg ; 
Nathan Hale Council, No. 172, of North Lawrence; Buckeye 
Council, No. 23, of Senecaville ; Daniel Webster Council, No. 161, 
of Barberton; Summit Council, No. 222, of Lewisville; Vienna 
Royal Council, No. 15, of Vienna Cross Roads; Columbia Coun- 
cil, No. 54, of Doanville; Price Hill Council, No. 210, of Cincin- 
nati; Springfield Council, No. 240, of Springfield; Bethel Coun- 
cil, No. 187, of Donnelsville; Andover Council, No. 208, of 
Andover; Gallipolis Council, No. 269, of Gallipolis; Washington 
Council, No. 12, of Canton; Rawson Council, No. 46, of Rawson; 
John Adams Council, No. 158, of Manchester; Imperial Council, 
No. 88, of South Solon; Benton Ridge Council, No. 321, of Ben- 
ton Ridge; St. Clair Council, No. 6, of Eaton; Cedarville Coun- 
cil, No. 37, of Cedarville; New Straitsville Council, No. 223, of 
New Straitsville; Capital City Council, No. 196, of Columbus; 
Juniata Council, No. 279, of Tuppers Plains; Muskingum Coun- 
cil, No. 40, of Marietta; Good Will Council, No. 178, of 
Gnadenhutten; Steubenville Council, No. 144, of Steubenville; 
James A. Garfield Council, No. 118, of Canton; Independ- 
encé Council, No. 124, of Dayton; West Manchester Council, No. 
128, of West Manchester; O. W. Holmes Council, No. 41, of 
Canton; Ensign Bagley Council, No. 123, of Massillon; Wil- 
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liamsburg Council, No. 114, of Williamsburg; Cleves Council, 
No. 27, of Cleves; Custer Council, No. 29, of Columbus; Charles- 
ton Council, No, 135, of South Charleston; Mayflower Council, 
No. 81, of Jeffersonville; Lawrénce Council, No. 193, of Lronton ; 
Rising Star Council, No. 131, of Pitchin; Sedalia Council, No. 
192, of Sedalia; Nevada Council, No. 95, of Nevada; Leo Coun- 
cil, No. 3, of Swiftsville; Arcanum Council, No. 149, of Arca- 
num; Woodstock Council, No. 201, of Woodstock; Walnut Hills 
Council, No. 125, of Cincinnati; General Marion Council, No. 
162, of Marlboro; Bethlehem Council, No. 79, of Cincinnati; 
Madison Council, No. 17, of Madisonville; Fairmount Council, 
No. 155, of Cincinnati; Red, White, and Blue Council, No. 177, 
of Palestine; Starry Flag Council, No. 151, of Verona; McClel- 
lan Council, No. 126, of New London; Lime City Council, No. 
206, of Marion; Friendship Council, No. 186, of Cincinnati; 
Lebanon Council, No. 19, of Lebanon; Walter Copsey Council, 
No. 89, of Spring Valley; Star Spangled Banner Council, No. 
170, of New Richmond; Leesville Council, No. 319, of Leesville 
Cross Roads; Hiawatha Council, No. 102, of Bethel; Sunshine 
Council, No. 844, of Osborm; Mad River Council, No. 56, of 
Urbana; Valley Council, No. 140, of McConnelsville; Excelsior 
Council, No. 83, of Home City; Copus Council, No. 60, of Ash- 
land ; Star Cotincil, No. 106, of Galion; J. W. Whitman Council, 
No. 122, of Hollansburg; Eagle Council, No. 4, of Shawnee; 
Vri-County Council, No. 47, of. Loveland; Magnetic Council, No. 
231, of Bellbrook ; Tippecanoe Council, No. 313, of Inland; Gal- 
lipolis Council, No. 269, of Gallipolis; St. Clair Council, No. 6, 
of Eaton; Cumminsville Council, No. 75, of Cincinnati; Bethel 
Council, No. 187, of Donnelsville; Reliable Council, No. 181, of 
Mogadore; G. W. Hirst Council, No. 132, of New Weston; 
Crown Council; No. 35, of Dayton; Pleasant Hill Council, No. 
86, of Pleasant Hill; Anona Council, No..165, of Hamersville; 
Bushnell Council, No. 168, of Springfield ; Harmony Council, No. 
50, of Cincinnati; Washington Council, No. 12, of Canton; 
Montgomery Council, No. 62, of Montgomery; Norwalk Council, 
No, 189, of Norwalk; Miami Council, No. 7, of Dayton; Cozad- 
dale Council, No. 78, of Cozaddale; Macksburg Council, No. 277, 
of Macksburg; Brighton Council, No. 324, of Cincinnati; Star 
Spangled Banner Council, No. 170, of New Richmond; Rushsyl- 
vania Council, No. 236, of Rushsylvania; Muskingum Council, 
No. 40, of Marietta; Stars and Stripes Council, No. 159, of 
Phillipsburg; Rockwood Council, No. 105, of Rockwood; Arca- 
num Council, No. 149, of Arcanum; Beacon Light Council, No. 
57, of Cincinnati; James A. Garfield Council, No. 118, of Canton, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, and Kilndrawers’ 
Local Union No. 17, National Brotherhood of Operative Potters, 
of East Liverpool; Camp Washington Council, No, 34; Hampton 
Council, No, 77; Lone Star Council, No. 197, and Fulton Council, 
No. 328, of Cincinnati; Progress Council, No. 202, of Cleveland; 
Scipio Council, No. 332, of Republic; Seneca Chief Council, No. 
292, of Melmore; Jamestown Council, No, 31, of Jamestown ; 
Purity Council, No. 98, of Mansfield; De Graff Council, No. 139, 
of De Graff; Hannibal Council, No. 28, of Hannibal; Curtis 
Council, No. 45, of Little Hocking; Hand in Hand Council, No. 
26, of Clarington; Miami Valley Council, No. 103, of Waynes- 
ville; Enterprise Council, No. 331, of Bridgeport; Cheshire 
Council, No. 164, of Cheshire; Toronto Council, No. 10, of 
Toronto; Kennonsburg Council, No. 72, of Kennonsburg; Gen- 
eral Putnam Council, No. 20, of Dennison; Empire Council, No. 
68, of Fletcher; Mad River Council, No. 56, of Urbana; Com- 
modore Perry Council, No, 209, of Akron; Stars and Stripes 
Council, No. 159, of Phillipsburg; Highland Council, No. 204, of 
New Petersburg; Excelsior Council, No. 83, of Home City; 
Grand Council, No. 335, of Bellefontaine; Laurie Council, No. 
185, of Ruby; Brookville Council, No. 325, of Brookville; Philo 
Council, No. 112, of Philo; Montrose Council, No. 156, of Dalton ; 
Patrick Henry Council, No. 84, of Canton; Freedom Council, 
No. 63, of Mansfield; Helping Hand Council, No. 61, of Spring- 
field; Middlebranch Council, No. 262, of Middlebranch; Lewis- 
burg Council, No. 22, of Lewisburg; Blanchester Council, No. 
134, of Blanchester; Champion Council, No. 2, of Springfield; 
Paintersville Council, No. 94, of Paintersville; General Me- 
Pherson Council,.No. 110, of Canal Fulton; Girard Council, No. 
150, of Girard; Newport Council, No. 255, of Newport; Reliable 
Council, No. 181, of Mogadore; Lakeside Council, No. 120, of 
Perry; Lincoln Council; No. 16, of Massillon; Norwalk Council, 
No. 189, of Norwalk; Copus Council, No. 60, of Ashland; 
Addyston. Council, No. 91, of Addyston; Look Out Council, No. 
48, of East Greenville; Old Clermont Council, No. 187, of 
Batavia; Golden Rod Council, No. 149, of Tippecanoe’ City; 
Tippecanoe Council, No. 313, of Inland; Thomas Jefferson Coun- 
cil, No; 100, of North Industry, and James G. Blaine Council, 
No. 33, of Springfield, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
all in the State of Ohio, praying for the rigid enforcement of 
immigration regulations and the enactment of such additional 


laws as will afford protection against the depressing industrial 
effect of the unrestricted admission of foreigners to the United 
States; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration: 

He also presented petitions of Lorain Division, No. 296, of 
Lorain; Galion Division, No. 16, of Galion; Put in Bay Division, 
No. 208, of Springfield; William Bramley Division, No. 522, of 
Chicago Junction; Devereux Division, No. 167, of Cleveland; 
Cleveland Division, No. 31, of Cleveland; Forest City Division, 
No. 318, of Cleveland; Gem City Division, No. 358, of Dayton: 
Wellsville Division, No. 170, of Wellsville; Watson Division, 
No. 860, of Massillon, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers; 
Lake Shore Lodge, No. 183, of Collinwood; Lodge No. 9, of 
Columbus; Western Reserve Lodge, No. 243, of Ashtabula; 
Safety Lodge, No. 142, of Toledo, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Firemen; Bellevue Division, No. 134, of Bellevue; Point Pleas- 
ant Division, No. 233, of Middleport; Cleveland Division, No. 
14, of Cleveland; Toledo Division, No. 26, of Toledo; Licking 
Division, No. 166, of Newark, Order of Railway Conductors; 
Cincinnatus Lodge, No. 148, of Cincinnati; Maple City Lodge, 
No. 470, of Painesville; Kanawha Star Lodge, No. 398, of Mid- 
dleport; James Harvey Lodge, No. 21, of Youngstown; Lucas 
Lodge, No. 613, of Toledo; Franklih Lodge, No. 628, of Colum- 
bus; Columbus Lodge, No. 175, of Columbus; Dennison Lodge, 
No. 421, of Dennison; J. M. Ferris Lodge, No. 132, of Cleve- 
land; W. A. Rang Lodge, No, 425, of Chicago Junction; Buck- 
eye Lodge, No. 35, of Galion; and Lake Front Lodge, No. 260, of 
Cleveland, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, all in the State of 
Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ lia- 
bility bin;“ which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. l 

He also presented petitions of Delta Subdivision, No. 480, of 
Cincinnati; Conneaut Subdivision, No. 273, of Conneaut; 
Devereux Subdivision, No. 167, of Cleveland; William Bramley 
Subdivision, No. 522, of Chicago Junction; Newark Subdivision, 
No. 36, of Newark; Van Wert Subdivision, No. 384, of Van 
Wert; Cleveland Subdivision, No. 31, of Cleveland; Galion Sub- 
division, No. 16, of Galion; Centennial Subdivision, No. 457, of 
Air Line Junction; Scioto Valley Subdivision, No. 72, of Colum- 
bus; Crestline’ Subdivision, No. 306, of Crestline; Chillicothe 
Subdivision, No. 65, of Chillicothe; Ethel Barker Subdivision, 
No. 651, of Columbus; and Put in Bay Subdivision, No. 208, of 
Springfield, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, all in the 
State of Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing the employment of locomotive engineers who have not had 
an experience of one year as such or of three years as locomotive 
fireman ; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. : 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New Phila- 
delphia, Hillsboro, Salineville, Fremont, Conneaut, Eagleville, 
Notwalk, Georgetown, Mechanicsburg, Bethesda, Barnesville, 
and Gallipolis, all in the State of Ohio, praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. LONG presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 556) granting an increase of pension to William H. Egolf; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 555)' 
granting an increase of pension to Henry H. Hill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. : 

He aiso presented sundry affidavits to accompany the Dill 
(S. 558) granting ah increase of pension to Abijah Chamberlain; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
557) granting an increase of pension to Mariot Losure; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the Dill 
(S. 563) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Martin; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
564) granting an increase of pension to Wilson Hyatt; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
565) granting an increase of pension to Lumbard D. Aldrich; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
566) granting an increase of pension to George Wiley; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of Local Division 
No. 80, Brotherhood of Railroad Freight and Baggage Men, of 
Nashua, N. H., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called“ Esch-Townsend railroad-rate bill; ” which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Missionary So- 


ciety of the Lutheran Church of Upton, Pa., praying for an- 
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investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented a petition of the Business 
Men's Association of Hamilton, Mont., praying for the passage 
of the so-called“ Esch-Townsend railroad-rate bill; ” which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. KNOX presented petitions of Sherwood Council, No. 160, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Pittsburg; Stroh 
Council, No. 731, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Welssport; Paul Revere Council, No. 441, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Pricedale; Annville Council, No. 954, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Annville; Spring 
Garden Council, No. 18, Junior Order United American Mechan- 
ies, of Philadelphia; Wicomisco Council, No. 57, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Lykens; Star of American 
Council, No. 305, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Rices Landing; Colonial Council, No. 605, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of York; Steelton Council, No. 162, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Steelton; Chas. A. 
Gerasch Council, No. 1004, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Kutztown; John R. Marlin Council, No. 20, Jun- 
ior Order United American Mechanics, of Philadelphia; Cedar 
Council, No. 416, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Wescosville; General Cameron Council, No. 851, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Mount Joy; Vanderbelt Council, 
No. 104, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Vander- 
belt; Dale Council, No. 642, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Johnstown; Major Jenning Council, No. 367, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Shenandoah; 
Bainbridge Council, No. 128, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Pittsburg; Star of the West Council, No. 465, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Allegheny; Vic- 
tory Council, No. 443, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Marion; Morning Star Council, No. 29, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Fayette City; Banner Council, 
No. 310, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Coke- 
ville; Andrew G. Curtin Council, No. 67, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of McKees Rocks; Cherry Council, No. 
243, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Cherryville; 
Friendship Council, No. 201, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Washington; Smoky City Council, No. 119, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Pittsburg; Rock Council, 
No. 54, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Glen Rock ; 
Milroy Council, No. 635, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Milroy; Moss Rose Council, No. 292, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Seven Valleys; Henry Seybert 
Council, No. 520, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Abington; Hilldale Council, No. 235, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Allegheny; Meridian Sun Council, No. 
542, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Tidal; 
Paintersville Council, No. 211, Junior Order United American 
Mechanies, of New Stanton; Patriotic Council, No. 822, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Scranton; Welcome 
Council, No. 134, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Pittsburg; Springtown Council, No. 929, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Springtown; Hoboken Council, No. 
384, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Hoboken; 
Phil H. Sheridan Council, No. 287, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Allentown; Wm. J. Byars Council, No. 282, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Wilkesbarre; 
Rescue Council, No. 15, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Philadelphia; Vesuvius Council, No. 116, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Sharpsburg; Decatur 
Council, No, 613, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Tarentum; Susquehanna Council, No. 89, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Wrightsville; Akron Council, No. 906, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Akron; McKees- 
port Council, No. 109, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of McKeesport; John Grey Council, No. 249, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Pittsburg; Wanamie Council, 
No. 549, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Wanamie; 
General McClellan Council, No. 150, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Verona; Lancaster Council, No. 912, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Lancaster; Iron City 
Council, No. 171, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Pittsburg; Pride of Mountain City Council, No. 472, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Altoona; Col. T. D. 
Lewis Council, No. 1015, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanies, of Scranton; Penns Park Council, No. 973, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Penns Park; Coal Valley 
Council, No. 98, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Coal Valley; Orient Council, No. 72, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Johnstown; Crystal Council, No. 300, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Jeanette; Bolivar 
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Council, No. 570, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Bolivar; Pipersville Council, No. 620, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Pipersville; Youghiougheny Council, 
No. 255, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Suter- 
ville; Justice Council, No. 307, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Glen Lyon; Watsontown Council, No. 514, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Watsontown; Carpen- 
ters’ Union No. 406, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and 
Joiners of America, of Bethlehem; Local Union No. 321, Car- 
penters and Joiners of America, of Connellsville; Blue Mountain 
Lodge, No. 694, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Marys- 
ville; Central Trades and Labor Council, of Dubois; Local 
No. 206, Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Newcastle; 
Lodge No. 153, Order of Railway Conductors, of Mauch- 
chunk; York Typographical Union, of York; Pottsville Divi- 
sion, Order of Railway Conductors, of Pottsville; all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to restrict immigration; which were referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

Mr. NIXON presented a memorial of the legislature of Ne- 
vada, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation ad- 
mitting Arizona and New Mexico into the Union as one State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territories, and or- 
dered to be printed in the Rxconb, as follows: 


Memorial relative to the protest by the Territory of Arizona and her 
people against the measure nding in Congress seeking to make 
one State of the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico. 


Whereas the house of representatives of the twenty-third legislative 
assembly of the Territory of Arizona, the council concurring, has b 
resolution appealed to the sense of justness and fairness of this hon- 
orable legislature, urging of us that our Senators and Representative in 
Congress requested to give a just and careful consideration to the 
protests and objections advanced 7 the citizens of Arizona against the 

assage of the measure now pending before the Senate of the United - 
tates designed and seeking to make one State of the Territories of 
Arizona and New Mexico; and 

Whereas the ify apn of this honorable body is with the Territory of 
Arizona, and it is its wish that the said Territory may be granted inde- 
pendent statehood: ‘Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the senate of the State of Nevada (the assembly con- 
curia That our Senators and Representative in Congress be notified 
that this Is our desire. 

And resolved, That the governor be, and he hereby is, requested to 
transmit an engrossed copy of this resolution to each of them and also 
to his excellency the governor of the Territory of Arizona. 

LEM ALLEN, 
President of the Senate. 
C. H. MCINTOSH, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
SAMUEL PLATT, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
H. E. FREUDENTHAL, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 

Approved March 4, 1905. 

JOHN SPARKS, Governor. 
Srarn OF NPVADA, 
Department of State, as: 

I, W. G. Douglass, the duly elected, qualified, and seung secretary of 
state of the State of Nevada, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a 
true, full, and correct copy of the original senate joint concurrent reso- 
lution No. 11, now on file and of record in this ce. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of State, at my office, in Carson City, Nev., this 17th day of 


arch, A. D. 1905. 
LSkAL.] W. G. Dovuatass, Secretary of State. 
By J. W. LEGATE, Deputy. 


Mr. NIXON presented a petition of the legislature of Nevada, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent the unre- 
stricted admission of Japanese into the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration, and ordered 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Assembly joint memorial and resolution to N relative to the 
unrestricted admission of Japanese into the United States. 


Your memoralist, the legislature of the State of Nevada, in session 
assembled, most respectfully, and with grave concern, represents to the 
Con of the United States the manifest evil of the unrestricted 
admission of Japanese into this country; that from their habits, cus- 
toms, and traditions as a race of people the truth is apparent they 
can not assimilate with the white race; that from their cunning, indus- 
try, and commercial enterprise their ater foothold upon American 
soil renders their presence more alarming and threatening to the foun- 
dation of institutions founded and brought to a — state of perfection 
by the white ple; that as laborers in competition with the white: 
race their mode of life, congregating in large numbers in rude hovels 
and subsisting on cheap foods largely imported from thelr mother coun- 
try, they enter our fields of labor at wages forcing the American toller 
into idleness and verty, which in turn not infrequently results in 
riots and bloodshed; that from our geographical position the Pacific 
coast States are first to receive this invasion, first to suffer from their 
presence, aud naturally first to ask the parent Government for relief 
against the admission of these undesirable ple, whose customs and 
superstitions are deadening to every principle of American citizenship: 


Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That our United 
States Senators be instructed and our Congressman uested to use 
all honorable means in Congress and before the proper partments of 
the General Government to prevent the unrestricted admission of Japa- 
nese into the United States. 

Resolved further, That the 
fied copy of this joint memor! 


vernor be ested to transmit a certi- 
and resolution to the President of the 


` 


268 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 11, 


288 States, to each of our United States Senators, and to our Mem- 
0 


s LEM ALLEN, 
President of the Senate. 
C. H. MCINTOSH, 


Be: of the Senate. 
AMURE El. 
Speaker of the Assembly. 


H. E. FREUDENTHAL, 
14. 1908. Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 
Approved March 17, 1905. 
a 5 Jonx Sranks, Governor. 
Srare or NEVADA, 
Department of State, 88: : 5 A 
I, W. G. Douglass, the duly elected, qualified, and act secretary o 
state of the State of 3 do hereby certify that the foregoing {s a 
e, full and correct a! of the original assembly joint memorial and 
resolution to Congress relative to the unrestric’ admission. of Japa- 
nese into the United States, now on file and of record in this office. 
In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
— seal of State, at my office, in Carson City, Nev., this 25th day of 


E 3 W. G. Doudr Ass, Secretary of State. 
By J. W. LEGATE, Deputy. 

Mr. NIXON presented a petition of the legislature of Nevada, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to encourage rifle prac- 
tice and marksmanship; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


int resolution and memorial to Congress relative to encourag- 
marksman. 


ste sbip among citizens of 


ing rifle practice and excellence in 

the United States, 2 3 

Wnereas the Congress of the United States has under consideration 
bills appro: $1,000,000. anisa as proposed by the national 
board Rr e promotion of rifie practice, such pro appropriation 
being intended for use in encouraging rifle practice and excellence in 
marksmanship among the citizens of the Uni States, so as to render 
them quickly available as efficient soldiers in time of war; and 

Whereas our permanent military establishment must, in the nature 
of circumstances, be small, and in the event of war with one or more 
of the first-class powers of the world we must depend almost entirely 
upon our citizen volunteers to provide our fighting force; and 

Whereas the European powers, being fully aware that a nation of 
riflemen is invincible, are making strenuous and continued effort to 
encourage rifle practice and promote good marksmanship with the 

ns of war among their people, * being offered to 
the boys and youth to practice, while the United States, admittedly the 
most progressive of the large nations of the earth, done nothing 
in this direction, although a far greater proportion of its soldiery than 
that of any other country must be drawn from civil life in case of 
war; and 

Whereas the action of the Congress of the United States in propos- 
ing national appropriations annually for the promotion of rifle prac- 
tice and excellence marksmanship may be properly considered as the 
most important and far-reaching measure in the interests of the na- 
tional defense and national training proposed in the history of this 
country: Therefore, be it 
Resolved by the senate of the State of, Nevada (the assembly con- 
our ), That the Representatives in Congress from the State of 
Nevada be, and they hereby are, requested to use their most active and 
ea efforts to secure the enactment of proposed legislation looking 
toward national appropriations for the purpose of encouraging rifle 
practice and excellence in marksmanship. 

And be it further resolved, That his excellency the governor be, and 
he is hereby, uested to forward an engrossed copy ef this resolution 
to each of var Senators and to our Representative in Congress. 

LEM ALLEN 
President. of the Senate. 
C. H. MCINTOSH, 
Reeretary of the Senate, 

SAMUEL TT, 
3 of the Assembly, 


5 REUDENTHAL, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 


Approved March 7, 1905. 
JOHN SPARKS, Governor. 


Srarn or NEVADA, 
epartment of State, se: 


I, W. G. Douglass, the duly elected, qualified, and acting secretary of 
state of the State of Nevada, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a 


correct copy of the original senate joint resolution and 
memorial No. 10, now on file and of record in this office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of state, at my office, in Carson City, Nev., this 9th day of March, 


ie a 5 W. G. Dovatass, Secretary of State. 
-G b 0 

— By J. W. LEGATE, Deputy. 

Mr. NIXON presented a petition of the legislature of Nevada, 
praying for the enactment of legislation restricting persons who 
have declared their intention to become citizens of the United 
States from enjoying the same rights as citizens of the United 
States with respect to the land and mining laws; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed in the Rrcorp, as follows: 


Senate joint and concurrent resolution. relative to the naturalization of 
citizens: 


true, full, and 


Whereas under the land and mining laws of the United States it is 
provided that all ns who have declared their intention to become 


and other laws, 
benefits: of citize: 
Therefore,, be it 


„ 


Resolved by the senate of the State of Nevada (the assembly con- 
curring), That we are heartily in favor of such 1 lation as will re- 
quire persons declaring their intention of becoming citizens under the 
laws of the United States of America to become such wi a reason- 
able period after they are eligible or forfeit all benefits or privileges 
acquired under our laws. ; 

nd resolved, That a copy of this resolution shall be sent to each of 
our Senators and to our Representative in Congress. 

LEM ALLEN, 

President of the Senate, 
C. H. MCINTOSH, 

Secretary of the Senate. 
SAMUEL TT, 

Speaker of the Assembly. 
H. E. FREUDENTHAL, 

Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 


Approved March 16, 1905. 
JOHN Sparks, Governor. 


STATE or NEVADA, 
Department of State, sez 


I, W. G. Douglass, the duly elected, qualified, and actin 88 of 
state of the State of Nevada, do —— certify that the — a 
true, full, and correct copy of the original senate joint and coneurrent 


resolution relative to the naturalization of citizens, now on file and 
of record in this offi 


ce. 
In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
reg gh at my office, in Carson City, Nev., this 25th day of March, 


W. G. U ecretary 
By J. W. 8 eier 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of the Woman's Club of 
Orange, N. J., praying for the passage of the So-called “ pure- 
food bill;“ which was referred to the Committee on Manufac- 
tures. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Eliza- 
beth, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to create a 
corps of commercial agents to promote and extend the Ameri- 
can trade abroad; which was referred to the Committee on Man- 
ufactures. 0 

Mr. BRANDEGEEH presented a petition of Pequot Council, 
No. 24, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Berlin, 
Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict inmi- 
gration; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of Preston City Grange, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Norwich, Conn., remonstrating against 
the repeal of the present oleomargarine law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Teachers’ Club of 
Denver, Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation to set 
aside and protect the Colorado cliff dwellings in that State as 
a national park; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
est Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the Colorado Cattle and Horse 
Growers’ Association, praying for the passage of the so-called 
“Esch-Townsend realroad-rate bill;" which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Colorado Cattle and Horse 
Growers’ Association, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate the interstate transportation of cattle on railroad 
cars; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, 

He also presented a petition of the Real Estate Exchange of 
Denver, Colo., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a post-office build- 
ing in that city ; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of Grand 
Junction, Colo., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Weston, 
Colo., praying for the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; ” 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of southern 
Colorado, praying for the enactment of legislation to- construct 
reservoirs for irrigation purposes in the Rio Grande Valley in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 107, American 
Federation of Labor, of Colorado Springs, Col., and a petition 
of Local Council No. 12, Junior Order of United American 
Mechanics, of Duquesne, Colo., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to restrict immigration; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. BURKETT presented sundry affidavits to accompany the 
bill (S. 885) granting an increase of pension to John Timmer- 
man; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HETBURN presented a petition of the Woman's Club of 
Boise, Idaho, praying for the passage of the so-called “ pure~ 
food bill;“ which was referred to the Committee on Manu» 
factures. 
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CARE OF INSANE SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. At the third session of the Fifty-eighth 
Congress a resolution was adopted by the Senate instructing 
the Committee on the District of Columbia “to make careful 
investigation during the recess of Congress as to the enyiron- 
ment and condition of the soldiers and sailors now inmates of 
the Government Hospital for the Insane, with a view to the 
adoption of a plan to segregate them from the other inmates of 
that institution, report to be made to the Senate at the begin- 
ning of the next session.” 

The Committee on the District of Columbia have given this 
matter some consideration, haying sent the resolution to the 
superintendent of the Government Hospital for the Insane for 
his opinion and report. That official has sent to the chairman 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia a communication 
covering the points of the resolution. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia desire to be ex- 
cused from the further consideration of the matter, and ask 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? If not, the Committee on 
the District of Columbia is excused from the further considera- 
tion of the matter, and the subject is referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 1159) granting a pension to 
Louis T. Frech; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 1160) to correct the 
military record of John McKinnon, alias John Mack; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1161) for the relief of the estates 
of Aaron Van Camp and Virginius P. Chapin; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1162) granting an increase of 
pension to Nelson Cook; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1163) granting an increase of 
pension to Martha G. Cushing; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 1164) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry E. Bedell; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1165) granting an increase of 
pension to James Moss; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1166) to correct the military 
record of Peleg T. Griffith; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with an accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1167) for the relief 
of Addison C. Fletcher; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1168) to amend an act enti- 
tled “An act to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service,” approved April 12, 1902; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1169) for the refund of certain 
tonnage duties; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1170) repealing an act entitled 
“An act to extend the time for presenting claims for additional 
bounties,” and its amendments and extensions, so far as they 
limit the time for presenting claims for additional bounties 
granted to soldiers by the twelfth and thirteenth sections of the 
act of July 28, 1866; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

_ A bill (S. 1171) granting an increase of pension to Walter S. 
Sylvester ; 

A bill (S. 1172) granting an increase of pension to Asaph H. 
Witham (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1173) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Fernald (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1174) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Morgan; 

A bill (S. 1175) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Wilcox (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1176) granting a pension to Sarah E. Presson Flagg. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1177) to regulate the re- 


tirement of certain veterans of the civil war; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1178) providing for the resurvey 
of a township of land in Colorado; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 1179) for the relief of 
Benjamin P, Loyall; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 1180) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to try, adjudicate, and determine certain claims for compensa- 
tion for carrying the mails and pay for the discontinuance of 
postal service ; 

A bill (S. 1181) to provide for the payment of overtime claims 
of letter carriers excluded from judgment as barred by limita- 
tion ; 

A bill (S. 1182) for the relief of the estate of Mary N. Cox, 
deceased ; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1183) for the relief of J. A. Shackle- 


ton 

4 bill (S. 1184) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Com- 
pany; 

A bill (S. 1185) for the relief of Letitia Tyler Semple; 

A bill (S. 1186) for the relief of James Downs; 

A bill (S. 1187) for the relief of the heirs at law of Capt. 
John Lewis; 

A bill (S. 1188) for the relief of the Richmond Locomotive 
Works, successor of the Richmond Locomotive and Machine 
Works (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1189) for the relief of Bolivar Sheild; 

A bill (S. 1190) for the relief of the trustees of Massaponax 
Baptist Church, Massaponax, Va.; 

A bill (S. 1191) for the relief of R. H. Hayden and Emma 
Hayden, executrix of the estate of Logan F. Hayden, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1192) for the relief of Grace Episcopal Church, 
nay er Va. (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1193) for the relief of) William H. Howard and 
Oliver D. Lewis (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1194) for the relief of Joseph T. Chance and the 
heirs of John R. Burton, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1195) for the relief of Thomas Johnson, or his legal 
representatives ; 

A bill (S. 1196) for the relief of the heirs of Lemmus J. 
Spence, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1197) for the relief of William J. Lewis; 

A bill (S. 1198) for the relief of David R. Mister; and 

A bill (S. 1199) for the relief of John Henry Edwards. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1200) granting a pension to Esther G. Wharton; and 

A bill (S. 1201) granting = increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Preston (with accompanying paper). 

Mr. KNOX introduced a bill Xs. 1202) granting a pension to 
Mary T. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1203) granting a pension to 
Albert B. Lawrence; which was reaed twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1204) to award a medal of honor 
to Maj. John O. Skinner, surgeon, United States Army, retired; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1205) for the relief of the heirs of Victor Faisans; 

A bill (S. 1206) for the relief of T. Alonzo Walker and Au- 
gusta C. Todd; and 

A bill (S. 1207) for the relief of the estate of Amy L. Ma- 
houdeau, deceased. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1208) to relieve Charles F. Held of the charge of 
dishonorable dismissal ; 

A bill (S. 1209) for the relief of B. J. D. Irwin; 

A bill (S. 1210) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Joseph W. Johnson ; and 

A bill (S. 1211) to correct the military record of John 
Alspaugh. 
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Mr. HOPKINS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1212) granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Wilcox; 

A bill (S. 1213) granting an increase of pension to Llewellyn 

M. Hartley; an 

Gia bill (S. 1214) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
eson. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1215) to correct the military 
record of William Fleming; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1216) to reimburse John Waller, 
late postmaster at Monticello, N. Y., for money expended in 
carrying the mails; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1217) for the relief of the estate of Henry Ware, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1218) for the relief of Louise Powers McKee, 
administratrix ; 

A bill (S. 1219) for the relief of the board of commissioners 
of Judah Touro Almshouse, of New Orleans; 

A bill (S. 1220) for the relief of the estate of Frederick 
Arbour, deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 1221) for the relief of J. de L. Lafitte. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1222) granting an increase of pension to Ezekiel 
Vincent ; 

A bill (S. 1223) granting a pension to Mary E. Bronaugh; and 

A bill (S. 1224) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Bowles (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 1225) for the relief of 
William K. Denny; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1226) to provide for free trade 
between the Philippine Islands and the United States of 
America; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Philippines. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions : 

A bill (S. 1227) granting an increase of pension to Henry J. 
Patterson ; 

A bill (S. 1228) granting an increase of pension to Julia L. 
Plimpton (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1229) granting a pension to Amanda Howell (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1230) granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
Gaskill (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. SUTHERLAND introduced a bill (S. 1231) to reim- 
burse the Becker Brewing and Malting Company, of Ogden, 
Utah, for loss resulting from robbery of the United States mails; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 1232) to amend section 
918 of the Statutes of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1283) to amend clause 4, subdi- 
vision A, of section 3 of the act to establish a uniform system 
of bankruptcy throughout the United States, as amended Feb- 
ruary 5, 1903; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1234) to provide for the appro- 
priate marking of the graves of the soldiers and sailors of the 
Confederate army and navy who died in northern prisons and 
were buried near the prisons where they died, and for other 
purposes ; which was read twice by its title and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1235) for the relief of W. C. 
Harrell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1236) to authorize payment 
to the Henry Philipps Seed and Implement Company for seed 
furnished to and accepted by the Department of Agriculture 
during the fiscal year 1902; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred. to the Committee on 
Pensions: 


A bill (S. 1237) granting a pension to Louisa Amen; 

A bill (S. 1238) granting an increase of pension to John 
Christoff ; 

A bill (S. 1239) granting an increase of pension to Joseph G. 
McGarvey ; 

A bill (S. 1240) granting an increase of pension to Dana W. 
Hartshorn (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1241) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
F. Dowell (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 1242) to regulate the employment of child labor 
in the District of Columbia ; 

A bill (S. 1248) providing for compulsory education in the 
District of Columbia (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1244) to amend section 605 of the Code of Law for 
the District of Columbia, relating to corporations (with an ac- 
companying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 1245) to amend sections 2, 10, and 12 of an act 
entitled “An act to provide for the appointment of a sealer and 
assistant sealer of weights and measures in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes,“ approved March 2, 1895. 

Mr. SMOOT introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1246) granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Wilson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1247) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Conynghan ; 

A bill (S. 1248) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Bean 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1249) granting an increase of pension to Thomas E. 
Keith; 

A bill (S. 1250) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Halley ; and 

A bill (S. 1251) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Burns (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 1252) to annex a portion of 
Arizona Territory to the State of Utah; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced the following bills: which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1253) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
King; 

A bill (S. 1254) granting an increase of pension to Orlando H. 
Langley ; 

A bill (S. 1255) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Marshall; 

A bill (S. 1256) granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 
Moore; 

A bill (S. 1257) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
O'Day; 

A bill (S. 1258) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Paige; 

A bill (S. 1259) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
Peabody ; 

A bill (S. 1260) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Pugsley ; 

A bill (S. 1261) granting an increase of pension to Edwin P. 
Richardson ; 

A bill (S. 1262) granting an increase of pension to John 
Roby ; 

A bill (S. 1263) granting an increase of pension to George G. 
Sargent; and 

A bill (S. 1264) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Shiney. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 1265) to erect a memorial 
tablet to Ensign John R. Monaghan, United States Navy; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1266) for the relief of John M. 
Hill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1267) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of War to construct a bridge across the Spokane 
River, and for other purposes ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1268) granting an increase of pension to William 
Lownsberry ; 
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A bill (S. 1269) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Edwin Smith; 

A bill (S. 1270) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Barr ; and 
1 A bill (S. 1271) granting an increase of paon to Edward 

rwin. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 1272) for the relief of 
the State of Rhode Island; which was read twice by its titie, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a bill (S. 1273) ‘granting 
an increase of pension to Eleanora A. Keeler; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Publie Buildings and Grounds : 

A bill (S. 1274) authorizing a public building at Washington, 


N. O.; 
A bill (S. 1275) authorizing a public building at Kinston, 
N. C.; 


K A bill (S. 1276) authorizing a public building at Henderson, 
C.; and 
= A bill (S. 1277) authorizing a public building at Fayetteville, 

. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1278) for the relief of William Richards; 

A bill (S. 1279) for the relief of T. R. Davenport; 

A bill (S. 1280) for the relief of Susan C. Schroeder, daughter 
and heir of Susan Allen, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1281) for the relief of John G. Young; 

A bill (S. 1282) for the relief of the Cape Fear and People’s 
Steamboat Company ; 

A bill (S. 1283) for the relief of Thomas S. Lutterloh; 

A bill (S. 1284) for the relief of the heirs of D. W. Morton; 

A bill (S. 1285) for the relief of D. S. Barrus and others; 

A bill (S: 1286) for the relief of William Foy and H. B. Lane, 
executors of Mrs. H. B. Lane, of North Carolina ; 

A bill (S. 1287) for the relief of W. B. Whitfield ; 

A bill (S. 1288) for the relief of John Burke Morris; 

A bill (S. 1289) for the relief of the heirs and distributees of 
H. W. Hargrove; and 

A bill (S. 1290) for the relief of tħe estate of William Cc. 
Lewis. 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 1291) for the relief of 
James W. Watson; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Conimittee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 1292) for the relief of the heirs of John Linton, de- 

sed ; 


ceased ; 

A bill (S. 1293) for the relief of the heirs of George W. Gard- 
her, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1294) for the relief of Emily Donnelly, widow of 
James M. Donnelly, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 1295) for the relief of the heirs of Gladney, Gard- 
ner & Co. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill €S. 1296) for the relief of the 
estate of James Makoy, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FULTON introduced, a bill (S. 1297) for the relief of 
D. J. Holmes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


Mr. SPOONER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1298) granting an increase of pension to Francis W. 
Usher ; 

A bill (S. 1299) granting an increase of pension to Ludwig 
Schultz (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1300) granting an increase of pension to Ceylon C. 
Lincoln (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1501) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Kohl 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1302) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Murray (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1303) granting a pension to Harrison Brott (with 
accompanying papers). 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1304) for the construc- 
tion of a driveway and approaches to the national cemetery at 
Salisbury, N. C.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1305) to provide for the pur- 
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chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Salisbury, in the State of North Carolina; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1806) for the relief of the estate 
of D. L. Pritchard, deceased; which was read twice by ‘its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1307) for the relief of Frank A. 
White; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1308) granting an increase of 
pension to Emilie Wood Reich; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1309) granting a pension to 
Mary R. Ragsdale; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 1310) granting an increase 
of pension to C. S. M. Hooton; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 1311) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Barboursyille, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 1312) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Charleston, W. Va. 

A bill (S. 1313). for the relief of the trustees ‘of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Boothsville, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 1314) for the relief of the trustees of Zion Protes- 
tant Episcopal Church, of Charles Town, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 1315) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Bunker Hill, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 1316) for the relief of the trustees of the Presby- 
terian Church of Springfield, W. Va.; x 

A bili (S. 1317) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Petersburg, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 1318) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Flatwoods; W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 1319) for the relief of the estate of Samuel Ride- 
nour, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 1320) for the relief of Jessie W. Graham, sole heir 
of Jesse Graham, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1321) for the relief of the estate of James Watson, 
deceased ; 

-A bill (8. 1322) for the relief of John Whittington ; 

A bill (S. 1323) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas G. Flagg, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1324) for the relief of George W. Board; 

A bill (S. 1325) for the relief of Harmon Snyder; 

A bill (S. 1326) for the relief of the heirs of Charles A. 
Dinkle, heirs of John F. Dinkle, and J. Daniel Dinkle; 

A bill (S. 1827) for the relief of Christine M. Core, Ella Core 
sajeg and Jane F. Martin, sole heirs of Andrew S. Core, de- 
cea 

F bill (S. 1328) for the relief of Thomas McCallister; 

A bill (S. 1329) for the relief of the estate of Jacob Custer, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1330) for the relief of Joseph Duncan; 

A bill (S. 1331) for the relief of the estate of Henry Gannon, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1332) for the relief of the estate of James II. 
Hardesty, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1333) for the relief of the estate of Oliver Milburn, 
deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 1334) for the relief of the estate of Leyi Moler, 
deceased. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 1335) to extend the bene- 
fits of the act of June 27, 1890, to the members of the company 
of Indian scouts under command of Brig. Gen. Alfred Sully in 
1864 and 1865; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1336) providing for the allotment and distribution 
of the tribal funds of the Yankton tribe of Sioux Indians in the 
State of South Dakota; and 

A bill (S. 1337) providing for the allotment and distribution 
of the tribal funds of the Sisseton and Wahpeton tribe of Sioux 
Indians in the State of South Dakota. 

Mr. FRAZIER introduced a bill (S. 1338) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Claiborne; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1339) for the relief of the estate 
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of Dr. Thomas J. Coward, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill’ (S. 1340) granting an increase of pension to John 
Leavitt; 

A bill (S. 1341) granting an increase of pension to Fred 
Preisinger; and 

A bill (S. 1342) granting an increase of pension to Morton 
M. Noah (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 1343) for the relief of 
Well C. McCool; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1344) for the relief of John M. 
Burks; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LODGE. I introduced a bill last week providing for the 
reorganization of the consular service of the United States. 
Owing to an error of the copyist, one of the sections of the bill 
was repeated, making two sections where there should have been 
only one—repeating the same section. Therefore I will rein- 
troduce the bill corrected, that I may have a correct print. The 
old print should be withdrawn. I ask unanimous consent, also, 
that there may be 400 additional copies printed for the use of 
the State Department. 

The bill (S. 1345) to provide for the reorganization of the 
consular service of the United States was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
requests that 400 additional copies of the bill just introduced 
be printed for the use of the State Department. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1346) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to fix the compensation of inspectors of 
customs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions : 

A bill (S. 1347) granting a pension to Martha W. Pollard; 

A bill (S. 1348) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Bliss, alias James Warren (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1349) granting an increase of pension to Daniel C. 
Earle (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1350) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Cullen (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1851) granting an increase of pension to Dexter 
E. W. Stone (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 1852) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Scannell (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1353) granting a pension to Ellen Harriman (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1354) granting a pension to Lydia Jones (with an 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1355) granting a pension to Michael J. Meehan ; 

A bill (S. 1356) granting a pension to Catherine M. Brown 
(with an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 1857) granting an increase of pension to Orlando 
C. Pinkham (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 1358) to amend an act 
entitled “An act authorizing the construction of additional light- 
house districts,” approved July 26, 1886; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1359) granting an increase of 
pension to Jeremiah Boss; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON (for Mr. Crapp) introduced a bill (S. 1360) 
for the relief of William Leech; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (for Mr. Crarr) introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1361) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. J. 
Kent; an 
A bill 
O'Brian. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 1363) granting an increase 
of pension to Barzillas P. Irons; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 1864) for the relief of 
John T. Spence or his legal representatives; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 1365) providing for the 


d 
(S. 1862) granting an increase of pension to William 


placing of an elevator in the public building at Boise, Idaho; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (S. 1866) for the relief of Abi- 
gail Stover; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

105 bill (S. 1367) granting an increase of pension to Almon 

oster ; J 

A bill (S. 1368) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Hicks; and 

A bill (S. 1369) granting a pension to Abraham Smith. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 1370) for the relief of 
William H. Hugo, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 1371) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Samuel E. Bratton; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1372) for the relief of 
Edmonia Brooke Taliaferro; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1373) to provide for the con- 
struction of a memorial bridge across the Potomac River from 
Washington to the Arlington estate property; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 1374) to establish a fish- 
cultural station in the State of Utah; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. HEMENWAY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

1 1 bill (S. 1375) granting an increase of pension to Reuben A. 
es; 

A bill (S. 1376) granting a pension to Adam Werner; and 
2285 bill (S. 1377) granting an increase of pension to John R.“ 

rown. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1379) for the relief of the 
heirs of the estate of Melissa Cathright, deceased, of Colbert 
County, Ala.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 8) authorizing 
the President to reappoint Henry L. Harris, jr., as first lieu- 
tenant in the Army; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I introduce a bill which I 
ask to have read at length, as it is a very short one, in order 
that I may make an explanation. 

The bill (S. 1878) to amend the act to regulate commerce 
was read the first time by its title, and the second time at 
length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act to regulate commerce approved 
February 4, 1887, be, and the same is hereby, amended as follows: At 
the end of the first section add the following: 

“Whenever the Interstate Commerce Commission, created by this 
act, shall, upon complaint and hearing, decide that any charge made for 
such service is unjust and unreasonable, it shall have the power, and 
it shall be its duty, to fix a maximum reasonable rate for such service, 
and to make an order specifying the time, which shall be within 
thirty days after the date of such order, when such rate shall take 
effect; and th er such rate shall be the only lawful rate which 
= ae may collect until changed by further order of the Com- 
mission.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks unanimous consent that he be permitted to explain the 
bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow 
me to introduce a bill? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

[The bill introduced by Mr. HEYBURN appears under its 
appropriate heading. ] ) 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I wish simply to inquire what is the busi- 
ness before the Senate to which the Senator from South Caro- 
lina desires to address himself? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
introduced a bill and asked unanimous consent of the Senate, 
after it was read, that he might explain it. The Senate gave 
the consent and the Senator from South Carolina has the floor. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have no objection to the Senator explain- 
ing the bill, of course, but I should be gratified if the bill could 
be read again. I should be glad to hear it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I should be glad to have it again read. 

The Secretary again read the bill. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the bill does not really need 
any explanation, for it is in the fewest possible words and in 
the plainest terms that I could study up to accomplish a result 
which seems to be much sought after by millions of people in 
this country and a great many of us. 

There are perhaps a dozen bills of one kind and another re- 
lating to this subject pending in the two branches of 
We have three distinct propositions before the Interstate Com- 
merce Committee of the Senate, and there are more than that, 
or twice as many as that, at the other end of the Capitol. 

This subject was brought to the attention of the country last 
winter in a very clear and distinct way by the passage in the 
other House of the Esch-Townsend bill, which came over here 
and died. We have had hearings during the summer before the 
Interstate Commerce Committee relating to this subject, which 
will be submitted to the Senate in due time in printed form, 
some fiye or six volumes nearly as large as the Revised 
Statutes. 

It seems to me that there is no need of so much time being 
given to the granting of relief to the people if it is really the 
purpose of Congress to do so. We were considering in com- 
mittee the Interstate Commerce Commission bill, as it is called, 
a bill prepared by the Interstate Commerce Commission and 
sent to us for consideration or examination. I do not know 
that it has been introduced as yet in this body, but still we 
have had it under advisement and it has been printed, and 
I will say that it embraces some forty or fifty or seventy-five 
pages—I do not know how many, but it is a great big pam- 
phlet—but there are so many ideas embraced in it, all looking 
to and varying this one idea into such an avalanche of words, 
that I have thought it worth while, at the suggestion of some 
of my brethren on that committee of both parties, to try to get 
at the kernel of the proposition—the concrete proposition, the 
simple, straightforward, unadulterated idea that the commerce 
of the country is suffering from railway oppression or dis- 
crimination, and that there is now no adequate tribunal or 
method by which relief can be granted; and dreading the result 
of too many words, the effect which the courts would certainly 
bring about, if we should launch a bill like that coming from 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, in litigation for the next 
ten years; knowing that every single, solitary sentence, section, 
and word in the law to regulate commerce has been made the 
subject of judicial scrutiny, and has had its meaning, purpose, 
and scope passed upon and set down, I thought it advisable and 
8 bees and best, from my point of view, to go at the plain propo- 
sition whether or not it is the will of Congress to grant to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission the power to regulate rates 
upon complaint, which the Supreme Court has declared it does 
not possess. 

That is the whole subject, to my mind, that we ought to first 
consider. Of course there are other grievances and abuses in 
relation to transportation, railway rates, and all that kind of 
thing which I know need amendment and straightening out. 
We have several propositions looking to dealing with differen- 
tials, terminal charges, private railway cars, and all that, I 
know, and I will be ready to cooperate in reaching some legisla- 
tion that will do away with those abuses. But the one idea 
that I want to press home and endeavor to get action upon is 
the simple proposition to grant to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission the power to fix rates after it has discovered by its 
investigation that the existing rate is unfair, unjust, and con- 
trary to law. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I want to ask the Senator if I correctly 
understand his proposition as embraced in the bill to mean that 
the Interstate Commerce Commission shall be given the power 
to fix rates and that there shall be no appeal to the courts per- 
mitted; that it shall be absolute. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, no; the Supreme Court has declared— 
and the Senator is familiar with the decision—that under the 
Constitution Congress has no such power, and it is not worth 
while for us to say in a bill that we are going to give that power, 
because the court would pay no attention to it and would declare 
such a bill unconstitutional. That is one of the how-not-to-do-it 
ways that I want to keep away from. 

Mr. GALLINGER. As I understand the bill to read, it is that 
the Interstate Commerce Commission shall have the right to 
absolutely fix the rate, which shall be the recognized rate until 
the Commission itself sees fit to change it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is the Senator’s proposition? 
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Mr. TILLMAN. That is the Senator’s proposition. 
Mr. GALLINGER. That is going further than I think has 
heretofore been suggested from any quarter, is it not? 


Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will pardon me, he is just 
merely playing with words. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not at all. : 

Mr. TILLMAN. Because I could have added those words, 
that the railway should have the right to go into the courts to 
seek redress; but you can not take away, if you should try to 
do so, a right guaranteed to them in the Constitution itself. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, that answers my question, I will 
say to the Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. This important matter, Mr. President, as I 
said, is pressing for solution or for settlement. I do not know, 
of course, what the temper of the Senate or of Congress is, and 
I can not tell what the Senate will do with it, but I feel very 
earnestly that something ought to be done, and done at once, 
knowing that if this bill is made the law the next week after 
it has become a law the machinery will begin to move to grant 
this redress. I would almost be willing, if it was not contrary 
to the rules—but the emergency is not so great as that—to ask 
for a suspension of the rules and let us take up the bill. Of 
course that would be, in the light of the rules, an absurdity, 
for my friend from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] promised me, 
without reading this, that any bill that was not any longer than 
I had said in committee mine would be, he would be almost 
ready to vote for without seeing it; and so I will anticipate that 
he will, of course, fall in behind this idea; but if I am mistaken, 
that is all right. 

All I want to do is to emphasize my position, and, as I believe, 
the Democratic position, that the country wants redress of this 
grievance; it wants relief from the oppression which business is 
now suffering under; and, to my mind, this simple, concrete 
proposition, that the courts have practically already decided, 
will grant that relief. After a while, if there should be addi- 
tional legislation that is needed, that will come along in due time, 
and I shall be ready to cooperate with anyone in seeking to get it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill, having been read twice by 
its title, will be referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 


merce. 

Mr. FORAKER. If I may be allowed to do so, I should like 
to say a word or two in answer to what has just been said by 
the Senator from South Corolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. 

Mr. President, the bill that has just been introduced by the 
Senator from South Carolina, and to which he has briefiy 
spoken, is, in my judgment, the best rate-making bill that has 
been introduced in Congress since this subject came up for con- 
sideration and since we have been studying the subject. It is 
the best, Mr. President, because manifestly it would do the least 
harm. 

The Senator confines himself to an authorization of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission to make maximum rates in one 
particular kind of case, namely, where excessive or extortionate 
rates have been complained of and there has been a hearing. It 
does not propose to go beyond that. There is no provision in 
the bill for minimum rates; there is no provision in it about 
differentials; there is nothing in it that interferes with, or can 
interfere with, the continuous successful operation of the pro- 
visions of the Elkins law, under which rebates and discrimina- 
tions are now prohibited and under which a remedy against 
them is provided. 

Mr. President, in saying what I have, I minimize the neces- 
sity for any legislation of this character. The bill is aimed 
solely at excessive rates. We have been told by authority the 
Senator will not question—for the authority is no other than 
the President of the United States himself—that there is but 
little complaint of excessive or extortionate rates—at least but 
little that has come to his knowledge—so little that he does not 
apprehend that the conferring of the rate-making power upon 
the Interstate Commerce Commission or some other govern- 
mental tribunal would result in the lowering of rates to such 
an extent as that the wages of the railway employees would be 
put in any jeopardy whatever. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator from Ohio has used the words 
“ excessive rates.“ I understand the language of the bill intro- 
duced by the Senator from South Carolina is “ unjust and un- 
reasonable rates.” 

Mr. TILLMAN. The bill speaks for itself, and will prove 
whether I occupy the attitude the Senator from Ohio seeks to 
attribute to me. 
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Mr. FORAKER. The language of the bill is, following the 
language employed in the act which the Senator is proposing to 
amend, unjust and unreasonable rates,” and the fixing of a 
maximum reasonable rate; in other words, by all construc- 
tion, this would be regarded as being aimed at rates that are 
higher than they should be. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, you may call them “ unreasonable,” 
you may call them “ excessive,” or you may call them what you 
see fit to call them; we all understand exactly what is meant. 

Mr. CARMACK. The point I was making, if the Senator will 
permit me, is that the bill does not mean that the rate itself 
must of necessity be absolutely extortionate, but if the rate is 
relatively higher than it ought to be, then it would be unrea- 
sonable. 

Mr. FORAKER. I call attention to the fact that this bill 

would not deal with a rate that was only relatively higher. I 
will came to that in a moment, if it is necessary to protract this 
discussion. 
I want now, only briefly, to justify myself in a statement 
I made a moment ago, that this is the best proposition that 
has yet been brought to the Congress, if the Government is to 
go into the rate-making business to any extent whatever, be- 
cause it would be the least harmful. 

Now, Mr. President, what is it that there is complaint about? 
The Senator from South Carolina spoke about this as a measure 
calculated to relieve the people from the oppression of which 
they are now complaining all over the country. Is there any 
complaint about exeessive rates or rates that are in and of 
themselves unreasonable and unjust because too high? The uni- 
form testimony is that there is nothing of that kind of any 
serious moment to complain of. There are undoubtedly some 
excessive rates, undoubtedly some rates which in and of them- 
selves are higher than they should be; but the opinion of all 
who have testified before the Senate committee on that subject, 
and the opinion of all who haye expressed themselves on that 
subject, including the most distinguished advocates of the propo- 
sition that the Government shall go into the rate-making busi- 
ness, is that rates are on the average in and of themselves just 
and reasonable and low enough; that there is no such complaint 
of rates that they are too high as to justify one in saying that 
the people are being oppressed in that way. 

What is it that the people now complain of? They complain of 
rebates and of discriminations. So far as rebates are concerned, 
we legislated on that subject three years ago now almost—in 
February, 1908—when we passed the so-called Elkins law. In 
that measure we provided a remedy against rebates. Up to 
that time the giving of rebates was justly regarded as the worst 
abuse practiced by the railroads of this country upon the ship- 
pers of this country. I had the honor to be a member of the 
Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce then, as I have now. 
I had something to do with the putting of that act in the form 
in which it was finally passed and in which it became a law. 
We undertook then to deal with rebates and with discrimina- 
tions. What is the result? According to the testimony of every 
man who has spoken on this subject before our committee— 
every man on both sides of this controversy, I think without 
exception, since that law .was enacted and put into force—re- 
bates have practically been discontinued; and, if not discon- 
tinned, all unite in saying that the statute thus put upon the 
statute books by the Congress of the United States is all the 
legislation that it is necessary to enact in order to provide a leg- 
islative remedy full, ample, and complete against that kind of 
abuse. 

Mr. Bacon, who is chairman of the Shippers’ Association, who 
came here as the head and front of this movement—a most 
estimable man, a worthy, truthful man, for whom I have the 
highest personal regard because of the good character and good 
temper he has displayed under all circumstances—testified be- 
fore the committee—and it has been quoted over and over again 
in the discussions since he made the statement—that the Elkins 
law in the provision to which I have called attention makes 
ample provision against rebates. The testimony is that they 
have been practically discontinued since the enactment of that 
statute; and, if not, that the law is all that they have a right 
to expect of Congress in order that they may be discontinued by 
enforcing the law. 

In that law, Mr. President, we have provided a remedy. The 
Senator from South Carolina recognizes that, and that is one 
of the good features of his bill. The Senator proceeds upon the 
idea that the law already upon the statute boek—he evidently 
proceeds upon that idea—is ample, as he knows it to be, and as 
all know it to be who have investigated the subject, to prevent 
the practice of giving rebates. Hence he does not deal with 
that evil. The mere conferring of power upon the Interstate 


Commerce Commission to make rates manifestly does not afford 
any remedy against rebates, for rebates may be granted by the 
railroads as against rates made by the Commission as well as 
against rates made by themselves. ; 

Neither is there any remedy that the Senator would adopt in 
the suggestion that was made in the President's message on this 
subject, that where one of a number of competing roads grants 
secret rebates and the Commission learns of it they shall have 
authority to break up the practice by fixing as the maximum 
rate the rebate rate—the lower rate. There is no remedy in 
that, because, Mr. President, I think upon consideration nobody 
would insist upon what would be so unreasonable in its opera- 
tion as that would be. 

In a case where between two given points there were three 
lines, we will say, in competition, and one cut the rates, then 
the Interstate Commerce Commission might solve it by fix- 
ing that as the maximum rate for that road in order to pun- 
ish it. The trouble is that it would be fixing the rate that the 
other two competing roads would be compelled immediately to 
accept, thus penalizing the roads which had obeyed the law, or 
else they would have to lose their business to the other road, 
which would be a worse penalizing still. 

So it is, Mr. President, I know enough of the Senator from 
South Carolina, I know enough of his powers of analysis, I 
know enough of his mental operations, to know he does not pur- 
pose, in giving the Interstate Commerce Commission the power 
to fix a maximum rate, to break up rebates in any such way as 
that; and yet it must be done in that way or some other such 
way if it is to to be dealt with by the mere conferring of the 
right or the granting of the power to make maximum rates upon 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. 7 

Now, passing rebates and passing excessive rates, what is 
left? Discriminating charges. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. i 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I have not yet had an 
opportunity to read all of the testimony taken before the com- 
mittee, but before the Senator from Ohio passes from the ques- 
tion of reasonable or unreasonable rates, I should like to ask 
him if it was not reasonably established in those hearings, first, 
that the rates on lumber from the Southwest. were unreasonable ; 
second, that the rates on cattle from the South, and Southwest 
to the Northwest, to feeding stations, were unreasonable; and if 
it was not established, in the third place, that in numberless 
eases of ordinary rates they were unfair and unreasonable in 
ER that they discriminated improperly. and unfairly against 
ocalities? ry 

Mr. FORAKER. | Mr. President, I was just coming to the last 
suggestion of the Senator. As to the other suggestions he 
makes, there is much testimony before the committee tending 
to support what the Senator contends for in that respect. I 
did not say that there were not unreasonable rates; what I did 
say was that undoubtedly there are some unreasonable rates. 
There may be unreasonable rates as to lumber. It may be that 
there are unreasonable rates in certain instances as to live 
stock, which the Senator has mentioned. It may be that in 
many other instances there are unreasonable rates in the sense 
that they are too high. It would be exceedingly strange if there 
were not, for these rates cover the whole country, every section 
of it and every kind of traffic; but what I said was this, that it 
has been conceded and admitted before the committee and 
everywhere else by all who have discussed this subject that on 
the average rates in and of themselves are not unreasonably 
high, and that, so far as the mere correction of unreasonable 
rates is concerned, there is no widespread oppression in the 
eountry of which the people are now making complaint. What 
the people have been making complaint about, and justly making 
complaint about, and what we should provide a remedy against, 
and what I stand here to help provide a remedy against, is, 
first, rebates; and, in the second place, the discrimination be- 
tween localities and between individuals, of which the Senator 
speaks, ; 

What I was calling attention to was that this measure of the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], if I understand 
it, confines itself to unreasonable and unjust rates. It does not 
undertake to deal with rebates, and I suppose the reason is 
because we have already dealt with them with that degree of 
satisfaction to which I have called attention. It does not under- 
take, as I understand it, to deal with discrimination between 
localities or between commodities or between individuals. i 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Virginia? 
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Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. What would the Senator propose to do about 
the unreasonable things done as to localities, commodities, and 
individuals? 

Mr. FORAKER. I am going to speak about that. I am just 
coming to it. 

I do not understand the bill of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina to apply to rebates or to discriminations between localities, 
but to be confined in its operation to the correction of rates that 
are unreasonably high. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator will allow me, I apprehend 
from his remarks that he proposes to correct one evil and not 
do anything about the others. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not understand the Senator's inquiry. 

Mr. DANIEL. I stated that I apprehended from the tone of 
the Senator’s remarks, if not his expression, that his idea was 
to pass this proposition of the Senator from South Carolina, 
and leave the relative discriminations as to localities, commodi- 
ties, and persons untouched. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ob, no, Mr. President, the Senator from 
Virginia entirely misunderstands me. I started out by saying 
that this was the best rate-making bill that has been suggested. 
I adhere to that. It is the simplest, and will do the most good, 
if anything of that kind is to be put into our legislation, and do 
the least harm. Nothing else has been proposed that will do 
anything else except incalculable harm. 

Now, I come to answer the Senator from Virginia. I am not 
going to vote for this bill; I do not want the Senator to get that 
impression; I am just throwing a few bouquets to the Senator 
from South Carolina; none, however, that he does not deserve, 
for his bill does have the merit of brevity and simplicity. It 
goes straight to the mark, as the Senator always goes straight 
to the mark; and it would accomplish just what he wants to 
accomplish, I imagine. But what I am calling attention to is 
that the bill does not undertake to deal with rebates, as I un- 
derstand it, and does not undertake to deal with discriminations 
between localities or any other kind of discriminations. I 
should have said the reason he does not undertake to deal with 
rebates, in my opinion, is that he knows that the present law 
to remedy rebates is working successfully, efficiently, and sat- 
isfactorily. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I thought that that law was sufficient; and 
I still think so—— 

Mr. FORAKER. As against rebates. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But since the suit begun by Messrs. Harmon 
and Judson, under the instructions of the Attorney-General, had 
such a miserable and pitiful fiasco, I am led to say that until 
the Executive stops protecting Cabinet officers from the opera- 
tion of the law and whitewashing them, we will never have 
anything done under that law so long as we have the present 
man in the White House. It is not the fault of the law. The 
law is all right. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am not to be diverted from the discussion 
of what is properly before the Senate by a reference on the part 
of the Senator from South Carolina to a particular transaction 
with respect to which he may think that the President or some 
other official fell short of doing full duty. If so—if anybody 
fell short of duty—it is not the fault of the law. 

I was proceeding, as I said, upon the assumption that the 
reason the Senator from South Carolina does not undertake to 
deal with rebates is that he knows rebates are already suc- 
cessfully dealt with, so far as the law can deal with them. I 
am glad to have the Senator so state. So we will pass by the 
question of rebates. He is dealing simply with excessive rates. 
I do not mean to be put in the attitude of saying there are no 
excessive rates, but I do want, when I come to discuss that 
question, to show, in addition to what I have already said 
about it, that they are not the crying evil and that we can in a 
better way provide a complete remedy against excessive rates. 
I am going to discuss my own bill in a few days, and I think 
I can make every unbiased mind understand that in the courts, 
immediately upon the presentation of a complaint, there is a 
complete remedy against excessive rates in the mere exercise of 
judicial power and without resort to anything that is so radical 
and revolutionary in its character as to have the Government 
go into the rate-making business. 

Now as to discriminations between localities, coming to what 
the Senator from Virginia called my attention to, they are the 
subject of much complaint, but this bill does not undertake to 
deal with them. Let us assume, Mr. President, that there is a 
complaint before the Commission—and I speak of this par- 


ticularly in view of what the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Car- 
MACK] suggested—that there is a discrimination between roads 
centering at one particular point, coming from different points. 
Nobody complains, confining ourselves to that one complaint, 
that any rate is too high. The highest rate is conceded to be 
no more than is just and reasonable if it were standing by 
itself. But they say the relative adjustment is such that the 
differential amounts to a discrimination. One locality may be 
only half the distance removed that the other competing lo- 
cality is, and yet the two may have substantially the same rate. 

Will any man tell me how fixing a maximum rate will cure 
the differential in which is involved the injustice by merely 
fixing a maximum rate? You can not do it; and the Interstate 
Commerce Commission have recognized that fact in the bill 
which they framed and sent to the Senate Interstate Commerce 
Committee for its consideration, and which is now pending be- 
fore that committee. They recognized it by providing in that 
bill that the Commission shall not only have power to fix a 
maximum rate, but also shall have power to fix a minimum 
rate; power, if you please, Mr. President, not only to say that 
the rate from A to B shall be reduced, but, in order to break 
up the differential that is complained of, power to say that the 
rate from C to B shall not be reduced, but shall remain where 
it is or be raised to a point higher than it is. 

The Senator from South Carolina has not undertaken to deal 
with that question. Until somebody undertakes to deal with it, 
there will be no remedy presented to this body or any other 
which will give to the people of this country in its operation as 
law any remedy for that complaint. Does anybody imagine for 
one minute that the people of this country would long tolerate 
the fixing by any body, any tribunal, any Government authority, 
of a minimum rate below which it would be unlawful for a rail- 
road to reduce its rate if it saw fit? 

I am pretty familiar with one kind of complaint involving 
this identical question. We have heard of it for years in Cin- 
cinnati. Years ago we had no direct communication with the 
South. We are situated on the Ohio River. We were anxious 
to have southern trade. Louisville had the advantage over us 
of having the Louisville and Nashville, which carried its 
products into the heart of the South. To overcome that disad- 
vantage we did what no other municipality in this country has 
done. At an expense of $30,000,000 we built a road of our own, 
which we still own and control and operate through a lessee. 
Our purpose was to get into the South by a direct line, which 
would enable us to compete with Louisville. We were looking 
to the markets of Chattanooga and Atlanta and Meridian and 
beyond. 

When our railroad was completed and was opened for busi- 
ness, and we commenced to ship into the South, what happened? 
We found not only Louisville in competition with us, but we 
found New York, 800 miles away, enjoying practically the same 
kind of a rate into Atlanta and almost as good a rate into 
Chattanooga as we enjoyed. With Cincinnati only 400 miles 
away and New York 800 miles away and the rates practically 
the same, there was an outcry that Cincinnati was being dis- 
criminated against; and everybody naturally thought she was, 
and it may be that she was. But there is a reason for all these 
things if you will only investigate and find out what it is, and 
we were not long investigating until we learned that there was 
another factor besides distance that played not only an impor- 
tant but a controlling part in fixing rates for these various roads. 
When we investigated we found out that although New York 
was 800 miles and we were only 400 miles from those points— 
I am speaking, of course, only in round figures—yet water 
transportation had such an influence in fixing rates that the 
railroads out of New York, having to compete with water trans- 
portation, were compelled to fix the low rate they did or else 
everything would go by water instead of rail. We have been 
fighting that proposition ever since. 

Now, it is proposed by the Interstate Commerce Commission 
in the bill they have sent to us and with which Senators are all 
familiar, that that differential shall be cured. I take that as 
an illustration simply. How? They say the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission shall have power not only to fix a maximum 
rate, but also to fix a minimum rate, and the power to control 
differentials. What does that mean? It means they are not 
only to sit in judgment as to whether or not the rate from Cin- 
cinnati to Chattanooga or to Atlanta is too high relatively, and 
whether it shall be reduced, but also as to whether the rates 
from Boston and New York and Philadelphia and Baltimore, 
and all the other Atlantic seaboard cities are too low relatively, 
and therefore to fix a minimum below which those rates can not 
be reduced. So they provide in the bill; and what is the provision? 
Their provision relates only to rail and to part rail and part 
water. But, Mr. President, unless they apply it to all-water 
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interstate rtation it will be ineffective to accomplish any 
good. It will be ineffective, because the very minute you fix the 
minimum by rail in connection with water the water route has 
only to reduce the rate and everythng goes by water instead of 
by rail. But shall we stop water competition by fixing a mini- 
mum rate? 

Now, the Senator from South Carolina has wisely abstained, 
in the drawing of his bill, from undertaking to deal with any 
such proposition as that. He has wisely abstained, because it 
is an utter impossibility to deal successfully through any kind 
of a Government tribunal or agency of the nature of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission with a difficulty of that nature. 
The only way you can deal with it is by going into court with 
your complaint, and going there at once. A court of equity 
has complete power and you can not take it away, and you 
can not limit it, or cireumscribe it, or deny it, no matter how 
much you may write it down in the bill. I agree with the 
Senator from South Carolina in that respect. 

The courts of equity, without any legislation on the subject, 
have complete jurisdiction to entertain such a complaint from 
any individual citizen who may set up that he is a shipper and is 
interested. He can thus invoke the exercise of the power of a 
court of equity. Yet legislation is necessary in that regard, be- 
cause no individual shipper should be required to embark in 
litigation with a railroad on the other side about a matter of 
such minor consequence as the difference may be in a particular 
rate that is charged. When the shipper goes into court to 
make a contest of that character against a road, he represents 
the whole community. He represents not only one community, 
but many communities. He represents all shippers situated as 
he is. It is a quasi public proceeding in its nature and in its 
effect, and we should, by statutory provision, mal it so. That 
is what I have undertaken to do in the bill I have framed. We 
should provide that whenever there is a complaint of that kind 
filed with the Commission, it should be sent at once, if there be 
probable ground for it, to the court, which will sit in judgment, 
not to make a rate—the court has no power to make rates; that 
is a legislative function—but to determine whether or not an 
unjust differential is being enforced, and if so, to find what 
would be a just differential, and require, by its proper order, the 
parties interested to conform to it, which would mean that the 
railroads might fix their rates higher or lower, so far as that 
order was concerned, but they must fix them so as to make a 
correct relative adjustment. That is what we are aiming at. 
We in our part of the country are not complaining of rates in 
and of themselves. We are complaining of the relative adjust- 
ments that we think are wrong and injurious and disadvanta- 
geous to us and what we want is a remedy against that condi- 
tion. We do not want a measure brought in here which I think 
I can show eyen to the satisfaction of the Senator from South 
Carolina is an unconstitutional measure. We do not want a 
measure brought in here which, whether it be unconstitutional 
or not, will involve us in all kinds of litigation as to its validity. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator say that this bill is uncon- 
stitutional? 

Mr, FORAKER. No; but at another time I shall undertake 
to speak on that question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What does he mean to show is unconstitu- 
tional? 

Mr. FORAKER. I mean to show that the Government has 
not any constitutional power to make rates in the way proposed 
through a commission. That Congress may make rates—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then the Supreme Court are in error, be- 
cause they said that very thing. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Supreme Court has not said any such 
thing as I have read and understood its decisions. Not only is 
there at the threshold a question as to the right of Congress to 
make a rate, but there is a question beyond it, of which I have 
not any doubt at all, and that is whether, this being a legislative 
power, we have a right to delegate it in the way proposed to a 
commission or anybody else. 

It is one thing to say that the rates shall be so much per ton 
per mile on a certain kind of a road and under certain condi- 
tions, and authorize a commission to make a mathematical cal- 
culation and fix those rates in specific figures, and quite another 
thing to intrust to a commission the work of using legislative 
discretion in fixing specific rates. It is an entirely different 
thing for Congress to say rates shall be just and reasonable and 
then commit to somebody else the exercise of the legislative dis- 
cretion with which Congress alone is invested. That is a 
wholly different thing. 

The proposition that this is not a delegation of power when 
discretion is to be exercised is to my mind untenable; but at 
another time, as I have said, I shall take that up. I only rose 
to say a grent many less words than I have spoken, in answer 
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to the Senator from South Carolina, chief of which were in- 
tended to be in the nature of a congratulation to him upon hav- 
ing framed in so few words so simple a measure, if we are going 
into that business at all; it is simple and easily understood, and, 
assuming that it could be upheld in the courts, the least harmful 
of anything that has been suggested, because it confines itself, 
as I understand, to what really there is no serious complaint 
about. That is, it does not undertake to deal with rebates; it 
does not undertake to deal with discriminations; and it does not 
undertake to interfere with the statute now in ferce which has 
been found to be the most salutary legislation that has been 
placed on the statute books since the original interstate-com- 
merce act was passed in 1887. 

Mr. TILLMAN rose. 

Mr. FORAKER. I yield to the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I thought the Senator from Ohio was 
through. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. Did I understand the Senator to say that Con- 
gress has the power to make rates and that Congress can not 
delegate that power to the Interstate Commerce Commission? 

Mr. FORAKER. What I said was that a great many very ex- 
cellent lawyers are of the opinion that Congress itself does not 
have the power to make specific rates. About that I will express 
no opinion. It may be they are in error. But what I said—and 
as to this I have no doubt whatever in my mind—was that Con- 
gress has no power to delegate to a commission, except in an ad- 
ministrative way, authority to make rates, because that is a dele- 
gation of legislative power pure and simple, and you can not find 
a rule in any of the books or in any of the decisions that will 
uphold it. 

Mr. CLAY. I think I understand the Senator. The Senator, 
then, denies to Congress the power so to amend the interstate- 
commerce law as to permit the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion to hear complaints as to whether or not rates are unjust 
and unreasonable, and if they find they are, to reduce them. The 
Senator contends that Congress can not delegate to the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission that power? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. I contend that the delegation of legis- 
lative power—I am not undertaking to specify it, but as a gen- 
eral proposition—is prohibited, 

Mr. CLAY. I also understand the Senator to say that at pres- 
oa; the subject of rebates has been dealt with, and I agree with 

vn 

Mr. FORAKER. Les. 

Mr. CLAY. And so with discriminations. The long and short 
haul clause of the interstate-commerce act is practically a 
nullity now under the decisions of our courts, and I understand 
the Senator to contend that Congress can not go any further 
than we have gone so far as concerns giving the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission the power to prescribe and fix rates. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido. I am opposed to giving the Interstate 
Commerce Commission the power to fix rates as a matter of 
policy. I am opposed to it as a matter of power, except in a 
purely administrative way. I am opposed 

Mr. CLAY. I will say that I do not agree with the Senator 
from Ohio in the position he has taken. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am opposed to it because of the want of 
power when coupled with legislative discretion, and because, in 
my opinion, it is bad policy. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I must have misunderstood the Senator from 
Ohio, but if I understood him correctly he asserts that when 
Congress confers upon the Interstate Commerce Commission the 
power to fix a reasonable rate in substitution for an unreason- 
able one it delegates to the Interstate Commerce Commission the 
legislative power of Congress, and therefore it is not competent 
under the Constitution for Congress to pass that kind of a law. 
Did I understand the Senator to say that? 

Mr. FORAKER. That is my opinion if the power be con- 
ferred in a legislative way without any qualification whatever, 
and I see it as plain as a pikestaff. 

Mr. BAILET. Then let me inquire: The Senator from Ohio 
does not believe that the same reasoning would apply to the 
commissions created in the several States, which have them- 
selyes been authorized not to substitute reasonable for un- 
reasonable rates, but to initiate and fix the rates in the first 
instance? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, that is a different question, 
dependent upon the particular legislation and the power that is 
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lodged in the legislative department of the particular State gov- 
ernment; and when the case is presented we will measure it. 
What I am referring to is the fact that we are authorized by 
the Constitution to regulate commerce among the States and 
with foreign nations, and there are a great many very good law- 
yers who think that even Congress has no right to fix the price 
at which transportation shall be furnished any more than it has 
a right to fix the sum which engineers and conductors and 
other employees of a railroad shall be paid for their services. 
A great many good lawyers so contend. I say upon that ques- 
tion I express no opinion, but I have been very greatly im- 
pressed with some of the arguments which have been made in 
behalf of that proposition, I have always supposed that under 
the power to regulate commerce we ourselves have the right to 
fix rates, but I have always been of opinion, and never so clearly 
as since I have investigated the subject, as I have been trying 
to do during the past summer, that the Congress has no consti- 
tutional power to delegate to a commission the legislative au- 
thority to make specific rates. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Ohio pardon me for 
another interruption? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Ohio is well aware, of 
course, that in the Mississippi commission case—I believe the 
style of the case is Stone against Farmers’ Loan and Trust Com- 
pany, as I recall it—that very question was distinctly raised. 
The counsel for the railroad company assailed the constitution- 
ality of the Mississippi law upon the ground that it was a dele- 
gation of legislative authority, and the Supreme Court of the 
United States held that it was not a delegation of legislative 
authority. : 

Mr. FORAKER. Under the constitution of Mississippi. 

. Mr. BAILEY. The court did not predicate its decision upon 
any peculiar language of the constitution of Mississippi. It 
seems to me the cases are on all fours. If it was not a delega- 
tion of legislative authority for the legislature of Mississippi to 
empower a railroad commission to fix rates within that State— 
and, of course, it could only fix them within that State—then 
it can not be safely asserted to be a delegation of legislative 
authority for Congress to authorize the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to perform precisely the same office with respect 
to interstate and foreign commerce. 

Mr. DANIEL, Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. FORAKER. At the proper time. I can not yield at pres- 
ent. I have only a few minutes. I have already taken more 
time than I intended. I will examine the case suggested by the 
Senator from Texas, and give to the Senator the grounds upon 
which I differentiate that case from the one I have mentioned. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wish to say that I have great respect for any 
opinion the Senator from Ohio may express upon a question of 
law after he has investigated it, and he will permit me to say 
that we will rejoice at the opportunity for that discussion. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am glad to make the Senator from Texas 
happy. We will all be happy many times, Mr. President, before 
we get through with this discussion. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. On the point the Senator from Ohio was 
discussing, with reference to the delegation by Congress of the 
legislative power to fix rates, I understand him to say that Con- 
gress can not confer on the Interstate Commerce Commission 
the power to fix rates because of lack of authority to delegate 
legislative power. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. FORAKER. I claim that as a general proposition Con- 
gress can not delegate legislative power. The question 1s 
whether this is legislative power. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask the Senator what difference is 
there in principle between the delegation by Congress of legis- 
lative power to a commission to fix rates, and the delegation 
by Congress of that legislative power to railroad companies to 
fix rates? 

Mr. FORAKER. There is not any delegation of the power to 
railroad companies. The railroad companies are public utilities, 
quasi-public corporations, engaged in the transportation of 
freight and passengers as common carriers, and we have a right 
to regulate their business. But nevertheless they remain pri- 
vately owned, although they are doing a public service, and 
whatever is privately owned the private owners have a right to 
fix the price of if they are going to part with it to somebody else. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator is certainly mistaken. Only 
one word or so, and I shall not interrupt the Senator further. 


By implication at least, Congress has delegated this legislative 
power to corporations, and in a number of cases it has done so 
expressly, as, for instance, in the case of the Texas and Pacific 
Railroad Company, which is a corporation created by Congress 
and engaged in interstate commerce. Congress clothed that com- 
pany with the power to fix just and reasonable rates, and in the 
exercise of that legislative power that corporation does fix rea- 
sonable and just rates for interstate commerce. That is the 
same power that the bill of the Senator from South Carolina 
proposes to delegate to the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
There is no difference in principle, Mr. President, I submit to 
the distinguished Senator from Ohio, between the cases. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. FORAKER. I will yield to the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia with great pleasure after I shall have answered the Senator 
from Texas. 

If Congress had not said of the subsidized roads, to one of 
which the Senator has referred, as they did, in making the grant 
to them and under the circumstances, that they should fix only 
reasonable and just rates, they would have had the power to 
fix them anyway. It was in the nature of a limitation and not 
a conferring of power, and such a legislative declaration was 
but declaratory of the rule at common law. If there had been 
not one syllable in any statute on the subject, any shipper could 
have gone into a court of competent jurisdiction and enjolned 
the road from charging more than a just and reasonable rate, 
because that is all under the law it is entitled to charge. So 
there was no conferring of legislative power. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOX. May I make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Ohio? I recognize that he has stated the correct rule—that the 
legislative power of Congress can not be delegated. But is it 
not the true rule that while you can not delegate the entire 
legislative power, Congress may prescribe a rule and leave the 
application of the rule in specific cases to an administrative 
body, so if the act of Congress provided that rates should be 
fair and just and reasonably remunerative, or used any other 
definition that it might see fit to impose, it could delegate to the 
Commission the power to apply that rule to specifie cases as 
they arise; and has not that been specifically decided by the 
Supreme Court of the United States in Field v. Clark in con- 
struing the tariff act of 1890? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I am glad the Senator has 
asked that question. It enables me in the most pointed way to 
show the distinction between what may be conferred and what 
can not be conferred. In the case of Field against Clark the 
President was authorized, when a certain state of facts came 
to his knowledge, to make proclamation. From and after the 
issuing of such proclamation Congress said the tariff duty 
should be thus and so. Now, the Supreme Court held what? 
That that was not a delegation of legislative authority; that 
nothing was conferred upon the President of the United States 
except only an administrative duty to ascertain a state of facts, 
to issue a proclamation, and then the will of Congress went into 
operation. 

That illustrates, exactly what I undertook to say a minute 
ago. The Congress may say with respect to railroad rates, you 
| shall charge so much a mile on coal, and so much a mile on 
wheat, and so much a mile on corn, and so much a mile on live 
stock. Then it can appoint a commission and confer upon it 
| power to name the specific rates. The commission can take a 
yardstick, measure it off, and determine what the rate shall be 
by a mathematical calenlation. Congress may provide that any 
read having an income of a named amount over and above all 
operating expenses shall be allowed to charge so much and no 
more, and a commission may be authorized to ascertain, as an 
administrative function, what the rate shall be, applying the con- 
ditions that Congress first named. 

But when the Congress says reasonable rates shall be 
charged, that is a law without any declaration of a commis- 
sion, and although it is important as a statutory provision in 
another aspect, as I shall point out when I come to discuss this 
question, it leaves what? A legislative discretion. In the case 
of Clark against Field there was no legislative discretion con- 
ferred on the President. In the illustrations I have given no 
legislative discretion is allowed, only a positive duty is affirma- 
tively imposed, and it is the duty of the commission to ascertain 
and write down the figures that show the result of their com- 
putation. 
| Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

Mr. FORAKER. I will yield in just a moment. 
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But whenever the Congress says we will appoint a commission | ator, whether with reference to a particular rate which the 
to ascertain what is just and reasonable, how much shall be | Interstate Commerce Commission may put into effect at any 
charged for carrying cotton from Memphis to the cotton mills of | time, say, between New York and Cincinnati or between New 
Georgia and South Carolina and North Carolina, and how much | York and Chicago, it is the intent of this bill and is it his pur- 
shall be charged to carry cotton from Memphis to the North, to pose now that the rate fixed by the Commission shall be per- 
Cincinnati, and to New England, and how much shall be charged, | manent to the extent that the railroad companies themselves 
taking into consideration everything—the land competition and | would have no authority to change it? 
the water competition also. for the river that runs to the South Mr. TILLMAN. Undoubtedly; because, as I said, I have 
is in direct competition with the railroads that run to the North— no idea that a railroad company will ever undertake to reduce 
I say there is a discretion tliat is legislative in its character, | the rate fixed by the Commission of its own motion. 
as to the fixing of what the rate is, and whenever you under- Mr. CULBERSON. They are not allowed, under the bill? 
take to confer upon a subordinate tribunal a legislative discre- Mr. TILLMAN. As it would be the maximum rate they might 
tion you go beyond the limit that Congress is authorized by any | reduce it, but I do not want them to do it. I am only after get- 
decision anywhere, of the Supreme Court or any other, to go in | ting relief for the people—the producers and shippers—not the 
conferring such power. No gentleman can produce any decision | railroads. They will always take care of themselves, here and 
that warrants the conferring of any such power. I think I can | everywhere else, and if they found it desirable to reduce a rate 
bring one after another here that draws the distinction just as | fixed by the Commission, and could show good reasons for it, I 
I have drawn it, and which gives us a guaranty in advance | would think it a very easy thing to have the Commission make a 
that if we so legislate here as to destroy the law we now have on | new order in the case as no shipper could possibly object. 
the statute books and undertake to put such a provision as a The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill introduced by the Senator 
number of these that have been suggested on the statute books | from South Carolina will be referred to the Committee on Inter- 
instead, we will be simply in a situation where we shall have no | state Commerce. 


law at all on the subject. AMENDMENTS TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
F . TR Eme word to Mr. GAMBLE submitted an amendment authorizing the issu- 
apologize to the Senate for having precipitated prematurely, it JV 3 3 
T appent a debate on the legality and constitutionality of her in the State ot ein Dakota. intended tbe proposed: by 
5 8 J It was not with malice aforethought? him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Mr. TILLMAN. Well, it was not with any malice afore- | Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. j 
thought, put I love to set you lawyers by the ears, and then He also submitted an amendment authorizing the issuance of 
watch you pull one another's wool. [Laughter.] > a patent in fee to Mrs. Artie Barber, a member of the Yankton 
y p band of Sioux Indians, for lands heretofore allotted to her in the 
T can not understand the purpose and object of the Senator | State or South Dakota, intended to be proposed by bim to the 
from Ohio in going into the merits of this proposed legislation | I di iati bill aeh et Sed -to tho Cosomittes 
and undertaking to interpret the meaning of the little, simple | Indian appropriation ; which was 8 ves 
amendment to the act to regulate commerce which I have intro- on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
duced. I was not surprised, of course, to have him 1 AMENDMENTS TO STATEHOOD BILL. 


wind up, after complimenting me so highly, by the statement Mr. FORAKER submitted two amendments intended to be 
that he would not vote for it. I knew he would not vote for | proposed by him to the bill (S. 1158) to enable the people of 
it. I had not the remotest idea that he had any purpose of Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution 
that sort. | and State government and be admitted into the Union on an 
But I want to say to him that when we come to deal with equal footing with the original States; and to enable the people 
the question of a remedy for discriminations and preferentials of New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State 
and all that kind of thing I am sure I shall meet him halfway, government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
and go as far as he dare go toward granting that relief. | with the original States; which were referred to the Committee 
I am after one simple, single proposition, as I have 8 a | on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 
ready, and that is to grant to the Interstate Commerce Commis- | 
sion the power to give relief when they have found that there HEARINGS DEFORE COMMITTERE ON COMMERCE: 
is injustice and unreasonableness in a rate already in force; | Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was 
that is all. As I said, to do one thing at a time is in law, I | referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
believe, nearly as good a maxim as in business and many other | Expenses of the Senate: 
things. If a man spreads himself out all over creation, he gets 4 Resales’: Tae the 8 a cats ee 1 15 Segre pe 1 5 
knocked into holes somewhere, and that is especially the case 8 report suck hearings as may be had on bills or ‘other 
with a proposed law. I have found that to be true by expe- | matters pending before said committee, and to have the same printed 
rience. for the use of the committee, and that such stenographer be paid out of 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, it was not my purpose to the contingent fund of the Senate. 
prolong this debate—— CHARLES E. HOOKS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair calls the attention of Mr. ALLISON (for Mr. Procror) submitted the following 
the Senator to the fact that the discussion is proceeding by resolution; which was referred to the Committee to Audit and 
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unanimous consent. Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 
Mr. CULBERSON. I wish to ask one question of the Sena- Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he hereby is, authorized 
tor from South Carolina. and directed to place upon the rolls of the Senate as a messenger the 


name of Charles E. Hooks, at the rate of $1,440 per annum, to be paid 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas will pro- from the contingent fund of the Senate until anA e pin provided by law. 


ceed. PANAMA CANAL APPROPRIATION. 
tis meu. „ Of course I do it in a friendly spirit to | The bill (H. R. 480) supplemental to an act entitled “An act 
The just paragraph of the bill provides that thereafter such to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters 
rate shall be the only lawful rate which the carrier may col- | of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, and 
lect until changed by further order of the Commission. What making appropriation for isthmian canal construction, and for 
I wish to ask the Senator in the spirit of trying to perfect his | Other purposes, was read the first time by its title. 
measure is whether he proposes thereafter for all time to take Rivest O wate . oe to the Com- 
i h. 1 * . 
Sti ou ay companies authority to change that particular ir. KITTREDG. T ask that the bill be read for the Infor- 
Mr. TILLMAN. I propose in this measure to give the power mation of the Senate. 
to grant relief. I am not in the slightest degree uneasy that the | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill. 
railroad companies will ever come and ask to be permitted to 1 yns ae e 85 ng os as ore 1 
lower it, but the shippers may in time come to see that a rate 188 Speake Belay F — ee 
fixed by the Railroad Commission this year may year after next | fhe waters of the Atlantic and “Pacifle oceans,” approved June 28, 100: 
or five years hence be too high for the then condition; and, of shati be subject to the provisions of section 13 of the act entitled 7 21 
id to mmission t act to define and fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity of a 
coat rath was trpecasouable and unjust and could prove it, the | forms of money, issued or coined by the United States, to refund the 
Commission would grant the relief from its own order that it as thòngh ta bonds were issued under the provisions of said act of 
had made in the first instance. arc’ „ 
Mr. CULBERSON. I was expressing no opinion myself on 
the provision of the bill, but was making an inquiry of the Sen- 


Sec. 2. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $11,000,000 to con- 
tinue the construction of the isthmian canal, to be expended under the 
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direction of the President in accordance with the said act to provide 
for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans, approved June 28, 1902, and for each and every 
pu connected with the same, the said sum to continue available 
Patli expended : Provided, That all pee seca from the appo riation 
herein made shall be reimbursed to the Treasury of the U States 
out of the proceeds of the sale of bonds authorized in section 8 of the 
sald act approved June 28, 1902. 
Sec. 3. That the President shall annually, and at such other periods 
as may be provided; either by law or by his order, require full and com- 
lete reports to be made to him by the 128 appointed or employed 
him in charge of the government of said Canal Zone, the construction 

of said Panama Canal, and the operation of said Panama Railroad, in- 
cluding an itemized account of all moneys received and expended, which 
said reports shall be by the President transmitted to Congress. And 
any of the persons appointed or employed by the President in connection 
with the said government or the said work of construction or operation 
shall give to Congress or to either House of Congress such information 
as eer 5 at any time be required either by act of Congress or by the order 
of either House of Congress in relation to their respective actings and 
doings and the receipt and expenditure of money. he President shall 
annually cause to be made, by the persons appointed and employed by 
him in charge of the government of said Canal Zone and the construc- 
tion of said canal, estimates of expenditures and Pk oh ne ap oe in 
detail as far as practicable, which estimates shall be submitted to Con- 
gress In the manner provided in section 5 of the act entitled “An act 
making 8 for the legislative, 1 and judicial ex- 

uses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and 
‘or other purposes.“ And no money shall be expended for any of the 
pus poe named in this act 1 in accordance with N 
made by Congress, except that e moneys received in e ordinary 
course of business from the operation of the Panama Railroad and the 
property and rights appertaining thereto may be expended, so far as 
necessary, in defraying the expenses of such operation, including main- 
tenance, without being cove into the Treasury of the United Stat 
and such moneys are hereby appropriated for such purpose, an 
monthly reports of such receipts and expenditures shall be made to the 
President by the person or persons in charge. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I did not understand as to whether the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Iowa was simply a request or 
whether it was a motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I made a motion. I move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to hear from the Senator the 
reasons he has for taking the bill from the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals, the committee to which we think it legitimately 
belongs. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, as I understand the measure 
it is an ordinary deficiency appropriation and one of an emer- 
gent character. All such appropriations, under the custom of 
the Senate and under its rules, have always been referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. I know of no exception where 
such a bill appropriating money has been referred to another 
committee. 

Of course, I do not expect in the slightest degree to interfere 
with the jurisdiction of any other committee of the Senate, and 
especially not to interfere with the Committee on Interoceanic 
Canals. I take it there can be no question that this is a pure 
and simple appropriation in the nature of a deficiency, and, 
therefore, the bill should go to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The matters that are mentioned in the first section and in the 
fourth section are mere incidents. If the first section was 
legislation—important legislation—it would naturally go to 
the Committee on Finance, but I take it that no one supposes 
the first section is anything more than a regulation as re- 
Bpects the appropriation itself. The last section is simply a 
provision for estimates, etc., in the future. 

Therefore it seems to me that naturally and properly the bill 

should go to the Committee on Appropriations, where all appro- 
priations go of public’ money in pursuance of law that are not 
specially provided for under our rules. There are certain com- 
mittees which have jurisdiction, by the rules of the Senate, over 
specific appropriations, as the army appropriation, the navy 
appropriation, etc., but all other appropriations go naturally to 
the Committee on Appropriations, according to the custom of 
the Senate. 

If there is legislation on this bill which is important and 
which is likely to give rise to controversy between the two 
Houses, then it is the duty of whatever committee has the bill 
to strip it of that legislation. Here is an emergency, so stated 
by the President, and by the Secretary of the Treasury, who 
makes and submits an estimate of a deficiency, which deficiency 
estimate was referred to the Committee on Appropriations in 
the House, as all deficiency estimates are referred there, and as 
all deficiency estimates are referred here. 

So, Mr. President, I can see no reason whatever why the 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals should take charge of an 
appropriation that does not come within the province of the 
authority of that committee. I think it would be hardly worth 
while in the case of this appropriation to depart from the uni- 
form rule and custom of the Senate. It is so emergent that I 


have no doubt the appropriation will be made in some form. 
There may be conditions which it will be necessary to apply to 
the appropriation itself, but certainly the bill should not contain 
any legislation. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, it is with great diffidence 
personally—and I am sure I speak the sentiments of the mem- 
bers of the Interoceanic Canal Committee as well—that I differ 
from the Senator from Iowa upon the proper committee to 
which this bill should go. We do not agree with the statement 
that all appropriation bills excepting those specifically enumer- 
ated in the rules of the Senate should go to the Committee on 
Appropriations. Senators will observe by an examination of the 
rules of the Senate that while the committees are named in the 
rules they do not define the jurisdiction of any of the commit- 
tees, and it is left for the Senate, except in the case of certain 
specified appropriation bills, to determine which committee 
shall take jurisdiction of a certain subject-matter which comes 
before it. 

Originally in the Senate as well as in the House all appro- 
priation bills would go to the Committee on Appropriations. A 
few years ago in both branches of Congress this question was 
taken up, and a large number of appropriation bills were taken 
from the Committee on Appropriations that that committee had 
jurisdiction of and given to other committees, like the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, to which was given the power to ap- 
propriate regarding all matters touching that arm of the service, 
and the Committee on Agriculture, to which was given the au- 
thority to make appropriations relating to all questions which 
came before that committee. The same is true of the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads and several other committees, 

Now, the Senator from Iowa says that all other appropria- 
tions should go to the Committee on Appropriations. That, as 
I understand it, is not the reading of the rule. Rule XVI, which 
I infer from his remarks he invoked in his favor, says: 

All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, except the following bills, 

Which are the specific bills I have in part enumerated. 

The Chair will note that the Committee on Appropriations 
have jurisdiction of only general appropriation bills. What 
are the general appropriation bills? They are the legislative, 
executive, and judicial bill; the sundry civil bill, and other bills 
where the law has specifically provided for appropriations, 
Everybody understands when we speak of the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial bill that certain specific appropriations are 
to be made for that branch of the Government, and when we 
speak of the sundry civil bill we understand that certain specific 
appropriations are to be made under that bill. 

If this Rule XVI is to be properly interpreted, in my judgment 
deficiency bills do not go to the Committee on Appropriations. 
They may have gone there as a matter of course without any 
objection being made, but a deficiency bill is not a general appro- 
priation bill, because if the appropriations were properly made 
on all appropriation bills there would be no deficiency. It is a 
bill that is prepared to meet certain deficiencies where the 
expenditures have exceeded the amount appropriated. A defi- 
ciency bill may cover items in the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill, in the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
and in the military appropriation bill, the post-office appropria- 
tion bill, and the agricultural appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I interrupt the Senator for a moment? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. The question the Senator from Illinois now 
raises was raised in the Senate some years ago, and by a very 
large majority the Senate decided that under the rules a general 
deficiency bill was included. 

Mr. WARREN. All deficiency bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. The question was as to the general deficiency 
bill, and it was decided that the general deficiency bill was 
within the sixteenth rule. 

I will say to the Senator, however, that I am not relying 
wholly upon the sixteenth rule. I am relying upon the uni- 
form and universal custom of the Senate and upon other laws 
and rules that govern appropriations. The Secretary of the 
Treasury is required every year to submit estimates of appro- 
priations. What for? In pursuance of laws passed before 
that time. Whenever there is a law requiring the expenditure 
of money, there is an appropriation required, and under that 
situation these matters have always been referred, and the 
estimates have been referred, to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. It has been the uniform custom. 

Mr. MORGAN. Were any estimates submitted for this bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. The estimates were submitted, but they have 
not yet reached the Senate. The estimates have been sent by 
the Secretary of the Treasury to the House of Representatives, 
and those estimates were referred to the Committee on Appro- 
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priations in the House. But because of the absolute emergency 
for this appropriation, there being no committees, a Member of 
the House rose in his place and asked unanimous consent for 


the consideration of this bill. It was not referred to any com- 
mittee of the House for the reason that there were no commit- 
tees there. But here we have committees to which these bills 
are ordinarily referred in full play and ready to consider all 
questions, whatever they are. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I am entirely familiar with the custom the 
Senator has called the attention of the Senate to, that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury makes his estimate for certain appro- 
priations. That is covered by the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill. That is one of the general appro- 
priation bills referred to in Rule XVI. The other reports that 
come to us from the various Cabinet officers are covered by the 
general appropriation bills I have referred to. They are not 
coyered by the deficiency bill. 

I was saying when interrupted by the Senator that the defi- 
ciency bill does not come within the language or the spirit of 
Rule XVI. If there has been a decision of the Senate at some 
previous time, in the investigations I have given to the subject 
I have been unable to find it, but of course I take in its full 
measure the statement of the Senator upon that subject. 

But now, Mr. President, granting that to be true, I contend 
that this is not a deficiency bill. It is an emergency bill, but it 
is not a deficiency bill. The Senator smiles at that statement, 
but it is absolutely true and correct. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is an emergency bill because it is a defi- 
ciency bill, is it not? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not at all. It is an emergency bill because 
the conditions at Panama at present and the condition of the 
Commission require an emergency expenditure of money; that 
is all. It is a deficiency to what bill? To any bill that came 
from the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. HALE. It is an emergency bill because of the deficiency 
which arises, as all deficiencies do, from a lack of appropriation. 
That is what a deficiency is. It is that a previous Congress has 
not appropriated money enough out of the Treasury. When the 
time comes around and the money is not ample for the work, 
there is a deficiency. There has never been but one rule, and 
that is that all deficiencies upon every subject shall be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. I have charge of the naval 
appropriation bill in the Naval Affairs Committee. The Senator 
here has charge of the army appropriation bill in the Committee 
on Military Affairs. But when there is a deficiency because we 
had not appropriated money enough in the last year it goes to 
the Committee on Appropriations. We shall never have any 
jurisdiction or any general proper control of deficiencies unless 
one committee deals with them. 

Two years ago the Naval Committee reported nearly $100,- 
000,000 on the naval appropriation bill. When the year ex- 
pired, the Secretary of the Navy said it was not money enough, 
that the Department wanted $16,000,000 more. As in this case, 
the money appropriated was not sufficient. I never raised the 
question that that bill ought to go to the Naval Committee. The 
fault was that the Naval Committee proposition of appro- 
priation did not give money enough. It was a general question 
of deficiency, a lack of appropriation, and went to the Committee 
on Appropriations without dissent by anyone. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hate] simply reiterates the statement of the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON], that where these regularly established bills have 
been passed and a deficiency arises, such bills go to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. But that is not the condition here. 
There has never been made any appropriation, aside from the 
appropriation in the general law that was passed which created 
the authority to purchase the interest of the French Company 
and to establish a commission to commence the construction of 
this canal. That authority came, not from the Committee on 
Appropriations, not from the Naval Committee, but from the 
Interoceanic Canals Committee, a committee that we contend 
should take jurisdiction of this matter. Why not, Mr. Presi- 
dent? Why should the Committee on Appropriations take 
charge of this bill? They are not authorized under the rules of 
this body to investigate the subject-matter of the construction 
of that canal; they are not supposed, as is the committee to 
which we belong is supposed, to make thorough investigation 
so as to intelligently on the moment pass upon this question. 
The subject as to whether the $16,500,000 asked for should be 
granted is as foreign to the Committee on Appropriations as it 
is to the Committee on Finance, and there is no more reason 
why this bill should go to the Committee on Appropriations than 
there is why it should go to the Committee on Finance. 

This bill is composed of two sections. The first section is one 
that relates to the taxing of bonds. If we were to follow out 


literally the points which have been raised by the Senator from 
Iowa, this bill would have to be separated, and one portion of 
it go to the Committee on Finance and the other to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. But under the practice that has thus 
far prevailed in this body the Interoceanic Canals Committee 
has jurisdiction of both subjects and can deal with section 1 
as well as it can with section 2. If this committee is to have 
any power or authority on these matters, it should certainly 
not only have the power that is granted in section 1, but it 
should have the power that is granted in section 2. 

Mr. President, this is a new question before this body, and it 
is entirely within the jurisdiction of the Senate to determine 
whether the Committee on Interoceanic Canals shall have the 
authority to control the appropriations which relate to the con- 
struction of the canal or whether that authority shall be taken 
from it and given to the Committee on Appropriations. It is, 
as I have said, a new—and it is an open question and one that 
can be determined here, that will settle the future status of 
both of those committees. 

We contend, Mr. President, that this authority should be 
given to the Interoceanic Canals Committee. Why? Because 
the Committee on Appropriations is already overworked; for 
the same reason that a few years ago the members of the Senate 
here insisted that the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
should have authority to make appropriations for the postal 
service; for the same reason that the Senate a few years ago 
insisted that the Military Committee, which investigates every- 
thing relating to that branch of the Government, should haye 
the authority to make appropriations for it; for the same reason 
that the Committee on Agriculture have now the authority to 
make appropriations in relation to agriculture. 

In contending for this, Mr. President, we are not taking any- 
thing from the Committee on Appropriations that should be 
granted to it. Everybody knows that the distinguished Senator 
who is chairman of that committee is one of the most over- 
worked men of this body; every Senator appreciates that every 
member of that committee has now more work than he should 
do. The members of the Interoceanic Canals Committee are 
ready and willing to take charge of this subject, as they believe 
under the rules of the Senate they should. Why deprive them 
of it? If the Committee on Appropriations are to take this 
power from the Interoceanic Canals Committee, they had better 
take all of the work of that committee, for there will then’ be 
but little left. 

I appeal, Mr. President, to the members of this body to pro- 
tect the Interoceanic Canals Committee, and give them the same 
power relating to every subject that is within the jurisdiction 
of that committee that a few years ago the Senate gave to the 
Military Committee and to the other committees which I have 
named. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois 
wholly misapprehends the point I have made respecting this ap- 
propriation. I simply appeal for the ordinary, customary, and 
usual methods of the Senate, which have prevailed here at least 
since I have been a member of this body. 

The Senator also misunderstands, as I believe, the province of 
the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. I understand him to 
say now that he wants it settled here whether or not the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations shall examine the question of the ap- 
propriation of money in the first instance for the construction 
of this canal for all future years. The Senator claims that 
right now, as a jurisdictional question, for the Committee on In- 
teroceanie Canals. Why, Mr. President, the only reason that 
this comes here as a separate bill without consideration by the 
Committee on Appropriations in the House of Representatives 
is that the House had no Committee on Appropriations, and this 
was such an emergent deficiency that they-passed the bill with- 
out reference to a committee by unanimous consent in the body 
itself. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to call the Senator's attention to 
the fact that both the chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee in the Fifty-eighth Congress and a member of the Ap- 
propriations Committee of the other House in the Fifty-eighth 
Congress raised the question when the distinguished member of 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce of the 
House brought in the bill. That bill was presented in the 
House and controlled by the Member from Iowa, Mr. HEPBURN, 
who is the chairman of that committee, corresponding to the 
Interoceanic Committee in the Senate. He opened the debate, 
en it, and absolutely controlled the conduct of the bill in the 

ouse. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly, Mr. Precident, we must be all 
familiar with that fact. 4 
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Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, Mr. President, but the point the Sen- 


tation of the Army, or the pay of the Army, or in any matter: 


ator from Iowa was making was that because there was no | relating to the Army, such bills do not go to the Military Com- 


Committee on Appropriations in the other House that commit- 
tee did not take the bill. This other committee had not been 
given to the House by the Speaker at that time, but it was rec- 
ognized that the old chairman had the authority to bring in the 
bill and to conduct its passage through the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why, Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois 
seems to again misapprehend what I have said. The bill was 
submitted by a Member of the House, not a member of any com- 
mittee, for the reason that there were no committees. I have 
before me the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury transmit- 
ting this deficiency estimate to the House of Representatives, 
and it will be seen from this printed document that the Speaker 
of the House referred this estimate to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. If that committee had been appointed, it would have 
had jurisdiction of this estimate sent by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

But, Mr. President, I am not going to stick in the bark about 
this business. I want to call attention to another matter as 
respects the question of jurisdiction. Here was a legislative act 
passed three years ago—in 1902. It did come from the Commit- 
tee on Interoceanic Canals, as it was legislation providing for 
the construction of the isthmian canal, and most important 
legislation with reference to that construction, covering routes 
and various other things. By reason of that legislation it be- 
came necessary to provide a certain sum of money to do certain 
things in order to make that legislation effective. So $40,000,000 
was appropriated for the purchase of the rights of the French 
company in that canal, and an indefinite sum was appropriated 
for the purpose of acquiring from the United States of Colombia 
a strip necessary to construct the canal. Then there was appro- 
priated $10,000,000 for the purpose of beginning the construction 
of the canal. In the mean time, after that act was enacted, the 
Canal Zone passed from the control of the United States of 
Colombia, and the indefinite sum which had been appropriated 
to pay for that Canal Zone was transferred to the State of 
Panama. Thereupon an appropriation was made of $10,000,000 
to carry out the treaty with Panama. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. ALLISON. With pleasure. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. From what committee did that report 
and that provision come? 

Mr. ALLISON. What provision? 

Mr. KITTREDGE. The one the Senator has just mentioned. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. It came from the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals, the committee to which we desire that this bill 
shall be referred. 

Mr, ALLISON. I only know that it appears in a deficiency 
bill. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. It came in a bill that was approved by 
the President on the 28th day of April, 1904. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. And that came from the Committee on 
Interoceanic Canals after a conference. 

Mr. ALLISON. I may be mistaken, I thought it was em- 
bodied in a deficiency bill. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. The Senator is entirely mistaken. It 
came from the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, and was in a 
bill reported by that committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that. I only mentioned that, 
Mr. President, as an incident. That is not the real point of 
this question. There was a provision that this Canal should, if 
the Panama route should be selected, cost the amount appropri- 
ated under the provisions of the law of 1902, and $130,000,000 
in addition. But no appropriation was made for that $130,- 
000,000. An appropriation was made, however, for $10,000,000 
to begin the work. 

Mr. President, this is an appropriation that must be made from 
time to time in pursuance of that statute, as every other appro- 
priation recommended by the Committee on Appropriations is 
made in pursuance of a statute. : 

The Senator from Illinois talks about the Military Committee 
having control of all appropriations regarding military affairs. 
Why, Mr. President, every year we appropriate large sums in 
the sundry civil bill for military purposes. We appropriate for 
public buildings, although there are statutes requiring such public 
buildings to be erected; but unless there is an appropriation ac- 
companying such a statute, which sometimes happens, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has jurisdiction of that subject; and 
so, as was well stated by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], 
if there are deficiencies in the appropriations for the transpor- 


mittee, but they go to the Committee on Appropriations, which 
considers all deficiencies. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to ask 
him a question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Georgia? y 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to ask the Senator whether it is his 
contention that all appropriations relative to the interoceanic` 
canal shall go to the Committee on Appropriations, or if he 
limits that contention to the case of a deficiency? I am asking 
for information, and not for the purpose of argument. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer the Senator with pleasure. 
Under existing law and the custom of this body, as well as of 
the other legislative body, all future appropriations for the canal 
will be embodied in the sundry civil appropriation bill, which 
comes to us from the House of Representatives. If there is need 
for a further deficiency appropriation for the current fiscal year 
in connection with the construction of the Panama Canal, in 
accordance with the rules of the House such deficiency appro- 
priation will be brought in here in a general deficiency bill. 
Therefore I answer the Senator that, unless the Senate believes 
the rules which have prevailed here shall be discarded and 
changed, all appropriations relating to the Panama Canal must 
in the future be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
I am perfectly frank about that. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will readily understand the perti- 
nency of the inquiry. If the general subject of appropriations 
for the interoceanic canal is one properly within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Appropriations Committee, I confess I can see no 
reason why a deficiency appropriation for the canal should be 
made an exception. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that to be true. 

Mr. BACON. I can very readily understand why the conten- 
tion might be well based that all appropriations relative to the 
canal should be referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Ca- 
nals; but if the general rule is one which gives to the Appro- 
priations Committee jurisdiction of these appropriations, I can 
see no special reason why there should be an exception made in 
the case of a deficiency appropriation. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly, Mr. President, these appropria- 
tions in the future will go to the Committee on Appropriations 
unless the Senate by a vote shall decide that they ought not to 
gothere. They will appear here on bills that must be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations in the future, whether defi- 
ciency bills or regular bills, because that committee has juris- 
diction of the appropriations under the general administration of 
the Government, with the exception laid down in Rule XVI, not 
only according to that rule, but according to the custom there- 
tofore prevailing. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It has occurred to me, Mr. President, from 
the haste with which this bill has come to us from the House, 
without being referred to a committee or examined into, but 
having been the subject of a sharp debate and having been cut 
down there, that it ought to be very closely scrutinized by some 
committee and some light thrown on it. 

Of course, I am only a new member of the Appropriations 
Committee, and have had yery little to do with the work of that 
committee except to hear the reports of subcommittees that 
have had various appropriation bills under consideration—and 
they have usually been railroaded through without much ex- 
planation or discussion—but we are entering on an entirely 
new thing. When it is taken into consideration that the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry has jurisdiction of a bill 
which annually carries four or five million dollars, and other 
committees of a similar character bave jurisdiction of bills 
carrying moderate appropriations, and not only have jurisdic- 
tion in regard to money spending but everything else, it seems 
to me that we have got no use for the Committee on Interoceanic 
Canals unless we give them jurisdiction of canal appropriation 
bills. We are not going to legislate any more about the canal. 
We have already settled the question of site and done every- 
thing, in fact, in a legislative way, and it is now only a question 
of spending money economically and judiciously. 

I confess that I have very.serious doubts whether, with the 
burdens that are already on the Appropriations Committee—not 
on me, but on the Senator from Iowa [Mr. AtLtson] and the 
other old and experienced members of that committee who have 
been pretty long in harness, and many of whom have onerous 
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duties on other important committees in addition to those con- 
nected with the Appropriations Committee; for example, the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate], who is chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and so on—I do not see how the Appro- 
priations Committee—I being a very small part and parcel of 
it—can give that examination into this particular canal sub- 
ject that it deserves and ought to receive, in order that proper 
explanations may be made; whereas if the Committee on In- 
teroceanic Canals, which has nothing else to do especially, is al- 
lowed to examine the matter and report and explain to us when 
the bills appropriating money for the canal come in, I think such 
a method of procedure would be preferable as a matter of 
economy. 

I know the Senator from Iowa is an economist, and that he 
has never squandered any money or favored any appropriation, 
so far as I know, while I have been a member and watched him 
in the Appropriations Committee, that I did not think was per- 
fectly legitimate, and all that kind of thing; still I conceive, if 
the matter is left with the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, 
we shall have the canal built more economically, and we shall 
prevent some of the abuses which have already crept in. 

I looked at the catalogue of salaries of the canal employees 
the other day, which excited such a wrathy debate in the House, 
and it occurred to me that if we are going to appropriate money 
out of hand here in this double-quick fashion, without thorough 
scrutiny by some committee somewhere, the Panama Canal will 
cost us $300,000,000 instead of $150,000,000 or $170,000,000, or 
some such sum. 

I should like to know from the Senator what is the use of the 
Interoceanic Canal Committee if we are not going to let it take 
in hand, or at least recommend to the Senate or to the Appro- 
priations Committee, bills providing money for the construction 
of the canal? 

It used to be, and I believe it still is, necessary to have an 
amendment intended to be proposed to a general appropriation 
bill approved by the committee which has jurisdiction over that 
particular subject before it can go on an appropriation bill, 
whether it be the deficiency bill or the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, or any of the general appropriation bills. If we are to 
follow the general policy of the Committee on Appropriations 
taking jurisdiction of all the canal appropriations, and the 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals is to have no jurisdiction 
over such matters, JI foresee that there will be—well, I dread a 
scandal; I dread stealing, to speak in honest Anglo-Saxon. I 
am tired of this miserable humbug of graft. In honest Anglo- 
Saxon it is stealing to pay these enormous salaries to these 
people. The auditor for the Canal Commission gets $10,000 a 
year, as I understand, while his superior in the Treasury De- 
partment, who has to superintend and pass upon his work, gets 
four or five thousand dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from South Carolina, in asking 
me quite a lengthy question as to the duties of the Committee 
on Interoceanic Canals, has answered it himself. That com- 
mittee is a most important committee and certainly will have 
most important duties to perform. 

In regard to the matter last mentioned by the Senator, this 
bill authorizes the President of the United States to fix the 
salaries of canal employees. They ought to be fixed by law. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Appropriations Committee does not fix 
the salaries of the employees of the Canal Commission. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator will see that his sugges- 
tion is carried out. If he uses his influence, I am sure that 
these salaries will not only be fixed by law but that we shall 
have a voucher covering every expenditure of money. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator now interrupts me to say that 
he hopes I will see to it. The Committee on Appropriations, by 
the rules of the Senate, are not allowed to originate legislation. 
Other great committees of this body recommend bills to be made 
into laws, and the Appropriations Committee recommends the 
appropriation of the money authorized to be expended by those 
laws. So it is the duty of the Committee on Interoceanic Canals 
to overhaul this whole question and recommend legislation 
upon it with reference to every detail. If excessive salaries are 
being paid, let those salaries be fixed and reduced under this 
law. As it now stands, the President of the United States is 
authorized to fix the salaries of the canal employees. Their 
salaries can not be reduced, therefore, without a change. of 
existing law, and the Committee on Appropriations, especially 
in this emergency bill, would not undertake to change the 
statute as respects the great amount of such salaries; but the 
matter ought to be taken up by a committee having charge of 
the subject, and it ought to be dealt with in detail. 

We pay every clerk in every Department of the Government 
a certain amount of money—$1,200 or $1,000 or $900, and so on, 


as the classification may be; we vote ourselves a specific salary; 

and yet we must appropriate the money annually. It is the 
business of the Committee on Appropriations to recommend 
such appropriations, but it is not its business to fix the salaries 
of the Supreme Court judges or the salaries of the various 
public functionaries who execute the laws. It is the business of 
the committees that have charge of these subjects to deal with 
the question of salaries, and it is not the business of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to do so. Therefore I think the 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals will be a very important one, 
not only as respects the laws which shall govern the administra- 
tion of this great work, but as respects the Canal Zone itself, 
which is now part of our country, so far at least as the con- 
struction and maintenance of the canal is concerned. We will 
be guided, and should be guided, by the light which they give 
to us and the laws which they propose from time to time 
respecting this subject. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was just going to remark that of course 
I do not expect the Senator to bring in an amendment to this 
particular measure in regard to salaries. When I spoke of the 
immense influence which the Senator knows he wields, I had 
reference to the suggestion or advice which he could give and 
put those instrumentalities in motion on the other side of the 
Chamber, which is responsible for legislation, and see that such 
a law was enacted. That is all I had reference to. 

But now while I am speaking I want to ask the Senator, if it 
is a wise and proper thing—and it has been so considered—to 
allow the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry to have juris- 
diction of proposed legislation relating to the Agricultural De- 
partment and also to pass upon the agricultural appropriation 
bill, why would it not be a wise thing, when it can not be 
doubted that the appropriations for the interoceanle canal will 
be something in the neighborhood of ten or fifteen million dollars 
a year, to let the Committee on Interoceanic Canals have juris- 
diction and control of that expenditure and to let it be responsi- 
ble to the Senate, so as to be able to explain to the Senate what 
that money is being spent for and to guarantee to us, so far as 
the committee can do so, that it is being economically and hon- 
estly spent? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, if the Senator from South 
Carolina and the Senate believe that the Appropriations Com- 
mittee will not deal with this question as intelligently, as pru- 
dently, and as safely as another committee of the body, then 
they can take the business of appropriations away from that 
committee. We are just as much entitled to the consideration 
of this appropriation bill as we are to the consideration of other 
appropriation bills of like character. If these appropriations 
are to be segregated and divided up piecemeal, let them be 
divided, and eliminate from consideration the Senate Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to ask the Senator a question be- 
fore he takes his seat. The Senator admits that his committee 
will not take into consideration the subject of these excessive 
salaries that are being paid to these men. Now, this is an ap- 
propriation for the purpose of paying the expenses of proceed- 
ing with the work in reference to the Panama Canal. I do not 
know what per cent, but possibly 40 or 50 or 60 per cent, of the 
entire sum is paid out in excessive salaries, though I do not 
necessarily mean the particular ones that are mentioned here. 
Why not, then, let the committee which is to deal with the bill 
appropriating the sum of ten or eleven million dollars deal at 
the same time with the question of how it shall be applied— 
whether it shall be continued in the payment of those salaries 
or whether it shall be paid out in salaries that will be reason- 
able, so that every dollar that is expended under the bill, which 
is to be passed as an exigency, will meet the exigency as well 
of excessive salaries as the running of the canal? It seems to 
me, Mr. President, that the Senator’s own explanation that his 
committee will not take cognizance of that feature of the case 
properly relegates the whole subject to a committee that will 
take cognizance of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer the Senator's question by ask- 
ing him another. Does he think the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, having in charge the legislative bill or the sundry civil 
bill, could reduce the compensation of the Supreme Court judges 
from $12,500 to $9,000? The Senator wholly misunderstood me 
when he says I admit certain things. I stated a fact, which is 
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that the law now provides a method for fixing the salaries. 
It is a law which came from the Canal Committee or some simi- 
lar committee, and the Committee on Appropriations, under the 
rules of the Senate, haye no right to change existing law. 
ahaa I stated in answer to the Senator from South Caro- 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the Senator from Iowa permit a 
question at this point? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The duty of what committee is it to leg- 
Islate upon this question? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the duty of the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals, and no other committee can do it under the rules 
of the Senate. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Under the rules of both the House and 
the Senate, whose duty is it to appropriate? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Then the Committee on Interoceanic 
Canals could meet to-morrow, if they desired, this appropria- 
tion bill having gone to the Committee on Appropriations, 
where it belongs and recommend such legislation as they saw 
fit fixing the salaries? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly, and submit their recommenda- 
tion to the Committee on Appropriations or to the Senate. 
But I merely suggested the question of legislation in order to 
draw the distinction which preyails in this body and always has 
prevailed here since the Committee on Appropriations was 
established, namely, that the Committee on Appropriations is 
not a legislative committee. It does not legislate except in 
reference to specific and particular appropriations, and it only 
legislates as respects existing laws regarding appropriations. 
Therefore there is ample scope and opportunity for the dis- 
tinguished gentlemen—and I highly respect them all—who be- 
long to the committee, or will belong to it in the ordinary 
course of business of the Senate, to perfect the laws respecting 
the Panama Canal and the Canal Zone. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I take the position I do 
because I agree so absolutely and so thoroughly with what the 
Senator from Iowa has stated, that the Committee on Appro- 
priations is a committee not dealing with general legislation 
in fixing salaries, but which reports appropriations to pay the 
expenses of general legislation passed upon the advice of other 
committees. It seems to me that this particular measure, car- 
rying with it not only matters that pertain to a subject which 
would naturally go before the Committee on Finance, but also 
an appropriation, and also dealing with a subject-matter which 
the Senator says his committee could not and properly would 
not deal with—that is, the question as to how the money shall 
be expended—ought to go to a committee which would say 
how it should be expended and which has the authority to 
determine and report to the Senate how it should be expended. 

Mr. President, in reference to the other suggestion made by 
the Senator from Iowa, that that committee would not deal in 
any way with general legislation, it seems to me that he him- 
self makes the proposition that we are to have simply a report 
upon the matter of the expenditure of this money, without 
any information whatever as to what it is to be exepnded 
for or whether it should be expended for that particular pur- 
pose; a report without going into the details as to the neces- 
sity of the legislation, or the workings of the Panama Canal 
Commission, because that is general legislation. That is just 
the information we want at the present time. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the special business of the Committee 
on Appropriations to examine into every application for an 
appropriation—its necessity and propriety, and whether there 
is a law authorizing it. It is not its duty to recommend a 
change of existing law. That is the argument I made. I have 
no doubt the Canal Committee will examine the question with 
care, if it is referred to them, and I am sure the Committee 
on Appropriations will do so, and I will try, if I can, to invoke 
the attention and labor of my friend the Senator from South 
Carolina on that committee, to aid in accomplishing the pur- 

we have. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the Senator from Iowa takes his 
seat will he allow me a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Take the example raised by the Senator 
from South Carolina, that a subordinate in the Commission is 
receiving a salary of $10,000 and reports to his superior, who 
receives a salary of four or five thousand. Now, as I under- 
stand the argument of the Senator from Iowa, if this bill should 
go to the Committee on Appropriations that committee has no 
power to correct that evil, if it be an evil, but if it goes to the 
Interoceanic Canals Committee that committee can determine, 
in reporting the appropriation whether or not that salary shall 


be $10,000 or shall be reduced, by accompanying the appropria- 
tion with proper legislation determining how the sixteen million, 
or whatever amount may be appropriated, shall be expended by 
the Commission. It seems to me that the very argument made 
by the Senator from Iowa is an argument against-the bill going 
to the Committee on Appropriations and is a potent reason why 
the Senate should send it to a committee that can lop off any 
of these extravagant salaries and can determine in what man- 
ner the money shall be expended by the Commission. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me for a moment, 
the Committee on Interoceanie Canals have no more jurisdiction 
of that subject on an appropriation bill than we have. It is that 
the Canal Committee wants to introduce important legislation on 
an appropriation bill, and use the emergency of the appropriation 
as a means to force the passage by Congress of such legisla- 
tion without consideration? It is the very element and essence 
of the rule that there shall not go upon an appropriation bill 
legislation changing existing law. So the rule—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator allow me right here? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator has forgotten the point I made 
a few moments ago, and that is that this is not entirely an ap- 
priation bill. It is somewhat the same kind of a bill as that 
which was originally passed to authorize the Government to 
purchase the canal strip and commence the construction of the 
canal. That bill contained legislation as well as an appro- 
priation. 

Now, this bill provides in the first section for certain bonds 
and for the taxation of those bonds, and that is a reason why I 
contend that the bill itself should go to the committee which has 
power and authority to legislate upon section 1 as well as section 
2. According to the statement of the Senator from Iowa, noth- 
ing can be done by his committee with section 1, as they can 
only take charge or jurisdiction of section 2. If this bill goes 
to the Interoceanic Canals Committee, the whole subject can 
be considered, and, as I have said, Mr. President, while the com- 
mittee is considering the whole subject it can look into the evils 
which have been suggested by the Senator from South Carolina, 
and if it finds that there is reason for it, it can by appropriate 
legislation correct any of those errors. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois now 
suggests that the Committee on Appropriations have not juris- 
diction over section 1. It has come to us from the House, and 
of course we must consider it. But that is leather and pru- 
nella. Section 1 could be passed in a moment as separate leg- 
islation coming from the Committee on Finance, where it be- 
longs. It is a mere change of a provision, which can be made 
at any moment or almost any moment by the two Houses. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me 
right on this very subject? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. This measure has already passed the 
House. It is now before the Senate for consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is. 

Mr. McCUMBER. In all probability it will be reached and 
disposed of in a very short time. There hardly seems to me 
ground for the assumption i 

Mr. ALLISON. These salaries have already been earned, 
under the orders and directions of the President. This is a 
deficiency bill. I will say to the Senator that there is ample 
time to deal with these salaries within the next two months, 
when another deficiency bill must come before the Senate for 
its consideration, and when the appropriations for the next year 
must come before the Senate for its consideration. 

Mr. MORGAN. Can the Senator from Iowa point out or 
state to the Senate in what the deficiencies consist? 

Mr. ALLISON. Can I? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. Can you state to the Senate in what 
the deficiencies consist? 

Mr. ALLISON. I can, of course, at the proper time and in a 
general way. But they are deficiencies. 

Mr. MORGAN. At the proper time is when we are consider- 
ing the question, it seems to me. 

Mr. ALLISON. But we are not considering it now. We are 
merely considering the question of reference. 

Mr. MORGAN. I want to say to the Senator from Iowa that 
I can es regard any deficiency as existing unless the estimates 
show it. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have estimates. There are estimates. 

Mr. MORGAN. Where are they? Let the estimates be read. 

Mr. ALLISON (exhibiting). There is an estimate sent by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, but the House had more detailed 
estimate in its debate, and the Secretary of War promises to 
give and is ready to give the full details and the particulars of 
the deficiencies. 
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Mr. MORGAN. I object to a decision of this question until 
the papers get before the Senate. We ought to know what we 
are acting upon. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLIson] a few minutes ago remarked that when this matter 
came before his committee he would try to do certain things, 
with the aid and assistance of the Senator from South Carolina, 
and he would specifically call the attention of the Senator from 
South Carolina to those things. If I did not know how emi- 
nently and thoroughly kind-hearted and genial the Senator from 
Iowa is, I would have taken that as a sarcastic allusion to my 
insignificance as a member of the Appropriations Committee, 
because no one feels his unimportance there more than I do. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ought to have said, in connection with the 
Senator from South Carolina, that he has had very little knowl- 
edge of what was being done in the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not allowed to be there until the report 
comes from the subcommittee, and then it is railroaded through. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator happens to be on some impor- 
tant subcommittee, and if he has not been there it is his own 
fault. I am glad to say that I regard him as one of the most 
valuable and industrious members of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and I regret exceedingly that for the last year or two 
he has not been able to be present with us in our long and con- 
tinuous deliberations in that committee. 

The railroading business of course occasionally occurs when 
we are hurried for time, but there is ample time always to con- 
sider the great appropriation bills which are referred to that 
committee, and we always have had the benefit since the 
time 

Mr. TILLMAN. After such a bouquet thrown at me by 
such a distinguished member of the Senate I suspect that I 
ought to subside, but I want to make myself more clearly 
understood. 

I do not charge that the Appropriations Committee since I 
have had the honor to be a member of it has ever railroaded 
any measure. I used the wrong phrase. Of course while there 
have been an apparent hurry and a_rush there that did not 
give some Senators who were not on the subcommittee an op- 
portunity to get the fullest possible light, still I have had so 
much reliance upon the knowledge and integrity of purpose 
of its distinguished chairman that in a great many instances 
I have swallowed everything and anything that came along 
without even a question. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator knows very well that at the 
short session important appropriation measures come to us 
within two or three days of adjournment, and it is necessary 
that they should be considered, apparently in haste, although, 
as a matter of fact, they are carefully considered. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I understand all that, and if I have said 
anything that in any wise would create the impression that the 
Committee on Appropriations does not perform its duty in the 
most laborious and conscientious manner I want to disavow any 
such hint or assertion. 

But the Senator has remarked to-day in this debate that it is 
the policy, and the settled policy, of the Senate never to put 
general legislation on appropriation bills, when he knows, when 
I know, when every member of this body knows, that it is so 
common an occurrence that it is simply pitiable to see how our 
rules are stretched and even trampled under foot whenever a 
majority see fit to do so. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Car- 
olina yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. But I would say before the Sen- 
ator begins that he ought to take cognizance of the fact that as 
an humble and subordinate member of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations I am getting in very bad odor with the high and 
mighty leaders in that committee for having the effrontery to 
express a personal opinion on this matter. But I honestly think 
and believe that this thing needs legislation right now, and that 
these salaries should be stopped; there should be an end to these 
exorbitant steals that are going on, even if the President of the 
United States has lent the prestige of his great name and his 
wisdom and judgment to their being proper compensation. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is my knowledge of the honesty and frank- 
ness of the Senator from South Carolina which prompts the 
question. I understood him to say that already the work of the 
Committee on Appropriations on the bills of which it now has 
jurisdiction is of such a character that members who are not on 
particular subcommittees know but little about the items in the 
various appropriation bills considered by such subcommittees, 
which bills he characterized as being railroaded through the 
general committee when they are reported to the full committee, 


and if a member of the Appropriations Committee is not on the 
subcommittee haying under consideration the particular bill, he 
knows but little of what is contained in the bill. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is correct to this extent. The subcom- 
mittees usually have on them men of long experience and thor- 
ough familiarity with the Government and the law, who are 
always ready, if not always able, to give a satisfactory answer. 
Some of us sometimes differ with them as to whether a certain 
appropriation is sufficiently economical or something like that, 
but then we defer to their superior judgment and knowledge. 
That is about the statement of the fact. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not desire to extend this 
discussion. We have been told this is an emergency bill, and 
that we ought to put it through as rapidly as possible. Every- 
body knows that this bill is going to pass. I think everybody 
here believes it will pass practically as it came from the House. 
As has been said, whatever may be the complaint about salaries, 
ty have been earned, and they are due, or will be due in a few 

ays. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
would suggest. 

Mr. TELLER. They have been earned. We authorized the 
President of the United States to select these officers and fix 
their compensation. He has fixed it. We might repeal the law; 
perhaps we ought to; but certainly we will not be indecent 
enough here to deny that the gentlemen who went into office 
under those appointments are entitled to their money. We are 
bound to pay it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator permit me to ask a ques- 
tion right at this point? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Will not the salaries continue right along 
at the same rate? 

Mr. TELLER. They will. 

Mr. McCUMBER. And will they not be earned in the future 
at the same rate until some other measure is passed? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Should we not act immediately upon it 
through some committee authorized to act on the subject? 

Mr. TELLER. The committee on this subject can to-morrow 
morning, if they choose, present a bill. They do not have to 
take this bill as the basis of their action. Any member of the 
committee can introduce a bill here. The committee can do it 
as a committee. Individual members of the committee can do 
it as individuals. They are not tied up or hampered. 

Now, I do not know whether all of these salaries are to be 
complained of. Some of them, I think, might be properly criti- 
cised. Some of them I do not think probably could be criticised. 
ee is the province of the Canal Committee, if it sees fit to take 

t up. 

But it is not an appropriation committee. It has never had 
the authority of this body to present an appropriation bill. I 
will venture to say, Mr. President, that no committee of the 
Senate has ever in its history attempted to take an appropria- 
tion bill until there had been a rule of the Senate, carefully 
considered and deliberately passed, authorizing it to take charge 
of the bill. The Committee on Interoceanic Canals are assum- 
ing here that they have superior ability to handle this question, 
and they are insisting—at least that seems to be the theory of 
the Senator who catechised me a moment since—that they must 
have an appropriation bill on which to put this legislation. 

Mr. President, there is a rule of the Senate which prohibits 
them, even if they were an appropriation committee, as it pro- 
hibits the established general Appropriation Committee, from 
introducing on an appropriation bill general legislation. I agree 
with the Senator from South Carolina that again and again 
we have abused that rule, not because the committee brought 
such amendments here, but because the Senate time and again 
in the last twenty-five years have said, when an appropriation 
bill was before the Senate, “ This is an appropriate and proper 
time to put on legislation.” Therefore the Senate and not the 
committee have put upon the bills such legislation. 

I do not mean to say—it is not a question presented—that if 
the proposition were made here to give to the Canal Commit- 
tee jurisdiction of every question touching this subject I would 
not yote for it, but I know and they know that they now have 
jurisdiction of the question whether the salaries are proper. 
They now have jurisdiction of all questions of any importance 
connected with this subject, except it may be merely the one of 
appropriating money. I can see an argument in favor of allow- 
ing the committee to take charge of the question of future ap- 
propriations. I can see that they ought, of all committees, to 
determine the question, if we attempt to determine it at all, 
what shall be the character of the canal—whether it shall be a 


They have been promised, not earned, I 
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canal with a lock 90 feet high, or whether it shall be a canal 
with a lock of 60 feet or 30 feet, or whether it shall be a sea- 
level canal. 

Mr. President, those are the questions to which the commit- 
tee should address themselves. It will add nothing to their 
glory, nothing to their strength, nothing to their reputation to 
pass on the pending bill. These other questions are immediate 
questions that the American pedple want the committee to settle, 
and not whether we shall pay a dept which has been incurred 
legally and properly. Whether it has in every instance been 
judiciously incurred with respect to the amount of the salaries, 
is a matter left to the discretion of the President. I am not 
prepared to say that he has abused his discretion, and if he did 
abuse it, it does not make any difference; Congress has to pay 
it, and Congress ought to pay it like men. The Canal Com- 
mittee would not dare to come in here and say they had reduced 
salaries on an appropriation bill, and if they did, whatever I 
might think about it, I would vote that that was a question, 
owing to the fact that we authorized the President to fix the 
salaries, which we ought to take up and settle with care and not 
witlr haste. 

This bill, by every rule of the Senate, by every tradition, 
should go to the Committee on Appropriations, and unless the 
Senate is prepared to record here now its lack of faith in the 
intelligence and integrity of that committee it will not vote to 
send the bill to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. Let the 
chairman of that committee come here to-morrow and put in an 
amendment of the rules, if he wants control and the committee 


wants control of these appropriations, and the Senate will deal 


with it and determine whether there is just and proper ground 
to say that the Committee on Interoceanic Canals can handle 
that question better than the established Committee on Appro- 
priations, and the proceeding will be dignified and in accordance 
with the usual practice of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think the policy of the Senate 
in regard to appropriations has been long and well settled. All 
appropriation measures go to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and the only cases in which appropriation bills have been taken 
from that committee have been, as the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. TELLER] has said, by a special rule removing an entire bill, 
covering an entire subject; and it has been done without refer- 
ence to any specific case. This is a proposal not to take an 
appropriation bill away from the Committee on Appropriations 
and give it to another committee, but to take a certain appro- 
priation relating to a specific subject and hand it over to 
another committee. We have pending no appropriation bill for 
the completion and maintenance of the Panama Canal. It is 
an incidental expense so far. If the Senate wants to make the 
canal the subject of a separate bill and to make a rule covering 
it, as they have covered the post-office and post-roads, the mili- 
tary, and the naval bills, that is the proper way to deal with it. 

But I submit suddenly to take a deficiency bill, as this is, from 
the committee where it has always been and give it to a com- 
mittee whose functions haye thus far been purely legislative is 
violative of all our practice, and I think a dangerous proceeding. 
I haye the honor to be chairman of the Committee on the Phil- 
ippines, a committee constituted to deal with a new and distinct 
subject. That committee has reported many measures, some of 
them inyolving a great deal of expense. I have tried to the best 
of my ability to defend and maintain the prerogatives of that 
committee, but it never occurred to me that we had any right to 
take charge of appropriations connected with the Philippine 
Islands. There have been nayal appropriations connected ex- 
clusively with those islands; there have been military appro- 
priations connected exclusively with the Philippine Islands; but 
it never occurred to me that those ought to go to my committee. 
We have left appropriations to certain defined committees, com- 
mittees which would bring in a bill solely for the purpose of 
appropriation. 

Nothing is better settled, Mr. President, to take another exam- 
ple in the practice of the Senate, than the control of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations over treaties. We have reported more 
than once to the Senate and had ratified treaties carrying the 
necessity of a large appropriation. In order to carry out the 
treaty it was necessary to make a large appropriation, as in the 
case of the treaty with Spain. But I do not think it has ever 
occurred to anyone that because the Committee on Foreign 
Relations was responsible for the action which necessitated the 
appropriation the appropriation in any sense came within their 
jurisdiction. 

If we are to turn the canal appropriations over to the Com- 
mittee on Interoceanic Canals it ought to be done, as all other 
changes of appropriations have been made, by a separate rule 
giving them control of it, not as an isolated appropriation, but 
as a bill devoted to that specific subject. 


It has been said that we violate constantly the rule against 
putting legislation on appropriation bills. I think we do, and 
very unwisely, but that does not affect the merit of the rule or 
the good service that it does in a great many ways. 

I believe it is always unfortunate to mix legislation and 
appropriations, if it can possibly be avoided. If these salaries 
are to be cut down and fixed by law, then the committee having 
control of legislation ought to do it, and it ought not to be done 
on an appropriation bill. We have all of us, I think, at times 
attempted to get changes of salaries or advances through an 
appropriation bill, but that is one direction in which legislation 
has always been refused. Í 

Mr. President, I have no possible interest in this question, 
except the general one of the good business of the Senate, for 
I am a member of neither committee. It seems to me that to 
take this bill, which is to all intents and purposes a deficiency 
bill, and remoye it from the committee to which all deficiency 
bills are given and put it into the hands of another committee, 
which is a legislative committee charged with most important 
legislative duties, and begin by mixing it up with legislation 
from that committee and using it as a foundation for legisla- 
tion in regard to salaries, would be most prejudicial to the con- 
duct of the business of the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the question of reference, which 
is the only one now before the Senate, it seems to me to be 
controlled by the question as to what is the present rule. If it 
be true, and I am inclined to think it is, that under the rule this 
subject-matter belongs to the Appropriation Committee, I can 
see no reason why this particular deficiency bill should go to any 
other committee. 

Now, as to the general merits of the question, I am not pre- 
pared to say but that the subject of appropriations for the canal 
should belong to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, and 
when that question comes before the Senate in a proposition to 
change the present rule of the Senate, it is possible I may give 
my vote in favor of the jurisdiction over such appropriations 
being thereafter exercised by that committee. 

There is, however, in this connection one matter which I think 
will have to be practically dealt with, and the solution of which 
strikes me as one of some difficulty. There can be no question 
of the fact that Congress ought to exercise its discretion, and [I 
should say its duty, in seeing that salaries and all expenditures 
for the canal are kept within proper bounds; and yet Iam ata 
loss to see how, except in the making of appropriations, Con- 
gress can control the expenditures relating to the salaries of 
officers and the wages of employees and other expenditures of 
like character. 

It will be found to be an extremely difficult if not an impossi- 
ble thing to prescribe salaries for the vast army of officers and 
of employees that will be necessary in the construction of the 
eanal. There are but five oflicers specified in the canal act 
whose salaries, as the law now exists, could be prescribed by 
law. Of course, before salaries can be prescribed, the officers 
must be identified and specified by law, and the only officers who 
are identified and specified by the existing law are the five 
Commissioners. 

This is a matter, Mr. President, not entirely for the first time 
now considered by me, because it so happens that I am the 
author of the section of the law which relates to the creation of 
the Canal Commission, and the question as to the regulation of 
the salaries, or prescribing the salaries, was considered by me 
to some extent at the time I undertook to frame that provision 
of the existing law. 

Mr. MORGAN. You did not put anything of that sort in 
your amendment, did you? 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, I will 
endeavor to state exactly what the case is. The law directing 
the construction of the canal, as everyone knows, originated 
in the bill which was framed and introduced by the senior Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. As thus introduced by 
him it did not contain a provision for the creation of a com- 
mission. The provision in the present law requiring the ap- 
pointment of a commission was added to the bill by an amend- 
ment drawn and offered by myself. In endeavoring to frame 
this provision of the law creating the canal commission, I was 
eonfronted by the impossibility of prescribing salaries of officials 
unless you could prescribe who the officers should be. This 
was impracticable, because no one, however familiar he might 
be with such a vast work, could anticipate and provide for all 
the details of the work and prescribe the number and charac- 
ter of the officers it would require. For that reason it was 
necessary to make a provision for the fixing of salaries of offi- 
cers and wages of employees as it is done in the existing law, 
to wit, by the Commission, with the approval of the President. 
The existing law gives to the President of the United States 
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the power to fix the salaries of the Commissioners, and then, 
providing for the appointment of other officers and men, it 
gives to the Commission the fixing of their salaries, with the 
approval of the President. 

And, sir, the same difficulty that presented itself to me when 
I was endeavoring to frame the amendment requiring the ap- 
pointment of a Commission confronts us now. 

In what way, Mr. President, will it be possible for either of 
these committees to recommend legislation with reference to 
the salaries which are to be enjoyed by these officers and em- 
ployees unless we shall first say who the officers and employees 
shall be? The only way, it occurs to me, that it is possible to 
correct any extravagance in salaries is in limiting the appro- 
priations made for their payment. It has been suggested by the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] that where the service has 
already been rendered of course the salaries must be paid. 
Conceding that to be true, a large part of this appropriation is 
not for salaries which have already been earned, but for salaries 
which are hereafter to be earned by the same officers between 
now and the expiration of the present fiscal year. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator that 
while that statement is probably accurate as the bill came be- 
fore the House, the very purpose of the House in striking off 
the $5,000,000 and something was to make it apply only to the 
salaries and expenditures already incurred. The difficulty was 
that they could not tell from the report exactly what was the 
amount, and so they guessed somewhat at it. 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator from Georgia a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. In all the many salaries that this Government 
pays are there any that are fixed on appropriation bills? 

Mr. BACON. No, there are not, so far as I know, except it 
is practically done in certain cases. I think I am correct in 
saying that even where the law fixes a salary at one figure the 
Appropriation Committee sometimes appropriates a less amount 
for the payment of the salary of the officer. I think I am cor- 
rect, and if I am incorrect the Senator from Iowa will correct 
me in the statement that this has sometimes occurred. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, yes. > 

Mr. BACON. I think that is the case. I think it will be 
found to be so. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest, if the Senator will 
allow me, that the Committee on Appropriations sometimes 
makes a less appropriation than the amount at which the law 


25 That is exactly what I meant and endeavored 


to say. 

Mr. TELLER. They do not change the statute; they leave 
it there. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator misunderstood me if he so under- 
stood me to say. I meant to say exactly what the Senator from 
Colorado now says, that there have been in many instances an 
appropriation for the payment of an officer less than the amount 
fixed by the law as his salary. 

Mr. LODGE. Are there any cases where the office is created 
in an appropriation bill—I mean practically are there any 
cases? 

Mr. BACON. I do not know of any, and there is nothing 
which I am saying or endeavoring to say—— 

Mr. LODGE. That is just what I was going to ask the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. BACON. There is nothing which I said intended to 
suggest that there should be any such legislation on an appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. LODGE. In this case, in order to reach those offices 
where some persons think the salary is too large, would it not 
be necessary first to create them by law? Because they now 
exist under a general law according to the President's direction. 

Mr. BACON. That is the very difficulty to which I was en- 
denvoring to call the attention of the Senate, the difficulty of 
legislating with reference to a salary unless there is an office 
fixed by law. The only officers whose positions are fixed by 
law in this particular case are the five Commissioners. Of 
course it is perfectly within the competency of Congress to say 
that the five Commissioners shall receive only a certain amount, 
but how we can make any general law which will apply to any- 
one who is not himself an officer recognized by the law I do not 
understand. 

This is the only way I can see that the difficulty can be met. 
When we come to appropriate and a particular Instance is called 
to the attention of Congress or of the Senate, this body dealing 
particularly with the matter, that a particular officer, such a 
one for instance as has been instanced, who is receiving $10,000 
when possibly $5,000 might be considered as a proper salary, it 


would be competent in the bill appropriating the money to say 
that that particular person, occupying such a position and dis- 
charging such and such duties, should thereafter receive only 
such an amount, and make an appropriation in accordance with 
the same. 

I see that I have the approval of the distinguished and hon- 
ored chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. ALLI- 
son], and it encourages me to repeat what I said in the begin- 
ning, that I do not see how arty committee, either the Inter- 
oceanic Canals Committee or the general Appropriations Com- 
mittee, can deal with the subject of salaries by general legisla- 
tion. If evil there be, it can only be met and coped with by 
some such method as that which I have suggested, by limiting 
in the appropriation bill the amount which is to be received by 
a person discharging certain duties, and in the absence of that 
there is no other way to do it that I see, except for Congress 
to undertake the Herculean and impossible task of saying what 
shall be this vast army of officers and employees and by fixing 
the salary of each. 

For tbat reason it seems to me, Mr. President, that we are met 
by quite a difficulty when we come to carry out the suggestion 
which has been made here by more than one Senator on each 
side of this question—that one committee should deal with 
legislation and the other committee deal with appropriations. 
It seems to me, as a first impression, that the committee which 
is to scrutinize all these expenditures and to determine whether 
those relating to salaries, as well as other expenditures, are upon 
a proper scale should also have charge of the appropriation bill 
for the work of the canal, because I can see no way in which 
the remedy can be applied except in limiting the appropriations 
in each case where a reduction is required. This scrutiny will 
be a vast work of innumerable detail, and will involve a labor 
requiring the entire attention of any committee. 

I think it true, of course, that there are many subjects matter 
of detail connected with this work which can be dealt with by 
legislation; but I am speaking of the matter of salaries and 
wages and like expenditures. I may be wrong, but it is worthy 
of suggestion to Senators who can give thought to it that it is 
impossible by general legislation to fix the matter of these 
salaries certainly, unless we are prepared first to define vho 
shall be the officers and then say what their salaries shall be. 
While the present inclination of my mind is in favor of giving 
the entire subject of canal appropriations to the Canal Com- 
mittee, in my judgment the present rule of the Senate requires 
that this bill shall go to the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. DANIEL. To my mind, Mr. President, this proposition 
is a plain one. This is an appropriation bill to discharge an 
obligation already incurred by the Government of the United 
States. We have made debts. We are obliged to pay them. 
No one has any notion of repudiating them after the fact of 
incurring the obligation, and in natural and in due course this 
bill should, of course, be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, the committee designated and formed by the Senate 
for the purpose of discharging the function which we are in- 
vited to perform by the very tenor of the bill. 

It has been suggested that a legislative committee formed for 
wholly distinct and divergent purposes should be the recipient 
of this reference. That would seem to be a strange suggestion, 
one 2525 of the due and orderly course of our daily adminis- 
tration. 

It has been said that would be convenient to the views enter- 
tained by some gentlemen that these salaries are too extrava- 
gant. That thought suggests itself in another direction, but not 
to the reference of this bill. It may be that at the proper time 
the question will be debatable upon this floor as to whether or 
not it were wise to repose the power, ordinarily pertaining to 
the legislative body, to designate the salaries and to apportion 
the salaries of administrative offices. But that has been done. 
We are dealing with facts accomplished and not with facts 
proposed. : 

It has been suggested that one committee will find it conven- 
ient to propose legislation to accompany this bill. No one com- 
mittee of this body has an iota of privilege in that respect that 
does not pertain to every other committee. The committee to 
whom it is suggested to refer the bill has no range of purview 
one inch beyond what belongs to the Appropriations Committee. 

As I read the rule, Mr. President, let me suggest that this 
is not a general appropriation bill. It is a special appropriation 
bill. It is not a general deficiency bill, but a special deficiency 
bill as to revenue about certain things. Anyone on the floor of 
the Senate has a right to offer an amendment to the bill. Any 


committee to which it may be referred, whether you call it the 
Appropriations Committee or the Interoceanic Canals Commit- 
tee, no matter what its name, may amend the bill, and any 
Senator here, who has spoken in a contrariwise direction to 
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these thoughts, has the right here to offer his amendment and 
have it duly considered; at least that is the case as I read the 
rule. 

I can not see, Mr. President, that any consideration whatever 
has been suggested which should induce the Senate te depart 
from its ordinary, from its natural, and from its customary 
method of action. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, if I were to consult my per- 
sonal wishes about this matter I would try to escape from the 
labor and the responsibility of considering this very important 
bill in the committee of which I have the honor to be a member. 
I would devolve that duty entirely upon the great committee 
which has been so long established in the Senate and which has 
so long engineered the financial operations of the United States. 
But I see that the Senator from Rliode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] is 
giving some attention to what I am saying, and I wish to call 
his attention to the fact that the part of the appropriation bill 
we are considering is the first section, which I will read for his 
information, if he has not heard it read. The first section of 
this bill, relating to the financing of the canal and containing 
no appropriation, should go to the Senator’s Committee on 
Finance, where I think the bankers are eagerly hoping and 
expecting that it will receive his paternal care. 

I will read the first section: 

That the bonds authorized by section 8 of the act entitled “An act to 
provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the 
Atlantic and Pacifie oceans,” approved June 28, 1 2, shall be subject 
to the provisions of section 13 of the act entitled “An act to define 
and fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of 
money issued or coined by the United States, to refund the public debt, 


and for other purposes,” approved March 14, 1900, the same as though 
1205 bonds were issued under the provisions of said act of March 14, 


Section 2 then starts out bravely with the proposition 
That there is hereby appropriated— 


Not any money to carry into effect section 1. Everybody 
knows that no money is required to carry into effect section 1. 
None is provided in this bill. When I saw that, from the other 
side of the Chamber, there was considerable anxiety, and, per- 
haps, some feeling about the destiny of this bill as to its con- 
sideration in committee, I was wondering to myself what could 
be the cause of this trouble; and when I heard the big guns 
from that side of the Chamber turn loose upon it in such a 
strenuous way I concluded that there was a great deal more 
here than the question of appropriation. 

Now, the peculiar feature of this bill is in the first section. 
That is a legislative feature. It is intended to make these 
bonds available for banking. That is all of it. How much 
appropriation is there in that? Why can not the committee 
which has charge of the canal take into consideration the pro- 
vision of the fund that may be necessary hereafter, without 
further appropriation, if you please, from Congress, in order to 
go on with the work of completing the canal? Giving to the 
President of the United States, as the law now is, or as it is 
conceded to be on all sides of the Chamber, the right to expend 
this money in any way and to any amount and upon anybody 
that he chooses, without any question being asked, even by the 
Congress of the United States. All that vast amount, $130,- 
000,000, to be raised on these bonds is to be, under the provi- 
sions of this act, thrown into the hands of the President. When 
he gets that I suppose he will feel at liberty to turn his heels 
or his back upon Congress and say, “I do not need any more 
appropriation from you; I have got $130,000,000 here, which I 
can sell bonds to raise. I have enough for present needs. When 
more is wanted, I will inform Congress.” 

The bankers of the United States are far more interested in 
the passage of this bill as an emergency bill than are the people 
of the United States or the Congress of the United States. They 
want to handle these bonds. They want us by this legislation 
to place these bonds on the footing of bonds that can be made 
the basis of banking in the United States. That is the great 
question in this bill. Senators know that they have as much 
power and right to vote upon this salary question on a bill 
reported from the Committee on Interoceanic Canals as upon 
a bill reported by the old and substantial Committee on Appro- 
priations of this body. So it makes no difference where the bill 
comes from. We will still be allowed to offer amendments, 
unless under some rule of the Senate they are out of order—and 
I do not think they are—for the purpose of limiting the salaries 
upon this bill, or for the purpose of ascertaining how much 
money shall be paid to each of these individuals as salaries 
in proportion to the work he has done, in proportion to the 
rules and requirements of justice and equity. 

So far from its being an appropriation bill, it is a bill 
strictly legislative in its character. Its most important for- 


midable feature is in the first section, which everybody will 


admit contains no hint of an appropriation. Then, as to an 
appropriation for a deficiency, it is alleged on all sides here 
that that deficiency has occurred. I am not satisfied that any 
deficiency has occurred. I understand a deficiency to mean an 
insufficiency of money to carry on the operations of the Govern- 
ment not hitherto supplied by Congress, which in consequence 
of certain embarrassments or certain exigencies the authorities 
have promised to pay in excess of the amount appropriated. 

No appropriation has ever been made by the Congress of the 
United States for any salary whatever to any officer of the 
canal. Those appropriations have been left to the discretion of 
the President by the application of a bulk sum, to be distributed 
by him as he sees proper. It is impossible for me to conceive 
of a deficiency existing under the laws of the United States, in 
such conditions, unless somebody has outreached his authority 
in creating obligations upon the United States. If such a 
thing as that has it ought to be stopped right now. 
We have got a canal to build which is going to cost at the very 
least $300,000,000, and when we have expended $300,000,000 we 
shall not have a canal. At the same time we must go on and 
expend it; and I am going to vote with you to spend every 
dollar you want. But how is it to be when we approach the 
end of the job? Suppose, in the meantime, under the condi- 
tions that now exist, when everything is left to the discretion 
of the President as to expenditure, when we approach the dis- 
tant day when this canal shall be completed, we find that the 
$300,000,000 appropriated by Congress has been expended and 
another $100,000,000 contracted for by the President of the 
United States remains as a deficiency. We are now laying the 
predicate for such a situation in this bill. We ought to begin to 
define deficiency in respect of this matter; as to who has the 
power to create it, and by what means he will create the 
deficiency. Before we pass upon this very important question 
the Senate ought at least to have an estimate of the actual 
deficiency—not the round sum, but an estimate of the particu- 
lars in which the deficiency exists or has occurred. We find at 
this early day that such restrictions are necessary for the 
safety of the Treasury. 

From debates in the House of Representatives upon this sub- 
ject I would suppose—I know nothing about it personally—that 
this deficiency consists largely in the payment of extraordinary 
salaries, which have exhausted the funds hitherto appropriated 
for canal construction; also in the purchase of material that per- 
haps will not be used for five or ten years to come; and for 
various other matters which have been contracted for by per- 
sons—not salaried officers, not officers appointed under law, not 
officers whose tenure is limited or whose authority is prescribed 
by law, but officers appointed by the President, whose salaries 
are fixed by the President, and paid by the President, and so 
forth. i ; å 

What right have these men, in this nebulous and unorganized. 
state, when there is not a Senator on this floor who knows the 
names of the officers that are known—what right haye these 
men to contract debts against the United States to the amount 
of $18,000,000, and what right haye we to call it a deficit when it 
is only a gross violation of statute laws? 

The question whether or not there is a deficit is one to be 
inquired into. I think, Mr. President, that the Committee on 
Interoceanic Canals is quite as capable of ascertaining whether 
there is any deficit as is the Committee on Appropriations, for 
the Committee on Appropriations can only ascertain what is the 
deficit, if there is any, by reference to some statute law. The 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals may find a way to ascertain 
that the deficit exists that we are obliged to shoulder rather 
than inflict reproach upon the Administration; they may find 
a way to do it; but before they find their way to do that they 
have to state some reason, some principle, upon which this defi- 
cit has been lawfully contracted. So it is not a deficit. 

What about the emergency? Is there any emergency about 
paying these debts? What are they? To whom are they due? 
Under what contract? Are they due to foreigners who have 
sold goods to the Panama Canal Company or foreigners who 
haye sold goods to the Isthmian Canal Commission in England 
or Germany or France and have sent them over here for the 
purpose of avoiding our tariff duties upon them? Are they 
debts to those people, or are they due to American citizens, who 
are under the disability of having a large duty imposed on ev- 
erything that they import from abroad and therefore are manu- 
facturing goods at an enormous profit under the cover and shel- 
ter of that protection? I want to know; I have a right to 
know; and the Committee on Interoceanic Canals is quite as 
able to ascertain that—not speaking of myself, of course—as is 
the Committee on Appropriations. Look at the majority of that 
committee, Mr. President—the Republican majority of that com- 
mittee. There is not an abler body of men in this Senate than 
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is on the Republican majority of that committee. They may not 
be as venerable as some, but they are as able as the venerables 
have ever been or are now. Why should we withdraw this bill 
from them in order to get a higher range of Republican ability 
to pass upon Republican measures? I can not quite understand 
the logic of that situation, nor do I believe that that is the 
motive. 

I think the whole business is to jam through this bank fea- 
ture in the first section of this bill. I have not expressed any 
opinion about what my vote will be in committee or anywhere 
else upon that bank feature, but it is a subject for discussion, for 
yery grave consideration here, whether the banks of the United 
States—how many thousand are there, six, or seven, or eight 
thousand national banks?—shall meet in their congresses and 
come to the conclusion that the Government of the United 
States shall not raise any money on its bonds to build a canal 
unless it will give them the privilege of banking upon those 
bonds. We may think that privilege is too large now; we may 
prefer to increase the rate of interest from 2 to 8 per cent 
rather than give the banks the opportunity of throttling the 
Government and saying, You shall not build the canal until 
you pay us a part of these profits.” There are questions and 
questions and questions involved in the first section of this bill 
that are as far from the question of appropriation as is the 
sun from the earth. All this is a makeshift and a make-pre- 
tense when we call this an appropriation bill or when we call 
it a deficiency bill or when we call it an emergency bill. 

What is the urgency? Are you going to hold up the canal 
until you get the money? You have done that already, you are 
holding it up now, and not working upon it, and your chief of 
engineers has so stated it in printed papers, in the magazines. 
Mr. Shonts has stated that he has stopped work now, not because 
you have not got the money or the credit, but because you have 
not settled the plan of canal after working upon it for fully 
three years. You have been considering legislation upon the 
Spooner law and the discussion which followed that upon the 
treaty and other matters. For three years you have been try- 
ing to come to some conclusion about what the plan of the 
canal should be, and we are as far from it to-day as we were 
three years ago. Now, the plan of that canal is the real emer- 
gency. Until that plan is before Congress and has been acted 
upon, there can be no wise legislation in respect to the canal. 

Already, Mr. President, the history of the Panama Canal is 
fully as bad as the first three years of the history of the old De 
Lesseps Panama Canal—not perhaps so deeply stained with 
fraud and graft, as it is called, but as to reckless expendi- 
ture, as to the wasteful use of the money of the people, as to 
the carelessness as to what the results are going to be, as to in- 
sufficiency and incompleteness of knowledge of what we are 
doing, and what we can do, we are as far in the woods to-day 
as the De Lesseps canal was three years after it was projected; 
and we have gone on with this job for three dreadful years. 
That is the emergency. It is to keep up appearances and our 
national eclat and reputation for doing things that emergency 
appropriations are demanded to supply unlawful deficiencies. 

But in view of the fact that there is no plan for the canal, in 
view of the fact that Doctor Gorgas has been running his hy- 
gienic measures with great success, it appears, but at the loss of 
five or six months of working time on the canal; in view of that 
enormous and terrible handicap resting upon the whole busi- 
ness, when our agents have driven away those who have not de- 
serted and gone home, and have discharged others and sent 
them away and have suspended work, waiting for more patent 
excavators and the like of that, and have created $18,000,000 
of debt, which there is not a dollar appropriated to pay, there 
arises this emergency deficit that can only be accounted for by 
failure to do things—a defisiency created by men who had no 
authority, or even color of law, under which to create it, and you 
come here and call it not only a deficiency, but an emergency 
deficiency! The emergency, Mr. President, is in the situation I 
have just been describing. There is no true emergency here. 

When the Committee on Appropriations reports this bill to 
the Senate—if the bill shall be referred to that committee—1l 
think I might afford a little effort at prophecy by saying they 
will probably bring back the first section without amendment. 
I think I might do that. They might probably retort upon me, 
“Why, your Interoceanic Canal Committee will do the same 
thing.” They might go still further, and say I would vote for 
it if I could not make it any better. They might do that; but 
when that bill comes into the Senate, when somebody gets up 
and proposes an amendment to it, they will say that is new 
legislation on an appropriation bill; and out it goes. We do 
not want gentlemen to be hampered and confined in any such 
strait as that. We do not want to have the rules of the Senate 
to lock our tongues and our mouths and prohibit us from asking 


for a vote upon a motion to amend the first section. Then it 
will be a regular appropriation bill, an emergency appropria- 
tion bill, to meet a deficit. Of all bills in the world which will 
not bear outside legislation, general legislation outside of its 
particular phraseology, this is that bill. The minority, whoever 
they may be, or the majority who think we are paying too much 
tribute to the banks and had better raise the percentage of 
interest from 2 to 3 per cent rather than to accommodate the 
banks in their demand upon us, will be silenced by the rule of 
the Senate. This is an appropriation bill, it will be said, and 
being such, and coming from the Committee on Appropriations, 
it is not liable to amendment by any proposition that has any 
feature or symptom of general legislation in it, and there we are. 

Mr. President, when this bill goes to that Appropriations Com- 
mittee, it being the first effort at appropriation in respect of the 
canal in any detail by Congress, the precedent will be estab- 
lished, and the honorable gentlemen who have charge of that 
committee, the majority of it—the minority is, of course, be- 
yond all expression weak—these gentlemen will find themselves 
bereft of all power to control this canal, for the real control of 
the canal will be in the regulation of the appropriations, 

This is not a general bill of appropriations; it is not a bill to 
provide for deficiencies created to carry on the Government. 
It is a special appropriation bill, and therefore it is not really 
and properly subject to the rules which are invoked here to-day, 
that all appropriation bills shall go to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. Now, when these gentlemen get hold of this bill, old 
and venerable and distinguished and able, as they are, they will 
sit down, Mr. President, and they will commence manufacturing 
a lot of offices and distributing the money among them in a 
purely legislative way. They are obliged to do it—to manu- 
facture the offices, first, by legislation, and distribute the money 
and come back here and ask us to accept it. They have been 
pluming themselves on the fact, and I have been greatly com- 
forted so long as I have been in the Senate by the fact, that 
the Appropriations Committee could not legislate; for, if they 
had the power to appropriate the money and could legislate 
also, Mr. President, it would be like uniting the sword and purse 
in the hands of the President of the United States—a dangerous 
thing to do, even with that magnificent body of gentlemen who 
have so long, so ably, and so faithfully served this country and 
never yet have made a slip of it. But there is a younger gener- 
ation coming along here, and we do not know exactly what they 
are going to do. There may be some ambitious men among 
them, who would like to take the same liberties with the Treas- 
ury of the United States that the President takes, and they 
would say, “ Send your bills here, if there is any color of money 
in them at all; send your bills to us, and we will legislate 
upon the bills first, and next make the appropriations.” If 
there is anything more important than the exercise of that 
function that the Committee on Appropriations in the Senate 
of the United States exercises in such a conservative way of be- 
ing the distributors, according to their judgment, of as much 
money as we are able to pay under laws that exist, it is that 
they are without the right or the privilege of making any 
enactment of law. That is the proposition that stands best and 
truest, and will stand longest in favor of the rectitude of the 
legislation of the Government of the United States. 

I regret very much to see the anxiety of these gentlemen in 
reaching out for legislative powers when they have proclaimed 
for so many years here, and so righteously, that Congress ought 
not to put anything in their reach that looked like legislation or 
put upon their bills anything that looked like legislation. Let 
them act according to their professions and renounce every op- 
portunity that comes to them to unite the legislative and the 
appropriations function. Instead of that, we find them to-day 
in anxious pursuit of this new scheme, where the legislative 
power and the appropriation power are united in respect to all 
the future transactions of this great and lamentable concern 
that we call the Panama Canal. I expected to see the aged 
gentlemen, Senators on that Appropriations Committee, rise and 
say, “ We renounce the temptation you place before us to con- 
trol this big canal business.” But I am afraid that when they 
were considering the first section and saw the banking operation 
of it and the bond operation of it they lost their virtue for a 
moment and forgot themselves, and here they are crying out 
and clamoring for a chance to pass a banking bill upon this pre- 
tended appropriation bill for an isthmian canal. Why not leave 
that provision out? Why send that to them? When you refer 
that to them in preference to referring it to a legislative com- 
mittee, you declare that it is a subject of appropriation, not a 
subject of legislation, and when you make that declaration, Mr. 
President, you violate all the truths which can be written in the 
English language. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
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the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Alison] to refer the bill to the 
Committee on Appropriations, [Putting the question.] The 
Chair is in doubt. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BULKELEY (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER]. If he 
were present, he would vote “nay ” and I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator form Illinois [Mr. Cuttom]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote“ yea.” 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Crane]. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 40, nays 23, as follows: 


YEAS—40. ` 
Aldrich Burnham Gallinger Overman 
Alger Carter Hale Perkins 
Allee Clark, Wyo. Hemenway Simmons 
Allison Clarke, Ark. Heyburn Smoot » 
Ankeny Daniel ean Spooner 
Bacon Dolliver ge Stone 
Berry Flint Long Sutherland 
Beveridge Foraker McCreary Teller 
Blackburn Foster Mallory Warner 
Brandegee Fryè Nixon Warren 
NAYS—23. : 
Bailey Dubois Knox Morgan 
Burkett Frazier Latimer Nelson 
Carmack Fulton McCumber Piles 
Clapp Gamble MeLaurin Seott 
Cla Hopkins Millard Tillman 
Culberson Kittredge Money 
NOT VOTING—24. 

Bulkeley Depew Hansbrough Pettus 
Burrows Dick McEnery Platt 

urton Dillingham Martin Proctor 
Clark, Mont. Dryden Newlands Rayner 
Crane Elkins Patterson Taliaferro 
Cullom Gorman Penrose Wetmore 


So the bill was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
REGULATION OF BAILROAD BATES. X 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, in the course of the remarks 
made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] this morning I 
interrupted him to call his attention to a decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in respect to the right and 
power of a State to authorize a railroad commission to fix rates 
within that State. I declared that the counsel for the railroad 
company in that particular case had contended against the 
validity of the law upon the express ground that it was a dele- 
gation of legislative power. It had been some years since I 
had read the case, and I was stating merely my recollection of 
it. I find that it is even stronger than I stated it. It was not 
the contention of the attorneys for the railroad only, but the 
court itself in the very beginning of the opinion states that as 
one of the arguments in support of the decree below, the court 
below having held the Mississippi statute unconstitutional. 
After stating the facts, Chief Justice Waite, who delivered the 
opinion of the court, continued : 

The argument in support of the decree below is: 

1. That the statute under which the commissioners are to act impairs 
ee oo of the charter contract of the Mobile and Ohio Railroad 

It is fair to say that two distinguished justices dissented 
from the opinion of the court, basing their dissent upon the 
ground that the Mississippi act did not impair the obligation of 
the contract with the particular railroad which was a defendant 
in this case. 


2. That it is, so far as that company is concerned, a regulation of 
commerce among the States; 

3. That It denies the company the equal protection of the laws and 
deprives it of its property without due process of law; 

4. That it confers both legislative and judicial powers on the com 
mission, and Is thus repugnant to the constitution of Mississippi; and 

5. That it is void on its face by reason of its inconsistencies and 
uncertainties, 


The court considers, in order, each ground stated, and refer- 
ring to the fourth contention, that the act of the Mississippi 
legislature conferred both legislative and judicial functions upon 
the commission which the act created, the Supreme Court de- 
clared—dismissing it in one brief paragraph— 

The Supreme Court of Mississippi has decided in the cases of Rail- 
road Commission v. Yazoo and Mississippi Rallroad Company, and Rail- 
road Commission v. Natchez, Jackson and Columbia Rallroad Company 

My opinion is that is a misprint. It should be the Natchez, 
Jackson and Columbus— 


not yet officially re rted, that the statute is not re 
Sune. — —.— e 5 coe oo n and c 

e duty of su ing railroa o this we agree, and t 
is all that need be decided in this case. 
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I am paired- 


ugnant to the 


I take it that it will be difficult to distinguish—I mean to 
distinguish upon that particular objection—between the power 
of a State legislature to delegate its right to fix rates and the 
power of the Federal Congress to delegate its right to fix rates. 
If the State of Mississippi can create a commission and authorize 
that commission to fix the rates which the railroads should 
receive for their services in that State, and our highest court 
holds that not an unlawful delegation of the legislative power of 
that State, I am utterly unable to perceive how it can be success- 
fully contended that a law of Congress empowering a commis- 
sion created by Congress to substitute a reasonable for an un- 
reasonable rate is an unwarranted delegation of our power. 

Now, it is true, as suggested by the Senator from Ohio this 
morning, that this case only involved the validity of that law 
under the constitution of Mississippi, but as I suggested to him, 
neither the State court nor the United States Supreme Court 
predicates its decision upon any peculiar language of the con- 
stitution of Mississippi. Where the constitution had authorized 
and created a commission, as in the case of our own State, it 
might then be contended that there was a difference, but if it is a 
delegation of the legislative authority I doubt if a State, even 
by constitutional enactment, could make such a law valid, be- 
cause I am inclined to think that the Supreme Court of the 
United States would hold that any law which authorized a 
commission to exercise the legislative functions of a State is 
not the due process of law as required by the Constitution of the 
United States. 

In other words, I am inclined to think that the requirement 
that all property rights in this country shall be adjudicated and 
protected under the due process of law would lead the Supreme 
Court of the United States to hold a provision in a State con- 
stitution which authorized the delegation of its legislative power 
to be void and without effect. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, when during the discussion 
this morning the Senator from Texas called my attention to this 
case, I did not distinctly recall what the case was. But after I 
took my seat I sent to the Library and got the case, and I find it 
not to be in conflict with what I had stated, in answer to which 
the Senator cited the case. What I stated was that I did not 
understand that it had been decided by the Supreme Court of 
the United States, in any case or by any other court, that legis- 
lative power could be constitutionally delegated to a commission 
such as the Interstate Commerce Commission, or any other 
tribunal. 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course the Senator from Ohio did not un- 
derstand me to assert that legislative power can be delegated? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; certainly not. The Senator agreed 
with me on that general proposition, but differed with me as to 
the application of it. 

I then went on to say that it was a delegation of legislative 
power to confer on a commission the power to fix specific rates, 
except only where they did it in an administrative way, illus- 
trating it with some instances which I gave on the spur of the 
moment. However, I then sent for this case to see whether or 
not I was in error in the statement I had made that there was 
no decision of the Supreme Court in conflict with the statement 
in that respect which I had made. I find that the question that 
we were discussing is not involved in this case at all. 

This was a case, Mr. President, where a suit was brought to 
enjoin the commissioners of the State of Mississippi from apply- 
ing to the railroad that was complaining the provisions of a 
statute one section of which conferred on the railroad commis- 
sioners of that State the power to fix maximum rates. No 
maximum rate had been fixed. No action whatever had been 
taken under that statute by the railroad commissioners of the 
State of Mississippi. So the precise question we have been dis- 
cussing was not involved. But the main question involved was 
whether or not that statute was in conflict with the charter of 
the railroad, which they claimed was in the nature of a con- 
tractual obligation, binding on the State, conferring upon the 
railroad the power to fix its own rates. The Supreme Court 
held that this legislation was not in conflict with that right 
which had been conferred upon the railroad in its charter; and 
it nowhere considered whether or not it was competent for the 
legislature to confer on the commission the power to make a 
rate. What it says upon that subject is that the State of Mis- 
sissippi has the power to fix railroad rates. Nobody disputes 
that. The sovereignty of the State is supreme and complete, 
and it can do that. 

Another and very different question arises as to the consti- 
tutional power of the United States, acting through Congress, 
to-fix rates. It is very ably insisted by some lawyers that the 
power has not been conferred by the States upon the Federal 
Government to fix rates, even by an act of Congress. But 1 
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was careful to say I do not now agree with that proposition. 
There is a good deal to be said, however, in support of it. 

Mr. BAILEY rose. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was about to call attention to what the 
case really is and what the Court really decided. . 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from Ohio will permit me to 
call his attention to one point, he can answer both at once. 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well. 

Mr. BAILEY. He now raises rather a different question. 
When I first interrupted the Senator it was with respect to 
what I understood him to say in reference to the delegation of 
legislative authority. I understood him to contend that to 
authorize the Commission to make rates was a delegation of 
legislative authority, and therefore not permissible. 

Mr. FORAKER. Not in all cases. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then in answer to that I called his attention 
to the decision in the Mississippi case. The Senator is mistaken 
when he says the court has never held that any State has a 
right to create a commission to fix rates. They precisely held 
that in the Reagan case. They held the rates as fixed by the 
railroad commission of Texas invalid and not enforceable, be- 
cause they held that those particular rates were confiscatory. 
But they expressly held the law itself, which authorized the 
fixing of rates by a commission, to be a valid exercise of the 
power of the State. The Reagan case holds distinctly, une- 
quivocally, and without any question that a State may create 
a commission and authorize it to fix railroad rates; and the 
rates when so fixed must be respected by the railroads unless 
they are confiscatory. 

Mr. FORAKER. We will come to the Reagan case in due 
time. I want to get through with this case before I leave it. 
This is the case the Senator cited this morning. I sent to the 
Library for it. I have it here. I read it. I have it in my hand 
now. I want to point out what this case decides. I wish to 
show it does not decide any such thing—saying it with all 
proper respect—as that it is competent for the legislature to 
confer upon a commission the right to fix specific rates where 
it must exercise the legislative discretion that is involved in 
legislation. 

Now, it will be borne in mind that I differentiated. I said 
this morning there might be a lawful authorization of a com- 
mission to fix rates where a rule was prescribed by the legisla- 
ture that left nothing for that body to do except only to make a 
mathematical calculation or to make some sort of computation. 
They could do that—that is an administrative act—where it 
was necessary only to ascertain a state of facts to give effect 
and operation to something the legislature had declared should 
go into effect and operation when such a state of facts was 
declared to exist, as in the case of Field against Clark. 

In the case which the Senator cited this morning I find the 
principal question involved was whether or not the provision 
made by the legislature of Mississippi, conferring on the com- 
mission the general power of regulation, including the power to 
fix maximum rates, was in violation of a charter provision under 
which the railroad was organized and took its franchises and 
was operating which conferred upon it the power to make its 
own rates. The Court held that there was no conflict. 

The last paragraph of the syllabus shows what the court 
decided in that respect: 

The provisions of the statute of Mississipp! of March 11, 1884, cre- 

en 


ating a railroad commission, are not so inco t and uncertain as 
to necessarily render the entire act void on its face— 

Clearly indicating that there were a number of provisions, as 
they afterwards say in so many words, under which serious 
questions might arise, and undoubtedly would arise if the stat- 
ute should be put into operation, upon which it was not neces- 
sary for the court then to pass and upon which it did not pass, 
but reserved the same until the questions actually arose. 

Now, turning to the opinion of the Court, I call attention to 
the fact that what the Court says is this, which nobody disputes : 

It is now settled in this court that a State has power to limit the 
amount of charges by railroad companies for the transportation of 
persons and property within its own jurisdiction, unless restrained by 
some contract in the charter, or unless what is done amounts to a regu- 


lation of foreign or interstate commerce. 

Nobody denies that the State has that power. The question 
whether or not the State, acting through the legislature, in at- 
tempting to exercise that power had the right to delegate it to 
a subordinate tribunal which the legislature created—and that 
is the question here involved—the Supreme Court does not pre- 
tend to pass upon. That is what it says at that point. Now, 
let me call attention to what the Court says further on. After 
discussing this whole subject, at page 331 the Court says, con- 
cluding that branch of the discussion : 


Under pretense of regulating fares and frelghts the State can not 
require a railroad corporation to carry persons or property without 


reward ; neither can it do that which In law amounts to a taking of 
vate property for public use without just compé tion or without due 

rocess of law. at would have this effect we need not say now, 
ecaa no tariff has yet been fixed by the Commission— 


Reserving the whole subject about which we are having a dis- 
cussion now— 
and the statute of aeee expressly provides “that in all trials of 
cases brought for a violation of any tariff of cha as fixed by the 
Commission it may be shown in defense that such tariff so fixed is 

Now, further, at the conclusion of the next paragraph, page 
333, the Court, after pointing out the nature of the statute, that 
a portion of it relates to rates and a portion of it to ordinary 
police regulations, says: 

The first three of these relate en roceed 
char and supervising the tariff, waa he pee 5 like ines RRA 
requirements of the company, are mere police regulations, which the 
commissioners are to enforce. All this comes clearly within the super- 
vising power of the State in the administration of the affairs of its 
domestic corporations. 

Nobody disputes that the State has the power to do that. 
The question is whether or not the State, acting through the 
legislature, shall exercise this power directly, or whether, being 
legislative in its character, it can confer the power upon some 
subordinate tribunal to represent it. 

We conclude, therefore, that the charter of the company contains no 
contract the obligation of which is in any way impaired by the statute 
under which the commissioners are to act. 

That shows what the Court was discussing. Now, on page 
334 the Court says: 

Every person, every corporation, everything within the territorial 
limits of a State is, while there, subject to the constitutional authority 
of the State government. Clearly under this rule Mississippi may gov- 
ern this corporation, as it does all domestic corporations, 15 respect to 
eyery act and everything within the State which is the lawful subject 
of State government. It may, beyond all question, by the settled rule 
of decision in this court, regulate freights and fares for business done 
exclusively within the State. 

That is as far as the Court goes, and nobody disputes that 
proposition. The State may do it. The State may by its legis- 
lature enact what shall be maximum rates, but the question is 
whether or not the State undertaking to exercise that undis- 
puted power and authority has the right to constitute a subordi- 
nate tribunal and invest it with the legislative power which the 
constitution of the State has reposed in the legislature. 

Now, I say that nowhere—I will address myself to the Reagan 
case after I have looked at it again, and if I am mistaken about 
it I will be only too glad to make proper acknowledgment of the 
same—I say that nowhere, according to my present understand- 
ing of these cases (and I have read all of them) has the Su- 
preme Court said that the legislative power to make rates can 
be delegated to a commission. And when I say that I do not 
mean that the Court has not said that the power to make rates 
may be conferred on a commission. It can be; it has been; and 
it has been upheld, but always after the legislature has fixed a 
rule for the commission to be governed by in taking its action, 
which deprives the commission of the exercise of any legislative 
discretion. The differentiation is between investing the tribu- 
nal with legislative discretion and simply making it an admin- 
istrative body. 

Mr. President, that was recognized in the President’s mes- 
sage. The Senator from Texas must have noted—he could not 
help it; his legal mind is such it could not possibly have escaped 
him—that the President was careful to say this power should 
be conferred on an administrative body; “ purely administrative 
body,” I think, was the language. To say it shall be purely ad- 
ministrative does not, however, make it so. It is a “ purely ad- 
ministrative body,” not because you name it such, but because 
the powers conferred on it make it such, if it be an administra- 
tive body at all. 

You can not say that the Interstate Commerce Commission 
shall have power to make rates, taking into consideration all 
the conditions that give rise to competition; that they shall 
exercise judgment as to the weight to be attached to this, that, 
and the other factors entering into a problem, and then arrive 
at a conclusion and make a rate. You can not say they 
can do that without investing them with legislative discretion. 

Mr. SPOONER. Which is the legislative function in the 
operation to which the Senator has referred? 

Mr. FORAKER. The legislative function is in fixing a rate 
that calls for the exercise of judgment, that calls for the exer- 
cise of discretion. There would be no legislative discretion if, 
as I said this morning, Congress were to say that the rate 
shall be so much on this or that or the other commodity per 
ton per mile, or if it should say the rate shall be so and so over 
a road earning so much per mile within a certain time. It 
would be a matter then of administration for the board to make 
a calculation upon and reach a conclusion in regard to it, 
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There is in such case no discretion. In the other case there is 
discretion, and that is the point which runs through all these 
authorities. That is a point which is not touched in this case 
at all. 

It is getting late and we have a lot of other matters to 
attend to. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Ohio is putting his point with 
great strength and vigor. What I would like from him is a 
statement upon the distinct point he is now touching, whether 
it is easy in a statute to draw this distinction or differentia- 
tion so as to make plain where the legislative power is kept in 
the legislative body and the administrative functions are im- 
posed upon another body. Is that an easy thing to do? From 
his study and investigation of this great subject, has the Senator 
the belief that his proposition is easily translatable into statute 
language? 

Mr. FORAKER. No, Mr. President; I do not think it is easy 
to make a law that is constitutional conferring on the Interstate 
Commerce Commission the power to make rates, because to 
make it constitutional Congress must prescribe the conditions 
that shall govern rates, so that there shall be nothing left to 
the Commission except that which is administrative or mere 
computation. I think it would be very easy for us to confer 
upon them the right te make rates at so much per ton per mile, 
but I think it would be very bad policy, and therefore I do not 
think there is any likelihood of our enacting legislation of that 
kind. We might find some other and easier way, but what I 
mean is that it is not easy, if you establish a rule by the condi- 
tions you name, to permit rates to be made as they always have 
been made in this country, as a result of competition and the 
operation of the laws and the forces of trade and commerce. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, a moment only. I agree with 
all the Senator from Ohio read from the opinion of the court in 
the Mississippi case, and my only complaint is that he did not 
read the only paragraph in the opinion which is precisely perti- 
nent to the issue between him and me. 

The Senate will remember that this morning, when the Sena- 
tor from Ohio expressed the opinion that it was not competent 
for Congress to delegate, as he expressed it, its legislative power 
to the Commission, I inquired if I understood him to contend 
that the proposal to authorize the Interstate Commission to fix 
rates was such an unlawful delegation of our authority. He 
replied that I did, and then I reminded him rather inaccurately 
that the counsel for the railroads in the Mississippi case had 
urged that very contention, and that the court had overruled it. 
I sent for the decision, which I said a moment ago I had not 
read for several years, and I find it is even stronger than I 
stated; that it was not the contention of counsel only, but the 
restatement by the court itself of all the contentions in the case; 
and the court states one of the contentions to. be that the law 
was invalid because it conferred judicial and legislative power 
upon that Commission. 

I want to remind the Senator from Ohio, when he says that 
this case simply asserts the power of the State to control rates, 
that he overlooks the fact that the Court sustains the validity 
of the Mississippi law which created a commission to fix those 
rates. The very substance, the very essence of the law whose 
validity was sustained in the Stone case was the commission 
created by the legislature of Mississippi, which was given the 
power to fix rates, not so much per ton per mile, but they were 
given the power to fix rates, 

My own opinion is that this tribunal which we commonly call 
a “railroad commission” is administrative rather than legisla- 
tive; but to say that the legislature has the power to fix the rate 
and deny it the right to select the most appropriate and the only 
safe means of executing that power, would be, I venture to say, 
with all due respect to the Senator, an obvious absurdity. If 
the legislature have the power to fix the rate, then surely the 
legislature must haye the power to create an administrative 
board to carry out its will; and that practically is what the 
court says in the Reagan case. 

But if the Senator turns from the Mississippi case, over- 
looking the fact that that law was sustained when attacked, 
and when one of the very grounds of attack was that it was a 
delegation of legislative power, which the State was not com- 
petent to make 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BAILEY. I will. But I was right in the middle of a 
sentence. 

Mr. FORAKER. Oh, I beg pardon. 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield cheerfully. 

Mr. FORAKER. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Texas to the very limited extent to which the Supreme 
Court upheld this law. 


They say on page 336: 

The argument on this branch of the controyersy— 

As to the validity of the statute— 
contains much that might have been useful if addressed to the 
lature while considering the bill before its final enactment, but we find 
nothing in it to show that the statute as it now stands is altogether 
yoid and inoperative. 

Having pointed out that there were many things under the 
statute which would perhaps be held to be so, the question was 
all the while whether this general statute should be allowed to 
go into operation, and whether, if it did, it would violate the 
charter rights of the road, which it was contended were 
involved. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the court would never have said it was 
a question addressing itself either to the judgment or the con- 
science of a legislature, if that legislature had undertaken to 
abdicate its legislative- functions and to delegate them to 
another body. I venture to say that if a sovereign State should 
in its constitution solemnly provide that some other body than 
the legislature should exercise the legislative function and 
any man’s rights were imperiled or destroyed under the de- 
cision of this nonlegislative body exercising legislative func- 
tions, he would find a ready redress for the wrong in the Federal 
courts of this country, and the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in my judgment, would unhesitatingly declare that he 
had been deprived of his property without due process of law. 
For a century, the Senate must know, one invariable test 
of the due process of law has been that legislatures must exer- 
cise legislative powers and courts must exercise judicial powers; 
and if a State should so far forget the wisdom of our system 
as to confer its legislative powers upon the court and clothe the 
legislature with the judicial function such an enactment would 
not stand the test of an hour’s scrutiny in any enlightened court 
in this land. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course, it has been held by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, as I remember, that the fixing of a 
rate to take effect in the future is a legislative function. 

Mr. BAILEY. The court in the Reagan case says legislative 
or administrative.” 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well; I think the Court changed that 
afterwards. But what I want to ask the Senator is whether 
the question of the reasonableness of a rate, having been fixed 
by a railroad company and challenged, is, in his opinion, an 
administrative question. 

Mr. BAILEY. The reasonableness of that particular rate is 
a judicial question. The courts held 

Mr. SPOONER. I thought the Senator called it an adminis- 
trative question. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; the reasonableness of the rate estab- 
lished—the question as to whether it is reasonable or not—is 
a judicial inquiry or a judicial question, but the establishment 
of it is an administrative function, in my judgment. The 
court says in the Reagan case: 

It is doubtless true 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course, if the Senator will allow me, I 
do not disagree with him. Whether a rate exacted from John 
Smith for a specified service be an unreasonable rate or not 

Mr. BAILEY. That is a judicial question. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will agree with me fhat that 
is absolutely a judicial question. 

Mr. BAILEY. I do; otherwise the court could not deter- 
mine whether it was confiscatory or not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the question whether that rate, haying 
been held to be a reasonable rate, shall be effective in the future 
as a maximum rate, a matter of legal province, or is it legisla- 
tive or is it administrative? 

Mr. BAILEY. Is the Senator through with the question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think it is an administrative, or rather a leg- 
islative, question, and then if the legislature desires that it shall 
be reduced, the extent to which it can be or may be reduced can 
be assigned by the legislature to an administrative board. Of 
course, when you present the question to a court as to the 
reasonableness of an existing rate, that question is determined 
by conditions existing then, determined not only by conditions 
existing at the time the railroad fixed the rate, but the court 
must take into consideration conditions existing at the time 
when it is called upon to pass its judgment. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

Wr. BAILEY, The Senator from Ohio will permit me to 
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finish the quotation which I had begun from the Reagan case. 
The court in that case declares: 

It Is doubtless true, as a general proposition, that the formation of 
a tariff of charges for transportation by a common carrier of person or 
proverty is a legislative or administrative rather than a judicial 
function, 

Further on in that very case the State of Texas contended 
that it was not a judicial question whether the rate existing 
was a reasonable one or not, but a purely legislative one, over 
which the courts had no control. The Supreme Court of the 
United States decided adversely to the contention of our State 
in that respect, and held they could pursue an inquiry into the 
reasonableness of these rates, and now for the last time I re- 
mind the Senator from Ohio that in that very case the Supreme 
Court declares the law of Texas constitutional, although the in- 
ferior court—and if it were parliamentary I would use the 
word “inferior” to describe the judge as well as the court— 
the inferior court held that the law was unconstitutional. The 
Supreme Court of the United States overruled that decree to 
that extent, but they enjoined the enforcement of the rate, be- 
cause upon an elaborate consideration as to the value of the 
property and the schedule of the rates they held that those rates 
would not return a sufficient sum upon the property to protect 
the railroad in its rights; and that to enforce that schedule of 
rates would be confiscatory and therefore unlawful. Upon that 
ground only they enjoined not the law, for they set aside the 
decree of the court that held the law void, but they enjoined 
the enforcement of the tariff schedule adopted by the commis- 
sion under the law. 

Mr. FORAKER. I shall not undertake at this late hour of 
the evening to take up the discussion of the Reagan case. 
I will reserve until to-morrow or some other convenient time 
the right to make some remarks in answer to the Senator's 
comments upon that case. I think, in view of the pressure for 
executive business, I will wait until to-morrow or some other 
convenient time to call the Senator’s attention to what is a 
lawful rate. My contention is that the statute has already fixed 
the lawful rate; and I want to speak in answer to the Senator’s 
suggestion about the right of a court to enjoin everything that 
is exacted in excess of what is lawful. That is not making a 
rate. It is only giving effect to the rate that Congress has 
already prescribed. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr, ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be, and is hereby, 
authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, as mar be neces- 
sary, to report such testimony as may be taken by the committee or its 
subcommittees in connection with appropriation bills, and to have the 
same printed for its and that such stenographer be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty minutes 
snent in execntive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 
o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Tuesday, December 12, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


* NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 11, 
1905. 


ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION. 


Civil Engineer Mordecai T. Endicott, United States Navy, for 
appointment as a member of the Isthmian Canal Commission, 
provided for by act of Congress approved June 28, 1902, entitled 
“An act to provide for the construction of a canal connecting 
the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” to which office 
he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate. This 
nomination is forwarded to supersede the nomination of Com- 
missioner Endicott in which his title was given as that of rear- 
admiral, United States Navy. The change in title is necessary 
to make the same consistent with Navy Department regulations. 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Herman F. Cellerius, of Ohio, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the first district of Ohio, to succeed Bernard Bettmann, 
resigned. Mr. Cellerius is now serving under a temporary 
commission issued during the recess of the Senate. This nomi- 
nation is to correct error in nomination made December 6, 1905, 
wherein Mr. Cellerius’s name was spelled Cellarious. 


DEPUTY AUDITOR. 


S. John Abbott, of Delaware, to be Deputy Auditor for the 
Treasury Department, in place of Aloysius E. Bowling, deceased. 
Mr. Abbott is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

William G, Dearing, of Kentucky, to be surveyor of customs 
for the port of Louisville, in the State of Kentucky, to succeed 
Cicero M. Barnett, whose term of office will expire by limitation 
February 9, 1906. 

NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 


James O. Lyford, of New Hampshire, to be naval officer of 
customs in the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State 
of Massachusetts. (Reappointment.) 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 

First Lieut. George B. Pond, Third Infantry, to be captain 
trom October 6, 1905, vice Morrison, Twentieth Infantry, pro- 
mot 

First Lieut. Dana T. Merrill, Twenty-third Infantry, to be 
eaptain from October 10, 1905, vice Bash, Seventh Infantry, de- 
tailed as commissary. 

First Lieut. Alexander M. Wetherill, Thirteenth Infantry, to 
be captain from October 11, 1905, vice Rowan, Nineteenth In- 
fantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Charles N. Murphy, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be 
captain from October 29, 1905, vice Faison, Thirteenth Infantry, 
detailed as quartermaster. 

First Lieut. Theodore A. Baldwin, jr., Twenty-fourth In- 
fantry, to be captain from October 30, 1905, vice Andrus, Eighth 
Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Harry W. Bathiany, Third Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from September 22, 1905 (subject to examination re- 
quired by law), vice McCook, Second Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Fred H. Turner, Twenty-third Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from October 4, 1905, vice Coleman, Thirteenth 
Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Edwin O. Saunders, Twenty-ninth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant from October 6, 1905, vice Pond, Third Infan- 
try, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Walter Krueger, Thirtieth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from October 10, 1905, vice Merrill, Twenty-third In- 
fantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Beverly C. Daly, Thirteenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from October 11, 1905, vice Wetherill, Thirteenth 
Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Asa L. Singleton, Fifth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from October 24, 1905, vice Norwood, Twenty-third 
Infantry, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Arthur L. Bump, Eighth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from October 29, 1905, vice Murphy, Twenty-fifth 
Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Willis E. Mills, Ninth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant from October 30, 1905, vice Baldwin, Twenty-fourth In- 
fantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Gilbert A. McElroy, Thirteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from October 30, 1905, vice Brandle, First Infan- 
try, deceased. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


Samuel J. M. MeCarrell, of Pennsylvania, to be United States 
attorney for the middle district of Pennsylvania. (A reap- 
pointment, his term expiring December 11, 1905.) 

William A. Northcott, of Illinois, to be United States attorney 
for the southern district of Illinois, who was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate in the place of Thomas Worthing- 
ton, term expired. s 

William E. Trautmann, of Illinois, to be United States attor- 
ney for the eastern district of Illinois, who was appointed dur- 
ing the last recess of the Senate. An original appointment 
under the provisions of the act approved March 8, 1909, entitled 
“An act providing for an additional circuit judge in the seventh 
judicial circuit, and for the appointment of an additional judge 
for the northern district of Illinois, and for creating an addi- 
tional district in the State of Illinois, to be known as the 
eastern district of Illinois, and for the appointment of a judge 
and other officers of said district, and for changing the boun- 
daries of the districts in Illinois, and for establishing places for 
holding court in the several districts thus created.” 

Charles B. Morrison, of Illinois, to be United States attorney 
for the northern district of Illinois, who was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate in the place of Solomon H. Bethea, 
appointed judge northern district of Illinois. 
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UNITED STATES MARSHALS, 


Aulick Palmer, of the District of Columbia, to be United 
States marshal for the District of Columbia, (A reappointment, 
his term expiring January 8, 1906.) 

Charles P. Hitch, of Illinois, to be United States marshal for 
the eastern district of Illinois, who was appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate. An original appointment under the 
provisions of the act approved March 3, 1905, entitled “An act 
providing for an additional circuit judge in the seventh judicial 
circuit, and for the appointment of an additional judge for 
the northern district of Illinois, and for creating an additional 
district in the State of Illinois, to be known as the eastern dis- 
trict of Illinois, and for the appointment of a judge and other 
officers of said district, and for changing the boundaries of the 
districts in Illinois, and for establishing places for holding court 
in the several districts thus created.” 

Leon A. Townsend, of Illinois, to be United States marshal 
for the southern district of Illinois, who was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate in the place of Charles P. Hitch, 
nominated to be United States marshal for the eastern district 
of Illinois. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

T. N. Allen, of ‘Olympia, Wash., to be receiver of public moneys 

at Olympia, Wash., vice John O'B. Scobey, resigned. 


COMMISSIONERS OF IMMIGRATION. 


Hart H. North, of California, to be commissioner of immigra- 
tion at the port of San Francisco, Cal. (Reappointment.) 

Louis T. Weis, of Maryland, to be commissioner of immigra- 
tion at the port of Baltimore, Md., to take effect on December 
19, 1905. (Reappointment.) 

George B. Billings, of Massachusetts, to be commissioner of 
immigration at the port of Boston, Mass., to take effect on De- 
cember 17, 1905. (Reappointment. ) 

John J. S. Rodgers, of Pennsylvania, to be commissioner of 
immigration at the port of Philadelphia, Pa. Reappointment.) 
POSTMASTERS, 

ALASKA, 

Edward J. Williams to be postmaster at Ketchikan, in the dis- 

trict of Alaska. Office became Presidential July 1, 1904. 
ARIZONA, 

Frieda F. Mashbir to be postmaster at Safford, in the county 
of Graham and Territory of Arizona, in place of Kate Tuttle, 
resigned. . 

ARKANSAS, 

S. W. Andrews to be postmaster at Walnut Ridge, in the 
county of Lawrence ‘and State of Arkansas, in place of Mabel R. 
Sharum, resigned. . 

James R. Hudson to be postmaster at De Queen, in the county 
of Sevier and State of Arkansas, in place of James R. Hudson. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 31, 1905. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Richard J. Murphy to be postmaster at Folsom City, in the 
county of Sacramento and State of California, in place of Chris- 
tian L. Ecklon, resigned. 

FLORIDA. 

George C. Crom to be postmaster at Ocala, in the county of 
Marion and State of Florida, in place of Henry C. Groves. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904. 

GEORGIA. 

Annie Ard to be postmaster at Lumpkin, in the county of 
Ser —.— State of Georgia. Office became Presidential Octo- 

es; g 

Walter I. Cooper to be postmaster at Sylvania, in the -county 
of Screven and State of Georgia. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1905. 

Rutledge A. Griffin to be postmaster at Quitman, in the county 
of Brooks and State of Georgia, in place of Rutledge A. Griffin. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 11, 1905. 

Thomas K. Heinsohn to be postmaster at Sylvester, in the 
county of Worth and State of Georgia. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1905. 

TDAHO, 

J. M. Elder to be postmaster at Coeur d’Alene, in the county 
of Kootenai and State of Idaho, in place of David F. Mason, 
removed. 


ILLINOIS. 
Hibben S. Corwin to be postmaster at Peru, in the county of 
Lasalle and State of Illinois, in place of Hibben S. Corwin. 
Incunibent’s commission expires December 18, 1905. 
George H. Forster to be postmaster at Tonica, in the county 
of Lasalle and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 
‘October 1, 1905. 


William H. Gilliam to be postmaster at Vienna, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Illinois, in place of William H. Gilliam. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 18, 1905. 

Albert W. McIntire to be postmaster at Mendota, in the 
county of Lasalle and State of Tllinois, in place of Albert W. 
McIntire. Incumbent's commission expires December 12, 1905. 

Sidney B. Miller to be postmaster at Cairo, in the county of 


Alexander and State of IHinois, in place of Sidney B. Miller. 


Incumbent’s commission expires December 12, 1905. 

George J. Patterson to be postmaster at Genoa, in the county 
of Dekalb and State of Illinois, in place of Carl B. Crawford, 
deceased. 

William H. Veelpel to be postmaster at Morton, in the county 
of Tazewell and State of IHinois. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1905. 

Loren E. Wheeler to be postmaster at Springfield, in the 
county of Sangamon and State of Illinois, in place of Loren E. 
Wheeler. Incumbent's commission expires December 12, 1905. 

INDIAN TERRITORY, 

William Strassberger to be postmaster at Purcell, in District 
Eighteen, Indian Territory, in place of Benjamin L. Robertson, 
resigned. 

INDIANA. 


Lawrence V. Buskirk to be postmaster at Bloomington, in the 


county of Monroe and State of Indiana, in place of Lawrence 
V. Buskirk. Incumbent's commission expires December 12, 
1905. 

William F. Coats to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county 
of Bartholomew and State of Indiana, in place of William A, 
Stevens. Incumbent’s commission expires December 12, 1905. 

John W. Emison to be postmaster at Vincennes, in the county 
of Knox and State of Indiana, in place of ‘Thomas H. Adams. 
Incumbent's commission expires December 12, 1905. 

Samuel E. Gray to be postmaster at Terre Haute, in the 
county of Vigo and State of Indiana, in place of Samuel E. 
‘Gray. Incumbent's commission expires December 12, 1905. 

Fred Kimbley to be postmaster at Orleans, in the county of 
Orange and State of Indiana, in place of Fred Kimbley. In- 
cunrbent’s commission expires December 17, 1905. 

John McCartney to be postmaster at Scottsburg, in the county 
of Scott and State of Indiana, in place of John W. Martin, de- 
ceased. 

Harry J. Martin ‘to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Indiana, in place of Harry J. Martin. 
Incumbent's commission expires December 12, 1905. 

Charles T. Miller to be postmaster at Cannelton, in the county 
of Perry and State of Indiana, in place of Charles T. Miller. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 12, 1905. 

Herman Miller to be postmaster at Hope, in the county of 
Bartholomew and State of Indiana, in place of Herman Miller. 
Incumbent's commission expires December 12, 1905. 

Archie R. Orr to be postmaster at Carlisle, in the county of 
Sullivan and State of Indiana. Office became Presidential 
‘October 1, 1905. 

Taylor Reagan to be postmaster at Plainfield, in the county 
of Hendricks and State of Indiana, in place of Taylor Reagan. 
Incumbent's commission expires December 12, 1905. 

Joseph A. Yockey to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county 
of Marshall and State of Indiana, in place of Joseph A. Yockey. 
Incumbent's commission expires December 12, 1905. 

JOWA. 

Edwin N. Bailey to be postmaster at Britt, in the county of 
Hancock and State of Iowa, in place of Edwin N. Bailey. In- 
cumbent's commission expired January 16, 1905. 

William W. Boylan to be postmaster at Hubbard, in the county 
of Hardin and State of Iowa, in place of William W. Boylan, 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 16, 1905. 

H. E. Deater to be postmaster at Shenandoah, in the county of 
Page and State of Iowa, in place of C. N. Marvin. Incumbent's 
commission expires December 16, 1905. 

Frank C. Downey to be postmaster at Dexter, in the county of 
Dallas and State of Iowa, in place of Frank C. Downey. In- 
cumbent's commission expires December 16, 1905. 

Rodney G. Hawkins to be postmaster at Wapello, in the county 
of Louisa and State of Iowa, in place of Redney G. Hawkins. 
Incumbent's commission expires December 16, 1905. 

Elmer E. Johnston to be postmaster at Rockwell City, in the 
county of Calhoun and State of Iowa, in place of Elmer E. 
Johnston. Incumbent's commission expires December 16, 1905. 

Charles V. Hoffman to be postmaster at Oskaloosa, in the 
county of Mahaska and State of Iowa, in place of Charles V. 
Hoffman. Incumbent's commission expires December 16, 1905. 

John Morrison te be postmaster at Hedrick, in the county of 
Keokuk and State of Iowa. in place of John Morrison. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires December 16, 1905. 
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Jacob Mummert to be postmaster at Prairie City, in the county 
of Jasper and State of Iowa, in place of Jacob Mummert. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires December 16, 1905. 

William H. Nolte to be postmaster at Holstein, in the county 
of Ida and State of Iowa, in place of William H. Nolte. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires December 16, 1905. 

C. H. Smith to be postmaster at Rock Rapids, in the county of 
Lyon and State of Iowa, in place of William D. Junkin, resigned. 


KENTUCKY. 

John M. Kennedy to be postmaster at Monticello, in the 
county of Wayne and State of Kentucky. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 

Thomas E. Myers to be postmaster at Greenup, in the county 
of Greenup and State of Kentucky. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1905. 

LOUISIANA. 

Louise Alvarez to be postmaster at Covington, in the parish of 
St. Tammany and State of Louisiana, in place of Louise Alvarez. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 4, 1905. 

B. F. Dudley to be postmaster at Mansfield, in the county of 
De Soto and State of Louisiana, in place of Isabel C. Taylor, 
removed. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 


Charles F. Bryant to be postmaster at Sharon, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. in place of Charles F. 
Bryant. Incumbent's commission expires December 17, 1905. 

William C. Hinman to be postmaster at Great Barrington, in 
the county of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
William C. Hinman. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 17, 1905. 

William I. Marble to be postmaster at Webster, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of William I. 
Marble. Incumbent’s commission expires December 18, 1905. 

J. Henry Norcross to be postmaster at Medford, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in place of J. Henry 
Norcross. Incumbent’s commission expires December 17, 1905. 

Eugene S. Thatcher to be postmaster at Housatonic, in the 
county of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
Eugene S. Thatcher. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 17, 1905. s 

Orlando P. Robinson to be postmaster at Ayer, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in place of Orlando P. 
Robinson. Incumbent's commission expires December 18, 1905. 


MICHIGAN. 


Shelby C. Field to be postmaster at Sparta, in the county of 
Kent and State of Michigan, in place of Charles H. Loomis, de- 
ceased. 

Wallace J. Smith to be postmaster at Cadillac, in the county 
of Wexford and State of Michigan, in place of Samuel J. Wall, 
deceased. 

MINNESOTA, 

H. W. Severns to be postmaster at West Concord, in the 
county of Dodge and State of Minnesota, in place of M. Miller 
Severns, deceased. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

W. T. Branch to be postmaster at Winona, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Mississippi, in place of James M. 
Leverett, removed. 

Anna Durham to be postmaster at Clarksdale, in the county 
of Coahoma and State of Mississippi, in place of Anna Durham. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 18, 1905. 

Alice S. McLean to be postmaster at Greenwood, in the county 
ot Leflore and State of Mississippi, in place of Alice S. McLean. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 1, 1902. 

Rosa M. Ruff to be postmaster at Houston, in the county of 
Chickasaw and State of Mississippi. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1905. 

Emma Pringle to be postmaster at McHenry, in the county of 
Harrison and State of Mississippi, in place of Robert C. Shar- 
brough, resigned, 

MISSOURI. 

Francis M. Harrington to be postmaster at Kirksville, in the 
county of Adair and State of Missouri, in place of Robert D. 
Hamilton, removed. 

W. O. Keffer to be postmaster at Liberal, in the county of 
Barton and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential Octo- 
ber 1. 1905. 

Frank McKim to be postmaster at Tarkio, in the county of 
Atchison and State of Missouri, in place of Thomas T. Wilson, 


resigned. 
MONTANA. 


O. M. Baldwin to be postmaster at Stevensville, in the county 
of Ravalli and State of Montana, in place of William E. Baggs, 
resigned. 


NEBRASKA. 

Josiah Coombs to be postmaster at Spencer, in the county of 
Boyd and State of Nebraska. Office became Presidential Octo- 
ber 1, 1905. 

Samuel G. Pheasant to be postmaster at Osceola, in the county 
of Polk and State of Nebraska, in place of Henry H. Campbell, 
resigned. 

NEVADA. $ 

Edward R. Collins to be postmaster at Goldfield, in the county 
of Esmeralda and State of Nevada. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1905. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Charles L. Bemis to be postmaster at Marlboro, in the county 
of Cheshire and State of New Hampshire. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1905. 

Charles C. Wright to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the 
county of Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in place of 
Walter W. Mason, deceased. 


NEW JERSEY. 


William M. Bergen to be postmaster at Belmar, in the county 
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in place of Samuel L. 
Gillin, resigned. 

Nathan W. C. Hays to be postmaster at Burlington, in the 
county of Burlington and State of New Jersey, in place of 
Nathan W. C. Hays. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 19, 1903. 

Wilson D. Gill to be postmaster at Paulsboro, in the county 
of Gloucester and State of New Jersey. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1905. 

NEW YORK. 

Burdette T. Burlingham to be postmaster at McGraw, in the 
county of Cortland and State of New York, in place of Burdette 
T. Burlingham. Incumbent’s commission expires December 17, 
1905. 

Theodore F. Chamberlain to be postmaster at Newark Valley, 
in the county of Tioga and State of New York, in place of Theo- 
dore F. Chamberlain. Incumbent’s commission expires De- 
cember 17, 1905. 

William W. Gregory to be postmaster at Roscoe, in the county 
of Sullivan and State of New York. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1905. 

Fred Greiner to be postmaster at Buffalo, in the county of 
Erie and State of New York, in place of Fred Greiner. In- 
cumbent's commission expires December 17, 1905. 

Thomas Liddle to be postmaster at Amsterdam, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of New York, in place of Thomas 
Liddle. Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 1905. 

David M. Pratt to be postmaster at Elmira, in the county of 
Chemung and State of New York, in place of David M. Pratt. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 17, 1905. 

George F. Rising to be postmaster at Hoosick Falls, in the 
county of Rensselaer and State of New York, in place of George 
F. Rising. Incumbent’s commission expires December 17, 1905. 

Horace Selleck to be postmaster at Holland, in the county of 
Erie and State of New York, in place of Horace Selleck. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires December 17, 1905. 

William A. Smyth to be postmaster at Owego, in the county 
of Tioga and State of New York, in place of William A. Smyth. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 17, 1905. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


John G. Brown to be postmaster at Red Springs, in the county 
of Robeson and State of North Carolina, in place of John G. 
Brown. Incumbent’s commission expired February 7, 1905. 

Mary Green to be postmaster at Warrenton, in the county of 
Warren and State of North Carolina, in place of Mary Green. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 1, 1905. 

Victoria L. Martin to be postmaster at Tarboro, in the county 
of Edgecombe and State of North Carolina, in place of Victoria 
L. Martin. Incumbent’s commission expired February 7, 1905. 

Adolphus R. Wilson to be postmaster at Dunn, in the county 
of Harnett and State of North Carolina, in place of Adolphus R. 
Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired February 7, 1905. 

C. G. Rosemond to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the county 
of Orange and State of North Carolina. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1905. 

NORTH DAKOTA, 


Clarence C. Banks to be postmaster at Lansford, in the 
county of Bottineau and State of North Dakota. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1905. 

William H. Bush to be postmaster at Oakes, in the county of 
Dickey and State of North Dakota, in place of Martin N. 
Chamberlin, resigned. 

Henry T. Nelson to be postmaster at Courtenay, in the county 
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of Stutsman and State of North Dakota. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1905. 
OHIO. 


Grant Coats to be postmaster at Rockford, in the county of 
Mercer and State of Ohio, in place of Grant Coats. In- 
cumbent's commission expired February 24, 1904. 

John Finsterwald to be postmaster at Athens, in the county 
of Athens and State of Ohio, in place of Cornelius D. Gist, 
deceased. 

Frank A. Geesey to be postmaster at Archbold, in the county 
of Fulton and State of Ohio, in place of Frank A, Geesey. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1904. 

Fred J). Pierce to be postmaster at Wakeman, in the county 
. Huron and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential April 

1905. 

OREGON. N 

Chester G. Coad to be postmaster at Dallas, in the county of 
Polk and State of Oregon, in place of Chester G. Coad. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired March 2, 1905. 

Abel W. Severance to be postmaster at Tillamook, in the 
county of Tillamook and State of Oregon, in place of Abel W. 
Severance. Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1904. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 5 

Charles W. Betts to be postmaster at Newhope, in the county 
of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1905. 

Harry L. Johnson to be postmaster at Laceyville, in the 
county of Wyoming and State of Pennsylvania. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1905. 

Mary S. Murphy to be postmaster at Crafton, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Alfred 
Turtle, resigned. 

Perry A. Sanborn to be postmaster at North Hast, in the 
county of Erie and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Perry A. 
Sanborn. Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1903. 

William S. Schlichter to be postmaster at Sellersville, in the 
county of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Wil- 
liam S. Schlichter. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
8, 1905. 

William E. Wade to be postmaster at Saegerstown, in the 
county of Crawford and State of Pennsylvania. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1905. 

SOUTH CAROLINA, 

William C. Brown to be postmaster at Belton, in the county 
of Anderson and State of South Carolina, in place of James E. 
Horton, removed. 

TENNESSEE. 

Robert H. Hayes to be postmaster at Lewisburg, in the county 
of Marshall and State of Tennessee, in place of G. A. McLane, 
deceased. 

Zada Wade to be postmaster at Kenton, in the county of 
Obion and State of Tennessee. Office became Presidential Oc- 
tober 1, 1905. 

TEXAS, 

James T. Ballard to be postmaster at Beeville, in the county 
of Bee and State of Texas, in place of John W. Bell, deceased. 

John M. Clark to be postmaster at Yoakum, in the county of 
De Witt and State of Texas, in place of John M. Clark. Incum- 
bent's commission expired January 10, 1903. 

Frank L. Bradley to be postmaster at Gilmer, in the county of 
Upshur and State of Texas, in place of Frank L. Bradley. In- 
cumbent's commission expired January 17, 1904. 

UTAH. 

E. Harvey Belcher to be postmaster at Vernal, in the county of 

Uinta and State of Utah, in place of Simon P. Dillman, re- 


signed. 
VIRGINIA. 


Emmet W. Brittle to be postmaster at Wakefield, in the 
county of Sussex and State of Virginia. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1905. 

Lulu O. Hoge to be postmaster at Blacksburg, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Virginia, in place of William C. 
Ellett. Incumbent’s commission expired December 14, 1903. 

WASHINGTON. 

J. P. Rosebaugh to be postmaster at Harrington, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Washington, in place of Francis M. 
Lighthizer, resigned. 

WISCONSIN. 

William S. Gilpin to be postmaster at Osseo, in the county of 
Trempealeau and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1905. 

Nathan D. Maxon to be postmaster at Walworth, in the county 
ef Walworth and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1905. 


CONFIRMATIONS., 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December II. 
1905. ‘ 


ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Edwin V. Morgan, of New York, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Cuba. 

John Barrett, of Oregon, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary of the United States to Colombia. 

John Hicks, of Wisconsin, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary of the United States to Chile. 

William W. Russell, of the District of Columbia, to be en- 
voy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United 
States to Venezuela. 


SECRETARIES OF EMBASSIES. 


R. S. Reynolds Hitt, of Illinois, to be secretary of the em- 
bassy of the United States at Rome, Italy. 

John W. Garrett, of Maryland, to be second secretary of the 
embassy of the United States at Berlin, Germany. 

Paxton P. Hibben, of Indiana, to be third secretary of the 
embassy of the United States at St. Petersburg, Russia. 


SECRETARIES OF LEGATION. 


Paul Grand d’Hauteville, of Rhode Island, now secretary of 
the legation to the Netherlands and Luxemburg, to be secre- 
tary of the legation of the United States at Berne, Switzerland. 

Roger Sherman Gates Boutell, of Illinois, now secretary of the 
legation at Berne, Switzerland, to be secretary of the legation 
of the United States to the Netherlands and Luxemburg. 

George L. Lorillard, of Rhode Island, to be secretary of the 
legation of the United States at Copenhagen, Denmark. 

William F. Sands, of the District of Columbia, to be secre- 
tary of the legation of the United States at Panama, Panama. 

Henry L. James, of Wisconsin, to be second secretary of the 
legation of the United States at Habana, Cuba. 


CONSULS-GENERAL. 


George C. Cole, of West Virginia, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Buenos Ayres, Argentine Republic. 

Alfred L. M. Gottschalk, of New York, lately consul at Callao, 
to be consul-general of the United States at Callao, Peru. 

Edward H. Ozmun, of Minnesota, now consul at Stuttgart, to 
be consul-general of the United States at Coburg, Germany. 

Arnold Shanklin, of Missouri, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Panama, Panama. 


CONSULS. 


George N. Ifft, of Idaho, to be consul of the United States at 
Chatham, Ontario, Canada. 

Francis B. Keene, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United 
States at Geneva, Switzerland. 

Gabriel Bie Ravndal, of South Dakota, to be consul of the 
United States at Dawson City, Yukon Territory, Canada. 

John B. Richardson, of Kansas, to be consul of the United 
States at Jalapa, Mexico. 

Evan E. Young, of South Dakota, to be consul of the United 
States at Harput, Turkey. 

William Harrison Bradley, of Illinois, now consul-general at 
Manchester, to be consul of the United States at Manchester, 
England. 

Frank Dillingham, of California, now consul at Aix la Cha- 
pone to be consul of the United States at Stuttgart, Würtem- 

rg. 

Pierre Paul Demers, of New Hampshire, to be consul of the 
United States at Barranquilla, Colombia. 

Milo A. Jewett, of Massachusetts, now consul at Sivas, to be 
consul of the United States at Trebizond, Turkey. 

John Edward Jones, of the District of Columbia, to be consul 
of the United States at Dalny, Manchuria. 

Harry A. Conant, of Michigan, to be consul of the United 
States at Windsor, Ontario, Canada. 

Edward A. Creevey, of Connecticut, to be consul of the United 
States at Yarmouth, Nova Scotia. 

James W. Davidson, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United 
States at Antung, China. 

James E. Dunning, of Maine, to be consul of the United States 
at Milan, Italy. 

Thomas D. Edwards, of South Dakota, to be consul of the 
United States at Ciudad Juarez, Mexico. 

Ernest L. Harris, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States 
at Chemnitz, Saxony. 

MARSHALS, 

Seth Bullock, of South Dakota, to be United States marshal 

for the district of South Dakota. 


Frank H. Tyree, of West Virginia, to be United States mar- 
shal for the southern district of West Virginia, 


296 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

George H. Lyman, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of 
Massachusetts. 

Rufus A. Soule, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs 
for the district of New Bedford, in the State of Massachusetts. 


POSTMASTERS. 
ALASKA. 
Frank M. Boyle to be postmaster at Valdez, in the district of 
Alaska. 
í ARKANSAS. 


Robert B. Board to be postmaster at Mena, in the county of 
Polk and State of Arkansas. 
Edgar H. Finch to be postmaster at Crossett, in the county of 
Ashley and State of Arkansas. 
James M. Hill, jr., to be postmaster at Hartford (late Gwynn), 
in the county of Sebastian and State of Arkansas. 
Frank H. Kennedy to be postmaster at Cottonplant, in the 
county of Woodruff and State of Arkansas. 
s CONNECTICUT. 
Willard Baker to be postmaster at Sharon, in the county of 
Litchfield and State of Connecticut. 
— George B. French to be postmaster at Ivoryton, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 
Edward D. Gilbert to be postmaster at Higganum, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 
Wilson M. Reynolds to be postmaster at Newtown, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 
INDIANA. 
Fremont M. Neal to be postmaster at Jonesboro, in the county 
of Grant and State of Indiana. 
Frank Sheets to be postmaster at Mooresville, in the county 
of Morgan and State of Indiana. 
John A. Zahm to be postmaster at Notre Dame, in the county 
of St. Joseph and State of Indiana. : 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Rena Russell to be postmaster at Krebs, in district 15, Indian 
Territory. 
Adolphus D. Orcutt to be postmaster at Coweta, in district 7, 
Indian Territory. 


KENTUCKY. 
Charles H. Berryman to be postmaster at Lexington, in the 
- county of Fayette and State of Kentucky. z 
James M. Carey to be postmaster at Morehead, in the county 
of Rowan and State of Kentucky. 
James L. Grissom to be postmaster at Burnside, in the county 
of Pulaski and State of Kentucky. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Charles W. Abbott to be postmaster at Reading, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
George B. Bennett to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the 
county of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 
Charles A. Chase to be postmaster at Holyoke, in the county 
of Hampden and State of Massachusetts. 
William F. Craig to be postmaster at Lynn, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts. 
Henry A. Hutchinson to be postmaster at Dedham, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 
MICHIGAN, 
Isadore J. Barnett to be postmaster at Onaway, in the county 
of Presque Isle and State of Michigan. 
Thomas E. Dawson to be postmaster at Sandusky (late Sani- 
lac Center), in the county of Sanilac and State of Michigan. 
Arthur J. Gibson to be postmaster at Central Lake, in the 
county of Antrim and State of Michigan. r 
James G. Hines to be postmaster at Stockbridge, in the county 
of Ingham and State of Michigan. 
George L. Lusk to be postmaster at Bay City, in the county 
of Bay and State of Michigan. 
Otis Miner to be postmaster at Lake Odessa, in the county of 
Tonia and State of Michigan. 
MINNESOTA. 
Ferdinand H. Berning to be postmaster at Renville, in the 
county of Renville and State of Minnesota. 
Ivan R. Gillpatrick to be postmaster at Biwabik, in the county 
of St. Louis and State of Minnesota. 
Owen Wangensteen to be postmaster at Lake Park, in the 
county of Becker and State of Minnesota. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
Margaret N. Cabaniss to be postmaster at Clinton, in the 
county of Hinds and State of Mississippi. 
James G. Cammack to be postmaster at Rolling Fork, in the 
tounty of Sharkey and State of Mississippi. 
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Henry E. Davis to be postmaster at Wiggins, in the county 
of Harrison and State of Mississippi. 
George W. Field to be postmaster at Grenada, in the coun 
of Grenada and State of Mississippi. ’ 
$ NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Harry M. Eaton to be postmaster at Littleton, in the county of 
Grafton and State of New Hampshire. ; 
Charles C. Wright to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the 
county of Grafton and State of New Hampshire. . 
OKLAHOMA. 4 
David Barrett to be postmaster at Prague, in the county of 
Lincoln and Territory of Oklahoma. 
George Brophy to be postmaster at Woodward, in the county 
of Woodward and Territory of Oklahoma. 
RHODE ISLAND, 
Edgar E. Matteson to be postmaster at Apponaug, in the 
county of Kent and State of Rhode Island. 
WISCONSIN. 
Lydia Chapman to be postmaster at Horicon, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Wisconsin. 
Nettie J. Danielson to be postmaster at Medford, in the county 
of Taylor and State of Wisconsin. 
Frank C. Densmore to be postmaster at Sharon, in the county 
of Walworth and State of Wisconsin. 
Ida E. Gilbert to be postmaster at Blair, in the county of 
Trempealeau and State of Wisconsin. 
Byron R. Godfrey to be postmaster at North Milwaukee, in 
the county of Milwaukee and State of Wisconsin. 
Edward Morrissey to be postmaster at Delavan, in the county 
of Walworth and State of Wisconsin. 
Hans S. Olson to be postmaster at Weyauwega, in the county 
of Waupaca and State of Wisconsin. 
Horatio S. Tipple to be postmaster at West Allis, in the county 
of Milwaukee and State of Wisconsin. 
Charles E. Wood to be postmaster at Mukwonago, in the 
county of Waukesha and State of Wisconsin. 


VIRGINIA. 
William E. Cunningham to be postmaster at Louisa, in the 
county of Louisa and State of Virginia. 
John W. Thompson to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county 
of Rockingham and State of Virginia. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Columbus W. Law to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Harrison and State of West Virginia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monvay, December 11, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, December 7, 1905, 
was read and approved. 


INCREASING MEMBERSHIP OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the adoption of the following resolution, which I send to the 
desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


5 That section 1 of Rule X be, and hereby is, amended as 
‘ollows : 

By increasing by one member each of the following-named commit- 
tees: Ways and Means, 3 manng and Currency, Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, Rivers and Harbors, Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, Agriculture, Forel Affairs, Military Affairs, Naval Affairs, Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, Public Lands, Indian Affairs. Territories, Insular 
Affairs, Railways and Canals, Mines and Mining, Public Buildings and 
Grounds, Militia, Patents, Invalid Pensions, Pensions, District of Co- 
yaar Irrigation of Arid Lands, Census, Industrial Arts and Exposi- 

ons. 

pr Increasing by two members the Committee on Manufnetures and 
by three members the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

RE inserting after the designation of the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Deparment of Agriculture the following : 

On Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and Labor, to 
consist of seven members.” 

Resolved, That Rule XI be amended as follows: 

By inserting after N 50 a new paragraph, as follows: 

“51. In the Department of Commerce and Labor: To the Committee 


on Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and Labor.” 
And by renumbering the succeeding paragraphs of Rule XI, and by 
amending in accordance with such renumbering the reference to clause 


60 of Rule XI contained in paragraph 2 of Rule XIII. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to grant me a little time. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that this 
resolution gives the Republicans one additional member upon the 


1905. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


297 


committees which we haye heard named. Upon the committee 
where the three additional members are provided for the Repub- 
licans in the House get two and the Democrats one. Some time 
since I was afraid that the Democratic membership upon the 
committees would be reduced. The Speaker has solved the prob- 
lem by increasing the Republican membership without reducing 
the Democratic membership. Indeed, we get one additional 
place on this committee where the three are provided for. This 
was largely done at my own suggestion as a method of reaching 
a modus vivendi between the two parties. The Republican party 
has 64 per cent of the membership of the present House. They 
are taking now two-thirds of the places, which is 66% per cent— 
practically two-thirds—of the membership. As two-thirds is a 
vulgar fraction which approximates nearer the decimal 64 per 
cent than any other vulgar fraction, I want to say. to the House 
and to the country that I think we can well afford to give the 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say just one word 
with regard to what the gentleman from Mississippi has said. 
Of course the justification for the increase in the number of 
members of the various committees arises out of the fact that 
this is a House of 386 Members, whereas the largest House here- 
tofore has consisted only of 356 Members. In all cases where 
there has been no increase of the membership of the committees 
the relative standing on the committees of the Republicans and 
the Democrats is precisely the same as it was in the last House. 
Where there is an increase of one, that increase has gone to the 
Republican representation, but with that increase the propor- 
tion of the minority on these committees is in its favor, greater 
than was the proportion in favor of the minority in the Fifty- 
second and the Fifty-third Congresses. 

The only addition provided for by the resolutions to the in- 
crease in the number of Members is the increase of one commit- 
tee—the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor, which has not heretofore been provided for— 
and the change in the numbers of the paragraphs in two or 
three rules, rendered necessary by the introduction of this new 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow a 
question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Does this rule provide how 
many members shall be on each committee? I did not hear it 
as it was read. 

Mr. DALZELL. No; it does not. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. All this matter, then, will 
be left to the Speaker as it was before? 

Mr. DALZELL. It rests with the Speaker; certainly. 


COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The Chair lays before the House an an- 
nouncement of the following committees. The Chair also desires 
to state that the rules provide for two Delegates from the Terri- 
tories on the Committee on Territories. Last session the House, 
by unanimous consent, added all the Delegates as members of 
that committee. There are still four Delegates, and without 
objection the four Delegates will be named upon that commit- 
tee. Is there objection? |After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. The Clerk will report the committees. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Committee on Elections No. 1.—Messrs. James R. Mann, Illinois; 
Llewellyn Powers, Maine; Charles L. re a New York; H. Olin Youn 3 
Michigan; Grant E. Mouser, Ohio; Mial E. Lilley, Pennsylvania ; Ollie 
= James, Kentucky; Ernest E. Wood, Missouri; Moses L. 
texas. 

Committee on Elections No. 2.—Messrs. Marlin E. Olmsted, Pennsyl- 
vania; James M. Miller, Kansas; Capell L. Weems, Ohio; Rockwood 
Hoar, Massachusetts; James F. Burke, Pennsylvania; Arthur P. 
Murphy, Missouri; Joshua F. C. Talbott, Maryland; Adam M. 
Mississippi; Mounce G. Butler, Tennessee. 

Committee on Elections No. s. —Messrs. Michael E. Driscoll, New 
York; H. Burd Cassel, Pennsylvania; William E. Humphrey, Wash- 
ington; Henry T. Bannon, Ohio; Marshall Van Winkle, New Jersey; 
Frank B. Fulkerson, Missouri; Choice B. Randell, Texas; Claude 
Kitchin, North Carolina; John Gill, jr., Maryland. 

Committee on Ways and Means.—Messrs. Sereno E. Payne, New York; 
John Dalzell, Pennsylvania; Charles H. Grosvenor, Ohio; James T. Mc- 
Cleary, Minnesota; Samuel W. McCall. Massachusetts; Joseph W. Rab- 
cock, Wisconsin; Ebenezer J. Hill, Connecticut; Henry S. utell, Ili- 
nois; James E. Watson, Indiana; Charles Curtis, Kansas; James C. 
Needham, California; William Alden Smith, Michigan; John S. Wil- 
liams, Mississippi; Samuel M. Robertson, Louisiana; Champ Clark, 
Missouri; William Bourke Cockran, New York; Underwood, 
Alabama ; Daniel L, D. Granger, Rhode Island. 

Committee on Appropriations.—Messrs. James A. Tawney, Minnesota; 
Henry H. Bingham, Pennsylvania; Lucius N. Littauer, New York; 
Walter P. Brownlow, Tennessee; 8 Gardner, Michigan; 
Frederick H. Gillett, Massachusetts; Walter I. Smith, lowa; Joseph V. 
Graff, Illinois; Abraham L. Brick, Indiana; J. Warren Keifer, Ohio; 
Martin B. Madden, Illinois; Leonidas F. Livingston, Georgia; George 
W. Taylor, Alabama; Stephen Brundidge, jr., Arkansas; John J. Fitz- 


Broocks, 


geralt d New York; A. S. Burleson, Texas; John A. Sullivan, Massa- 
chuse 
Committee on the Judiciary.—Messrs. John J. Jenkins, Wisconsin; 
Richard Wayne Parker, New Jersey; De Alva S. Alexander, New York; 
Charles E. Littlefield, Maine; Robert M. Nevin, Ohio; Henry W. Palmer, 
Pennsylvania ; rge A. Pearre, Maryland; James N. Gillett, Cali- 
fornia; Charles Q. Tirrell, Massachusetts; John A. Sterling, Illinois ; 
Iowa; John H. Foster, Indiana; David A. De 
David H. Smith, Kentucky; Henry D. Clayton, 
L. Henry, Texas; John S. Little, Arkansas; William 
G. Brantley, Georgia. 
anking and Currency.—Messrs. Charles N. Fowler, 
New Jersey; George W. Prince, Illinois; William A. Calderhead, Kan- 
sas; Llewellyn Powers, Maine; Henry McMorran, Michigan; Capell L. 
Weems, Ohio; George D. McCreary, Pennsylvania; Joseph R. Know- 
land, California; George E. Waldo, New York; Cassius M. Shartel, Mis- 
souri; Everis A. Hayes, California ; John W. Weeks, Massachusetts ; 
Elijah B. Lewis, Georgia; Arsene P. Pujo, Louisiana; Carter Glass, 
Virginia; O. W. Gillespie, Texas; Ollie M. James, Kentucky; George 8. 


Legare, South Carolina. 

‘ommittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.—Messrs. James H. 
Southard, Ohio; Justin D. Bowersock, Kansas; Thomas Hedge, Iowa; 
red W. Cromer, Indiana; Solomon R. Dresser, Pennsylvania; Ira W. 
Wood, New Jersey; Joseph R. Knowland, California; William C. Lov- 
ering, Massachusetts; Mial E. Lilley, mines ipa ; Thomas E. Scroggy, 
Ohio; John W. Gaines, Tennessee; Timothy D. Sullivan, New York; 
Thomas W. Hardwick, Georgia; R. G. Southall, Virginia; J. Thomas 
ne Alabama; R. M. Wallace, Arkansas; Jonah K. Kalanianaole, 

awaii. 

Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.—Messrs. William P. 
Hepburn, Iowa ; James 5. Sherman, New York; Irving P. Wanger, Penn- 
sylvania; James R. Mann, Illinois ; William C. Lovering, Massachu- 
setts; Fred C. Stevens, Minnesota; Charles H. Burke, South Dakota; 
John J. Esch, Wisconsin; Francis W. Cushman, Washington; Charles 
E. Townsend, yr Joseph H. Gaines, West Virginia; James Ken- 
nedy, Ohio; Robert C. Davey uisiana; William C. Adamson, Georgia; 
William H. Ryan, New York; William Richardson, Alabama; Charles 
L. Bartlett, Georgia ; Gordon Russell, Texas. 

Committee on Rivers and Harbors.—Messrs. Theodore E. Burton, Ohio; 
Blackburn B. Dovener, West Virginia; Roswell P. Bishop, Michigan} 
Ernest F. Acheson, Pennsylvania; De Alva S. Alexander, New York; 
George P. Lawren Massachusetts; James H. Davidson, Wisconsin ; 
James McLachlan, California; William Lorimer, Illinois; Wesley L. 
Jones, Washington; J. Adam Bede, Minnesota; Edgar C. Ellis, Mis- 
souri; Rufus E. Lester, 8 John H. Bankhead, Alabama; Stephen 
M. Sparkman, Florida; Joseph E. Ransdell, Louisiana; George F. Bur- 
gess, Texas; Benjamin G. Humphreys, 8 

Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. —Messrs. Charles H. 
Grosvenor, Ohio; Edward S. Minor, Wisconsin; William S. Greene, Mas- 
sachusetts; Joseph W. Fordney, Michigan; Frank C. Wachter, Maryland; 


Charles E. Littlefield, Maine; William E. n Washington ; 
William H. Flack, New York; mjamin P. Birdsall, Iowa; William W. 
Watson, Indiana; Edmund H. Hinshaw; 


Wilson, Illinois; James E. 
Nebraska ; Thomas Spight, Mississippi; Allan L. McDermott, New Jer- 
sey; Joseph A. Goulden, New York; Harry L. Maynard, Virginia; 
Swagar Sherley, Kentucky; Gilbert B. Patterson, North Carolina. 

Committee on Agriculture.—Messrs. James W. Wadsworth, New Tork; 
E. Stevens Henry, Connecticut; Gilbert N. Haugen, Iowa; Charles F. 
Scott, Kansas; Kittredge Haskins, Vermont; George W. Cromer, In- 
diana; William Lorimer, Illinois; Franklin E. Brooks, Colorado; Henry 
C. Adams, Wisconsin; Charles R. Davis, Minnesota; Daniel F. Lafean, 
Pennsylvania; William W. Cocks, New York; Jobn mb, Virginia; 
Sydney J. Bowie, Alabama; Asbury F. Lever, South Carolina ; South 
Trimble, Kentucky ; Ezekiel S. Candler, jr., Mississippi ; Scott Field, 
Texas; Willlam H. Andrews, New Mexico. 

Committee on Foreign Affairs.—Messrs. Robert R. Hitt, Illinois; 
Robert Adams, jr., Pennsylvania; Robert G. Cousins, lowa; Charles B. 
Landis, Indiana; James Breck Perkins, New York; David J. Foster, Ver- 
mont; Theobold Otjen, Wisconsin; Adin B. Capron, Rhode Island; 
Nicholas Longworth, Ohio; J. Sloat Fassett, New York; Edwin Denby, 
Michigan; William B. McKinley, Illinois; William M. Howard, Georgia; 


Henry D. Flood, Virginia; Charles A. Towne, New York; William B. 
8 Florida; William 8. McNary, Massachusetts; John N. Garner, 
‘Texas. 


Committee on Military Affairs.—Messrs. John A. T. Hull, Iowa; 
John H. Ketcham, New York; Richard Wayne Parker, New Jersey ; Adin 
B. Capron, Rhode Island; Frank W. Mondell, Wyoming; George W. 
Prince, Illinois; Elias S. Holliday, Indiana; H. Olin Young, Michigan; 
George R. Patterson, Pennsylvania; Julius Kahn, California; Loren 
Fletcher, Minnesota; Beman G. Dawes, Ohio; William Sulzer, New 
York; James Hay, Virginia; James L. Slayden, Texas; Robert F. Breus- 
sard, Louisiana; Joshua F. C. Talbott, Maryland; Ariosto A. Wiley, 
Alabama; Bird S. McGuire, Oklahoma. 

Committee on Naval 6 George Edmund Foss, Illinois; 
Henry C. Loudenslager, New Jersey; Thomas S. Butler, Pennsylvania; 
Sydney E. Mudd, Maryland; Robert G. Cousins, Iowa; Ernest W. 
R-berts, Massachusetts; Edward B. Vreeland, New York; George Alvin 
Loud, Michigan; Arthur L. Bates, Pennsylvania; George L, Lilley, Con- 
necticut; W. Aubrey Thomas, Ohio; Albert F. Dawson. Iowa; Adolph 
Meyer, Louisiana; John F. Rixey, Virginia; W. W. Kitchin, North Caro- 
lina; Lemuel P. Padgett, Tennessee; Harvey C. Garber, Ohio; Alexan- 
der W. Gregg, Texas. 

Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.—Messrs. Jesse Over- 
street, Indiana; John J, Gardner, New Jersey ; Nehemiah D. Sperry, 
Connecticut; Thomas Hedge, Iowa; Joseph C. Sibley, Pennsylvania; 
Howard M. Snapp, Nlinois; Herman P. Goebel, Ohio: Halvor Steener- 
son, Minnesota; William H. Stafford, Wisconsin; Archibald B. Darragh, 
Michigan; Victor Murdock, Kansas; John W. Dwight, New York; John 
A. Moon, Tennessee; James M. Griggs, Georgia; David E. Finley, South 
Carolina; James T. Lloyd, Missouri; John H. Small, North Carolina; 
Wilson S. Hill, Mississippi; Marcus A. Smith, Arizona. 

Committee on the Public Lands.—Messrs. John F. Lacey, Iowa; 
James M. Miller, Kansas; Eben W. Martin, South Dakota; Joseph W. 
Fordney, Michigan; Andrew J. Volstead, Minnesota; Joseph M. Dixon, 
Montana ; Emig Knopf, Illinois; John J. McCarthy, Nebraska; Burton 
L. French, Idaho; Sylvester C. Smith, California; Asle J. Gronna, 
North Dakota; William T. Tyndall, Missouri; John L. Burnett, Ala- 
bama ; William W. Rucker, Missouri; John W. Gaines, Tennessee; Adam 
M. Byrd, . Clarence D. Van Duzer, Nevada; Joseph T. Rob- 
inson, Arkansas; Marcus A. Smith, Arizona. 

Committee on Indian Affairs.—Messrs. James S. Sherman, New 
York; Charles Curtis, Kansas; John F. Lacey, Iowa; Thomas F. Mar 
shall, North Dakota; Webster E. Brown, Wisconsin; Charles H. Burka 
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Committee on Accounts.—Messrs. H. Burd Cassel, Pennsylvania; 
James A. Hughes, West Virginia; Frank D. Currier, New Hampshire ; 
William H. Draper, New York; Ernest M. Pollard, Nebraska; arion 
E. Rhodes, Missouri; Charles L. Bartlett, Georgia; Allan L. McDer- 
mott, New Jersey; Joseph A. Goulden, New York. 

Committee on the Census.—Messrs. Edgar D. Crumpacker, Indiana; 
Edwin C. Burleigh, Maine; James A. Hughes, West Virginia; Charles T. 
Dunwell, New York; Butler Ames, Massachusetts; ram R. Burton, 
Delaware; Nathan W. Hale, Tennessee; William M. Calder, New York; 
Charles S. Wharton, Illinois; James Hay, Virginia; Gilbert B. Patter- 
son, North Carolina; Joseph T. Robinson, Arkansas; Sydney J. Bowie, 
Alabama ; Thomas W. Hardwick, Georgia. 

Committee on the Library.—Messrs. James T. McCleary, Minnesota ; 
Samuel W. McCall, Massachusetts; James P. Conner, Iowa; William M. 
Howard, Georgia; Charles R. Thomas, North Carolina, 

Committee on Printing. — Messrs. Charles B. Landis, Indiana; James 
B. Perkins, New York; James M. Griggs, Georgia. 

Committee on Enrolled Bills.—Messrs. Frank C. Wachter, Maryland; 
William W. Wilson, Illinois; Frederick Landis, Indiana; George A. 


Castor, Pennsylvania; James T. Lloyd, Missouri; Henry T. Rainey, 
Illinois; Lincoln Dixon, Indiana. 
Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions.—Messrs. Augustus P. 


Gardner, Massachusetts; James S. Sherman, New York; Justin D. 
Bowersock, Kansas; William A. Rodenberg, Illinois; Joseph Howell, 
Utah; Harry C. Woodyard, West Virginia; Ernest M. Pollard, Ne- 
braska ; Newton W. Gilbert, Indiana ; James McKinney, Illinois; Frank 
J. Le Fevre, New York; Charles L. Bartlett, Georgia; Harry L. May- 
nard, Virginia; George S. Legare, South Carolina; Henry M. Gold- 
fogle, New York; Marcus C. L. Kline, Pennsylvania; Joseph L. Rhi- 
nock, Kentucky. 
SWEARINGd IN OF MEMBERS. 

Mr. Byrd, a Representative from the State of Mississippi, and 
Mr. Loud, a Representative from the State of Michigan, ap- 
peared before the bar and took the oath of office. 


PRINTING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. HULL. Mr Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration and passage of the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the resolution which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be authorized to 
have such printing and binding done as may be required in the trans- 


action of its business. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and the resolution is agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Hurt, a motion to reconsider the vote by 


which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 
PRINTING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON POST-OFFICES AND POST-ROADS. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following reso- 
lution, and ask unanimous consent for its immediate considera- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of a resolution, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
be authorized to have such priate and binding done as may be re- 
quired in the transaction of its business during this Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and the resolution is agreed to. 


LEAVES TO SIT DURING THE SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE, 


Mr. OVERSTREET. I also offer the following resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the same. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
and any subcommittee thereof, be allowed to sit during the sessions 
of the Fifty-ninth Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 
considered as agreed to. [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the sanie. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be authorized to 
sit during the sessions of the House. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 
considered as agreed to. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no 
objection. $ 

PRINTING FOR WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTEE. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I also ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be authorized to 
have such printing and binding done as may be required in the trans- 
action of its business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the resolution which has just been read. Is there objection? 

There was no objection; and the resolution was agreed to, 


On motion of Mr. Payne, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL WEDNESDAY. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House ad- 
journs to-day it adjourn to meet Wednesday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be authorized to have 
ries laptop and binding done as may be required in the transaction of 
usiness. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JEN- 
KINS] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the resolution which has just been read. Is there objection? 

There was no objection; and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


PRINTING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON MERCHANT MARINE AND 
FISHERIES. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the resolution which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
shall have authority to order such printing and binding done as It may 
deem to be necessary, connected with the transaction of the business of 
said committee, during this Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
resolution which has just been read. Is there objection? 

There was no objection; and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Grosvenor, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


PANAMA CANAL. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to prefer a request for 
unanimous consent. In the debate on the Panama Canal bill 
last week I stated to the Committee of the Whole House that 
the distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], the 
chairman of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
and myself had requested certain data from the Isthmian Canal 
Commission more in detail than we were then able to lay before 
the House. A portion of that data I have now received, and 1 
ask unanimous consent that it may be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
asks unanimous consent for the printing in the Recorp the data 
to which he refers. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, while that is very 
much in the nature of locking the door after the horse is gone, [ 
do not object. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I say I do not object. 

There was no objection; and the data referred to was ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD. 

The data is as follows: 

List of salaries of members and employees of the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission receiving more than §2, per annum. 
[Revised December 9, 1905.] 
THE COMMISSIONERS, 


Name. 

T. P. Shonts 

C. E. Magoon 
Zone. 

M. T. Endicott. U.S. N. Commissioner 

O. H. Ernst, U. S. A.-| Seen do 

P. C. Hains, U. S. A do 

B. M. Harrod 1 do 

J.B. Bishop. .......... 

W. 

E. . 

H. Chief deputy y 

D. W. Ross General purchasing offlcer 10.000 28 

H. J. Gallagher, U. S. N Deputy general purchasing | 6,480 $3,500 
officer. 5 

J. G. Jester 000a0 Disbursing officer L N Ee A 

A. Anderson Assistant purchasing agent, 2, 400 — 
New York. 
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List of salaries of members and employees of the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission receiving more than $2,900 per annum—Continued. 
OFFICERS AND EMPLOYERS AT WASHINGTON—continued. 
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eceeded as disbursing 
Mr. Williams in the latter part 
outgoing officer will be carried on the rolls while engaged in the closing 


-of his accoun when his services with Commission will ‘terminate. 
5 Mr. Williams is mired to give bond in the sum of $200,000 and to 
annual 3 thereon, amounting to 8360. 
by Mr. Tubby, also in the latter 
part of November. tgoing officer will be carried on the rolis 
only until he closes his ‘accounts. 
¢ See Commissioners’ salaries. 
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J. 
J. 
E. 
& 8, 
J. sf 
H. 8,600 
R.E. 3,000 
W. 2,280 
J. M. 2,400 
W.G. 3,000 
Q. L. 2,100 
R. W. 2,100 
T. Q. 8,600 
S. W. 2,400 
J.A. 8,000 
H. A. 23,000 
L. Par’ 23,000 
J.J. Loftus 22,400 
W. E. Dauch 9,000 
J. G. Holco 7,500 
G.D. 6,000 
F.B. Martby ....------ 6,000 
3 980 
. M. Arango 
H. F. Dose. 4,800 
E. Zook .. 8,600 
A. B. Nichols. 8;800 |. 
W. G. Combe 8,300 
fg —— SER T - 22.228. —— 
R. We Heard 8,000 
J. L. Little 8,000 
C.T. Kenley 200 
O. F. La-. 8,000 
C. M. L 3,000 
C.L. 8,000 |. 
J Hag 270 
3 es 
4.35 . 0 22 
PO. Martin 2.40 
J. A. Card 2.400 
E. C. Smi 2,400 
W. F. R. 2.400 
G. 22 ö 3 p; 
. Ange: jteam-shovel engineer 5 
H. Bedi 2,280 
POG SSS EF eae ee 2,280 
M. Bates.. 2,280 
H. Bates 2,280 
so ving 25 
Holcomb 2,280 
Loulan 2,280 
J. 2,280 
2,280 
2,280 
2, 
2. 


Banan 


4 


3 
Fe 


P 


CC 


= 
i 


FORO rO Me gb tow po ge hege RS po po 3 ge gehe PO Te he gg 
PAE EEEEEEE EEE 


uogos 
Daum 


f 
5 
| 
5 


Messrs, Smith, Park. 


-as labor 


, and Loftus are ipm apoak f engaged 
mts, 1 e at ee in the United States employees for the en- 
ginee a on ‘the Isthmus. 


1905. 


List of salaries of members and employees of the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission receiving more than $2,000 per annum—Continued. 
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Re 


E. S. Benson, General Auditor. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., December 6, 1905. 


a of status of the pe affairs of the Isthmian Canal Commis- 
when taken up by the present Commissioners on April 3, 1905. 


eier funds in the United States Treasury avall- 


argh for expenditures . 7, 429, 068. 27 
Cash in the hands of collecting and disbursing officers.. 610, 422. 00 
Total TONNEN Leea T OOR AES 
The total amount expended to April 1, 1905, from ap- 
propriation of June 28, 1902, was 1. 977, 684.40 
The miscellaneous collections to April 1, 1905, Wers 17, 176. 67 
The expenditures of the present Commission from April 
1 to June 30, 1905, amounted to. 2, 031, 857. 36 
The amount d for indebtedness incurred prior to 
April.1, 1906, „ ¼ͤ—•TĩV —ʃ 788, 371. 51 
The amount paid for current er ears supplies, and 
equipment purchased after April 1 Ween, 1, 243, 485. 85 
Miscellaneous receipts from April 1 to age 30, 1905, 
Pe eee ee 49, 446. 22 
There were also collected from April 1 to June 30 mis- 
cellaneous receipts pertaining to the period prior to 
April 1, 1905, in the sum ... 26, 336. 40 


+» General Auditor. 
DECEMBER 9, 1905. 


Statement of general and department of 6 expenditures 


from July 1 to September 30, 1905. 


GENERAL. 


The g Canal Commission: 
K $7,629.58 $7, 29.58 
Tran Soden 118.72 118.72 
Furniture and fixtures. 268.25 269.25 
Transportation —— tonne 
from Isthm 18, 868. 73 80. 8 1. 11 
omg et mittee on engineering: eee hae tte 
ce of com: on 
Salaries and wages 65.00 65.00 
tai 292.27 292. 27 
Furni 829. 29 829. 29 
Contingent expenses 7 92. 59 92.59 
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Statement of general and of administration expenditures 


department 
from July I to September 30, 1906. Continued. 
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Contingent expe: 
Disbursing — 2 Tanan office: 
Salaries and wages.. 


BER 25 


p 2 


MATERIAL AND SUPPLIES.4 


25 
82 
za 


5 
8 
s 


COST OF PURCHASE, HANDLING, AND 
TRANSPORTATION OF MATERIAL 
AND SUPPLIES. 


The general purchasing officer, 
Washington office: 


286.00 286, 00 
TTT — SS 10,200 S0 
Furni 1,557. 16 1,684.16 
Services of 6,800.71 6,911.99 
s 407.61 466.16 
Sie ape — 2,822.11 2,822.11 
as Se Wee York 
laries 2,571. 65 2,577.88 
9.76 9.76 
e „ aiki 
. 7 108. 
9 and shipping 
ts, New Orleans office: 
611.11 611.11 
55.90 55. 90 
e W. A 
n 
—. 
agen 
Salaries 482.61 482. 61 
224.90 224.90 
Contingent 120.0 120.0 
* ex . 
t — 
Balariss and 166. 66 166. 66 
Material and supplies division on | : 
Isthmus, office 
and supplies: 
Salaries and wages 22,487.54 22, 487.54 
tion of employees. 45. 00 586.72 
Contingent expenses 281.52 643. 98 
Freight, advertising, l A 74,929.79 123, 046.58 
Salaries and wages 111,511.31 111,511. 31 
Contingent expenses 300. 83 400. 83 
s Material and a purchased and cost of pure handling, 
and transportation material and supplies are common to the sev- 
eral visors. offices, and akan ot of — and are to be distributed to 
them in equitable proportion. 
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Statement of department of government and sanitation expenditures | Statement of department of vernment and sanitation erpenditures 
f from July 1 to September 30, 1905. from July 1 to Hoptonber $0, 1905—Continued. 


For indebtedness in- For indebtedness in- 
curred— curred— 


mae | ar | mene | ates, | mr 
r 
Joos. 1505. 1205 1805. 
The executive office: Sanitation, hospitals, and asylums—Con- 
0 A cc anesessnohens ESNS $19,217.73 | $19,217.73 tinued: 
eee donee $1, 822.50 1.00 „823. pag e pele 
Furniture and fixtures .........-.......|.....-..-..- 129.15 129.15 laries and wages $964. 55 $864.55 
G asees ahes enaiga AAR] 180.00 1,798. 46 1,978, 46 Convalescent Station at Taboga Is- 
The Zone r: = 
Con 7. R I ORA PETAEN, 25.00 25.00 Salaries and wages 4 185.14 185.14 
The tration or gusto Gamboa and pa Obispo Hospital— De Ha 
The prosecu attorney— o nonnen a aaah ‘ : 
rien any 3 e e 1,738.73 1,738.73 Cristobal Dispensary— 
Contingent expenses 348. 33 214.20 562. 53 Salaries and rosa EAL E AEA EAE 150.00 150.00 
The supreme court— Chief quarantine officer— 
Salaries and wages 408.75 8,114.65 8,518. 40 ice of chief quarantine officer— 
GGG 15.35 15.35 Salaries S genes la decent snsne 8, 246. 57 8, 246. 57 
Contingent expenses 1.86 1,86 Contingent expenses 180.79 180.79 
The e oo — Quarantine officer, Panama 
ies and wages.. 8,518. 43 8,518.43 Quarantine station— 
nsportation .. 15.35 15.35 Salaries and wages 686. 67 686. 67 
TA Ä — ˙ 14.40 14.40 Transportation 161.85 161.85 
Subsistence........-.- 8, 758.25 8, 758. 25 
Contingent ex 252.79 252.79 
Quarantine officer, Colon— 
1,055. 45 Office of quarantine officer— 
+92 Salaries and wages. 1,190. 42 1,190. 42 
Contingent expenses 71.15 71.15 
1,192, 28 Quarantine station, Colon 
28.15 Salaries and wages... 190. 49 190, 49 
15. 36 ne, aa ae aera 00. 00 60. 00 
Health officer, Panama: 
1,871.83 Office of health officer— 
1,219. 91 anc whe AA ENEE 8, 506. 84 8,508. 84 
587.08 Transpo m 33. 00 33. 00 
8 . 1, 100. 48 Contingent 339. 47 339.47 
Traveling expenses . 2 59. 62 Street-cleaning service— 
Contingent FFT 5 51.91 ries and wages.. 6, 962. 51 6,962. 51. 
Division of education: rtation...... 4, 686. 50 4,686.50 
Ralari d wages, superintendence 540. 45 Contingent expenses 292.00 292.00 
Contingent V77..00.0ͥͤ ¾ A SA 92.12 Mosquito, contagious diseases, and 
Division of estates: nfecting service— 
BRIRTIAS O00 WARON Se E S E RT 860,29 Salaries and wages 43,055.53 | 42, 055. 53 
Contingent expenses . - +92 Transportation 1,576.75 1,576.75 
department: 2 Contingent expenses 190.50 190.50 
Salaries and wages. 1 Health officer, Colon: 
Surveying nses. B4 Office of health officer— 
Contingent expenses ies and wages 4,279. 84 4,813. 84 
Police hem Bante Contingent expenses . 456.58 456. 58 
dquarters— 8,508.49 Street-cleaning service— 
7 oean we Pah e e PA G T 8.50 Salaries and wages . oaeee 10,283.20 | 10,283. 20 
Furniture and fixtu t u Tes. 7.68 Mosquito 17 e eee eee 1, 406. 25 1, 408. 25 
Contingent expenses 78.73 ecting 
La Boca jail— 112.93 Salaries and wages 4,109. 22 4,109, 22 
Equipment .-..----.-.-------- eee 617.50 617.50 
ug A eee 815.08 Contingent oxpensc—— I 16.10 16.10 
u of prisoners Chief sanit fi 
Municipality — 3 5, 285.51 5, 255.51 Office of chief sanitary inspector— 
Palias BAL PAED Loe erp oa 28.20 2 and wages 10,028.59 | 10, 028. 50 
85 81. 85 Contingent expenses 214.60 222. 88 
Mosquito, con us diseases, and dis- 
Munici 
Salari j; 6,158.54 det ing service— 
8 67.30 Salaries and wages 4 25-75 55,213.59 | 55,213.59 
5 5.20 Contingent expenses . 3,531.08 8,581.06 
Division of municipal engineering: 
eg and wages y 2, 284. 52 Office of municipal engineers 
Contingent expenses 42.08 Salaries and wages 249. 80 249, 80 
Municipality of Buena Vista— rtation........ 53. 90 233. 90 
Salaries and wages......-...-.-..---|--.--.------ i 1, 221.96 Contingent expenses 462.70 467.40 
Municipality of Cristobal— Improvement of Zone highways: 
Salari 2 8,748.58 Construction of Sabanas road— 
16. 65 and wages 8, 863. 79 8,863.79 
14.00 Contingent expenses P 20.00 20.00 
2200... eee 4 
Salaries and wages 4 5020n i „907. 
8.843. 11 n 1 TTT 40.60 40.00 
1. 270. 90 Construction of Ancon Hill road— amit 23 
ries and wages — — š ; 
2,585. 63 Construction of Corozal road— 
46.38 Salaries and wages 4 1,659.70 1,659.70 
Contingent expenses....... 5.00 5.00 
40, 412. 36 Construction of St. Lazaro road 
148. 15 BOA WinNT T E O E E A E oan 172.08 172.08 
1,896. 62 Construction of waterworks and sew- 
627.16 ers, Panama— 
Salaries and wages 79, 515. 88 79,515. 88 
8,335. 94 Contingent expenses 553. 80 553.19 
Construction of waterworks and sew- 
eens 3 12,138.41 | 12,138.41 
nd „138. „188. 
2,210.37 Contingent expenses 1.30 1.30 
100.00 Construction and maintenance of wa- 
terworks and sewers on Zone— 
1,731.29 Salaries and wages 4 43, 440.72 43,440.72 
82. 50 Contingent expenses 23.50 23.50 
Paving, Panama— 
18, 220. 20 and wages 4 ꝗ Ez . 5, 266.68 5, 266. 68 
wee Office buildings, Isthmus, repairs of 903.39 303. 39 
1 3 Total second department 4,376.40 462,576.90 | 460, 03. 30 


748.21 a Deduct. 
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tatement department construction and engineering expenditures | Statement of department construction and expendit 
i of from 740. 1 to September 30, 1905. 2 July 1 ——— 30, 1995—Continu =" 


For indebtedness in- For indebtedness in- 
curred— curred— 


Office of chief engineer: Culebra division—Continued. 
Salaries and Wages -g zz= 2 i Cuts— 
rtation A i a Dumps— 
Furniture and fixtur 8 Contingent expenses.. $207. 42 
Contingent expenses.. . 
Timekeeping bureau: Contingent expenses.. 6.43 
P . E Dams 
ks— 
Con mt expenses 153.36 
Quarters for employees— 
6 Ä 16.20 
Division o: 1 and river hydrau- La di n: 
lics: Office of division engineer— 
Salaries and wages 4 . Contingent expenses 45.25 
Division of aer — Te ET PEAT Office of resident engineer— 
TES DERN E T E ED E E, kon, Contingent expenses 815.20 
Mechanical division: Miscellaneous construction expenses— 
General superintendence— Engineering 5,633. 33 
Salaries and wages Contingent expenses 
Transportation Harbors, dredging— 
Contingent e Salaries and wages................-.]-...----...- 12, 854.12 
Empire machine FF... is EAA 911. 06 Contingent expenses . . 321. 91 321.91 
Matachin machine shops.. 45, 570. 80 Cuts, excavations— 
Cristobal machine shops 43, 379. 98 Contingent expenses 4 ꝗ $ 7.50 
as enon shops, contingent ex- Docks, foundations— 
Dee aedaes dd 2.87 Salaries and wages 978.37 
LPE Boon, ship ways 80, 481. 68 E ot On E EE F ORs 
Oo ae p ways. 12, 004. 69 poeier expenses 226.10 
rra: Dam — — 
Ane on 9 Contingent expenses „ 289.50 00o 269.50 
roza 
Culebra 3,998. 11 Total disbursements, third de- 
Cristobal 2, 084. 96 2. nodan 18, 089.66 | 874,741,19 | 887,830.85 


CANAL CONSTRUCTION. 

Colon division: 
Office of division engineer— 
Salaries and wages - . . Detailed statement of expenditures made by settlements in the Wash 
Transportation 3 8.53 ton office, and estimated expenditures on the Isthmus during t 


Contingent expenses months of October and November, 1905. 
Miscellaneous constructi i OCTOBER, 1905. 


Engineering 
For indebtedness in- 
curred— 


E. S. Benson, General Auditor. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., December 9, 1905. 


Contingent expenses 


ks— 

Tra: rtation— 
Salaries and wages 

Foundations— 


ae ors a and ` WARBB os Santon scce ncaa A PANN . 4 : 
rbhore, dredging / teh . aa a 
ies and wages... H 4 75.08 eling expenses. 2.2... 


ta, transpo: 
Salaries and wages 
Outa, excavations— 
far eee, of material 33.00 
ntingent expenses n x 
. ries and’ traveling expenses,” 
co vision eer— 
Contingent expenses . CID PlOY COS 1 
aria alis agu expenses --. a ea ee 
Engineering 


* coc 0b 
Culebra dixision: 
Office of division engineer 


Contingent expenses 
ag hem ct do construction expenses— 

Contingent expenses 13. 28 

Repairs and renewals of 5 
Cuts— 


Salaries and wages 

Per diem and traveling expenses. 

1 SKpen ses 
The Le 9 Washington office: 


ages . . 
Transportation of material % 678.00 
Repairs to equipment.. . z -- 192. 48 192.43 
Contingent expenses 8,160.91 1,280.74 

Transportation— 


ies and waga C 67. 
5 and track repairs. 62, 
irs to equipment 4, 922. 08 4, 
tendent of transporta- 


MATERIAL AND SUPPLIES. 
Purchased in the United States 
COST OF PURCHASE, HANDLING, AND 

TRANSPORTATION OF MATERIAL AND 
SUPPLIES. 


The ral purchasing officer, Washing- 
wt A g g 


a 
8 
828 ben RARE 


nsportat 
Contingent expenses. 
Superintendent of dumps 
Contingent expenses 
Salaries and wa; 
Tracks and trac. 


EES aS BUR 8 


E 

888 

SS 
p 


132 ĩ]¹ul.... «˙ ˙?iv. ñ y ñꝶñßf ?T—r 
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Detailed statement of expenditures, eto. Continued. 
OCTOBER, 1905—Continued. 


For indebtedness in- 
curred— 


COST OF PURCHASE, HANDLING, AND 
TRANSPORTATION OF MATERIAL AND 
SUPPLIxeS—continued, 
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Detailed statement of expenditures, etc.—Continued. 
NOVEMBER, 19%5—continued. 


For indebtedness in- 
curred— 


DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION con- 
tinued 


Assistant purchasing and shi a Disbursing officers, Isthmus office: 
New York office: wring agamis, Per diem and traveling expenses $59. 50 
Salaries and wages $226.10 $226.10 
8 801. 87 340. 72 MATERIAL AND SUPPLIES. 
New Orleans office: Purchased in the United States 229, 407. 12 
Salaries and wages 291. 67 201. 67 
Contingent ex 17.90 17.90 cosr OF PURCHASE, HANDLING, AND 
Assistant] purchasing and shipping agents, TRANSPORTATION OF MATERIAL AND 
Pe der acres ling expenses._....-|......--..-- 2.90 29.90 | Th 1 hasing officer, Washin 
r diem an veling expenses f; 5 e general purc! officer, - 
8 ——T—T—T——T—— 31.70 31. 70 8 5 z s 
Freight, advertising, etc...................- 1 20, 274. 99 24. 476. 78 8, 2 8 
PURCHASE OF FURNITURE, EQUIPMENT, ? 
AND INSTRUMENTS. specto: 386. 04 
Office of administration 1,202.86 | 1,302.88 | Assistant purchasing and shipping agents, 
General auditor, Ba e office Roe 90. 45 90. 45 Salaries Bay od „ 1. 087.78 LETT 
888 on e ee 8 — 162. 7 182 25 Per diem and traveling Dent. -| "19.00 ” 19. 
The general pure 32.20 2. 20 istant purchasing expenses 4 8 $91.71 391.71 
nt purchasing and ship N 82 and shipping agent, 
New York office 274.13 315.88 aw 
New Orleans office -...........-...-..---|.--.-------- 8.39 8.39 284.16 284.10 
pecial commissioners -_....-.-.-.--- 26. 01 26.01 2.50 2.50 
Purchase of Panama Railroad stock ......-|_..........- 1,400. 75 1.400. 75 
GOVERNMENT AND SANITATION. gd =e 
sore’ i _querentine officer, contingent ex- 7 17.00 17.00 
Colon n Hospital, contingent expenses =.. 2 „ a OD! 40.00 
Postaladministration, mail transportation 160. 28 106. 67 166. 67 
8,018.81 | _ 5,888.00 
CONSTRUCTION AND ENGINEERING. a 
P RE, EQUIPMENT, 
FFF 6 75.00 AND INSTRUMENTS. 
Culebra division, cuts, excavations, con- 
Ltt baptan came sega paren Aang 42.8 8 
Bureau water works and sewe nspor- k 
8 W te —— . A TA 
r waterworks, construction - 
division, contingent expenses. 62. 34 @2. 34 
pee en Covens AND saxTTaTION. 
The executive office: 
rte and wages- — 19 — Contingent Pens 202.07 908.10 505.17 
Per diem and traveling Si wp | Anece Hospital: 
Public amusements, salaries and wages 1,000. 00 Vages . ..—L.. 92.00 92.00 
CCC 52,741.18 | 348,988.78 | 401,679.91 St eth SEL Rett Relat os lk 


Office of chief engineer: 
Estimated expenditures on the Isthmus during the month of October, Salaries and wages sa 
1905. Per diem and traveling mses. 
n ——T——.— —————— $530, 000. 00 Contingent expenses 
Material and supplies. 55, 000. 00 | Floating equipment, credit 
Kn iet re 20, 000. 00 
Total; Oetob ese r BOB 20003 00) | fy So Rare E meee 
Total expenditures Isthmian Canal Commission, month of i 
e eee oe eae nee 1, 006, 679. 91 
NOVEMBER, 1905. 
GENERAL. 
The phere Canai Commission: W 
Per diom and traveling expenses . tren. e | S Baes | Total expend natures, Isthmian Canal Commission, month of 
Transportation of employees to and November, 1905_--------_-_ 888, 665. 01 
ones —— I ͤ DKM ‚—˖——— A 1 288 E. S. _ Benson, General Auditor. 
ngent expenses F S 3 4 
Omer ot 3 5 „ ' WASHINGTON, D. C., December 9, 1905. 
= rae diem com traveling expenses 16.50 16.50 — 
commissioners: 
ear tien and traveling expenses 153. 66 153. 66 ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSIAN, 
Advisory board of engineers: Washington, D. C., December 9, 1905. 
Per wre and Savane expenses, The 838 be 2,300,000 for miscellaneous material purchases 
c ae ee 12,116.39 | 12,116.39 | from December „to June 30, 1906, will cover the purchase of 
Salaries and traveling expenses, em- the 3 Sevag: 5 
„ E ee ery ae 2,757.22 2,757.22 Anchors, anchor gear, and chains, 
— hook CE PADI (((( senses nonbsesness 1.235 1.25 Apparatus and materials, electric, 
ulleys, ete, s 
DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION. Bolts, 8 pate nuts, nails, lag screws, and washers, 
The chai Buliding te als? Brick, lumber, d. 
e rman: ng mater r cement, lum 
r ee 1,875.00 | 1,875.00 | roofing materials. è t A 
Office of Foner pombe Canvas, rope, twine. 
Salaries an 5, 856. 49 5, 856.49 Explosives. 
98. 96. Furniture and fittings, kitchen, house, and table. 
4,758.50 Glass. 
Hardware, miscellaneous. = 
8,177.77 Harness and horse furnishings. 
1 and apparatus, miscellaneous. 
665.84 and lamp fixtures, 
18.50 Lat er and belting. 
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Machinery and machine tools. 

Metals. 7 

Packing, rubber, and hose. 

Paints, oils, chemicals, drugs, etc. 

Pi water and sewer) fittings, plumbing supplies. 

Ship, t equipment and repair parts, 

Stationery, 

Stoves and 

Hand tools. 

Bridge materials. 

Car repair parts: Wheels, axles, bolsters, journal boxes, journal 
ene, coupler and repair parts, air brakes and repair parts, brake 
shoes, brake beams, bar and sheet iron and steel. 

Castings, iron, steel, and brass. 

Cranes and hoisting machinery and repair parts. 

Dredge repair parts. > 

Drills, air, steam, and repair parts. 

Engineering instruments and apparatus and repair parts, 

2 and medical supplies. 7 

ce. 

Locomotive repair parts Wheels, tires, axles, journal boxes, journal 
bearings, coupler and repair parts, air brakes and repair pa brake 
shoes, brake boami, boiler tu headlights, injectors, bar and sheet 
iron and steel. 

Oils, lubricating. 

Oils, Uluminating. 

Rails. 


books, and blanks. 
fixtures. 


Steam shovel repair parts. 

Track materials other than rail): Frogs, switches, switch, stands, 
bolts, spikes, tie plates, rail braces, rail benders, rail punches, rail 
Saws, rail gauges, cross-ties, switch ties. 

Unloaders, earth spreaders, and repair parts. 

As an example of the way in which miscellaneous purchases are 
likely to run there is pra below a statement outlining the miscel- 
laneous purchases actually made in the month of October, 1905, which 
is an average month's purchases of miscellaneous supplies at the pres- 
ent time. It is estimated that the average m llaneous purchases for 
the next seven months will approximate $525,000 per month. 


Memorandum of miscellaneous purchases in October, 1905. 


Laund equlpmen 85, 641. 69 

Lead pipe and fittings- 4, 826. 93 

Iron pipe and fttings 41. 507. 90 

Vitrifi sewer pipe and fittings 13, 930. 98 

oN oe ae Sa Ea e EEE SNES BA r | Mey COR ae 

Sites cna tian tel ane eee e 1.55 5 

agons, carts, harness, and repair part „815 
. a a SES 19, 075. 50 
Machinery and tools: 

Portable well-drilling machinery and repair parts 14, 456.00 

Dette ee — 738. 99 

ab PRL DOS Bas eS T LE SA OS 336. 00 

870. 00 

163. 50 

Printing machine — 837. 95 

Steam shovel repair pa 15, 926. 03 

D 421. 08 

Miscellaneous tools 1, 762. 89 
Railway and track material and tools: 

ORR MRO SS See EA E Saf ES SNN AS, 711. 00 
Other repair parts for cars 970. 51 
Coal-chute pocket 5, 500. 00 
PIO = DAR COW PATS S 6, 570. 00 
Bridge floor beams and rivets , 402. 90 
Rail punches and benders —_..~~ 592. 65 

Paints and oils 1, 023. 75 
Stationery, office supplies, and printing 10, 723. 33 
Office furniture as 1, 859. 66 
Safes and vault doors. 576. 65 
8 E — 2. 624. 30 
Police equipment, watchmen’s clocks, han 1, 149. 68 
Sanitary fixtures, water-closets, urinals, etc 28, 579. 40 
Furniture and equipment for quarters 1, 632. 66 
. instruments and draftsmen's supplies 3, 434. 66 
rr y Fa sae. 1. 096. 40 
Tents, cotton duck, sponges, et. 982. 13 
Repairs water sterilizers, wooden faucets, ete 1, 791. 00 
Instruments for bureau of meterology and river hydrau- F 
O PRE RI IIS IES A ERS SEER EIS - 1,355.00 
Nails, bolts, rivets, and screws 214. 79 
Brooms, brushes, ete 108. 40 
Miscellaneous tools and supplies 7, 078. 05 
TORI eos N ene AEA E 294, 120. 49 


D. E. Ross, General Purchasing Officer. 


Detail of miscellaneous supplies included in item of $4,000,000—Esti- 
f mated liabilities December 1, 1905. 1 bee 


Sulphuric acid, beeswax, turpentine, etc. $10, 934 


Japanned dryer, red ocher, etc. 19, 447 
25,000 gallons linseed oil... 13, 150 
Tents and accessories 12, 821 


Swivel hooks, snatch blocks, wire rope, emery paper, etc. 
Iron bolts, spikes, sheathing, nails. 
Red and white lead 
Fire hose 


Laundry equipmen 5 
Cement „„ 9, 
Ors ge 
Steam whovel ERIE parte. ee ee es 15, 92 
Portable well-drilling tools and -repair parts. — 14,456 
Coal-chute pocket 5, 
Bridge-floor beams and rivets. 4, 402 
Stationery and punts 10, 373 
Engineering instruments, draftsm =A ey Ou 
Pipe tongs, wrenches, and valves 1, 460 
Malleable iron casting — 2,684 
6 a O RRS A a ee ß 450 
Se ge atl Cee ee UN LE A ELSE RES — ‘By COT 
XL——20 


Numbering machines — — 8756 
Stationery —~ — 15,922 
ane e R , 330 
Wire cables 2S 384 
Steel vault doo — 1,381 
Whitewashing machines Zi 273 
Furniture and equipment for quarters__._.__._.__.unmnmna 1,862 
38 bureau of meteorology and river hydraulics -= 2. Ma 

— Se RoE BGS SE A Sa A — 
apon parts and repair parts T, 813 
Police equipment, watchman clocks, handcuffs, ete == 1,149 
LO ee — —— 36, 614 
(et 1 el Bye SR ene Fo EUS os Tee 303, 539 


E. S. Benson, General Auditor. 
DECEMBER 9, 1905. 


Statement of miscellaneous receipts from all sources. 


UNITED STATES FUNDS. 


Sales: 
Sales of material and supplies $4, 419. 22 
SA AAA R SE Rar 256, 88 
Electric lighting 318. 77 
mmissary supplies 25, 278. 63 
Mess accounts, Ancon Hospital 5, 082. 65 
Receipts from pay patients, Ancon 2,999.90 
Mess accounta, Colon Hospital Glen 255. 00 
Rece m en on 
p 5 ro pean E AEREA 8 975.98 
from tients, other hos- 
To epi E AT cancer E E Canara 7.00 
ess accounts, other hospitals 107. 800 167. 89 
Rentals and taxes: 
Rents of land and buildings 2,478. 42 12,918.17 
Rent of equipment 1,142.56 1,158. 44 
Rent of material 475. 36 4,638.74 
P —— » ˙ Re 198. 20 
Work done 
Labor and material furnished 8,695. 07 
Reimbursements for overpayments and 
for services and supplies 2,747.12 
50 per cent earnings Point telegraph lines 1.18. 45 
Gain on exchange of currency .............) 450.4555 459. 45 
Total United States funds 71, 640. 84 
ZONE GOVERNMENT REVENUES, 
6000 A AAA 11, 043. 65 
Internal revenues: 
C00 SE eA ene ans ee Sd eel 1,547. 46 
Tax on sale of liquor . 2,511.50 2,511.59 
on di g apparatus. 1,276.73 4, 980. 53 
Bumped taper. am| M 
KFT à k 
Miscollanpous reventics: 
158. 35 170.45 
46,00 62. 68 
r N |)  MO0CtD ETARA 466. 73 
Permits to fi 508 15:00 
* carry 8 i 
148.50 207.00 
5 19. 40 
meous receipts . 48.85 43.85 
Total Zone government funds 5,383.01 | 21,318. 45 
Total from all sources -.......-...---- 43,513.07 49,446.22 | 92, 950. 29 


PRINTING FOR THE INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution wag read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
shall have authority to order such panting and binding done as it may 


deem to be necessary, connected with the hearings and other business 
before said committee. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
resolution which has just been read. Is there objection? 

There was no objection; and the résolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HEPBURN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. Lamar] 
rises He a question of personal privilege. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. LAMAR. I am not sure, Mr. Speaker, if this is a ques- 
on or personal privilege, but I desire a formal ruling from the 

air. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not rule unless the Chair 
understands the question. 

Mr. LAMAR. I will submit the paragraph to which I refer, 
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stating at the same time that I consider that paragraph a reflec- 
tion upon me in my Representative capacity in Congress. I 
would like to ask the Chair to read it, and, if proper, to have it 
announced for a formal record ruling. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire the Chair to read 
it personally? 

Mr. LAMAR. No, sir; I desire to have it read by the Clerk, 
and if it is in the nature of a personal privilege, or if it is per- 
sonal privilege, I desire to speak upon it. If it is not, I will ask 
the Chair to rule upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Much of the trouble comes from the fact that he has removed from 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce DORSEY W. SHACK- 
LEFORD, of Missouri, and WILLIAM B. LAMAR, of Florida, the two Demo- 
crats who last year submitted to the House a subsidiary report on the 
Hearst railroad-rate bill. 

In addition to this action, which, it is claim was taken by Mr. 
WILLIAMS without notice to the two men concern he yesterda 
a statement that SHACKLEFORD and Lamar had broken ‘faith with the 
caucus agreement on the Davie rate bill last session. 

“There is nothing mal in this,” said Mr. WILLIAMS. “ SHACK- 
LEFORD and Lamar simply broke the party agreement reached in the 
caucus.” 

Mr. LAMAR. Now, Mr. Speaker, if that is not a question of 
personal privilege, of course I do not desire to make the slight- 
est attempt to address the House upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is quite clear that the paragraph 
read at the Clerk’s desk does not present a question of personal 
privilege. 

Mr. LAMAR. I am in doubt myself, Mr. Speaker, but I 
desired that it should be formally made of record in the House 
to estop and debar forever any possible suggestion that I did 
not attempt to bring that matter up here in this House. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suggest to the gentleman that he ask unani- 
mous consent if he desires to make a statement. 

Mr. LAMAR. I do ask unanimous consent that I may make 
a statement. 

Mr. PAYNE. Say ten minutes? 

A MEMBER. An hour. 

Mr. PAYNE. - Or twenty minutes? 

Mr. LAMAR. Twenty minutes. I would like to have a 
square deal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unani- 
mous consent to make a personal statement. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, pending the request, and re- 
serving the right to object, I wish to say that in the interest of 
Democratic harmony and effectiveness and general good feel- 
ing, which will not be promoted by washing Democratic linen 
for the amusement of a Republican House, I object. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. LAMAR. I will not ask one thing that is unfair of this 
House 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I wish to ask a question. 

Mr. LAMAR. I decline to be interrupted. 

The SPEAKER. Well, the gentleman has not the floor. 
jection has been made. 

Mr. LAMAR. May I have the floor? 

The SPEAKER. Objection has been made. 

Mr. LAMAR. Then I will ask the minority leader if he will 
not withdraw that objection. I will not detain the House 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have stated my reasons for having made 
that objection. I have assumed the responsibility for that 
course, and I persist in the objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. -All this is out of order.. [Cries of “ Regular 


order!“ 
Mr. LAMAR (to Mr. Wurms). Will you call a Democratic 


Ob- 


caucus—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This is not a question for the consideration 
of the House of Representatives 

Mr. LAMAR. Will you call a caucus? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman can put that question to me 
somewhere else. 

Mr. LAMAR. The gentleman went to the newspapers with 
this matter, and now objects here on the floor to a settlement 
of it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman from Mississippi has not 


gone to the newspapers. 
The SPHAKER. This is not in order. [Cries of “ Regular 
order! “] 
Mr. LAMAR. The House will understand it. I have gotten 
it before the House in part. 
Mr. PAYNE, I move that the House do now adjourn. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, by unanimous consent, leave 
of absence was granted as follows: 


"made 8 


; 15 Mr. Van Duzer, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
amily. 
To Mr. GRANGER, for this week, on account of illness. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Sue M. Salsbury, no adverse report 
having been made thereon. 

The motion to adjourn was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 12 o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until 
Wednesday, December 13, 1905. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report of 
inspections of disbursements and transfers by officers of the 
Army—to the Committee on Expenditures in the War Depart- 
ment. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor submitting an estimate or appropriation for 
repairs of vessels of the Coast and Geodetic Survey—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the governor of the 
Territory of New Mexico submitting an estimate of appropria- 
tion for rental of offices at Santa Fe—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War 
submitting an estimate of deficiency appropriation for national 
trophy and prizes for Army and militia—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, submitting recommenda- 
tion for legislation respecting the fees of United States courts— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, submitting a recommenda- 
tion for legislation relating to the compensation of deputy 
marshals and bailiffs in United States courts—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting, with a 
fayorable recommendation, the draft of a bill for adjusting the 
salaries of certain attorneys of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for 
carrying out the provisions of an act of Congress for the relief 
of the sureties of Frank A. Webb—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation claims relating to the schooner Farmer, Nathan S. 
Thompson, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the superintendent of the 
State, War, and Navy building submitting an estimate of de- 
ficiency appropriation for fuel, lights, ete—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Thetis, Russell Kil- 
bourn, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the ship Chace, Thomas Johnston, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Louis Nelson, administrator of estate of Samuel B. Nelson, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Robert Waters against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Julia Gailey, sole heir of estate of Hiram Gailey, against The 
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United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
W. A. Montgomery, administrator of estate of John Read, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 


ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of the | 


south shore of Lake Superior in vicinity of Keweenaw Point— 
trend Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Lake 
Harbor, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of the 
mouth of Black River and Dexter Harbor, New York—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Cone- 
cuh River, Alabama—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Welles 
Harbor, Midway Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Talla- 
hatchie River, Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Brier 
Creek, Georgia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Ips- 
wich River, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Pawtucket (Seekonk) River, Rhode Island—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Upper Machodoe Creek, Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Meherrin River, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers 
nnd Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Quantico Creek, Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Cedar Keys, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Librarian of 
Congress submitting an estimate of transfer appropriation for 
printing for the Library—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War 
submitting an estimate of deficiency appropriation for the sup- 
port of military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kans.—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War 
submitting an estimate of deficiency appropriation for the Board 
of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 
diers—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of 
receipts and expenditures on account of appropriations for con- 
tingent expenses of the War Department—to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the War Department, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of St. 
Francis River, Arkansas—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
borz, and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Big 
Sandy River, Tennessee—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of harbor at 
Anacortes, -Wash.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Oconto 
Harbor, Wisconsin—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of the vi- 
cinity of Rogers City, Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Mata- 
gorda Bay, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of St. Johns 
and Little rivers, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting a report of 
expenditures from the contingent fund, amount of balances duo, 
accrued postage, ete.—to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Post-Office Department, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Ohio 
River at and near Metropolis, III.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Clats- 
kanie River, Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Saugus 
River, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Allerton 
Point, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Winthrop 
Head, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Mystic 
River, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
August Schlapp against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Shal- 
lotte River, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of upper 
White River, Arkansas—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of har- 
bor at St. Petersburg, Fla.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of War- 
wick Creek or River, Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Lloyds 
Harbor, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with draft 
of a bill, a recommendation for an appropriation to satisfy the 
claim of Mrs. Anne H. Wagner, widow of Col. Arthur L. Wag- 
ner—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Postmaster-General, submitting a 
statement of allowances to postmasters for reimbursement—to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Departiaent, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
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mitting a copy of the findings filed by the eourt in the case of 
Valentine S. Brewer against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
John H. Black against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Robert C. Cozine, son of John S. Cozine, against The United 
Rest Ye the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
print 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Jacob Samuel Weaver against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Sarah Ann Dobbs, widow of Nathaniel B. Dobbs, against The 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Ellen R. Smith, widow of James R. Smith, against The United 
ere the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
Printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Andrew G. Gorrell against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Robert W. Pemberton against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Mary A. Mathews, widow of Fenelon B. Mathews, against The 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findi filed by the court in the case of 
Elizabeth Magruder, niece and heir of Alexander Magruder, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Thomas P. Caldwell against The United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Kate W. Milward, widow of Hubbard K. Milward, against The 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Frank E. Foster against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Ion B. Nall against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Andrew J. Guilford against The United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of State 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for participation in an 
exposition at Milan, Italy—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect of the 
Treasury submitting an estimate of appropriation for public 
buildings at Los Angeles, Cal.; Nashville, Tenn., and Rome, 
Ga—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

z A letter from the Attorney-General, recommending a repeal of 
the law allowing expenses of the trial of Indians who have 
committed offenses within the jurisdiction of States and Terri- 
tories—to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
rinted. 
N A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with ap- 
proval, a letter from the Assistant Secretary of War recommend- 
ing legislation affecting the expenditures and appropriations of 
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the War Department—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting a report 
of the public property in the Post-Office Department—to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Department, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a recom- 
mendation for legislation relating to fees of United States com- 
missioners—to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, recommending legislation 
relating to purchase of supplies in the War Department—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed.“ 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 5064) for 
the construction of a waterway and barge canal connecting the 
waters of the Mississippi River with those of the St. Marys 
River, in the State of Georgia, along the landlocked waters of 
the coast of Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, and Florida, and a 
canal from St. Georges Sound, in Florida, to the St. Marys 
River, in Georgia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5965) to regulate the removal of causes 
from the State courts to the Federal courts on account of preju- 
dice or local influence—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 5966) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce —to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 5967) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
in the city of Newton, State of Kansas—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5968) provid- 
ing for the punishment of United States prisoners for crimes 
committed while confined in State penal institutions—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5969) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of Commerce and Labor and the Attorney-General to ascer- 
tain and report as to the existence of certain alleged trusts: or 
monopolies, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5970) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
provide revenue for the Government and to encourage the indus- 
tries of the United States,” approved July 24, 1897—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 5971) authorizing the 
extension of T street (formerly W street) NW.—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5972) granting the right to sell burial sites 
in parts of certain streets in Washington City to the vestry of 
Washington parish for the benefit of the Congressional Ceme- 
tery—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5973) to provide for the payment of dam- 
ages to owners of property on account of changes of grade under 
acts of Congress approved February 12, 1901, which provide for 
the eliminating of certain grade crossings of the Baltimore and 
Potomac Railroad Company and the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road Company—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5974) to regulate the employment of child 
labor in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 5975) to purchase a painting 
of the frigate Constitution, known as “Old Ironsides,” and 
entitled Old Ironsides ”—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 5976) to provide for the final 
disposition of the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes in the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 5977) to provide for the 
erection of an addition to the public building at Rochester, 
N. Y.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 5978) to provide 
for the extension of time within which homestead settlers may 
establish their residence upon certain lands which were hereto- 
fore a part of the Unitah Indian Reservation, within the 
counties of Uinta and Wasatch, in the State of Utah—to the 
Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 5979) to grant the 
thirty-sixth section of public lands in each township to the 
State of Arkansas for school purposes—to the Committee on the 
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By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 5980) increasing the limit of 
cost of public building at Meriden, Conn.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5981) for the maintenance and improve- 
ment of the Connecticut River below Hartford—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5982) for the improvement of harbor of 
refuge at Duck Island Harbor, Connecticut—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5983) for the improvement of the Housa- 
tonic River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5984) for the improvement of the New 
Haven (Conn.) Harbor breakwater—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DAWES: A bill (H. R. 5985) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Marietta, Ohio—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 5986) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Arkansas River 
at Pine Bluff—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 5987) for an addition to 
the publie building at Greenville, S. C.—to the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 5988) punishing officers or 
employees who shall prematurely impart information which is 
accessible to such officers or employees—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5989) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at Livingston, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5990) to prevent 
the locating of placer-mining claims in the district of Alaska by 
powers of attorney—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5991) providing for the erection of a public 
building at the city of North Yakima, in the State of Washing- 
ton—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5992) providing for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Walla Walla, in the State of Washing- 
ton—to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 5993) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and erection of a public building thereon 
at Middletown, N. ¥.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5994) to provide for the casting in bronze 
and erection in the city of Washington of the colossal equestrian 
group known as The Indian Buffalo Hunt ”—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 5995) to amend 
an act to increase the limit of cost of certain publie buildings, 
to authorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, to author- 
ize the erection and completion of public buildings, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5996) to amend the act entitled “An act to 
regulate commutation for good conduct to United States prison- 
ers,” approved June 21, 1902—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 5997) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Grand Junction, Colo.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5998) creating the Mesa Verde National 
Park—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 5999) to amend section 605 
of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee, on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6000) to rectify the boundary line of Rock 
Creek Park—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6001) providing for compulsory education 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 6002) granting pensions to 
‘Army locomotive firemen, and providing pensions to widows 
and minor children of Army locomotive firemen—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 6003) to incorporate the 
Lake Erie and Ohio River Ship Canal, to define the powers 
thereof, and to facilitate interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 6004) to 
authorize and direct the Secretary of War to cause a survey to 
be made of Big Swift Creek, Craven County, N. C.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6005) for the improvement of navigation 
of Carrot Island Slough, Carteret County, N. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6006) for a survey of the waters of Bogue 
Sound and Beaufort Harbor, North Carolina, adjacent to the 
— 7 of Morehead City, N. C.—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6007) to amend chapter 1437 of the United 
States Statutes at Large, volume 33, part 1, Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress, entitled “An act to provide for terms of the United States 
district and circuit courts at Washington, N. C., approved March 
8, 1905—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6008) to establish United States courts at 
Goldsboro, N. C.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 6009) to regulate the construc- 
tion of bridges over navigable waters—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MACON: A Dill (H. R. 6010) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act granting an increase of pension to soldiers of the 
Mexican war in certain cases,” approved January 5, 1893—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 6011) for the 
erection of a public building at Red Wing, Minn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6012) for the erection of a public building 
at Faribault, Minn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 6013) prohibiting the issu- 
ing of special-tax stamps to retail and wholesale dealers in 
Hqaors in prohibition districts—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6014) requiring collectors of internal reve- 
nue to give information in certain cases—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 6015) providing for the 
erection of a public building at Muskogee, Ind. T.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WEBBER: A bill (H. R. 6061) to prohibit the manu- 
facture and sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 6017) to amend sections 1 
and 2 of the act of March 3, 1903, to regulate the immigration 
of aliens into the United States—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6018) to enable the President of the United 
States to call an international conference for the purpose of 
securing an international agreement relative to the regulation 
of the immigration of aliens to the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 6019) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to further regulate commerce with foreign 
nations and among the States,” Public No. 103, approved Feb- 
ruary 19, 1903, so as to restore imprisonment penalties for viola- 
tions of interstate and foreign commerce laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 6020) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Iola, in the State of Kansas—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6021) to 
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a publie 
building thereon at Beverly, in the State of Massachusetts— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 6022) providing for more fre- 
quent reports of amount of cotton ginned—to the Committee on 
the Census. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6023) providing for daily reports of amount 
of cotton ginned—to the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 6024) to abolish the office of 
receiver of public moneys for land districts, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6025) to amend the commutation provisions 
of the homestead laws—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 6026) for the printing of a re- 
port on the hog industry—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BURGESS: A bill (H. R. 6027) to construct a post- 
office building at Gonzales, Tex.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6028) to make uniform the salaries of 
United States district attorneys and marshals in Texas—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 6029) to provide for a re- 
survey of township 4 north, range 13 west, St. Stephens me- 
3 in Perry County, Miss.—to the Committee on the Public 

Ni 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 6030) to authorize the sale 

and disposition of surplus or unallotted lands of the Fort Hall 
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Indian Reservation, in the State of Idaho—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. = 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 6031) to acquire certain 
ground in the District of Columbia for a Government reserva- 
tion—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 6032) for the construction of 
a suitable vessel for the Revenue-Cutter Service for duty at 
Savannah, Ga.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 6033) to amend section 5209, 
Revised Statutes of the United States, 1878—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6034) for the relief of Confederate soldiers 
and citizens of the Confederate States—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNBY (by request): A bill (H. R. 6035) to amend 
sections 4924, 4925, 4926, and 4927 of the Revised Statutes relat- 
ing to patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 6036) to divide the judicial dis- 
trict of the State of Indiana into five divisions, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 6037) to pension masters of 
Army transports and so forth—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. i 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6038) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Elizabethtown, in the State of Kentucky—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6039) for the erection of a public building 
at Lebanon, Marion County, Ky.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6040) for the erection of a public building 
at Bardstown, Nelson County, Ky.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6041) to provide for the improvement of 
Rough River, in Kentucky—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6042) to provide for the improvement of 
Salt River, in the State of Kentucky—to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6043) to provide for the further improve- 
ment of Green River, in the State of Kentucky—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 6044) to preserve and main- 
tain the river channel and to prevent the threatened cut-off in 
White River, near Augusta, Ark.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 6045) providing for a 
United States judge for the middle and northern districts of 
Alabama—to the Committee on the Jndiciary. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6046) to estab- 
lish a national military park at Perryville—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURGESS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 44) request- 
ing the President to consider the expediency of effecting a treaty 
with European powers providing for the neutralization of the 
Philippine Islands and to protect an independent government 
there when established—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 45) direct- 
ing the Secretary of Agriculture to furnish certain information 
concerning the cotton crop of the season of 1905 and 1906—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A resolution (H. Res. 55) authoriz- 
ing-the Doorkeeper of the House to employ a laborer in the 

dies’ reception room—to the Committee on Accounts. 
\ By Mr. SULZER: A resolution (H. Res. 56) concerning the 
murder of the Jews in Russia—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A resolution (H. Res. 57) authorizing 
the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary to appoint a 
messenger—to the Committee on Accounts, 

By Mr. ACHESON: A resolution (H. Res. 58) to pay the 
daughter of Norton McGiffin, deceased, late employee in the 
House folding room, a certain sum of money—to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 59) to pay the widow of Henry 
Robinson a certain sum of money—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 6047) granting an increase 
of pension to John G. W. Book—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6048) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph E. MeCabe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6049) granting an increase of pension to 
J. M. Caldwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6050) granting a pension to George Col- 
lins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6051) to correct the military record of 
George Collins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6052) granting pensions to honorably dis- 
charged soldiers who served in the Fifty-fifth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Militia Infantry, and to their widows and 
minor children—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6053) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Funkhauser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 6054) for the relief of 
Mary O’Connell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6055) granting an increase of pension to 
Angeline Watson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 6056) granting an increase 
of pension to Herman J. Trask—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6057) granting an increase of pension to 
Emery Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6058) granting an increase of pension to 
Emilie Scheldt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6059) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias Hanes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6060) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorenzo B. Fish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6061) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6062) granting an increase of pension to 
Sebastian C. Goss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6063) granting an increase of pension to 
Maria Dyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6064) granting an increase of pension to 
George Reese—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6065) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Crowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6066) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert H. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6067) to change the records of the War 
Department relative to Levi A. Meacham—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6068) for the 
relief of Emma F. Everman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6069) for the relief of Baldwin De Bell—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6070) for the relief of James C. Brick- 
ley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6071) for the relief of Erwin Johnson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6072) for the relief of Henry Taylor—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6073) for the relief of George W. Ingram— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6074) for the relief of Daniel McDowell— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6075) for the relief of Joseph M. Wilburn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6076) granting a pension to Anna M. 
Case—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6077) granting a pension to Gertie Riley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6078) granting a pension to Samuel Short— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6079) granting a pension to Francis B. 
Trussell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6080) granting a pension to James H. 
Jobe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6081) granting a pension to Lois Van 
Thom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6082) granting a pension to Daniel Pack— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6083) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Groves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6084) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Gilbride—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6085) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob C. Rardin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6086) granting an increase cf pension to 
Samuel Merrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6087) granting an increase of pension to 
David Osborne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6088) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6089) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph E. Pugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6090) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6091) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanda Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6092) granting an increase of pension to 
James McCue—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 6093) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Stephen W. Coakley—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6094) granting a pension to Julia G. 
Aldrich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 6095) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James M. e the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6096) granting a pension to Louisa Rouse- 
loux—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6097) for the relief of Isaac Cogswell—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6098) granting an increase of pension to 
Sadie A. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6099) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 6100) for the relief of the 
estate of Eleanor C. Lockwood, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6101) for the relief of the estate of Charles 
M. Demarest, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6102) to reimburse Charlotte E. Brennan, 
widow of D. D. Brennan, for expenses incurred in travel from 
Yokohama, Japan, to Haverstraw, N. Y., after the summary dis- 
charge of said D. D. Brennan as paymaster’s clerk in the 
United States Navyy—to the Committee on Claims: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6103) for the relief of Charles Backman— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6104) to reimburse John Waller, late post- 
master at Monticello, N. Y., for moneys expended in carrying 
the mails—to the Committee on Claims; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6105) correcting the military record of 
John W. King—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6106) correcting the military record of 
Melvin R. Green—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.) 6107) correcting the military record of 
William H. Cole—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6108) correcting. the military record of 
Patrick Shields—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6109) granting an increase of pension to 
(William H. Ackert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6110) granting an increase of pension to 
‘Abram W. Dayenport—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6111) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin R. Steenrod—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6112) granting an increase of pension to 
Edmund Fish—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6113) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses Schoonmaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6114) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Douglass—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6115) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Sarles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6116) granting a pension to John Gains- 
back—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6117) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Dill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6118) granting an increase of pension to 
Bridget Reidy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6119) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6120) granting a pension to Harriet M. 
Smithers—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6121) granting a pension to Margaret B. 
Houston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 6122) granting a pen- 
sion to certain East Tennesseans engaged in the secret service 
of the United States during the war of the rebellion—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6123) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of P.. M. Craigmiles, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6124). for the 
relief of Revilow N. Spohn—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6125) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Stormer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 6126) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William T. Trott—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6127) granting a pension to Lysander Need- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6128) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 6129) granting a pension 
te Nancy S. Prentiss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6130) granting a pension to Benjamin R. 
Fish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6131) granting a pension to Martha S. 
Hackett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6132) granting a pension to Gustavus 
Cooley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6133) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Bagley—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6184) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard M. Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6135) granting an increase of pension to 
Herbert M. Blackwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6136) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert W. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6137) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry 8. Stowell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6138) granting an increase of pension to 
Melvin C. Wadsworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6139) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace C. Webber—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6140) granting an increase of pension to. 
Frederick Gannett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6141) granting an increase of pension to 
Emilus A. Wellman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6142) granting an increase of pension to 
David Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 6143) granting 
a pension to James Eiffert—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6144) granting a pension to Eli Brazilton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

My Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 6145) granting an increase of 
pension to Parris J. Latham—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6146) for the relief of the estate of Harriet 
H. Wilcox, to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 6147) granting a pension to 
Maud O. Worth—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6148) granting a pension to Henry P. Win 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6149) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Fordney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 6150) for the relief of the 
heirs of William H. Blades—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6151) granting a pension to G. W. Rush— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6152) granting a pension to Nancy Day— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6153) granting a pension to Ferely New- 
by—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6154) granting a pension to Andrew W. 
Bonds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6155) granting a pension to Ellsworth 
Hobbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6156) granting an increase of pension to 
Iradell W. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6157) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan J. Boyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6158) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Rittenhouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6159) granting an increase of pension to 
Joel Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6160) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 6161) granting an increase of pension to 
Horatio Ernest—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6162) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6163) removing the charge of desertion 
from the record of D. L. d’Elysee—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6164) removing the charge of desertion 
from the record of William Deniston—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 6165) granting 
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a pension to Nelson Everson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6166) granting a pension to Else C. 
Isachsen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 6167) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Eli Jones—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6168) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Wilson Certain—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 6169) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel T. Welch—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6170) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Lowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6171) granting a pension to Sarah A. Bar- 
gar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 6172) granting an increase 
of pension to Abraham K. Van Tine—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6173) granting an increase of pension to 
George Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 6174) for the 
relief of Charles J. Kayser—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6175) granting a pension to Van R. Gif- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6176) granting an increase of pension to 
John Walters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6177) granting an increase of pension to 
John Haack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 6178) granting an increase of pension to 
Carl W. Block—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6179) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Stamm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6180) granting an increase of pension to 
Amherst F. Graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6181) granting an increase of pension to 
Fayette E. Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWES: A bill (H. R. 6182) for the relief of Henry 
C. Vincent—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6183) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanuel Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6184) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Weldon—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6185) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Waxler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6186) granting an increase of pension to 
William Harvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 6187) granting an increase 
of pension to Francis M. Rice—to the Committee on Iuvalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6188) granting an increase of pension to 
Erve H. Soule—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 6189) granting an increase of 
pension to Arthur Tibbits—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6190) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Schneller—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 6191) granting an increase 
of pension to Martin V. B. Bachman—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6192) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward J. Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6193) granting a pension to T. M. Clark- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6194) granting a pension to Ruth A. 
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 6195) for the relief of 
Jacob Gibbard—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6196) granting a pension to Eugene H. 
Hillyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6197) granting an increase of pension to 
Lambert Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6198) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Hargrave—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6199) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6200) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan L. Burdick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6201) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Lakin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6202) granting a 
pension to Joseph Vernia—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
siaus. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6204) granting a pension to Carrie A. 
Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6205) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucy E. Engler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6206) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen J. Henning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6207) granting an increase of pension to 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6203) granting a pension to Viola Dil- 
beck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

William H. Brady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6208) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Connor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6209) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison Dossett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6210) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. McCullough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6211) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian Reister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6212) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas A. Walters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6213) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Linn—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 6214) granting 
an increase of pension to John N. Shermerhorn—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6215) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Bird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6216) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen D. Hopkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6217) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward C. Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6218) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron Preston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6219) granting a pension to John W. Hol- 
comb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6220) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Lavigne—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6221) for the relief of Robert D. Bene- 
dict—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6222) for the relief of the Choctaw Nation 
or tribe of Indians—to the Committee on Indians Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6223) for the relief of the Creek tribe or 
nation of Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6224) for the relief of the Cherokee Nation 
of Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6225) for the relief of the Chickasaw 
Nation or tribe of Indians—to the Commitee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 6226) granting an increase 
2 pension to George Bruner—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6227) granting an increase of pension. to 
Samuel J. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 6228) granting an increase 
of pension to Jonathan H. Terrell—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6229) for the relief of the heirs of Wil- 
liam Tinder, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6230) for the relief of the heirs of Robert 
B. Love, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6231) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Boston Dillion—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6282) granting an increase of pension to 
Jackson Holmes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6233) granting an increase of pension to 
John Carmical—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6234) granting an increase of pension to 
Jason Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6235) granting an increase of pension to 
Harden Golden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6236) granting an increase of pension to 
William Browning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6237) granting an increase of pension to 
David Bethusum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6238) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse Woods—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6239) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelius Vousy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6240) granting an increase of pension to 
John Huffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6241) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Noon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6242) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6243) granting a pension to M. D. Hall 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6244) granting a pension to W. H. O’Dear— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6245) granting a pension to M. E. Fish— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6246) granting a pension to Charles C. 
Sacrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6247) granting a pension to M. Weiser— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6248) granting a pension to Harriet Har- 
ris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6249) granting a pension to James L. 
Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6250) granting a pension to Amy Griffey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6251) granting a pension to Mary Weber— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6252) granting a pension to John M. 
Heath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6253) granting a pension to Thomas W. 
Cardwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6254) granting a pension to Theodore C. 
Arons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6255) granting a pension to James Mor- 
ris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6256) granting an increase of pension to 
Solomon Riddell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6257) granting a pension to Isaiah Proc- 
tor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6258) granting a pension to R. T. Mat- 
tingly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6259) granting a pension to Levi Rey- 
nolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6260) granting a pension to Abe L. Mc- 
Anelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6261) granting a pension to Maria Baugh- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6262) granting a pension to Kate Good—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6263) granting a pension to W. D. Gibson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6264) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram W. Barker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6265) granting an increase of pension to 
Allen Demaree—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6266) granting a pension to Edgar Wool- 
folk—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6267) for the relief of John Taylor—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6268) for the relief of John H. McBrayer— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6269) for the benefit of James Woods, 
administrator—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6270) for the relief of George Bentley—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6271) for the relief of Madison County, 
Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6272) for the relief of Madison County, 
Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H; R. 6273) for the relief of R. Z. Moss—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6274) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Christian Church of Danville, Ky.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6275) for the benefit of D. N. Williams—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6276) for the benefit of John Wesley 
Eubanks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6277) for the relief of the heirs of W. L. 
Waddy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6278) for the relief of the heirs of Mary A. 
Dennis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6279) for the relief of Ben F. Bryant—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6280) for the relief of M. J. Vanarsdale— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6281) for the relief of Joseph Martin—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6282) for the relief of John E. Herrod—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6283) for the relief of A. Portwood—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6284) for the relief of John H. MoBrayer— 
to the ‘Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6285) for the benefit of the heirs of James 
D. McKenzie—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6286) for the relief of Ellerson Padgett— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6287) for the relief of Henry P. Bottom 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6288) for the relief of Henry S. Brana- 
man—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6289) for the benefit of Henry F. Newland, 
executor of A. C. Newland, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6290) for the relief of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church South, at Harrodsburg, Ky.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6291) for the relief of the Nicholasville 
Baptist Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6292) granting an increase of pension to 
James K. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6293) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Baptist Church of Crab Orchard, Ky.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6294) for the relief of Dr. William O. 
Robards—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6295) for the relief of Van Foreman—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6296) for the relief of the Madison Fe- 
ee Institute, of Richmond, Ky.—to the Committee on War 

laims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6297) for the relief of Belle M. Robards, of 
Boyle County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6298) for the benefit of H. P. Bottom—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6299) for the relief of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church South, at Bryantsville, Ky.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6300) for the benefit of Mary Conn, ad- 
ministratrix of John Conn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6301) for the relief of Simeon H. King’s 
executrix—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6302) for the relief of Mrs. Eugenia D. 
Potts and Elizabeth Huette—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6303) for the relief of the heirs of James 
Madison Martin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6304) for the relief of Jacob Robinson’s 
estate to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6805) for the benefit of the heirs cf G. W. 
Rogers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6306) for the relief of B. N. C. Allen—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6307) for the benefit of the Methodist 
Church at Perryville, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6308) for the relief of James G. Dunn, ad- 
ministrator of R. B. Dunn, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6309) for the relief of S. P. Martin—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6310) for the relief of the heirs of John F. 
Logan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6311) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Moss—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6312) for the relief of M. C. Reynolds 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6313) for the relief of Benjamin F. 
Chatham—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6314) for the relief of the heirs of O. L. 
Carter —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 6315) for the relief of James M. Clowers 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6316) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
Stone—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6317) for the benefit of the heirs of Caleb 
Marratta, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6318) for the benefit of James M. Craw- 
ford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6319) for the relief of H. Manwaring—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6320) for the relief of the heirs of Archi- 
bald C. Hays—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6321) for the relief of W. G. Dunn, ad- 
ministrator of Cooper Dunn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6322) for the relief of E. B. Caldwell, jr— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6323) for the benefit of the Harrodsburg 
Presbyterian Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6324) for the relief of Peter Tribble—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

- Also, a bill (H. R. 6325) for the relief of the estate of J. L. 
Walker, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6326) for the relief of Jasper N. Cooper— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6327) for the relief of David Huddleson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6328) for the relief of Jonathan Jacobs— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6329) for the relief of the Madison Female 
Institute, at Richmond, Ky.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6330) for the relief of Leyi H. Hendren—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6331) for the benefit of Thomas W. Cald- 
well—to the Committee on Military. Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6332) for the relief of James Naylor—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6333) for the relief of John Nolan, or 
Nolen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6334) for the relief of Milton Newcomb— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6335) to correct the military record of 
Simeon R. Cook—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 6336) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth A. Ames—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6337) granting a pension to Louisa A. 
Demorest—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6338) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard McCarthy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 6339) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles H. Bryant—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6340) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Hatch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6341) granting an increase of pension to 
George Platts—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6342) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Wier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6343) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Lappin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6344) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin H. Tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6345) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Riegel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6846) granting an increase of pension to 
George Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6347) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas W. Harris—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6348) granting an increase of pension to 
Brinsley Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6349) granting an increase of pension to 
Jobn L. Cease—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6350) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin W. Gaylord—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6351) granting an increase of pension to 
David G. Glenn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6352) granting an increase of pension to 
Fountleroy B. Florence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6353) granting an increase of pension to 
John Schobert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6354) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel D. Pickel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 6355) granting an increase of pension to 
Barney Feeney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6356) granting an increase of pension to 
George B. Painton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 6357) granting a pension to A. O. Doolit- 
tle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6358) granting a pension to Frank Smidt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6359) granting a pension to Edgar N. 
Sleeper—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6360) granting a pension to Julia A. 
Heath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6361) granting a pension to Edward 
Hogan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6362) granting a pension to Francis E. 
Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6363) granting a pension to Warren Casa- 
day to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6364) granting a pension to Byron C. 
Hale—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6365) granting a pension to Henry Adams 
to. the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6366) granting a pension to Elizabeth Kim- 
ball—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6367) granting a pension to John toming 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6368) granting a pension to Daniel P. 
Andrus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6369) granting a pension to Alice A. Mur- 
ray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6370) granting a pension to Eva A. 
Cloyer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6371) for the relief of Addison L. Brown— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6372) for the relief of William Ryan—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6373) for the relief of Robert McFarland— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6374) for the relief of James Curran—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6375) for the relief of Hiram Marlett—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6876) for the relief of C. S. Stilwell, jr.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6377) for the relief of Daniel Kuhn —to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 6378) for the relief of David L. Dorland— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6379) to pay Velvia Tucker arrears of pen- 
sion due her father, William N. Tucker—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6380) to establish a record of service of 
Charles J. Werner—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6381) granting a restoration of former rate 
of pension to John Holverson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6382) to remove the charge of desertion 
and grant an honorable discharge to Frank Averill-to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 6383) granting a pension 
to Anna L. Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6384) granting an increase of pension to 
William McBeth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6385) granting an increase of pension to 
David Henry Hastings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 6386) granting an increase 
o pension to Samuel Finley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6387) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6388) granting an increase of pension tọ 
George W. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6389) granting an increase of pension to 
John Blake, alias John Smith—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6390) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. N. Burns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6391) granting an increase of pension to 
Argyle Z. Buck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6392) granting a pension to Margaret E. 
Eveland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 6393) granting an increase 
of pension to William J. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6394) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Woosley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6395) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 6396) granting an Increase of 
pension to James N, Coulter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6397) for the relief of Frank E. Lyman, jr— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 6398) granting a pension to 
George W. Henry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6399) granting an increase of pension to 
David Hanna—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ? 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6400) granting a pension to Harry W, 
Omo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6401) granting a pension to William V. 
Van Ostern—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6402) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of G. B. Stimpson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6403) to correct the military record of 
F. A. Land—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 6404) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Jimmie T. Coop—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6405) granting a pension to Nora Stokes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6406) for the relief of Thomas M. Emer- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 6407) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Blair—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6408) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaiah Queman—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 6409) for the relief of the 
estate of Samuel Bolt, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6410) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tive of Farley C. Sims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6411) for the relief of John R. Switzer—to 
the Committee on Wer Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6412) for the relief of James Y. Pitts—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6413) for the relief of F. G. Fuller and 
J. A. Mitchell, executors of the will of John O'Dell, deceased— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6414) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tive of Richard Henderson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6415) for the relief of A. Y. Thompson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6416) for the relief of Charles A. Parkins— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6417) for the relief of T. J. H. Harris—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6418) for the relief of T. B. Stackhouse, a 
deputy collector of internal revenue for the district of South 
Carolina during the fiscal years 1894 and 1895—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 6419) providing 
for the issuance of patent in fee to an Indian allottee—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6420) providing for the issuance of patent 
in fee to an Indian allottee—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6421) granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben Van Buskirk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6422) granting a pension to Anthony Van 
Slyke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6423) granting a pension to Leyi A. Can- 
field—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6424) granting a pension to George Price— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6425) for the relief of Thomas J. Miller— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6426) for the relief of Robert Frost—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6427) for the relief of George J. Miller—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6428) to provide for the payment to the 
heirs of Darius B. Randall, deceased, for certain improvements 
relinquished to the United States for use of the Nez Percé In- 
dians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6429) granting an increase of pension to 
Marcus L. Box—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6480) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to German M. Rouse informer's fees for cer- 
tain opium seizures—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6431) for the relief of Simon M. Preston— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6432) for the relief of John M. Hili—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6483) for the relief of Minerva Carmichael, 
John M. Beck, and Thomas B. Beck, surviving children of 
Jeffery Beck and Sarah Beck—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6484) authorizing the issuance of a certifi- 
eate of merit to Robert Williams—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 6485) granting a pension to 
Florence Dunham—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6436) granting a pension to Mary Coates 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 6437) for the relief of Samuel A. 
Pinyon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6488) for the relief of Joel Cross—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6439) for the relief of the trustees, or their 
successors in office, of the Cherokee Baptist College, located in 
Cassville, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6440) granting a pension to W. M. Mor- 
gan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 6441) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew Carroll—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6442) for the relief of the estate of Chaun- 
cey Kilmer—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6443) for the relief of the estate of George 
West—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6444) 
granting an increase of pension to Jacob A. Geiger—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6445) mustering into the United States 
Army Frank Skinner as second lieutenant Company F, Twelfth 
Regiment New Jersey Volunteers—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 6446) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Silas N. Bradshaw—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6447) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Davenport—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 6448) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel A. Shaw—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6449) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. -Zearing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6450) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. William A. Schmitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6451) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Wucher—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6452) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Doherty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 6453) granting an in- 
crease of pension to W. H. Marsden—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6454) granting an increase of pension to 
Milo B. Morse—to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6455) making appropriation to pay the 
estate of Samuel Lee, deceased, in full for any claim for pay and 
allowances made by reason of the election of said Lee to the 
Forty-seventh Congress and his services therein—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 6456) for the relief of 
Robert H. Holland—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6457) for the relief of James F. Carr—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6458) for the relief of William Edward 
Bailey—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6459) granting a pension to Thomas Allen— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6460) granting a pension to Cecilia H. 
Long—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6461) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel G. Sterling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6462) to place Dr. Henry Smith on the 
retired list of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6463) to remove 
the charge of desertion against the name of Thomas J. Schrimp- 
sher—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6464) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas R. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6465) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus Joyeux—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6466) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6467) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the name of Gabriel P. Keith—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6468) granting an increase of pension to 
Matison M. Kilgore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6469) for the relief of William H. Bean— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6470) for the relief of the estate of Francis 
A. De Georgis, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6471) granting an increase of pension to 
McKinney Adams, sr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6472) granting a pension to James M. 
Ikard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6473) to amend and correct war records ‘so 
as to muster in and muster out of service in the United States 
Army Joshua E. Carlton, of Charleston, Tenn., and to grant him 
an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 6474) granting an increase of 
pension to David Burks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6475) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6476) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Gibbons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6477) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6478) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. H. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6479) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas B. Collahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6480) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel W. Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6481) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Cottingham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6482) granting an increase of pension to 
Marshall Osborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6483) granting an increase of pension to 
Rolon M. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6484) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 6485) granting a pension to Edward 
Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6486) granting a pension to Adam Mauer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6487) granting an honorable discharge to 
John Standacher—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 6488) granting a pension to 
Frank Osterberg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6489) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6490) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 6491) granting an increase 
of pension to Albert Riley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6492) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6493) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli Boynton—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6494) granting an increase of pension to 
William Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6495) granting an increase of pension to 
Phineas Hyde—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6496) for 
the relief of George M. Harraway—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6497) granting a pension to Eveline Fon- 
dren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXHY: A bill (H. R. 6498) granting an increase of 

on to I. C. France—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6499) for the relief of John W. Fairfax—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 6500) granting an increase 
of pension to Jesse Bucey—to the Committee on Invalid 

nsions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6501) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Snow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6502) granting an increase of pension to 
Charity Breeding—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6503) granting an increase of pension to 
Jasper N. Cummins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6504) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Pickens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6505) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary C. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6506) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward N. Burns—to the Committee on Inavlid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6507) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Busby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6508) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6509) granting an increase of pension to 
Sheldon L. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6510) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard A. Roberts—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6511) granting an increase of pension to 
Jessie E. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6512) granting a pension to Martha Eyler— 
to the Committe on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6513) granting a pension to Nancy B. 
Ruberson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6514) granting a pension to Mary P. 
‘Cram to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6515) granting a pension to Lewis A. 
Vaughn—teo the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 6516) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph G. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6517) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Scofield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6518) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Long—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: A bill (H. R. 6519) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel W. Whybark—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6520) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6521) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Weiford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 6522) granting a pension to 
William P. Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6523) granting an increase of pension to 
Walter Harwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6524) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6525) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Sager—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6526) granting an increase of pension to 
George C. Richards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6527) granting an honorable discharge to 
Henry G. Breed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 6528) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth B. Preston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6529) granting a pension to Victoria G. 
Harrington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 6530) for the 
relief of David C. McGee—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6531) granting a pension to Martha L. 
Rummel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6532) granting a pension to Louis Reisser— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6533) granting a pension to Horace 
Salter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6534) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi N. Gregory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 6535) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin N. Swineford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6536) granting an increase of pension to 
James Ferguson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6537) granting an increase of pension to 
William Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6538) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6539) granting an increase of pension to 
J. W. Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6540) granting an 
increase of pension to James Howe—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6541) granting an increase of pension to 
W. H. Kyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6542) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Edelin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6543) granting an increase of pension to 
John Willett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6544) granting an increase of pension to 
Buford P. Moss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6545) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Kinzly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6546) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel A. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6547) granting an increase of pension to 
Virginia Bryant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6548) granting an increase of pension to 
R. H. Dedrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6549) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6550) granting an increase of pension to 
Fannie A. Hutchason—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6551) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6552) granting an increase of pension to 
George E. Muth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6553) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6554) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter P. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6555) granting a pension to Enoch Kes- 
singer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6556) granting an increase of pension to 
J. A. Kemp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6557) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Jasper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6558) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiley R. Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6559) granting an increase of pension to 
Larkin Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6560) granting an increase of pension to 
Humphrey Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.“ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6561) granting an increase of pension to 
Madison Chapel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6562) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6563) granting an increase of pension to 
George Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6564) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Kenney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6565) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Marion Hatter—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6566) granting an increase of pension to 
Roden B. Swain—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6567) granting an increase of pension to 
N. R. Brasheor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6568) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Bland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6569) for the relief of S. G. Parker—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6570) for the relief of William W. Davis 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6571) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mor- 
ris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6572) granting an increase of pension to 
Clifford Haddock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6573) granting an increase of pension to 
E. F. Hocker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6574) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Hicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6575) granting an increase of pension to 
Rawleigh M. Monin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6576) granting an increase of pension to 
Napoleon McDowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6577) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas McClure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6578) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. McWhorter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6579) granting an increase of pension to 
William Petit—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6580) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert B. Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6581) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Vanfieet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6582) granting an increase of pension to 
Ideral Vanfleet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6583) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Vickers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6584) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther Towne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6585) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Simpson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6586) granting an increase of pension to 
William Yates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6587) granting an increase of pension to 
William Whitworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6588) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Farmer—to the Committee on Invalid Penisons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6589) granting an increase of pension to 
M. W. Dunkin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6590) granting an increase of pension to 
John Daly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6591) granting an increase of pension to 
Jerome B. Duggins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6592) granting an increase of pension to 
W. A. Dever—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6593) granting an increase of pension to 
Virginia Crump—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6594) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha Corder—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6595) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Stasel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6596) granting an increase of pension to 
A. O. Huffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6597) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6598) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas F. Lankford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6599) granting an increase of pension to 
Mark Smock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6600) granting an increase of pension to 
John Brafford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6601) granting an increase of pension to 
James Drewry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6602) providing for the payment of cer- 
tain claims growing out of the Army maneuvers at West Point, 
Ky., in 1903—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6603) for the benefit of the national ceme- 
tery near the city of Lebanon, in the State of Kentucky—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6604) for the relief of Anthony McAn- 
drew—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6605) for the relief of J. R. Claybrooke— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6606) for the relief of Merril Denham—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6607) for the relief of the minor children 
of Alice Eyans, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6608) for the relief of James I. Friend—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6609) for the benefit of H. C. Wood—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6610) for the relief of the estate of R. C. 
Hazelip—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6611) for the relief of James 
Clark Smith—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6612) for the relief of the survivors of the 
Cromwell Company of Home Guards—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6613) granting a pension to Thomas J. 
Stevens—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6614) for the relief of Caroline Com- 
mandun—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6615) for the relief of Fannie Crump—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6616) for the relief of Columbus B. Allen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6617) for the relief of Daniel J. Basham— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6618) granting a pension to Rebecca 
Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6619) granting a pension to Harvey W. 
Kelly and Augustus Kelly, minor children of H. P. B. Kelly 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6620) granting a pension to Thomas Kin- 
kaid—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6621) granting a pension to Sebastian F. 
Kissinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6622) granting a pension to Samuel M. 
James—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6623) granting a pension to John J. Horn- 
back—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6624) granting a pension to Matilda V. 
Helton and Alex. Whitehouse—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6625) granting a pension to Rufus Helms— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6626) granting a pension to John Mes- 
singer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, u bill (H. R. 6627) granting a pension to P. A. Milner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6628) granting a pension to Tabitha L. 
McGlasson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6629) granting a pension to Addie L. 
McFelia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6630) granting a pension to Harvey 
Langham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6631) granting a pension to Mary Dolores 
O’Neal—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6632) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Stinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6633) granting a pension to James Ra- 
bern—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6634) granting a pension to Henry 
Ramey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6635) granting a pension to Elzie Paynter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6636) granting a pension to Allen Pop- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6637) granting a pension to Jacob D. 
Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6638) granting a pension to Cynthia 
Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6639) granting a pension to William P. 
Slaughter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6640) granting a pension to Samuel Shep- 
herd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6641) granting a pension to Thomas J. 
Sparkman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6642) granting a pension to Samuel T. 
Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6643) granting a pension to Laura Ann 
Willis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6644) granting a pension to Richard 
West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6645) granting a pension to Harriett 
Wheatley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6646) granting a pension to William T. 
Gorr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6647) granting a pension to Mary D. Eng- 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.“ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6648) granting a pension to Richard 
Eubank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6649) granting a pension to Bennett Daven- 
port—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6650) granting a pension to Adolph 
Denkhoff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6651) granting a pension to Lucy B. 
Culver—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6652) granting a pension to James Bird— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6653) granting a pension to Sidney Bo- 
zarth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6654) granting a pension to Jefferson G. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6655) granting a pension to Mary B. 
Brashear—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6656) granting a pension to Anna B. 
Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6657) granting a pension to James Allen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6658) granting a pension to John Logsdon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6659) to place the names of William D. 
Rabern and George W. Raybern on the roll of the United States 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6660) granting a pension to Malvina C. 
Stith—to the Committee on Pensions. ~ 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 6661) granting a pension to W. B. 
Scroggy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6662) granting a pension to William L. 
Chamberlain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6663) granting a pension to Lloyd Clark 
tò the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6664) granting a pension to Susan Hig- 
don—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6665) granting a pension to John Whit- 
low—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6666) granting a pension to Margaret Doug- 
lass—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6667) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert W. Craddock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6668) granting a pension to Alfred L. Hud- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6669) granting a pension to Kitty Downs— 
the the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6670) for the relief of G. W. Ebert—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6671) for the relief of J. S. Neal—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6672) for the relief of Moses Horrel—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6673) for the relief of George C. Wooley— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6674) for the relief of the First Presby- 
terian Church, at Lebanon, Ky.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6675) for the relief of the Methodist 
Church at Newhaven, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6676) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Colored Baptist Church, of Lebanon, Ky.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6677) for the relief of the Baptist Church 
at Bloomfield, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6678) for the relief of Conrad Claycomb, 
of Kentucky—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6679) for the relief of Jobn 
Cover—to the Committee on Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6680) for the-relief of the drafted men of 
Pendleton and other counties, in the State of Kentucky—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6681) for the relief of Stephen Dever— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6682) for the relief of Carrie M. Boone— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6683) for the relief of Lawrence H. Rous- 
seau—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6684) for the relief of Hubbard K. Mil- 
ward—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6685) for the relief of Anderson T. Keen— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6686) for the settlement of claims of 
volunteer soldiers by the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6687) to correct the military record of 
Alfred J. Carter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6688) for the relief of Fred Hamilton—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6689) to correct the military record of 
Robert H. Shofner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6690) to correct the military record of 
Daniel F. Tracey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6691) for the relief of Robert Hubbord—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6692) for the relief of Benjamin F, Has- 
son—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6693) to correct the military record of Jesse 
M. Ball—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6694) to correct the military record of John 
Archbishop—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6695) to correct the military record of 
Ebenezer Logsdon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6696) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam G. Dougherty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6697) to correct the military record of 
Alexander Nugent and grant him a discharge—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6698) to correct the military record of 
Franklin Nix and grant him a discharge—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6699) to amend and correct the military 
record of Thomas Etherton—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6700) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of W. F. Akridge and grant him a dis- 
charge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6701) to remove the charges of desertion 
from the military record of James Braden—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6702) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Michael Cullen—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6703) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of David Coats and restore him to 
the pension roll of the United States—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6704) removing charge of desertion from 
the military record of John P. Fox and to grant him a dis- 
charge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6705) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Zachary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6706) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Stephen Greenwell—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6707) granting a discharge to Peter Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6708) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Nathan Stewart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6709) to remove the charge of desertion 
against W. B. Summers and to grant him a discharge—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6710) to remove the charge of desertion 
against John B. Perkins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6711) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of J. H. Morris and grant him a dis- 
charge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6712) to complete the military record of 
James Hicks—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6713) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Benjain A. Helm—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6714) to remove the charge of desertion 
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from the military record of Charles T. Jackson—to the Com- Also, a bill (H. R. 6756) for the relief of the estate of Frank- 


mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6715) granting a pension to John M. Gal- 
loway and correct his military record—te the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6716) for the relief of Henry C. Bumgard- 
ner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6717) for the relief of Samuel Bartlett— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6718) for the relief of Joseph Metcalfe—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6719) for the relief of Benjamin O. Pur- 
vis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6720) for the relief of Mrs. Emma P. Bar- 
bour—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6721) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Bewley— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6722) for the relief of D. S. Bradley—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6723) for the relief of T. R. McBeath—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6724) for the relief of Stephen Duncan— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 6725) for the relief of George M. Smith— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6726) for the relief of David L. Terry—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6727) for the relief of the estate of John 
Avritt, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6728) for the relief of Elijah Q. Cooper, of 


Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6729) for the relief of Clement Calhoon— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6730) for the relief of the heirs of Lucinda 
Cook—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6731) for the relief of the estate of Har- 
rison Cox—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6732) for the relief of Stephen Camplin— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6733) for the relief of J. R. Claybrooke— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6734) for the relief of the estate of 
Charles Darnell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6735) for the relief of E. T. Dram— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6736) for the relief of the estate of Levi 
Fields, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6737) for the relief of Mrs. E. S. Golla- 
day and Mrs. M. F. Bowling—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 6738) for the relief of Abner Goodman— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6739) for the relief of the estate of 
Harvey Woodward—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6740) for the relief of the estate of James 
Z. Watkins, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6741) for. the relief of the estate of B. J. 
Stoner, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6742) for the relief of the estate of 
Samuel A. Spencer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6748) for the relief of the lawful heirs of 
G. W. Upton, deceased—-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6744) for the relief of James G. Queen— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6745) for the relief of Isham Richardson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6746) for the relief of the estate of 
William H. Routt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6747) for the relief of the estate of 
Thomas W. Robinson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6748) for the relief of Thomas J. Pot- 
tinger—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6749) for the relief of Mary L. Piatt— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6750) for the relief of P. H. McDonough— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6751) for the relief of D. J. K. Maddox— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6752) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam A. Nally—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6753) for the relief of F. M. Head—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6754) for the relief of James S. Iglehort— 
to the ‘Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6755) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam Harlow, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 


lin S. Whitney, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6757) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Jacob Kauffman, deceased—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6758) for the relief of the estate of Robert 
Holbrook—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6759) for the relief of the estate of Frank- 
lin Le Grand—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6760) for the relief of Charles H. Adams— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6761) for the relief of Charles Lee—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6762) for the relief of Lewis Anderson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6763) for the relief of F. K. Beaven—to - 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6764) for the relief of the estate of R. Col- 
vin, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6765) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
Heyser—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 6766) granting 
an increase of pension to Louisa Hart—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6767) granting an increase of pension to 
Hobart P. Sweet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6768) granting an increase of pension to 
H. H. Pennington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6769) granting 
an honorable discharge to William J. Miller—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6770) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John A. White and grant him an 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6771) granting a pension to Clarissa Roll— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 6772) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward E. Crandall—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6773) granting an increase of pension to 
Weston Ferris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6774) granting an increase of pension to 
John Platt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6775) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Lincoin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6776) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6777) for the relief of Morgan Kavanagh—: 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6778) for the relief of John Moriarty—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 6779) for 
the relief of the estate of James A. Suydam, deceased, late of 
Craven County, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6780) for the relief of R. N. White—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6781) for the relief of Zachariah Toler— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6782) for the relief of the estate of George 
S. De Bruhl, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6783) for the relief of David J. Middle- 
ton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6784) for the relief of Calvin G. Perkins— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6785) for the relief of the heirs of D. W. 
Morton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6786) for the relief of the heirs of Nancy 
Wood—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6787) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph 
R. Bell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6788) for the relief of the heirs of Nathan 
D. Adams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6789) for the relief of W. P. Lane, admin- 
istrator of W. K. Lane—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6790) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam C. Lewis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6791) for the relief of S. S. Waters—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6792) for the relief of the heirs of Edward 
Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6793) for the relief of the estate of B. L. 
Robinson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6794) for the relief of William T. Perry— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6795) for the relief of Mary N. Bryan, of 
Craven County, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6796) for the relief of Henry K. Bryan, of 
Craven County, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6797) for the relief of John D. Hawkins, 
se etapa of Jonathan Hawkins—to the Committee on War 
Claims. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6798) for the relief of W. B. Whitfield—to 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6799) for the relief of Franklin Foy—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6800) for the relief of Eleanor B. Cay- 
ton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6801) for the relief of Joseph B. Banks— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6802) for the relief of James F. White 

to the Committee on War Claims. 

Allso, a bill (H. R. 6803) for the relief of the heirs of Need- 
ham B. White—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6804) for the relief of the heirs of C. H. 
Foy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 6805) for the relief of James M. Howard, 
administrator of Thomas S. Howard, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6806) for the relief of William Foy and 
H. B. Lane, executor of Mrs. H. B. Lane, of North Carolina— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6807) for the relief of George A. Russell, 
administrator of Stephen Chadwick—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6808) for the relief of the heirs of John 
H. Richardson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6809) for the relief of W. J. Craddock—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6810) for the relief of Stephen F. Ful- 
ford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6811) granting a pension to Julia Elgie— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6812) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6813) granting a pension to Emsley Kin- 
sauls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6814) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6815) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan B. Walker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6816) to pay Mary L. Taylor for property 
taken during the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6817) granting an 
increase of pension to Caleb F. Bandle—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6818) granting a pension to Maria C. 
Waste—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6819) granting an increase of pension to 
Vendruth Washburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6820) granting a pension to Mary C. 
James—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6821) to remove the charge of desertion 
and grant an honorable discharge to Richard Lanigan—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6822) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Barber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6823) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret L. Getty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6824) granting a pension to Lois E. Mo- 
sier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6825) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew H. Vorderman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6826) granting an increase of pension to 
Almira G. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6827) to remove the charge of desertion 
against A. B. Ackerman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6828) to remove the charge of desertion 
against and grant an honorable discharge to Ceylon Gowdy—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6829) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah O. Lyon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6830) to remove the charge of desertion 
and grant an honorable discharge to Marshall N. Murphy, alias 
William R. Hallam—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6831) granting a pension to Sadie C. Stead- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6832) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Breckinridge—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6833) granting a pension to Rollin H. 
Crane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. } 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6834) granting a pension to Emma C. 
Hayes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6835) granting a pension to Maryetta 
Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6836) granting an increase of pension to 
Verus A. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6837) for the relief of Carl F. Kolbe—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6838) granting a pension to Martha J. 
Hurlbut—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6839) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Kern—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6840) granting an increase of pension to 
M: Cornelia Harmon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6841) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos L. Hood—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 6842) to refund legacy taxes 
illegally collected from the estate of Mary S. B. Thompson—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6843) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
8 from the estate of Franklin King—to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6844) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of Charles M. Seayer—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6845) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
kere from the estate of Catherine S. Fay—to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6846) to refund legacy taxes illegally coi- 
lected from the estate of Daniel A. Gregory—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6847) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of Ellen Frothingham—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6848) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of William S. Eaton—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6849) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
1 from the estate of Oliver H. Durrell—to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6850) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of Salmon P. Hibbard—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6851) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of Horace W. Jordan—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6852) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of Charles A. Kennedy—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6853) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of Joseph H. Chadwick—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6854) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of Robert Codman—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 6855) for the relief of 
the heirs of John Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6856) granting a pension to Maria Hollo- 
way—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6857) granting a pension to Lucetta 
Brown—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6858) granting a pension to Harriet N. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6859) granting a pension to Eva B. Koch— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6860) granting a pension to Kittie ©. 
Beach—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6861) granting a pension to Charlotte A. 
Dubry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6862) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry F. Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6863) granting an increase of pension to 
Libbie D. Lowrey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6864) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Good—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6865) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles F. Voss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6866) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles N. How—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TYNDALL: A Dill (H. R. 6867) granting a persion 
to Harriett O’Donnald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6868) granting a pension to members of the 
Enrolled Missouri Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (U. R. 6869) granting a pension to J. W. Mooney 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6870) granting a pension to James O. 
Jones — to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6871) for the relief of William B. Reich 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6872) granting honorable discharge, to 
L. M. Baird to the Committee on Military Affairs. 4 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 6873) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles A. Phillips—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6874) to refund duties paid by the State 
of New York upon arms imported in 1863—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 6875) granting a pension to 
Lucy A. Harding—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6876) granting a pension to James Spencer, 
alias John Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6877) granting a pension to Sarah M. 
Bracey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6878) granting a pension to Lucy Brown— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6879) granting a pension to Louisa A. 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6880) granting an increase of pension to 
Marine D. Tackett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6881) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy C. Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6882) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Hendricks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6883) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary L. Knisell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6884) granting an increase of pension to 
Josie Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6885) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary L. Armbuster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6886) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry L. Sparks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6887) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6888) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Hannah—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6889) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Redout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6890) granting an increase of pension to 
Travis Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 6891) for the relief of David 
Smith—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6892) granting a pension to John Welch— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6893) granting a pension to Augusta 
Reichburg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6894) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel O. Corbin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6895) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert T. Bishop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6896) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin P. Gurney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6897) granting an increase of pension to 
Abbie B. Gould—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a biH (H. R. 6898) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. H. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6899) to authorize the President of the 
United States to appoint John Gibbon captain and quarter- 
master in the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 6900) granting an increase of 
pension to John Rawling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6901) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6902) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Pray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6903) granting an increase of pension to 
Alyah R. Munger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6904) granting an increase of pension to 
John Neugebauer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6905) granting an increase of pension to 
Andreas Schmidt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6906) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Bacon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6907) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Graefe—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6908) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Braun—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6909) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Albright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6910) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas L. MacDonald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6911) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6912) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6913) granting an increase of pension to 
John Gibbons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6914) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hecker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6915) to remove the charge of desertion, 
against Jacob Imig, late a landsman on the ships North Carolina 
and Naubuc, United States Navy—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 6916) granting an increase of 
pension to Jacob Meier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6917) granting an increase of pension to 
Edmund R. Strang—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6918) granting an increase of pension to 
Heinrich Krumdick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6919) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. C. Curtis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6920) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon Millison—to the Committee on Invalid. Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6921) granting a pension to Eliza B. 
Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6922) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Michael J. Doyle—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6923) to remove the charge of desertion 


from the military record of Frederick Frosch—to the Committee 


on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6924) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Melville N. Goodrich—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6925) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of George S. Green and to allow his 
widow, Minnie E. Green, a pension—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 6926) granting an increase 
of pension to William Crouch—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6927) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Milligan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6928) granting a pension to C. C. Wolfe 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 6929) for the relief of Wil- 
liam R. Gunn—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6930) for the relief of Martha B. Moore— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6931) for the relief of the estate of Blika- 
nah J. Sullivan, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6932) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Hatel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 6933) granting a pension to 
William D. Newman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 6934) granting pensions to 
artisans in the construction corps of the United States Army 
and providing pensions to widows and minor children of arti- 
sans in the construction corps of the United States Army—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 6935) granting an increase of 
pension to Darius Ault—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6936) granting 
an increase of pension to William Miller—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CASTOR: A bill (H. R. 6937) for the relief of 
Thomas Furey—to the Committse on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 6938) for the relief of Mrs. 
R. D. Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 6939) granting a pension to 
Eliza J. Petty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 6940) granting permission 
to Capt. Dorr F. Tozier to accept the sword tendered him by the 
British Government—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 6941) granting an increase 


of pension to Alice Gearkee—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6942) granting an increase of pension to 


Mary Driscoll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6948) granting an increase of pension to 
Linas Van Steenburg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6944) granting an increase of pension to 
David P. Kimball—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6945) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Billups—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6946) granting an increase of pension to 
Blias Claunch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6947) granting an increase of pension -to 
Charles Washburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DÐ ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 6948) for the relief of 
S. D. Sprinkle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 6949) granting a pension to 
Alice W. Powers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 6950) granting an increase of 
pension to Smith Vaughan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. - i 5 : 

By Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 6951) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alexander T. Reel—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6952) granting a pension to John W. Din- 
widdie—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6953) granting a pension to William 
Kunkle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 6954) grant- 
ing a pension to Bernardine Elfwing—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6955) granting a pension to Joseph M. 
Bryant—to. the, Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6956). granting an increase of pension to 
Henry L. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6957) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Kerns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6958) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Shan- 
non—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts : A bill (H. R. 6959) 
for the relief of the estate of Lucy R. Groves, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6960) to amend the record ot Benjamin W. 
Chase —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6961) for the relief of the heirs of Melvin 
B. Smith—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6962) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Phillips, jr—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6963) granting a pension to William P. 
Knowlton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6964) providing for the payment of a 
bounty to the surviving members of the Seventeenth Unattached 
Company, Massachusetts Heavy Artillery, and to the widows of 
deceased members—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6965) to provide suitable medals for the 
officers and crew of the United States vessel of war Kearsarge— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6966) to 
remove the charge of desertion standing against the name of the 
late. William Keys—to the Committee on Military: Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 6967) granting a pension to Minnie J. 
Winn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a-bill (H. R. 6968) for the relief of John Worthington 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6969) granting a pension to Ellen C. 
Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6970) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against the name of Joseph W. Reed, and grant him a 
pension—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a. bill (H. R. 6971) granting a pension to William H. 
Booth—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 6972) for the relief of the 
estate of John C. Bancroft—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 6973) for the relief of Harry 
Devlin—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, u bill (H. R. 6974) for the relief of W. L. Ratisseau— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6975) for the relief of George E. Robinson, 
successor to the Galveston Gasfitting and Plumbing Company, of 
Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 6976) for the refund of 
certain tonnage duties—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 6977) granting an increase of 
pension to Alfred S. Isaacs—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 6978) for the relief of Robert 
Tillson & Co., a partnership composed of Robert Tillson and 
Maitland Boon—to the Committee on War Claims, 


By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 6979) for the relief of Letitia 
Tyler Semple—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 6980) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Samuel E. Bratton, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 6981) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to make an examination of 
certain claims of the State.of Missouri—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 6982) for the relief of 
James W. Jones—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (II. R. 6983) granting an 
increase of pension. Chalkley Petitt—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. . 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 6984) granting an increase 
of pension to James B. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 6985) granting a pension 
to Susan C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSHALL; A bill (H. R. 6986). granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lemuel Herbert—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 6987) granting a pension to 
Sarah H. Willhite—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 6988) granting an increase of 
pension to Seymour Cole—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill, (H. R. 6989) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry C. Canter—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 6990) for the relief of Alice 
M. Stafford, administratrix of the estate of Capt. Stephen R. 
Stafford—to the Conimittee on Claims. > 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 6991) granting an increase 
of pension to Logan A. Tallman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: A bill (H. R. 6992) granting an increase 
2 pension to Mary Duffy—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 6993) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Sarvis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 6994) to correct the 
military record of Dewitt W. Hall—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 6995) granting an increase 
of pension to William C. Herridge--to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 6996) for the 
relief of William Leech—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 6997) granting an increase 
of pension to A. R. Shacklett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 6998) for the relief of 
ae ritate of Solomon Jones, deceased—to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 6999) to complete the military 
record of James A. Sams and for an honorable discharge—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7000) granting a 
pension to Cullen E. Stanley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7001) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew M. Dunham—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 7002) granting a pension to 
Noah Rickard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of National Committee on the 
Proposed Change of Inauguration Day, for early action on a 
proposed amendment to Constitution—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of Washington 
Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, No. 404, of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of S. D. Griffin, relative to navigability of the 
Chicago Canal—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Also, petition of William O0. Stillman, against proposed ex- 
tension of the statutory limit of twenty-eight hours during 
which live stock in transit may be confined in cars without 
food, water, or rest—to the Committee on the Judiciary, - 

Also, petition of the Joint Executive Commission for the 
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improvement of the harbor of Philadelphia—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolution of the Georgia legislature, 
regarding markets for American cotton goods—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of S. Altmayer and Massee-Felton Lumber Com- 
pany, of Macon; Bramblett & Brother, of Forsyth; J. T. Lewis, 
of Woolsey, and J. G. Smith & Sons, of Barnesville, all in Geor- 
gia, for a postal law providing for two classes of mail only and 
the rate on first-class to be 1 cent per ounce—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Council No. 4, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Griffin, Ga., favoring restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BOWERS: Papers to accompany bill to provide for 
a resurvey of township 4 north, range 13 west, St. Stephens 
meridian, in Perry County, Miss—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. BOWIE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil- 
liam Newman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of William Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Ephraim D. Achey—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of the Free Methodist Church, 
of Pittsburg, Pa.; the Allegheny (Pa.) Roman Catholic Church; 
the Washington (Pa.) Methodist Episcopal Church, and the 
Washington (Pa.) Baptist Church, for an amendment to the 
Constitution against polygamy—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
J. Schniller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of William O. Fellman, against any amendment 
of law relative to live stock in transit—to the Committee on the 
Jndiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Arthur Tibbits— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Argyle Z. Buck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Resolution of the 
Massachusetts legislature, for a constitutional amendment to en- 
able Congress to regulate hours of labor—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

Also, resolution of the Massachusetts legislature, for Govern- 
ment control of railway rates—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Massachusetts legislature, favoring 
transfer of the Life-Saving Service to the Navy Department— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Massachusetts legislature, for freer 
trade relations with Canada—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, resolution of the Massachusetts legislature, relative to 
duty on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of the Humane Association of 
Albany, N. Y., against any amendment in the existing law rela- 
tive to live stock in transit—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Mohonk Conference, relating to Indian 
Affairs—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENE: Resolution of the legislature of Massachu- 
setts, for transfer of the Life-Saving Service to the Navy De- 
partment—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of Boston Division, No. 61, Brotherhood of Lo- 
comotive Engineers, against Esch-Townsend bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the general court of Massachusetts, relative 
to railway transportation—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resoluion of the general court of Massachusetts, rela- 
tive to freer trade relations with Canada—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. < 

Also, resolution of the general court of Massachusetts, rela- 
tive to removal of duty on hides—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, resolution of the general court of Massachusetts, for an 
amendment of the Constitution enabling Congress to regulate 
hours of labor—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Jews of Fall River, Mass., against per- 
secution and outrages in Russia—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Doger Andrews & Co., of 
Columbus, Ohio, for repeal of the duty on hides—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Abaldo Tribe of the Improved Order of Red 


Men, of Hemlock, Ohio—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Petition of Sarah R. Price, for reference 
of claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, papers to accompany bill (H. R. 105) for the improve- 
ment of Caney Fork River—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES: Petition relative to issuance of certificate of 
merit to Robert Williams—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Morse & Rodgers, wholesale 
shoe dealers, of New York, for removal of duty on hides—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of F. S. Moon and others, fav- 
oring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 665, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Quincy, Pa., favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for im- 
provement of court-house and post-office buildings at Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James M. Ikard— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for removal of charge of deser- 
tion from Gabriel P. Keith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Samantha Schrimp- 
sher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas R. Har- 
ris, of Marion County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Joshua E. Carl- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of E. P. Gibson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Resolution of the legislature of the State 
of Missouri, for repeal of the national bankruptcy bill—to the 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the legislature of Missouri, for an appro- 
priation for improvement of the Mississippi River at or near the 
foot of the Des Moines Rivyer—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the legislature of Missouri, for an appro- 
priation for the improvement of the Missouri River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the legislature of Missouri, for an amend- 
ment to Constitution for the election of Senators of the United 
States by direct vote of the people—to the Committee on Elec- 
tion of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Con- 


gress. 

Also, resolution of the legislature of Missouri, for an appro- 
priation for upper Mississippi Valley improvement—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of residents of Indianapolis, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: Petition of Carpenters’ 
Union, No. 350, of Tennessee, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Dames of 1846, relative to Mexican war 
pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Mohonk Conference, relating to Indian 
affairs—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Martin 
Ottinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Francis L. Brown— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Jonas Gurnee—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of the Mohonk Conference, 
relating to Indian affairs—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Bethlehem Indian Association, of Beth- 
lehem, Pa., favoring relief of Alaskan Indians—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Charity Organization Society of eastern 
Pennsylvania, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of S. D. Griffin, relative to making navigable 
the Chicago Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of Summit Grange, No. 1155, of 
St. Marys, Elk County, Pa., for amendment of the oleomargarine 


law—to the Committee on Agriculture, 
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Also, petition of Cigar Maker’s Union No. 122, of Warren, Pa., 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of residents of Johnsburg, Pa., and Johnsburg 
Lodge, No. 134, Knights of Pythias, favoring restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: Petition of Washington 
(Pa.) Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, and Vesuvius 
Council, No. 116, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of William O. Stillman, against 
any amendment of the present law relative to live stock in 
transit—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of S. D. Griffin, relative to building canals con- 
necting the Great Lakes, the Mississippi River, and the ocean— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of W. J. Croddack—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of Stephen F. Ful- 
ford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of Frenchtown Grange, No. 
149, of Monroe, Mich., favoring a tax on denaturized alcohol— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of David Becker Post, for an amendment to 
the pension laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Scott Post, No. 43, asking an amendment to 
the pension laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEBB: Petition of Dilworth Council, No. 12, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Charlotte, N. C., favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
H. Lagle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John W. Dempster and others, of New Albany, 
Pa., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Travis W. Tich- 
enor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 


Tuespay, December 12, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 
THOMAS M. PATTERSON, a Senator from the State of Colorado, 
appeared in his seat to-day. 
SUPPLIES TO INDIANS IN ALASKA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of 
an account and accompanying papers presented by Bishop P. T. 
Rowe for expenses incurred by and through the United States 
commissioner at Circle City, Alaska, In the sum of $806.75, for 
furnishing in July of 1904 rations, etc., to Indians in the vicin- 
ity of Fort Yukon, etc.; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPORT OF DIRECTOR OF BUREAU OF AMERICAN REPUBLICS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
eation from the Secretary of State, transmitting the annual 
report of the Director of the Bureau of the American Republics ; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

. REPORT OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Postmaster-General for the fiscal year 1905; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

INVESTIGATION OF BLACK SANDS OF PACIFIC SLOPE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 7th instant, a letter from the Director of 
the Geological Survey forwarding a report on the progress of the 
investigation of the black sands of the Pacific Slope, etc. ; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Geological Survey, and ordered to be printed. 

7 PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of Liliuoka- 
lani, ex-Queen of the Hawaiian Islands, praying that she be 
reimbursed for certain lands taken from her by the United 
States in that Territory; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 8 

He also presented a petition of Unity Epworth League, Chap- 


ter No. 6704, of the Central Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Portland, Oreg., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Rreep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the city council of Albu- 
querque, N. Mex., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
admit Arizona and New Mexico into the Union as one State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of St. 
Paul, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Sierra Club, of 
California, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the recession by that State of the Yosemite Valley and the 
Mariposa Big Tree Grove to the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 642, of Port 
Richmond; of Typographical Union No, 281, of San Jose; of 
the American Federation of Labor; of Local Council No. 22, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Oakland, and of 
sundry citizens of Richmond, all in the State of California, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigra- 
tion; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of the Mountain View Orange and 
Lemon Association, of Upland; of the Indian Hill Citrus 
Union, of North Pomona; of the Queen Colony Fruit Exchange, 
of Corona; of the Citrus Association of Upland, and of the 
Covina Orange Growers’ Association, of Covina, all in the State 
of California, praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the national convention of the 
Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Long Beach, Cal., praying for the repeal of the law 
relating to Government schools in Alaska, and also that an 
appropriation be made to reopen and maintain the schools now 
closed under the provisions of the act; which was referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a memorial of the Importers and Wholesale 
Tea Dealers’ Association of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation imposing a duty on tea; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Importers and Wholesale 
Coffee Dealers’ Association of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrat - 
ing against the enactment of legislation imposing a duty on 
coffee; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of Local Council No, 12, Jun- 
ior Order United American Mechanics, of Lynbrook, N. V., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Yonkers, N. Y., praying for the enactment of 
an anticanteen law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Fall 
River, Mass., remonstrating against the oppression of the Jews 
in Russia; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Merchants’ Associa- 
tion of Aitkin County, Minn., praying for the construction of a 
canal from Waldeck to Pineknoll, in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also (for Mr. CLarr) presented a petition of the Minne- 
sota Shippers and Receivers’ Association, and a petition of the 
Board of Trade of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; which were referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. - 

He also (for Mr. CLarr) presented a petition of the Produce 
Exchange of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to protect perishable property intrusted to common car- 
riers; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND presented a petition of the legislature of 
Utah, praying that a pension be granted to the Indian war vet- 
erans of that State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
follows: 


Resolved by the senate Ab he house agaro $F That the Senators 
and Representatives of U in the Congress of the United States of 
America be, and are hereby, ere to use their efforts to the end that 
Congress shall recognize the faithful services of the Indian war veterans 
of Utah by accepting records of such service between the years 1850 to 
1872, inclusive, from the State of Utah, and filed with the Secretary of 
War, and by granting pay for thirty days as privates of volunteer 
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militia to such Indian war veterans of Utah as shall file such 
that the provisions of the act of July 27, 1892, as amended 
of June 27, 1902, shall be omen to said 


roof, and 
the act 
Indian war veterans. 
Love, President of the Senate. 
THOMAS HULL, Speaker of the House. 


Approved this 9th day of March, 1905. 


Joun C. CUTLER, Governor, 
Attest: 
[SEAL.] 


C. S. TIN RT, Secretary of State. 
STATE or UTAH 


Oſtee of the Secretary of State, ss: 

I, Charles 8. Tingey, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of 
senate concurrent resolution No, 7, adopted by the legislature of the 
State of Utah on March 9, 1905, and on said day . by the gov- 

. ernor and filed in my office, as appears on file in oy office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Utah this 17th gay of March, A, D, 1905. 

[sean] . S. TINGEY, Secretary of State. 

Mr. ALLEE presented petitions of Local Council No. 4, of 
Harrington; of John M. Clayton Council, No. 24, of Clayton; of 
Fairmont Council, No. 39, of Angola; of Local Council No. 37, of 
Millville; of Telegraph Council, No. 29, of Wilmington ; of Indus- 
try Council, No. 25, of Newcastle, all of the Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics; of Local Lodge No. 184, Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists, of Wilmington; of Union 
Lodge, No. 3, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Georgetown, 
and of sundry citizens of Georgetown, all in the State of Dela- 
ware, praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immi- 
gration; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition of Local Union No. 10, 
Brotherhood of Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers, of 
Portland, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation to re- 
move the duty on grain alcohol; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented a paper to accompany the bill 

_ (S. 1427) granting an increase of pension to Edward C. Emer- 
son; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


BRIDGES IN ARKANSAS, 


Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Cominittee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 410) to authorize the Rock 
Island, Arkansas and Louisiana Railroad Company to construct 
a bridge across Ouachita River and other navigable rivers in the 
State of Arkansas, to report it fayorably with amendments. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill be considered at the present time. 

Mr. KEAN. Let the bill be read. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in 
line 7, page 1, after the word “ maintain,” to strike out the words 
“a bridge” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ bridges.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, to strike out all of sec- 
tion 2 of the bill and to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


Sec. 2. That the bridges constructed, maintained, and rated under 
this act and according to its limitations shall be lawful structures, and 
shall be recognized and known as post routes, upon which also no 
shall be made for the trans 


3 rtation over the same of 
the mails, the troops, and the munitions o 


war of the United States 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to authorize the 
Rock Island, Arkansas and Louisiana Railroad Company to con- 
struct bridges across Ouachita River and other navigable rivers 
in the State of Arkansas.” 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. GALLINGER on the Tth instant, re- 
ported it without amendment, and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolwed, That the Committee on the District of Columbia, or an; 
subcommittee thereof, be authorized to send for persons and papers an 
to administer oaths, and to employ a stenographer to report such hear- 
ings as may be had in connection with any bills which may be pending 
before said committee; that the committee sit during the sessions 
or recess of the Senate, and that the expense thereof be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
i 


resolution submitted by Mr. Frye on the 11th instant, reported 
it without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be, and the same is 
hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, as may 
be necessary, to report such hearings as may be had on bills or other 
matters pending before said committee, and to have the same printed 
for the use of the committee, and that such stenographer be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the Senate. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted on the 11th instant by Mr. ALLISON, re- 
ported it without amendment, and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be, and is hereby, 
authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, as may be neces- 
sary, to report such testimony as may be taken by the committee or its 
subcommittees in connection with appropriation bilis, and to have the 
same printed for its use, and that such stenographer be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1880) for the relief of Jesse Walling; 

A bill (S. 1381) for the relief of George L. Whitmore; 

A bill (S. 1882) for the relief of the estate of J. T. Stringer, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1383) for the relief of the trustees of the Primi- 
tive Baptist Church, of Pelham, Tenn. : 

A bill (S. 1384) for the relief of the estate of Washington 
Turner, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1385) for the relief of the heirs of Simeon Graves, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1386) for the relief of D. J. Rogers; 

A bill (S. 1387) for the relief of the trustees of Hennegans 
Chapel, Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Dunlap, Tenn. 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1388) for the relief of Alexander L. Anderson; 

A bill (S. 1389) for the relief of John M. Heard; 

A bill (S. 1390) for the relief of Mrs. Nancy Walden (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1891) for the relief of Abner Souder (with accom- 
panying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1392) for the relief of the estate of Robert Lang- 
ford, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1393) for the relief of the heirs of Erban Powell, 
deceased ; 

A a (S. 1894) for the relief of the estate of John Rick, de- 
ceased ; 

A bill (S. 1395) for the relief of Alexander L. Anderson; and 

A bill (S. 1396) for the relief of James B. Brown (with ac- 
companying papers). 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1397) granting an increase of pension to Anna L. 
Walker (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1398) granting an increase of pension to Edmund 
Morgan (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1399) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Jordan; and 

A bill (S. 1400) granting an increase of pension to Herbert 
C. Miller (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 1401) for the relief 
of Isaac D'Isay; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bi (S. 1402) granting an increase of pension to William 
Russell ; 

3 (S. 1403) granting an increase of pension to Emma E. 
ollis; 
ea bill (S. 1404) granting an increase of pension to Annie 

Hung; 

A bill (S. 1405) granting an increase of pension Edward 
Blanchard ; 

A bill (S. 1406) granting an increase of pension to Moses Hill; 

A bill (S. 1407) granting a pension to John McCaughn; 

A bill (S. 1408) granting an increase of pension to Julia W. 


Estes; 

— os (S. 1409) granting an increase of pension to Lyman A, 
yles; 
A bill (S. 1410) granting an increase of pension to Emma 

Robbins; 
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A bill (S. 1411) granting an increase of pension to Artemus 
Ward; and 

A bill (S. 1412) granting an increase of pension to George L. 
Van Dyne. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 1413) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Spencer; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 1414) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sidney G. Smith; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1415) granting an increase of 
pension to Alexander Esler; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1416) granting a pension to Mary M. Sherman; 
rant bill (S. 1417) granting an increase of pension to Henry A. 

ilton ; 

A bill (S. 1418) granting an increase of pension to Levi E. 


Cross 
Aeska bill (S. 1419) granting an increase of pension to John F. 

1 bill (S. 1420) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
ae er; 
3 A bill (S. 1421) granting an increase of pension to Harvey C. 

rown; 

A bill (S. 1422) granting an increase of pension to George L. 
Wakefield ; 

A bill (S. 1423) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Steward: 

A bill (S. 1424) granting an increase of pension to Willlam P. 
Nevins; 

A bill (S. 1425) granting an increase of pension to Edmund L. 
Carpenter ; 

A bill (S. 1426) granting an increase of pension to Austin 


ings; 

A bill (S. 1427) granting an increase of pension to Edward C. 
Emerson ; 

A bill (S. 1428) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Lamprey ; and 

A bill (S. 1429) granting an increase of pension to Jennie L. 
Overton. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 1430) for the 
relief of George Stoll and the heirs of Charles P. Regan, Mar- 
shall Turley, Edward Lannigan, James Manley, and John Hun- 
ter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1431) granting an increase of 
pension to William W. Lane; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1432) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Foreaker ; 

A bill (S. 1433) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Willard; 

A bill (S. 1434) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Derry ; 

A bill (S. 1485) granting an increase of pension to L. T. 
Davis; 

A bill (8. 1436) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Broadway 

A bill is. 1437) granting an increase of pension to William F. 
Davis; 

A bill (S. 1488) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Martindale; and 

A ote (S. 1439) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


Moo 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 1440) for the relief 
of the heirs of Charles and Palmyra Barre, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1441) for the relief of the heirs 
of Frederick Arbor, deceased ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DICK introduced a bill (S. 1442) to increase the effi- 
ciency of the militia and promote rifle practice; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 


read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1443) granting an ERA of pension to Hiram C. 
Clark (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1444) granting a pension to Dora H. Kuhns. 

Mr. LATIMER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 1445) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a building thereon at Chester, in the State of South 
Carolina ; 

A bill (S. 1446) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a building thereon at Greenwood, in the State of 
South Carolina; and 

A bill (S. 1447) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a publie building thereon at Anderson, in the State 
of South Carolina. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a bill (S. 1448) for the 
relief of the estate of James W. Mardis; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred ‘to the Com- 
inittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1449) granting an increase of pension to C. W. 
Geddes (with an accompanying paper) ; and 
at bill (S. 1450) granting an increase’ of pension to Frances B. 

ellogg. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1451) for the relief of the drafted men of Pendleton 
and other counties, in the State of Kentucky; 

A bill (S. 1452) for the relief of Alex. Kennedy ; 

A bill (S. 1453) for the relief of drafted men in the State of 
Kentucky; and 

A bill (S. 1454) for the relief of Irene E. Johnson, adminis- 
tratrix of the estate of Leo L. Johnson, deceased. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 1455) extending the pro- 
visions of existing pension laws to the officers and privates, 
their widows, children, and dependent parents, of the Dakota 
Militia of 1862 and 1863; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 1456) granting a pension 
to Joann Morris; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1457) granting an increase of 
pension to Clara Y. Corben; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. HBYBURN introduced a bill (S. 1458) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Durbin L. Badley; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 1459) to encourage pri- 
vate salmon hatcheries in Alaska; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1460) for the relief of ship keep- 
ers at the Mare Island Navy-Yard, Cal.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1461) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of M. M. Carson, enlisted 
under the name of Thomas Cox; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 1462) to establish one or 
more fish-cultural stations on Puget Sound, State of Washing- 
ton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 1463) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Anna Z. Potter; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 1464) granting an increase 
of pension to John Dempster Croissant; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. CLayr) introduced a bill (S. 1465) granting 
an increase of pension to Patrick Fallihee; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 1466) granting an 
increase of pension to Philena Davis; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1467) granting an increase of 
pension to Laura A. Blodgett; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs: 
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A bill (S. 1468) for the relief of the Cherokee tribe or nation 
of Indians; 

A bill (S. 1469) for the relief of the Choctaw ‘tribe or nation 
of Indians; 

A bill (8. 1470) for the relief of the Chickasaw tribe or nation 
of Indians; and 

A bill (S. 1471) for the relief of the Creek tribe or nation of 
Indians. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 1472) for the relief of the 
executors of the estate of Charles E. Conrad, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HEMENWAY introduced a bill (S. 1473) for the relief of 
Malinda S. Gray; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 1474) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Davis; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying. paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1475) supplemental to an 
act entitled “An act to provide for the construction of a canal 
connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” 
approved June 28, 1902, and making appropriation for Isthmian 
Canal construction, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee.on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1476) granting certain lands to 
the town of Tineup, Colo., for cemetery purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GAMBLE submitted an amendment authorizing the pay- 
ment of $200,000 to certain Sioux Indians of Cheyenne River 
Reservation, Crow Creek Reservation, and Standing Rock Res- 
ervation, in South Dakota, to reward them for services and 
sacrifice of ponies in accomplishing the rescue of Mrs. Julia 
Wright, Mrs. Emma Deely, and six children, in 1862, intended 
to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


EMPLOYMENT OF NEW YORK INDIANS IN WAR OF 1812. 


Mr. PLATT submitted the following resolution ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

Resolved, That in furtherance of the pu of Senate bill 2299, 
Fifty-sixth’” Congress, first session, and Senate resolution of February 
20, 1901, the Secretary of War is hereby directed to furnish the Sen- 
ate, in addition to information Se I a 1905, an au- 
thenticated copy of the records, muster, and PoP the socal or 
other officers relative to the coore of ane or or ail o so-called 
Six Nations of the New York Indians who vere in the military service 
of the United States during the war of 1812. tens “the names of all 
of the Indian soldiers or warriors—about 1,000 the and the names 
of their 24 chiefs of tribes—their 5 ee or ‘tribe a which 
they belonged, their time in service, whether they were paid; and if so, 
how many, the amount due to those not paid, if any, to to include equi 
ments, 3 ete., and all other allowances to which these s 
of the Government may be entitled under any and all acts of Congress 
or army regulations. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN. RELATIONS. 

Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 

referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and Is hereby, 
authorized to employ a stenographer. from time to time, as may be 
necessary to report such testimony as may be taken by the Committee 
or its subcommittees in connection with matters before them and have 
the same printed for its use, and such stenographer be out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate, and that said Commi on Foreign 
Relations be permitted to sit during the sessions of the Banate; 


SENATOR FROM FLORIDA. 


Mr. MALLORY. A few days ago the credentials of James P. 
Taliaferro, a Senator-elect from the State of Florida, were read 
and placed on file during his absence. He is now present, and 
I ask that he be sworn in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator-elect will present him- 
Self at the desk and take the oath prescribed by law. 

Mr. Taliaferro was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by 
Mr. MALLORY, and the oath prescribed by law having been ad- 
ministered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After forty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 

o'clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Wednesday, December 13, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 12, 1905. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


George W. Allen, of Florida, to be collector of eustoms for 
the district of Key West, in the State of Florida. (Reappoint- 
ment.) 

John E. Stillman, of Florida, to be collector of customs ‘for 
the hee of Pensacola, in the State of Florida. (Reappoint- 
ment. 

Tip Warren, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Apalachicola, in the State of Florida. (Reappoint- 
ment.) 

William L. Gerrish, of Maine, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Saco, in the State of Maine. (Reappointment.) 

Charles H. Darling, of Vermont, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Vermont, in the State of Vermont, to succeed 
Olin Merrill, whose term of office will expire by limitation 
December 18, 1905. 

Curtis S. Emery, of Vermont, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Memphremagog, in the State of Vermont, to suc- 
ceed Zophar M. Mansur, whose term of office will expire by 
limitation December 18, 1905. 

Matthew B. Macfarlane, of Florida, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Tampa, in the State of Florida. (Reap- 
pointment.) 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


Nathan V. Harlan, of Nebraska, to be United States attor- 
ney for the district of Alaska, division No. 3. A reappoint- 
ment, his term expiring December 16, 1905. 

Earl M. Cranston, of Colorado, to be United States attorney 
for the district of Colorado. A reappointment, his term expir- 
ing December 16, 1905. 

John M. Cheney, of Florida, to be United States attorney for 
the southern district of Florida, vice Joseph N. Stripling, whose 
term will expire January 22, 1906. 

Marion Erwin, of Georgia, to be United States attorney for 
the southern district of Georgia. A reappointment, his term 
expiring December 17, 1905. 

Robert C. Lee, of Mississippi, to be United States attorney for 
the southern district of Mississippi. A reappointment, his term 
expiring January 19, 1906. 

William D. Frazee, of Mississippi, to be United States attorney 
for the northern district of Mississippi, vice Mack A. Mont- 
gomery, whose term will expire January 20, 1906. 

James R. Penland, of Tennessee, to be United States attorney 
for the eastern district of Tennessee, vice William D. Wrighi, 
whose term expires December 16, 1905. a 


UNITED STATES MARSHALS, 


John F. Horr, of Florida, to be United States marshal for the 
southern district of Florida. A reappointment, his term ex- 
piring February 17, 1906. 

Edgar S. Wilson, of Mississippi, to be United States marshal 
for the southern district of Mississippi. A reappointment, his 
term expiring February 2, 1906. 

Creighton M. Foraker, of New Mexico, to be United States 
marshal for the Territory of New Mexico. A reappointment, 
his term expiring December 16, 1905. 

William Henkel, of New York, to be United States marshal 
for the southern district of New York. A reappointment, his 
term expiring January 13, 1906. 

William A. Dunlap, of Tennessee, to be United States mar- 
shall for the eastern district of Tennessee, vice Richard W. 
Austin, whose term expires December 16, 1905. 

PENSION AGENT. 

William Rule, of Knoxville, Tenn., to be pension agent at 
Knoxville, Tenn., vice John T. Wilder, whose term will expire 
January 13, 1906. f 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Miles Cannon, of Washington, to be register of the land office 
at North Yakima, Wash., by transfer from receiyer of public 
moneys at North Yakima, vice Henry V. Hinman, deceased. 

Lucius Q. C. Lamar, of Oxford, Miss., to be register of the 
land office at Jackson, Miss., vice Frederick W. Collins, whose 
term will expire January 13, 1906. 


POSTMASTERS. 
ILLINOIS. 

Robert G. Boyd to be postmaster at Glenellyn, in the county 
of Du Page and State of Illinois, Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1905. 

Fritz Dorries to be postmaster at Breese, in the county of 
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Clinton and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential April 
1, 1905. 

Americus Gasaway to be postmaster at Herrin, in the county 
of Williamson and State of Illinois, in place of William A. 
Stotlar, resigned. 

Herrick Houghton to be postmaster at Gilman, in the county of 
Iroquois and State of Illinois, in place of Miles E. Hunt, re- 
moved. 

Edward A. Jeffers to be postmaster at Kankakee, in the 
county of Kankakee and State of Illinois, in place of Hiram J. 
Dunlap, resigned. 

Malcomb T. McIntyre to be postmaster at Ladd, in the county 
of Bureau and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1905. 

Mary McLaughlin to be postmaster at Lake Forest, in the 
county of Lake and State of Illinois, in place of Mary McLaugh- 
lin. Incumbent’s commission expired January 18, 1899. 

Edward J. Meyer to be postmaster at Des Plaines, in the county 
of Cook and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential April 
1, 1905. 

Elbert C. Stanley to be postmaster at Downers Grove, in the 
county of Dupage and State of Illinois, in place of Charles Car- 
penter, resigned. 

Walter Stickney to be postmaster at Warren, in the county of 
Jo Daviess and State of Illinois, in place of Hezekiah S. Van 
Dervort, removed. 

Cornelius Sullivan to be postmaster at Riverside, in the county 
of Cook and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential Octo- 
ber 1, 1896. 

William M. Swingle to be postmaster at Athens, in the county 
of Menard and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

Abrabam L. Williams to be postmaster at Edinburg, in the 
county of Christian and State of Illinois. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1905. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Eæecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 12, 
1905. 


ASSISTANT TO THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


Milton D. Purdy, of Minnesota, to be assistant to the Attor- 
ney-General. 


ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Joseph W. J. Lee, of Maryland, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Ecuador. 


CONSULS. 


G. Jarvis Bowens, of Virginia, to be consul of the United 
States at Guadeloupe, West Indies. 

James C. Kellogg, of Louisiana, to be consul of the United 
States at Colon, Panama. 

Dominic I. Murphy, of the District of Columbia, to be consul 
of the United States at Bordeaux, France. 

Thomas B. Van Horne, of Ohio, to be consul of the United 
States at Rosario, Argentine Republic. 

Pendleton King, of North Carolina, to be consul of the United 
States at Aix la Chapelle, Germany. 


Thomas H. Callan, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice 
of the peace in and for the District of Columbia. 

Charles S. Bundy, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice 
of the peace in and for the District of Columbia. 

COMMISSIONER TO REVISE THE LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

John L. Lott, of Ohio, to be a commissioner to revise the laws 
of the United States. 

INDIAN INSPECTOR. 


* C. Churchill, of Grafton, N. H., to be an Indian inspector. 
MARSHALS. 


Henry C. Pettit, of Indiana, to be United States marshal for 
the district of Indiana. 

George H. Baker, of Washington, to be United States marshal 
for the eastern district of Washington. 

George W. Long, of Kentucky, to be United States marshal 
for the western district of Kentucky. 

James H. Judkins, of Alabama, to be United States marshal 
for the middle district of Alabama. 

Walter H. Johnson, of Georgia, to be United States marshal 
for the northern district of Georgia. 


CIRCUIT JUDGE, 


Elmer B. Adams, of Missouri, to be United States circuit judge 
for the eighth judicial circuit. 


DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Gustavus A. Finkelnburg, of Missouri, to be United States dis- 
trict judge for the eastern district of Missouri. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


Joseph B. Kealing, of Indiana, to be United States attorney 
for the district of Indiana. 

Joseph L. B. Alexander, of Arizona, to be United States attor- 
ney for the Territory of Arizona. 

Farish Carter Tate, of Georgia, to be United States attorney 
for the northern district of Georgia. 

James H. Tinsley, of Kentucky, to be United States attorney 
for the eastern district of Kentucky. 

Reuben D. Hill, of Kentucky, to be United States attorney for 
the western district of Kentucky. 

Arba S. Van Valkenburgh, of Missouri, to be United States 
attorney for the western district of Missouri. 

A. George Avery, of Washington, to be United States attorney 
for the eastern district of Washington. 

Elliott Northcott, of West Virginia, to be United States attor- 
ney for the southern district of West Virginia. 


APPOINTMENTS IN MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Egil T. Olsen, of Illinois, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Marshall C. Guthrie, of North Carolina, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States. 

Hugh de Valin, of the District of Columbia, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States. 

Asst. Surg. Thomas D. Berry to be a passed assistant sur- 


| geon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 


Joseph A. Howells, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States 


at Turks Island, West Indies. 

Alexander Heingartner, of Ohio, to be consul of the United 
States at Guelph, Ontario, Canada. 

Carl Bailey Hurst, of the District of Columbia, to be consul 
of the United States at Plauen, Germany. 

Thornwell Haynes, of South Carolina, to be consul of the 
United States at Nanking, China. 

DISTRICT BOARD OF CHARITIES. 


Charles P. Neill, of the District of Columbia, to be a member 
of the board of charities of the District of Columbia for the term 
of three years from July 1, 1905. 

Simon Wolf, of the District of Columbia, to be a member of 


the board of charities of the District of Columbia for the term | 


of three years from July 1, 1905. 
DISTRICT POLICE JUDGE. 
Alexander R. Mullowney, of the District of Columbia, to be 
judge of the police court of the District of Columbia. 
JUSTICES OF THE PEACE. 


Lewis I. O'Neal, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of 
the peace in and for the District of Columbia. 


United States, to rank as such from March 24, 1905, 

Asst. Surg. Baylis H. Earle to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from April 13, 1905. 

Asst. Surg. Edward Francis to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from June 23, 1905, 


PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Asst. Surg. Mervin W. Glover to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from April 13, 1905. 

Asst. Surg. John D. Long to be a passed assistant surgeon in 
the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from April 14, 1905. 

Asst. Surg. George W. McCoy to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from June 27, 1905. 

Asst. Surg. Allan J. McLoughlin to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States, to rank as such from April 10, 1905. 

Asst. Surg. Claude C. Pierce to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 


Samuel C. Mills, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of | States, to rank as such from June 27, 1905. 


the peace in and for the District of Columbia. 
Luke C. Strider, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of 
the peace in and for the District of Columbia. 


Asst. Surg. Benjamin S. Warren to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States, to rank as such from June 25, 1905. 
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APPOINTMENTS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Frank Lynn Austin, of Michigan, to be a third lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

James Albert Alger, of Massachusetts, to be a third lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Le Roy Reinburg, of the District of Columbia, to be a third 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Howard Eugene Rideout, of Massachusetts, to be a third 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

William Clayton Ward, of the District of Columbia, to be a 
9 lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 

tates. 

Roger Chew Weightman, of California, to be a third lieuten- 
ant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

William Benjamin Cothran, of South Carolina, to be à second 
assistant engineer, with the rank of third lieutenant, in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

John Thomas Carr, of Massachusetts, to be a second assistant 
engineer, with the rank of third lieutenant, in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States. 

Charles Iven Day, of Maine, to be a second assistant engi- 
neer, with the rank of third lieutenant, in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service of the United States. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


First Lieut. Johnstone Hamilton Quinan to be a captain in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

First Lieut. Byron L. Reed to be a captain in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States. 

First Lieut. James L. Sill to be a captain in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Lieut. Leonard Taylor Cutter to be a first lieutenant 
in the Reyenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Lieut. Harry G. Hamlet to be a first lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Lieut. William Edwin At Lee to be a first lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Lieut. Randolph Ridgely, jr., to be a first lieutenant 
in the Reyenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Third Lieut. Thaddeus Greaves Crapster to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Third Lieut. Cecil Maunsell Gabbett to be a second lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. ; 

Third Lieut. William Albert Whittier to be a second lieuten- 
ant in the Reyenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY, 


To be chief gunners in the Navy from the 6th day of March, 
1905, upon the completion of six years’ service, in accordance 
7 5 the provisions of an act of Congress approved April 27, 

James T. Roach. 

David F. Diggins. 

David Hepburn. 

Edwin N. Fisher. 

To be chief gunners in the Navy from the 10th day of April, 
1905, upon the completion of six years’ service, in accordance 
with the provisions of an act of Congress approved April 27, 
1904: 

James C. McDermott. 

John Kenyon. 

Charles Hierdahl. 

Gunner James Donald to be a chief gunner in the Navy from 
the 27th day of April, 1905, after having completed six years’ 
service, in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
approved April 27, 1904. 

Gunner Adolph Hasler to be chief gunner in the Navy from 
the 19th day of July, 1905, upon the completion of six years’ 
service, in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
approved April 27, 1904. 

Boatswains Charles T. Chase, Christopher J. Cooper, and 
James H. Doyle to be chief boatswains in the Navy from the 
6th day of March, 1905, upon the completion of six years’ serv- 
ice, in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress ap- 
proved April 27, 1904. 

To be chief boatswains in the Navy from the 10th day of 
April, 1905, upon the completion of six years’ service, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of an act of Congress approved April 
27, 1904: 

George B. Hendry. 

Arthur R. Nickerson. 

John Mahoney. 

Ernest V. Sandstrom. 

John McGrath. 

Christian Crone. 

To be chief boatswains in the Navy from the dates set oppo- 


site their names, upon the completion of six years’. service, in 
accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress approved 
April 27, 1904: 

Frederick Muller, from May 26, 1905. 

John W. Stoakley, from August 15, 1905. - 

John D. Walsh, from August 29, 1905. 1 

Gunner William Zeitler to be a chief gunner in the Navy from 
the ist day of July, 1904, upon the completion of six years’ sery- 
ice, in accordance with the provisions of section 12 of the “ navy 
personnel act,” approved March 3, 1899, as amended by the act 
of April 27, 1904. 

Assistant Naval Constructors Stuart F. Smith and William G. 
Groesbeck to be naval constructors in the Navy from the Ist 
day of July, 1905, upon the completion of eight years’. service in 
their present grade. : 

Naval Constructors George H. Rock and Thomas F, Ruhm to 
be naval constructors in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant- 
commander from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Naval Constructors Frank B. Zahm, Horatio G. Gillmor, and 
Richard M. Watt to be naval constructors in the Navy with the 
rank of lieutenant-commander from the Sth day of July, 1905. 

Assistant Naval Constructors William McEntee, William B. 
Ferguson, and John A. Spilman to be assistant naval con- 
structors in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant from the 31st 
day of March, 1905. 

Lieut. Victor Blue to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy 
from the 28th day of June, 1905. 

Capt. William W. Mead to be a rear-admiral in the Navy 
from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut, Casey B. Morgan to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Ensign Hollis T. Winston to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905, after having com- 
pleted three years’ service in his present grade. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Hollis T. Winston to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Gunner Joseph Hill to be a chief gunner in the Navy from the 
27th day of April, 1905, after having completed six years’ serv- 
ice, in accordance with the provisions of section 12 of the “ navy 
personnel act,” approved March 3, 1899, as amended by the act 
| of April 27, 1904. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Wilbert Smith to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Robert L. Berry to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Robert A. Abernathy to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Frank D. Berrien to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. ; 

Lieut (Junior Grade) Paul Foley to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

To be ensigns in the Navy from the 3d day of February, 1905, 
| to fill vacancies existing in that grade on that date: 

Alexander H. Van Keuren. 
William W. Smyth. 
Paul H. Fretz. 
Stephen C. Rowan. 
Walter S. Anderson. 
Roy W. Ryden. 
Henry D. Cooke, jr. 
Sumuel M. Robinson. 
Leo Sahm. 

Ralston S. Holmes. 
Ernest Friedrick. 
William J. Giles. 
Ralph A. Koch. 
Lamar R. Leahy. 
Milton S. Davis. 
Charles C. Moses. 
Sam C. Loomis. 
Alfred T. Brisbin. 
Lindsay H. Lacy. 
Charles A. Blakely. 
Macgillivray Milne. 
Wilbur R. Van Auken. 
Harold R. Stark. 
James D. Willson. 
John S. Arwine, jr. 
Austin S. Kibbee. 
Martin K. Metcalf, 
William Ancrum. 
Hugh M. Walker. 
Frank H. Sadler. 
John Rodgers. 
Daniel T. Ghent. 
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Surg. Charles M. De Valin to be a surgeon in the Navy, with 
ind rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 3d day of March, 
1 

P. A. Surgs. Joseph C. Thompson and Frederick L. Benton to 
be surgeons in the Navy from the 3d day of March, 1903, to cor- 
rect the dates of their promotions as confirmed on April 27, 1904. 

P. A. Surg. Joseph 4. Guthrie to be a surgeon in the Nayy 
from the 15th day of December, 1904, to correct the date of his 
promotion as confirmed on April 27, 1904. 

P. A. Surg. Ralph T. Orvis to be a surgeon in the Navy froin 
the ist day of March, 1905, to correct the date of his promotion 

as confirmed on April 27, 1904. 

4 5 A. Surg. Will M. Garton to be a surgeon in the Navy from 
the 12th day of March, 1903, 

P. A. Surg. Frank E. McCullough to be a surgeon in the Navy 
from the 9th day of June, 1903. 

P. A. Surg. Francis M. Furlong to be a surgeon in the Navy 
from the 20th day of June, 1903. 

Medical Inspector Daniel N. Bertolette to be a medical di- 
rector in the Navy from the 5th day of April, 1905. 

Surg. Henry G. Beyer to be a medical inspector in the Navy 
from the 5th day of April, 1905. 

P. A. Surg. David B. Kerr to be a surgeon in the Navy from 
the 5th day of April, 1905. 

P. A. Surg. Granville L. Angeny to be a surgeon in the Navy 
from the 24th day of April, 1905. 

Asst. Surg. Robert E. Hoyt to be a passed assistant surgeon in 
the Navy from the 8th day of May, 1905, upon the completion of 
three years’ service in his present grade. 

Lieut. Newton A. McCully to be a lieutenant commander in 
the Navy from the 22d day of April, 1905. 

Lieut. Marcus L. Miller to be a lieutenant- commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edison E. Scranton to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Ensigns Daniel P. Mannix, Harry K. Cage, and Benjamin G. 
Barthalow to be lieutenants (junior grade) in the Navy from 
the 5 day of July, 1905, upon the completion of three years’ 
service. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Daniel P. Mannix to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Benjamin G. Barthalow to be a lieu- 
tenant in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harry K. Cage to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Asst. Surg. Robert A. Bachmann to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 20th day of March, 1905, upon the 
completion of three years’ service. 

Asst. Surg. Howard F. Strine to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 8th day of May, 1905, upon the com- 
pletion of three years’ service. 

Asst. Surg. Joseph P. Traynor to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 8th day of May, 1905, upon the com- 
pletion of three years’ service. 

Asst. Surg. John L. Neilson to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Navy from the 4th day of October, 1905, upon the comple- 
tion of three years’ service. 

Francis M. Shook, a citizen of Minnesota, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 15th day of March, 1905. 

To be assistant surgeons in the Navy from the 3d any of May, 
1905: 

Richard A. Warner, a citizen of the District of Columibia. 

Paul R. Stalnaker, a citizen of Texas. 

To be assistant surgeons in the Navy from the 24th day of 
May, 1905: 

Ernest O. J. Eytinge, a citizen of New York. 

George M. Olson, a citizen of Minnesota. 

To be assistant surgeons in the Navy from the 7th day of 
July, 1905: 

Curtis B. Munger, a citizen of California. 

Edward R. Marshall, a citizen of Tennessee. 

To be assistant surgeons in the Navy from the 14th day of 
July, 1905: 

Fletcher H. Brooks, a citizen of Maryland. 

John B. Mears, a citizen of Virginia. 

To be assistant surgeons in the Navy from the Ist day of 
August, 1 ; 

George S. Hathaway, a citizen of Rhode Island. 

Frank E. Sellers, a citizen of Virginia. 

To be assistant surgeons in the Navy from the 2ist day of 
September, 1905: 

Edward H. H. Old, a citizen of Virginia. 

George H. McConnon, a citizen of Virginia. 

Edward C. White, a citizen of New Jersey. 

Thurlow W. Reed, a citizen of New York. | 


Edward U. Reed, a citizen of Pennsylvania. 

Edward. L. Woods, a citizen of Virginia, to be an: assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 14th day of October, 1905. 

Robert C. Ransdell, a. citizen of the District of Columbia, to 
be an assistant surgeon in the Navy from the 24th day of No- 
vember 1905.. 

Paymaster Frank T, Arms to be a pay inspector in the Navy 
from the 10th day of March, 1905, to correct the date of his pro- 
motion, as confirmed on the 16th day of March, 1905, caused 
by the failure of Paymaster Henry E. Jewett to qualify for 
promotion. 

Paymaster Thomas H. Hicks to be a pay inspector in the 
Navy from the 13th day of March, 1905. 

Paymaster Ziba W. Reynolds to be a pay inspector in the 
Navy from the 14th day of June, 1905. - 

P. A. Paymaster Rishworth Nicholson to be a paymaster in 
the Navy from the 14th of June, 1905. 

P. A. Paymaster John D. Barber to be a paymaster in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Asst. Paymaster Jere Maupin to be a passed assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Paymaster Henry E. Jewett to be a paymaster in the Navy, 
with the rank of leutenant-commander, from the Ist day of 
July, 1905. 

Paymaster Eugene D. Ryan to be a paymaster in the Navy, 
ae etl rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 8th day of 

uly, 

P. A. Paymasters Edward T. Hoopes, Walter A. Greer, andl 
Cecil S. Baker to be passed assistant paymasters in the Navy, 
with the rank of lieutenant, from the 31st day of March, 1905. 

P. A. Paymasters Donald W. Nesbit, Arthur M. Pippin, John 
S. Higgins, and Ignatius T. Hagner to be passed assistant pay- 
masters in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant, from the ist 
day of July, 1905. 

To be passed assistant paymasters in the Navy, with the 
rank of lieutenant, from the 30th day of July, 1905: 

George P. Auld. 

James S. Beecher. 

Henry A. Wise, jr. 

Henry de F. Mel. 

John A. B. Smith, jr. 

Felix R. Holt. 

Emmett C. Gudger. 

Stewart E. Barber. 

Howard D. Lamar. 

Frederic H. Lemly. 

Ervin A. MeMillan. 

Eugene_H. Tricou. 

Alvin Hovey-King. 

George A. Deering. 

William C. Fite. 

Harold W. Browning, a citizen of New York, to be an as- 
sistant paymaster in the Navy from the 15th day of March, 
1905, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that.date. 

To be assistant paymasters in the Navy from the 8th day of 
July, 1905, to fill vacancies existing in that grade on that date: 

Benjamin H. Brooke, a citizen of Pennsylvania. 

Thomas J. Bright, a citizen of Pennsylvania. 

Emory D. Stanley, a citizen of Nevada. 

Lewis W. L. Jennings, a citizen of Virginia. 

Brantz Mayer, a citizen of Iowa. 

Swinton L. Bethea, a citizen of South Carolina. 

Edward R. Wilson, a citizen of California. 

William G. Neill, a citizen of West Virginia. 

Harry E. Collins, a citizen of the District of Columbia, 

John H: Gunnell, a citizen of New York. 

Emmett H. Tebeau, a citizen of South Carolina, 

Charles E. Parsons, a citizen of Maryland. 

William J. Hine, a citizen of Tennessee. 

Kenneth C. McIntosh, a citizen of Indiana. 

Francis J. Daly, a citizen of New Jersey. 

Roland W. Schumann, a citizen of New York. 

Franklin P. Williams, a citizen of Pennsylvania. 

Leon N. Wertenbaker, a citizen of Ohio. 

John J. Luchsinger, a citizen of California. 

Eugene H. Douglass, a citizen of Massachusetts. 

Robert K. Van Mater, a citizen of New Jersey. 

William S. Zane, a citizen of Pennsylvania. 

James C. Hilton, a citizen of Maryland. 

Midshipman George F. Blair to be an ensign in the Navy from 
the 2d day of May, 1904. 

Midshipman Kirby B. Crittenden to be an ensign in the Navy 
from the ist day of November, 1904. 

Commander Richard G. Davenport to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 21st day of March, 1905. 
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Lieut. Commander John T. Newton to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 2ist day of March, 1905. ; 

Lieut. Kenneth McAlpine to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 21st day of March, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles W. Forman to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 21st day of March, 1905. 

Capt. George C. Reiter to be a rear-admiral in the Navy from 
the 31st day of March, 1905. 

Commander John A. Norris to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 31st day of March, 1905. 

Commander Edward B. Barry to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 31st day of March, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Benjamin Tappan to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 3ist day of March, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Charles F. Pond to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 31st day of March, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Walter McLean to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 31st day of March, 1905. 

Lieut. Benton C. Decker to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 31st day of March, 1905. 

Lieut. Mark L. Bristol to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 31st day of March, 1905. 

Lieut. Benjamin W. Wells to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 3ist day of March, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Zachariah H. Madison to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy from the 3ist day of March, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Henry B. Soulé to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 3ist day of March, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Francis Martin to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 3ist day of March, 1905. 

Commander Herbert Winslow to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 22d day of April, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Washington I. Chambers to be a com- 
mander in the Navy from the 22d day of April, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander James C. Gillmore to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 30th day of April, 1905. 

Lieut. Levi C. Bertolette to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 30th day of April, 1905. 

Capt. Willard H. Brownson to be a rear-admiral in the Navy 
from the 6th day of May, 1905. 

Commander William H. Turner to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 6th day of May, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Charles A. Gove to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 6th day of May, 1905. 

Lieut. George W. Logan to be a lieutenant-commantier in the 
Navy from the 6th day of May, 1905. 

Commander Albert G. Berry to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 16th day of June, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander De Witt C. Coffman to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 16th day of June, 1905. 

Lieut. Henry F. Bryan to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 16th day of June, 1905. 

Commander Nathaniel J. K. Patch to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 21st day of June, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Richard Henderson to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 21st day of June, 1905. 

Lieut. Andrew T. Long to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 2ist day of June, 1905. 

Commander Thomas S. Phelps to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 26th day of June, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Thomas D. Griffin to be å commander in 
the Navy from the 26th day of June, 1905. 

Lieut. Edward H, Durell to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 26th day of June, 1905. 

Commander Karl Rohrer to be a captain in the Navy from the 
28th day of June, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Henry Minett to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 28th day of June, 1905. 

Lieut. Archibald H. Scales to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 28th day of June, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Richard T. Mulligan to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 28th day of June, 1905. 

Commander Theodoric Porter to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 30th day of June, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander William Braunersreuther to be a com- 
mander in the Navy from the 30th day of June, 1905. 

Lieut. Thomas Washington to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 30th day of June, 1905. 

Commander Daniel D. V. Stuart to be a captain in the Navy 
from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Commander Kossuth Niles to be a captain in the Navy from 
the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Commander Warner B. Bayley, an additional number in 
grade, to be a captain in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 
1905. 


Lieut. Commander William S. Hogg to be a commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Archibald H. Davis to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Guy H. Burrage to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Commander Dennis H. Mahan to be a captain in the Navy 
from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Reynold T. Hall to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander William F. Fullam to be a commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Frank M. Russell to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

To be lieutenants (junior grade) in the Navy from the ist 
day of July, 1905, after having completed three years’ service 
in that grade: 

Charles P. Snyder. 

Carleton R. Kear. 

Joseph R. Defrees. 

Willis G. Mitchell. 

Samuel W. Bryant. 

Edward S. Jackson. 

William F. Bricker. 

Henry L. Wyman. 

John W. Timmons. 

John G. Church. 

Charles N. Freeman, 

Robert L. Berry. i 

Robert A. Abernathy. 

Ward K. Wortman. 

Hayne Ellis. 

Frank D. Berrien. 

Arthur B. Keating. 

Frederick R. Naile. 

Emil P. Svarz. 

Wilbert Smith. 

Julius F. Hellweg. 

Sinclair Gannon. 

Robert Morris. 

John D. Wainwright. 

George W. Steele, jr. 

Stafford H. R. Doyle. 

William K. Riddle. 

William N. Jeffers. 

James H. Comfort. 

Paul Foley. 

Carlos A. Gardiner. 

Edison E. Scranton. 

John W. Schoenfeld. 

Clarence L. Arnold. 

Stanley Woods. 

Edwin H. Dodd. 

Charles P. Huff. 

Charles R. Train. 

Hugo W. Osterhaus, 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles P. Snyder to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Carleton R. Kear to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Joseph R. Defrees to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Willis G. Mitchell to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Samuel W. Bryant to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edward S. Jackson to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William F. Bricker to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Henry L. Wyman to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Arthur B. Keating to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Frederick R. Naile to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Emil P. Syarz to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Commander Albert F. Dixon to be a captain in the Navy from 
the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Commander Samuel P. Comly to be a captain in the Navy 
from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Albert G. Winterhalter to be a commander 
in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 
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Lieut. Commander John M. Orchard to be a commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Augustus F, Fechteler to be a commander 
in the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Edward E. Wright to be a commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Albert Gleaves to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander James P. Parker to be a commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Ben W. Hodges to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Herbert O. Dunn to be a commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Arthur W. Dodd to be a commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Albert W. Grant to be a commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Horace W. Harrison to be a commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Valentine S. Nelson to be a commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander William S. Benson to be a commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Frank M. Bostwick to be a commander in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Harry M. Dombaugh to be a commander 
in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut Commander Thomas S. Rodgers to be a commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Ashley H. Robertson to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Carlo B. Brittain to be a lfeutenant- commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. William M. Crose to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. John F. Hubbard to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Lloyd H. Chandler to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905 

Lieut. Oscar W. Koester to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. George N. Hayward to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut, Samuel S. Robison to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Charles F. Hughes to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Albert L. Norton to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. James H. Reid to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Edward L. Beach to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Herman O. Stickney to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Henry A. Wiley to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Frederic B. Bassett, jr., to be a lieutenant-commander 
In the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Herbert G. Gates to be a lieutenant- commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 2 

Lieut. Richard H. Jackson to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Arthur B. Hoff to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Nathan C. Twining to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Benjamin F. Hutchison to be lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Thomas P. Magruder to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Sumner E. W. Kittelle to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. William V, Pratt to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Louis McC. Nulton to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. George R. Marvell to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. John B. Patton to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. George B. Bradshaw to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 


Lieut. Cleland N. Offley to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Louis R. de Steiguer to be a lieutenant- commander in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. : 

Lieut. William W. Phelps to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Nayy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Louis A. Kaiser to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. William C. Cole to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Charles A. Brand to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Philip Williams to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Warren J. Terhune to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. George G. Mitchell to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Cleland Davis to be a lieutenant- commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. William K. Harrison to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Frank H. Schofield to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Urban T. Holmes to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Jehu V. Chase to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Henry J. Ziegemeier to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Matt H. Signor to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Claude B. Price to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Montgomery M. Taylor to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Carl T. Vogelgesang to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Charles B. McVay, jr., to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. John H. Dayton to be a lieutenant- commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Lucius A. Bostwick to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. William A. Moffett to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. . 

Lieut. Julian L. Latimer to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Julius F. Hellweg to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Sinclair Gannon to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Robert Morris to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John D. Wainwright to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) George W. Steele, jr., to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Stafford H. R. Doyle to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William K. Riddle to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William N. Jeffers to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John W. Timmons to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles 8. Freeman to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Ward K. Wortman to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Hayne Elis to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) James H. Comfort to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Carlos A. Gardiner to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 6 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John W. Schoenfeld to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Clarence L. Arnold to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Stanley Woods to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. : 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edwin H. Dodd to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 
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Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles P. Huff to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles R. Train to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Capt. Edward Longnecker to be a rear-admiral in the Navy 
from the 8th day of July, 1905. 

Commander John Hubbard to be a captain in the Navy from 
the Sth day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander John G. Quinby to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 8th day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. John R. Edie to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy 
from the 8th day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. Reginald R. Belknap to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 18th day of July, 1905. 

To be ensigns in the Navy from the 30th day of July, 1905, to 
fill vacancies existing in that grade on that date, in accordance 
with the provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 
1901, as amended by the acts of March 3, 1903, and April 27, 
1904: 

Boatswain Charles H. Bullock. 

Gunner John Grady. 

Gunner Arthur C. Kail. 

Gunner William D. Greetham. 

Gunner Robert W. Kessler. 

Ensign Louis J. Connelly to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 30th day of July, 1905, having completed 
three years’ service in his present grade. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Louis J. Connelly to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 30th day of July, 1905, to fill a vacancy ex- 
isting in that grade on that date. 

Capt. Thomas Perry to be a rear-admiral in the Navy from 
the 8th day of September, 1905. 

Commander Alexander McCrackin to be a captain in the 
Navy from the 8th day of September, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander James H. Glennon to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 8th day of September, 1905. 

Lieut. De Witt Blamer to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 8th day of September, 1905. 

Lieut. Commander Percival J. Werlich to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 9th day of September, 1905. 

Lieut. John K. Robinson to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 9th day of September, 1905. 

Commander Corwin P. Rees, an additional number in grade, 
to be a captain in the Navy from the 30th day of September, 
1905. 

Lieut. Commander William R. Rush to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 30th day of September, 1905. 

Lieut. Arthur L. Willard to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 30th day of September, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Hugo W. Osterhaus to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 


POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA. 
Ella G. Nix to be postmaster at Fort Payne, in the county of 
Dekalb and State of Alabama. 
CALIFORNTA. 
Adaline Bailhache to be postmaster at Coronado, in the county 
of San Diego and State of California. 
Edmund L. Brown to be postmaster at San Fernando (late 
Fernando), in the county of Los Angeles and State of California. 
Daniel H. Coates to be postmaster at Campbell, in the county 
of Santa Clara and State of California. 
Angus J. Drynan to be postmaster at Redding, in the county 
of Shasta and State of California. 
Frank H. Duden to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county of 
Amador and State of California. 
Albert B. Hill to be postmaster at Coalinga, in the county of 
Fresno and State of California. 
William A. Long to be postmaster at Hanford, in the county 
of Kings and State of California. 
GEORGIA, 
Richard O. Rogers to be postmaster at Lafayette, in the 
county of Walker and State of Georgia. 
Albert M. Smith to be postmaster at Brunswick, in the 
county of Glynn and State of Georgia. 
IDAHO, 
William W. Stephens to be postmaster at Rexburg, in the 
county of Fremont and State of Idaho. 
George L. Wall to be postmaster at Blackfoot, in the countr 
of Bingham and State of Idaho. 
KANSAS. 
Thomas C. Babb to be postmaster at Fredonia, in the county 
of Wilson and State of Kansas. 


Willis E. Bodley to be postmaster at Quenemo, in the county 
of Osage and State of Kansas. 

Lewis W. Breyfogle to be postmaster at Olathe, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Kansas. 

Eben Carlsson to be postmaster at Lindsborg, in the county 
of McPherson and State of Kansas. 

Robert I. Hillman to be postmaster at Peru, in the county of 
Chautauqua and State of Kansas. 

Irwin C. McDowell to be postmaster at Phillipsburg, in the 
county of Phillips and State of Kansas. 

James T. Miller to be postmaster at Altoona, in the county of 
Wilson and State of Kansas. 

John C. Petty to be postmaster at Strong, in the county of 
Chase and State of Kansas. 

LOUISIANA, 

Arthur A. Boudreaux to be postmaster at Thibodaux, in the 
parish of Lafourche and State of Louisiana. 

Benjamin S. Gallup to be postmaster at Hammond, in the 
parish of Tangipahoa and State of Louisiana. 

Rudolph A. Gehringer to be postmaster at Napoleonville, in 
the parish of Assumption and State of Louisiana. 

Cora Sharpless to be postmaster at De Ridder, in the parish 
of Calcasieu and State of Louisiana. 


MISSOURI. 

Julian Courteol to be postmaster at Granby, in the county of 
Newton and State of Missouri. 

George K. Gwathmey to be postmaster at Lathrop, in the 
county of Clinton and State of Missouri. 

Roscoe N. Dean to be postmaster at Norborne, in the county of 
Carroll and State of Missouri. 

Guersant P. Herriott to be postmaster at Novinger, in the 
county of Adair and State of Missouri. : 

Clyde M. Hudson to be postmaster at Hale, in the county of 
Carroll and State of Missouri. 

Frank P. Kitchen to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Henry and State of Missouri. 

William T. Lessley to be postmaster at Glasgow, in the county 
of Howard and State of Missouri. 

Nellie B. Shelton to be postmaster at Puxico, in the county of 
Stoddard and State of Missouri. 

Theodore Walther to be postmaster at De Soto, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Missouri. 


MONTANA, 

Orson B. Prickett to be postmaster at Billings, in the county of 
Yellowstone and State of Montana. 

James McTaggart to be postmaster at Belgrade, in the county 
of Gallatin and State of Montana. 

NEW YORE. 

Emerson W. Addis to be postmaster at Brewster, in the 
county of Putnam and State of New York. 

Samuel G. Barton to be postmaster at Gasport, in the county 
of Niagara and State of New York. 

George C. Lane to be postmaster at Fishers Island, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York. 

William E, Mills to be postmaster at Rose Hill, in the county 
of Onondaga and State of New York. 

John N. Parsons to be postmaster at Yonkers, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York. 

Sylvester Pearsall to be postmaster at Lynbrook, in the 
county of Nassau and State of New York. 

Harry H. Pratt to be postmaster at Corning, in the county of 
Steuben and State of New York. 

Charles J. Shults to be postmaster at Cherry Creek, in the 
county of Chautauqua and State of New York. 

Alexander S. Taylor to be postmaster at Westbury Station, in 
the county of Nassau and State of New York. 

Henry P. Tuthill to be postmaster at Mattituck, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York. 

Willis G. C. Wood to be postmaster at Whitehall, in the 
county of Washington and State of New York. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 
Drury W. Deweese to be postmaster at Murphy, in the county 
of Cherokee and State of North Carolina. 
James D. Dorsett to be postmaster at Spencer, in the county 
of Rowan and State of North Carolina, 
Malinda A. Renigar to be postmaster at Shore, in the county 
of Yadkin and State of North Carolina. 
William E. Snow to be postmaster at High Point, in the 
county of Guilford and State of North Carolina. 
NORTH DAKOTA. f 
William H. Bush to be postmaster at Oakes, in the county of 
Dickey and State of North Dakota. 


334 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 13, 


OHIO. 
Orrin C. Andre to be postmaster at Waverly, in the county of 
Pike and State of Ohio. 
Charles W. Brainerd to be postmaster at Mantua (late Man- 
tua Station), in the county of Portage and State of Ohio. 
Betsey Erskine to be postmaster at Lowellville, in the county 
of Mahoning and State of Ohio, 
Lewis T. Marrott to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county 
of Summit and State of Ohio. 
John C. McManus to be postmaster at Jewett, in the county 
of Harrison and State of Ohio. 
George W. Nickels to be postmaster at Galion, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Ohio. 
Ralston Russell to be postmaster at Pomeroy, in the county of 
Meigs and State of Ohio. 
Tom J. Smith to be postmaster at West Salem, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Ohio. 
Judson N. Stone to be postmaster at Oberlin, in the county of 
Lorain and State of Ohio. 
David B. Wilson to be postmaster at Corning, in the county 
of Perry and State of Ohio. 
OREGON, 
Harvey S. Buck to be postmaster at Sumpter, in the county 
of Baker and State of Oregon. 
Louis J. Simpson to be postmaster at North Bend, in the 
county of Coos and State of Oregon. 
Frank W. Welcome to be postmaster at Burns, in the county 
of Harney and State of Oregon. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
John E. Heustess to be postmaster at Hartsville, in the county 
of Darlington and State of South Carolina. 
Isham A. Mayfield to be postmaster at Greer, in the county 
of Greenville and State of South Carolina. 
Ira S. Pitts to be postmaster at Westminster, in the county 
of Oconee and State of South Carolina. 
SOUTH DAKOTA, 
Erick Olson to be postmaster at Fairfax, in the county of 
Gregory and State of South Dakota. 
William Toomey to be postmaster at Gettysburg, in the county 
o: Potter and State of South Dakota. 
TEXAS. 
Harry H. Barkham to be postmaster at Plano, in the county 
of Collin and State of Texas. 
Jefferson D. Bell to be postmaster at Bartlett, in the county 
of Williamson and State of Texas. 
Belle W. Bridges to be postmaster at Mason, in the county 
of Mason and State of Tèxas. 
Thomas F. Calhoon to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county 
of Liberty and State of Texas. 
Gerald W. Calrow to be postmaster at Boerne, in the county 
of Kendall and State of Texas. 
George W. Cash to be postmaster at Hubbard, in the county 
of Hill and State of Texas. 
Joshua W. Cunningham to be postmaster at De Kalb, in the 
county of Bowie and State of Texas. 
William A. Hawn to be postmaster at Athens, in the county of 
Henderson and State of Texas. 
Clara I. Lockwood to be postmaster at Sealy, in the county of 
Austin and State of Texas. 
Richard T. Polk to be postmaster at Killeen, in the county of 
Bell and State of Texas. 
Anna J. Roach to be postmaster at Atlanta, in the county of 
Cass and State of Texas. 
Charlie Simmons to be postmaster at Valley Mills, in the 
county of Bosque and State of Texas. 
Harvey H. Twyman to be postmaster at Rosebud, in the 
county of Falls and State of Texas. 
UTAH. 
George W. Bryan to be postmaster at Mercur, in the county 
of Tooele and State of Utah. 
WASHINGTON. 
Jacob F. Hill to be postmaster at Davenport, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Washington. 
Robert H. Stapleton to be postmaster at Monroe, in the county 
of Snohomish and State of Washington. 
Frank L. Turner to be postmaster at South Bend, in the 
county of Pacific and State of Washington. 
Henry L. Votaw to be postmaster at Tacoma, in the county of 
Pierce and State of Washington. 
WYOMING. 
Ida Fowkes to be postmaster at Cumberland, in the county 
of Uinta and State of Wyoming. 
Frank O. Thompson to be postmaster at Cody, in the county of 
Bighorn and State of Wyoming. 


SENATE. 


Wepnespay, December 13,1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. Hate. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 
EXPENDITURES OF THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, recommending the repeal of sec- 
tion 3 of the act of June 80, 1879, which provides that the At- 
torney-General shall include in his annual report a statement of 
all payments or expenditures during any fiscal year out of 
any appropriation fund subject to requisitions from him, etc. ; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act 
of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in 
the findings by the court relating to the vessel schooner Lovely 
Lass, William Moore, master; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the cause of the City of Memphis v. The United States; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Karoline Mulhaupt v. The United States; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed, 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
the Christian Church of Corinth, Miss., v. The United States; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
The Trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Cleve- 
land, Tenn., v. The United States; which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
The Columbia National Bank, of Columbia, Pa., v. The United 
States; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Antonia Q. Lovell, Rosalie Q. Duncan, Fredrica Q. Ogden, Eliza 
T. Routh, and Louise Q. Lovell, since deceased, children and 
heirs at law of Gen. J. A. Quitman, deceased, and Eva C. Lovell 
and Alice Q. Lovell, children and heirs at law of Louise Q. 
Lovell, deceased, v. The United States; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COURTESIES TO MEMBERS OF CANADIAN PARLIAMENT, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
an extract from the minutes and proceedings of the Senate of 
Canada, expressing thanks for the cordial reception extended to 
the Hon. Raoul Dandurand, speaker of the Senate of the Domin- 
ion of Canada; the Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell, ex-premier and 
senator, and the Hon. Senator McSweeney at the inauguration of 
the President of the United States at Washington on the 4th 
of March last, and also for the courtesies of the United States 
Senate and the privileges of the floor. The extract from the 
minutes will be read. ; 

The paper was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as fol- 
lows: 


[Extract from the minutes Kan Proceedings of the Senate of Canada, 
8 Po ashe of the Senate, his honor the speaker made the following 
state 

“ HONORABLE GENTLEMEN: I deem it my duty to take this the first 
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of the Senate to bring to the 
very cordial reception which was given to your speaker and to the 
Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell, ex-premier and senator, sa 
Senator McSweeney at the ¢ inauguration of the enigan ta 
States at W. on on the 4th day of March las 

“On learning of our 8 in the city the President aecorded = 
= private reception. requested me as your speaker to convey to 

the Canadian N his high appreciation of our attendance at his 
i ger rag and his hearty wis that the intercourse between the 


i haem of reassem 


more intimate. 

“I desire at the same tim 
thank the Senate of ej Uni 
8 on the day of our arrival 

ion, granting to us the courtesies of 
the floor of that honorable body: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE 898 


on behalf of myself and colleagues, to 
ed States for the very elous act it 
pr adopting: the the fo 9 — ne 


P 
„On motion by Mr. * OOn 
** Resolved, That the courtesies of the Senate, including the 2 
of the floor, ‘are extended to the Hon. Raoul Dandu: 
the Senate of the Dominion of Canada, and the Hon, Sir ret 
Bowell, ex-premier . senator of the said Dominion, who are at the 
o atten inaugural ceremonies. 
capital to attend the ral i 


‘Attest: . 
“t CHARLES G. BENNETT, Secretary. 


“As this resolution is of record in the minutes of that body, I felt 
that this act of 83 on the part of our brother Senators from over 
me line should be officlally acknowledged and taken cognizance of as 

. toward our whole „ and duly recorded in our 
r 
he Hon. Senator McSweeney, whose presence at the American 
capital had not been announced, was granted the same reception as 
that given to his colleagues.” 

The Hon. Mr. Ellis, moved, seconded by the Hon. Mr. Kerr, that 
the said statement be recorded in the minutes and proceedings of the 
Senate; that a copy of the same be transmitted to the President of the 
United States and to the President of the Senate. 

The question of concurrence being put thereon, the same was inani- 
mously resolved in the affirmative, and ordered accordingly. 


Attest: 
Samu. E. Sr. O. CHAPLEAU, Clerk of the Senate. 
EXAMINATIONS OF NATIONAL BANKS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting, in response to a resolution of the Tth instant, a report 
from the Comptroller of the Treasury containing certain in- 
formation concerning the reports made of national-bank exam- 
ners touching the subject of contributions to political cam- 
paigns. The Chair would ask the senior Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. TLMAN] what disposition he wishes to have 
made of the communication. [A pause.] The Secretary will 
read the letter, 

The Secretary read as follows: } 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


Washington, December 12, 1905. 


8 0 In response to a resolution a by your body on December 
1905, requesting the 1 of the Treasury to submit certain 


Rae concerning the rts made by national-bank examiners 
touch the subject of contributions to itical campa I to 
8 the following from the report to me by the Comptroller of the 


9 way He answers the inquiries seriatim, and as follows: 

“1. All reports made by national-bank examiners since March 4, 

1893, have been A pre vom and are on file in the Comptroller's office. 
2. Since 1894 it has been the practice to make regular semiannual 

examinations of all national banks. Prior to 1894 only 

examination a year was made of each bank. 

“3. It is the duty and the practice of examiners to examine the ex- 
pense and profit and loss accounts of banks, covering all items of ex- 
penditures for the period since the last previous examination, and the 
vouchers or memorandum tickets for any large or unusual item of 


expense. 
4 4. It is the duty and practice of examiners to report any illegal, 
wasteful, „ use of a bank's funds or any undue proportion 
xpenses to ea 
“5. While it is impossible to state itively whether any report 
shows. any Pe sro by any bank to any Foo Atte committee, or 8 
ON r! 8 or other officer of a ET committee, without an 
mination of each and every. one of more than 100, Poy gem ne on 
file von eraniinations made during the period covered by the resolu- 
tion, to the best of my knowledge and belief such reports as have been 
made 3 my incumbency of the office of Comptroller, covering the 
since October 1, 1901, do not show any payments of the nature 
Eadleated. except in one or two instances, a these were in banks 
of the smaller capital class and for pper not exceeding two or 
three hundred dollars, ‘The reports in these instances simply show the 
papist contribution, or donation of the sum stated for local politi- 
ca 1 purposes, without any of the details connected with 
such payments. 

Careful inquiry of subordinate officers of the Com Uer's Bureau 
who have been connected with the Bureau prior to and since March 4, 
1893, and whose duty it has been to make critical examination of ex- 
aminers' reports and to prepare the letters to the banks based thereon, 


— . 5 failed to brin; ir recollection report show: payments 
of the dicated, except the one ce tee instances 2 — 


nature in: 
erefore, 2 
do not show any payments, except as stated, a the peor bea 
to any person, upon any voucher or withou where the 


one regular 


circumstances of the yments suggest that the money was to 
used to carry on a political campaign or for any political 
“When an funds 


“In one of the instances above 
the officers of the bank 


amount thus contributed for 
tinct a A ay in regard 
Ber the name the same course must — 7 pursued. I 
name or location of the bank. 

it would be difficult to find it without a search of all the 
which would be a matter of many days’ labor.” 


pectfully submitted. 
x L M. SHAW, Secretary. 


The PRESIDENT OF THD SENATE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What disposition does the Senator 
from South Carolina wish to have made of the communication? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, it will appear in the RECORD, 
having been read, and it is, therefore, to that extent a public 
document. Probably I shall pursue the matter a little further 
by an additional resolution that will make some specifications, 
which will not take so much labor. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication will be referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr, BURROWS. I trust that it will be printed as a docu- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Board 
of County Commissioners of the County of Santa Fe, Territory 
of New Mexico, praying for the enactment of legislation incor- 


litical I haye not so dis- 
the other ease, although I am quite 
ò not remem- 
as no one else in the office 


reports, 


‘| porating into the pending bill for statehood for New Mexico 


and Arizona a provision donating to the counties of Santa Fe 
and Grant, in New Mexico, and to the county of Pima and such 
others as may be similarly affected in Arizona, sufficient public 
nonmineral-bearing lands, the proceeds from the sale of which 
to be applied to the payment and satisfaction of all bonded in- 
debtedness against said counties, etc.; which was referred: to 
the Committee on Territories. Lisi - 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of Group Four of the Iowa 
Bankers” Association, of Council Bluffs, Iowa, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to repeal the present bankruptey law; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Ministerial Association of 
Muscatine, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to reg- 
ulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors ; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 634, Brother- 
hood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Creston, Iowa, and a petition 
of the Charity Organization of Dubuque, Iowa, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which were 
referred to the Committee on Inimigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Postal Progress League 
of Pacific Grove, Cal., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“ parcels-post bill ;” which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nora 
Springs, Iowa, praying for the ratification of treaty of arbitra- 
tion with all nations; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented 2 petition of the Des Moines Conference of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Des Moines, Iowa, praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
REED Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. ; 

He also presented a petition of the Trades League of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation providing” 
for the admission of Chinese into the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the central committee of the 
National Live Stock Association of the United States, praying 
that increased appropriation be made for the purpose of agri- 
cultural experimental stations and for the use of the Bureau of 
Animal Industry, etc.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a memorial of the Harmony Club of 
Seattle, Wash., remonstrating against the oppression of the Jews 
in Russia; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign- 
Relations. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of New Sharon, Iowa, praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against the Hon. 
Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of Subdivisions No. 184, of Stuart; 
No. 159, of Cedar Rapids; No. 391, of Fort Madison; No. 203, of 
Perry; No. 113, of Des Moines; No. 229, of Mason City, all of 
the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, in the State of Iowa, 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the employ- 
ment of men as locomotive engineers who have not had at least 
three years’ experience as locomotive firemen or one year’s 
experience as a locomotive engineer; which were referred to 


the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
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Mr. KNOX presented a petition of Central Labor Union, 
American Federation of Labor, of Easton, Pa., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to exclude Chinese and Korean laborers 
from the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
1203) granting a pension to Albert B. Lawrence; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Cumberland Valley Med- 
ical Association, of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to increase the efficiency of the Medical Department 
of the United States Army; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. : 

He also presented petitions of Camp No. 215, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, of Ambler; Camp No. 650, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, of Broad Top City; Camp No. 456, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, of Sykesville; Camp No. 337, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, of Mill Hall; Camp No. 581, Patriotic 
Order Sons ef America, of Ricketts; Camp No. 65, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, of Lebanon; Camp No. 632, Patriotic 
Order Sons-of America, of Franklindale; Camp No. 614, Pa- 
triotic Order Sons of America, of Pillow, Camp No. 28, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, of Adamstown; Vine Cliff Council, No. 
107, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Pittsburg; 
Blairsville Council, No. 216, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Blairsville; Tescallette Council, No. 442, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Pittsburg; J. P. Winower 
Couyceil, No. 618, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Pittsburg; Columbia Council, No. 43, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Wilkesbarre; Good Will Council, No. 
42, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Tyrone; the 
United Labor League of Western Pennsylvania; Local Union 
No. 1693, Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Harrisburg; 
Local No. 947, Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Ridgway, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to restrict immigration; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration, 

He also presented petitions of William E. McCall, jr., of Phil- 
adelphia ; of sundry citizens of Reading; The Declaration of In- 
dependence Chapter of the National Society of the Daughters of 
the American Revolution, of Philadelphia; Tabernacle Presby- 
terian Church, of Philadelphia; Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Darby; Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Landsdowne; William C. Taylor, of Bethlehem; Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Media; Warren H. Hershey, of New 
Holland; First United Presbyterian Church of Rochester; Col- 
lege Hill Reformed Presbyterian Church, of Beaver Falls, and 
Olivet Presbyterian Church, of Philadelphia, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

He also presented the memorial of B. Ezra Herr, of Rosedale, 
Pa., and the memorial of S. L. Johns, of Hanover, Pa., remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called “ Curtis bill,” rela- 
tive to a reduction of the duty on tobacco imported from the 
Philippine Islands; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the general board of adjust- 
ment, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Easton, Pa., re- 
monstrating against the passage of the so-called “ Esch-Town- 
send railroad-rate bill;“ which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades League of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to permit 
the admission into the United States of Chinese yisitors and 
travelers not of the cooly class; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the United 
Presbyterian Church of Stone Valley; of 75 members of the 
United Presbyterian Church of Conway; 200 members of the 
First United Presbyterian Church of Rochester; 130 members of 
the College Hill Reformed Presbyterian Church, of Beaver Falls; 
200 members of the Central Allegheny Reformed Presbyterian 
Chureh, of Allegheny; 100 members of the Free Methodist 
Church of Pittsburg; 186 members of the Mount Washington 
Baptist Church, of Pittsburg; all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to 
prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committe on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Laurel Hill Grange, No. 1161, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Milan; Concord Grange, No. 1141, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Concord; Brandywine Grange, No. 
60, Patrons of Husbandry, of Westchester; Summit Grange, 
No. 1155, Patrons of Husbandry, of St. Marys ; Columbus Grange, 


No. 826, Patrons of Husbandry, of Columbus; Penfield Grange, 
No. 1240, Patrons of Husbandry, of Penfield; Winfield Grange, 
No. 1105, Patrons of Husbandry, of Carbonblack; Liberty 
Grange, No. 1182, Patrons of Husbandry, of Port Allegheny; 
Elk Lake Grange, No. 806, Patrons of Husbandry, of Elk Lake; 
Waterford Grange, No. 423, Patrons of Husbandry, of Water- 
ford; Keiserville Grange, No. 508, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Keiserville, and of Highland Grange, No. 980, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Cochranville, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to amend the present 
oleomargarine law by striking out the word “knowingly;” 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a petition of the common council 
of Hartford, Conn.; praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the preservation of the forests of New Hampshire; 
which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reseryations 
and the Protection of Game, 

He also presented a petition of Liberty Bell Council, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of New Haven, Conn., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration, 

He also presented a petition of the Epworth League of Led- 
yard, Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the board of man- 
agers of the Rhode Island College of Agriculture and Mechanic 
Arts, praying that increased appropriations be made for the 
support of agricultural experiment stations; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of the American Bar 
Association, praying for the continuation of the present bank- 
A law; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

He also presented petitions of Ohio Valley Council, No. 23, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Evansville; of 
Local Union No. 436, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and 
Joiners, of New Albany; of Sheet Metal Workers’ Local Union 
No. 41, of Indianapolis; of Local Union No. 1380, United Broth- 
erhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Bedford, and of Typo- 
graphical Union No. 128, of South Bend, all in the State of 
Indiana; and of Local Union No. 276, United Brotherhood ot 
Carpenters and Joiners, of Oklahoma City, Okla., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the surviving members of the 
Thirty-fourth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, of Lincolnyille, Ind., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to equalize pensions 
received by widows of soldiers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


PANAMA CANAL APPROPRIATION. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, I report back, with sundry amendments, the bill 
H. R. 480, supplemental to an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the 
Atlantic and Pacific oceans, approved June 28, 1902, and mak- 
ing appropriation for isthmian canal construction, and for 
other purposes.” 

I also report in connection with the bill testimony taken by 
the Committee on Appropriations in reference to it, and I ask 
that the testimony may be printed as a public document. I 
would state to Senators that nearly all the testimony is now in 
print and all will be in print by to-morrow morning, or perhaps 
during the afternoon. 

On behalf of the committee I shall ask the Senate to take 
the bill up for consideration to-morrow morning at the earliest 
practicable hour. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the bill as reported may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill as amended by the com- 
mittee will be read for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the amendments and the bill as amended, 
as follows: 


Strike out section 1, in the following words: 

“That the bonds authorized by section 8 of the act entitled ‘An act 
to provide for the construction of a canal aig ae the waters of the 
Atlantic and Pacific oceans,’ approved June 28, 1902, shall be subject 
to the provisions of section 13 of the act entitled ‘An act to define and 
fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of mon 
issued or coined by the United Stat to refund the public debt, an 
for other purposes,’ approved March 14, 1900, the same as though said 
bonds were issued under the provisions of said act of March 14, 1 ae 

In section 2, page 2, line 7, before the word “act,” strike out “ sald.” 

In section 3, page 2. line 21. before the words Canal Zone,“ strike 
out “said” and insert “the;" in line 22, before the word “ Canal,” 
strike out “said Panama” and insert “the isthmian;” in the same 
line, before the words “ Panama Railroad,” strike out “said” and in- 
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1 2 ba; ” and in line 25, after the word “ Congress,“ strike out the 
ollowing : ` 
And any of the persons appointed or employed by the President in 
connection with the said government or the said work of construction 
or operation shall give to Congress or to either House of 8 such 
information as may at any time be required either by act of Congress 
or by the order of either House of Congress in relation to their re- 
spective actings and dolmen and the receipt and expenditure of money.” 
In section 3, page 3, line 18, after the word “ 1 „strike out 
“named in this act“ and insert “of constructing and maintainin 
said isthmian canal; and in line 19, after the word Congress, 
strike out the following: 
“except that the moneys received, in the ordinary course of business, 
from the operation of the Panama Railroad and the prope: and rights 
appertaining thereto may be expended, so far as necessary, in defraying 
the expenses of such operation, including maintenance, without being 
into the Treasury of the United States, and such moneys are 
and monthly reports of such 
to the President by the person 


covere 
hereby appropriated for such purpose, 
receipts aaa — enditures shall be made 
or persons in charge." 

as to make the bill read: 

“ Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby a propria ted, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $11,- 
000,000 to continue the construction of the isthmian canal, to be 
expended under the direction of the President in accordance with the 
act to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters 
of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, approved June 28, 1902, and for 
each and every pu connected with the same, the said sum to con- 
tinue available until expended : Provided, That all expenditures from 
the appro riation herein made shall be reimbursed to the Treasury of 
the Unit States out of the proceeds of the sale of bonds authorized 
in section 8 of the said act approved June 28, 1902. 

“Sec. 2. That the President shall annually, and at such other periods 
as may be provided, either by law or by his order, require full and com- 

lete re to be made to him by the persons appointed or employed 
by him in charge of the government of the Canal Zone, the construction 
of the isthmian canal, and the operation of the Panama Railroad, 
including an itemized account of all moneys received and expended, 
which said reports shall 1e by the President transmitted to Congress. 
The President shall annually cause to be made, by tha pensoni appointed 
and employed by him in charge of the government of said Canal Zone 
and the construction of said canal, estimates of expenditures and appro- 
priations, in detail as far as practicable, which estimates shall be sub- 
mitted to Congress in the manner provided in section 5 of the act 
entitled ‘An act making . riations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1902, and for other varpose: And no money shall be ex- 

nded for any of the purposes of constructing and maintaining said 
sthmian canal except in accordance with appropriations made by 
Congress.” 

“Amend the title so as to read: ‘An act making an appropriation to 
continue the construction of the Isthmian canal, and for other pur- 
poses.’ ” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa asks that 
the hearing before the Committee on Appropriations with re- 
spect to the bill just read be printed as a document. Without 
objection it is so ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate will observe the committee rec- 
ommend that the first section of the bill be stricken out—that 
portion of the bill relating to the amendment of the bond pro- 
vision. ‘That the committee regarded as purely a legislative 
provision and one which ought to go to a legislative committee. 
I believe the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] introduced a 
bill yesterday covering the provisions of the first section, which 
has been referred to the Committee on Finance, and I suppose 
it will be considered at a very early date. It ought to be. We 
amend certain other provisions of the bill, but that is the only 
section we strike out. It will appear when the bill is printed 
with the amendments that that is the only material change we 
have made in the bill. We modify somewhat the last section, 
so as to make it conform to existing law. The amount appro- 
priated by the bill as it came from the House is believed to be 
sufficient for the present purposes of the construction of the 
canal, so we have not increased the amount. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

COLUMBIA RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 260) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Columbia River by the Portland 
and Seattle Railway Company, to report it favorably with 
amendments, 

Mr. FULTON subsequently said: I was unavoidably absent 
this morning from the Chamber when the Committee on Com- 
merce reported favorably, with two slight amendments, the bill 
authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Columbia 
River by the Portland and Seattle Railway Company. I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be now taken up and considered. 

Mr. FRYE. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

. The amendments of the Committee on Commerce were, in sec- 
tion 11, page 8, line 8, after the word “ within,” to strike out 
“two years ” and insert“ one year; ” and in the same line, after 


XL—22 


the word “ within,” to strike out the word “four” and insert 
“three;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 11. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of 
the bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one yer and 
completed within three years from the date of approval thereof. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 1477) to remove the charge 
of desertion now standing against James F. Wood; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 1478) for the relief of Martha A. Vaughn Benton 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1479) for the relief of the firm of Bertrand & 
Scull ; 

A bill (S. 1480) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Winter; 

A bill (S. 1481) for the relief of the estate of Eliza A. 
Fielder, deceased, and Benjamin L. Fielder; and 

A bill (S. 1482) for the relief of the heirs of John McAnulty, 
deceased. : 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 1483) for the relief of 
Col. Medad C. Martin; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1484) for the relief of George A. Davis, adminis- 
trator of Mrs. Martha N. Davis, deceased ; : 
A bill (S. 1485) for the relief of the estate of Jacob W. Hud- 

son, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1486) for the relief of George A. Davis, adminis- 
trator of Patrick Brady, deceased: and 

A bill (S. 1487) for the relief of the estate of Jacob J. Fore- 
man, deceased. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 1488) to amend section 
4136, Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions :. 

A bill (S. 1489) granting a pension to Robert Hedrick; 

A bill (S. 1490) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
P. Hart; 

A bill (S. 1491) granting an increase of pension to Alfred L. 
Hoult; 

A bill (S. 1492) granting a pension to Mary A. Parks; 

A bill (S. 1493) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
Huff (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1494) granting a pension to John W. Hooser; 

A bill (S. 1495) granting an increase of pension to Jolm 
Holley ; 

A bill (S. 1496) granting a pension to James Y. Egbert; 

A bill (S. 1497) granting a pension to Jesse A. Thomas (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1498) granting a pension to Jeanette G. Johnson 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1499) granting a pension to Lemuel Richards; 

A bill (S. 1500) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Hil- 
finger; and 

A bill (S. 1501) granting a pension to James Olney. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 1502) for the relief of Isaac 
W. Busey; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1503) for the relief of David 
Tuckwiller and Sarah Bettie Wilson; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 1504) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jane Livery; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NIXON introduced a bill (S. 1505) granting an increase 
of pension to Uriah D. Barrett; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARTER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1506) for 
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the relief of Capt. Frederick Ford; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 1507) for the relief of Her- 
man C. Funk; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1508) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Murch; 

A bill (S. 1509) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
T. Hodges (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 1510) granting an increase of pension to Byron K. 
May (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1511) granting an increase of pension to Marvin F. 
Barton; 

A bill (S. 1512) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Webrle; 

A bill (S. 1513) granting an increase of pension to Harriet A. 
Rawles; 

A bill (S. 1514) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Wicks; 

A bill (S. 1515) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Strong 

A “pil (s. 1516) granting an increase of pension to O. O. 
‘Austin ; 

A ore (8. 1517) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Kenned 

A bill (s. 1518) granting an increase of pension to Phineas F. 


Lull; 

A bill (S. 1519) granting an increase of pension to Henry J. 
Smith ; 

A bill (S. 1520) granting an increase of pension to Laura N. 
Freeman; 

A bill (S. 1521) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
Williams ; 

A pia (S. 1522) granting an increase of pension to Ellen 
Milar 

A Diin (S. 1523) granting an increase of pension to C. A. 
Wye 

A biii (S. 1524) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Berkéy 

A bill (S. 1525) granting an increase of pension to Zachariah 
Drsdñeld; 

A bill (S. 1526) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
W. Gates; 

A bill (S. 1527) grantizg an increase of pension to John M. 
Odenheimer ; 

A bill (S. 1528) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Fletcher ; 

A bill (S. 1529) granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Small; and 

A bill (S. 1530) granting an increase of pension to E. V. R. 
Colton. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (S. 1531) for the relief of 
Thomas McGrath; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 1532) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of the late firm of Lapéne & Ferré 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1533) for the relief of George H. 
Green and another, administrators of George W. Green, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (S. 1534) providing for pro- 
curement of site and erection of a public building at Inde- 
pendence, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 1535) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Martin; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BULKELEY introduced a bill (S. 1526) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Brown; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1537) to acquire land 
for a park approach to Connecticut Avenue Bridge over Rock 
Creek, District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1538) granting a pension to 


Indiana A. Paul; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 1539) to increase the 
efficiency of the Medical Department of the United States Army ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1540) to increase the efficiency 
of the Ordnance Department of the United States Army; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1541) granting an increase of 
pension to John Ryder; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEE introduced a bill (S. 1542) for the relief of 
George T. Hamilton; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1543) for the relief of Albert S. 
Henderer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 1544) to amend an act 
entitled “An act granting an increase of pension to soldiers of 
the Mexican War in certain cases, approved January 5, 1893 ;” 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BAILEY introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: y 

A bill (S. 1545) for the relief of the estate of John Ivey, đe- 
ceased (with an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (by request) (S. 1546) for the relief of the estate of 
William Hugley, deceased (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1547) for the 
relief of the estate of Robert McCoy, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (S. 1548) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to prevent the importation of impure and un- 
wholesome tea,” approved March 2, 1897; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McoCREARY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1549) for the relief of the estate of R. G. Potter, 
deceased; and 

A bill (8. 1550) for the relief of Willlam P. Clements (with 
accompanying papers). 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 1551) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas P. McCracken; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1552) granting a pension to 
Granville C. West; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE introduced a bill (S. 1553) providing for 
reopening and readjustment of the accounts of Joseph A. Mower, 
deceased, late major-general of the United States Army, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1554) for the relief of the heirs 
of Jenkins & Havens; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1555) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary C. Bishop; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1556) granting an increase of 
pension to Hannah M. Kingsley; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 1557) to authorize the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury Department to readjust the 
accounts of transportation companies for the transportation of 
troops, and for other purposes ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. X 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1558) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ella K. Dinwiddie; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1559) granting a pension to 
Laura Clark; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 1560) granting a pension 
to Stanley G. Bowron; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

1 a bill (S. 1561) granting an increase of pension to Charles II. 
er; 
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A bill (S. 1562) granting a pension to Jennie R. Hunt; 

A bill (S. 1563) granting an increase of pension to Frank B. 
Sears; and 

A bill (S. 1564) granting an increase of pension to Leander 
C. Reeve (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1565) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of James A. Knight; 

A bill (S. 1566) for the relief of Isaiah Heylin McDonald; 
and : 

A bill (S. 1567) to correct the military record of Thomas M, 
Elliott. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 1568) for the relief of 
Patrick J. Sullivan, Jeremiah McCarthy, and Bartholomew Shea, 
and for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of John 
B. Dillon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 1569) for the relief of 
the estate of W. W. Jackson, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 


AMENDMENT TO STATEHOOD BILL. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (S. 1158) to enable the people of 
Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution 
and State government and be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States; and to enable the people 
of New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 1 


THE COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution ; which 
was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That 1 Is hereby granted to print and bind, for use 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia, such papers and docu- 
ments as may be deemed necessary in connection with subjects hereto- 
fore considered, or to be considered, by said committee during the 
Fifty-ninth Congress. 


STATUE OF COUNT DE ROCHAMBEAU, 


Mr. WETMORE submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committe on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the concurrent resolution passed February 2, 1904, providing for 
the publication of the proceedings on the occasion of the unvelling of 
the Rochambeau statue is hereby continued in force and excepted 
from the limitation of one year as provided in section 80 of the act of 
January 12, 1895, pronnag for the public printing and binding and the 
distribution of public documents. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After forty-one minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 
o'clock and 24 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Thursday, December 14, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 13, 
1905. 
TREASURER OF THE ISLAND OF PORTO RICO. 

William F. Willoughby, of the District of Columbia, to be 

treasurer of the island of Porto Rico. (Reappointment. ) 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 

Erastus J. Parsons, of Alabama, to be United States attorney 
for the middle district of Alabama, vice Warren S. Reese, jr., 
whose term will expire January 12, 1906. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Frederick W. Collins, of Mississippi, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi, 
to succeed William F. Swan, whose term of office will expire 
by limitation January 17, 1906. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Galen J. Dixon, of Independence, Cal., to be register of the 
land office at Independence, Cal., vice Stafford W. Austin, re- 
signed. 

POSTMASTERS. 
MISSISSIPPI. 

Richard O. Edwards to be postmaster at Jackson, in the 

county of Hinds and State of Mississippi, in the place of Rich- 


ard O. Edwards. Incumbent’s commission expires January 22, 
1906. 

William T. Martin to be postmaster at Natchez, in the county 
of Adams and State of Mississippi, in place of John P. Wal- 
worth, deceased. 

Michael J. Mulvihill to be postmaster at Vicksburg, in the 
county of Warren and State of Mississippi, in place of Michael 


J. Mulvihill. Incumbent's commission expires January 21, 1906. 

Nannie S. Neilson to be postmaster at Greenville, in the 
county of Washington and State of Mississippi, in place of 
Nannie S. Neilson. Incumbent's commission expires January 
21, 1906. 


WITHDRAWALS. 
Eæecutire nominations withdrawn December 13, 1905. 
Miles Cannon to be register of the land office at North 
Yakima, Wash. 


Albert W. McIntire to be postmaster at Mendota, in the State 
of Illinois. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 13, 
z 1905. 


ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Henry W. Furniss, of Indiana, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Haiti. 


CONSULS. 


Maxwell K. Moorhead, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the 
United States at St. Thomas, Ontario, Canada. 

Benjamin F. Chase, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the 
United States at Catania, Italy. 


PUBLIC PRINTER. 
Charles A. Stillings, of Massachusetts, to be Public Printer. 
NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 


James O. Lyford, of New Hampshire, to be naval officer of 
customs in the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State 
of Massachusetts. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


William G. Dearing, of Kentucky, to be surveyor of customs 
for the port of Louisville, in the State of Kentucky. 
POSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS, 
James R. Hudson to be postmaster at De Queen, in the county 
of Sevier and State of Arkansas. 
CALIPORNTA, 
Richard J. Murphy to be postmaster at Folsom City, in the 
county of Sacramento and State of California. 
GEORGIA, 
Annie Ard to be postmaster at Lumpkin, in the county of 
Stewart and State of Georgia. 
Walter I. Cooper to be postmaster at Sylvania, in the county 
of Screven and State of Georgia. 
Rutledge A. Griffin to be postmaster at Quitman, in the county 
of Brooks and State of Georgia. 
Thomas K. Heinsohn to be postmaster at Sylvester, in the 
county of Worth and State of Georgia. 
INDIANA, 
William F. Coats to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county 
of Bartholomew and State of Indiana. 
Fred Kimbley to be postmaster at Orleans, in the county of 
Orange and State of Indiana. 
Harry J. Martin to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Indiana. 
John McCartney to be postmaster at Scottsburg, in the county 
of Scott and State of Indiana. 
Charles T. Miller to be postmaster at Cannelton, in the county 
of Perry and State of Indiana. 
Herman Miller to be postmaster at Hope, in the county of 
Bartholomew and State of Indiana. 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 
William Strassberger to be postmaster at Purcell, in District 
Eighteen, Indian Territory. 
IOWA. 
Bert E. Bower to be postmaster at Traer, in the county of 
Tama and State of Iowa. 
Albert S. Burnett to be postmaster at Valley Junction, in the 
county of Polk and State of Iowa. 
Gordon W. Laflar to be postmaster at Manning, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Iowa. 
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Isaiah A. Mains to be postmaster at Charter Oak, in the 
county of Crawford and State of Iowa. 

Stephen C. Maynard to be postmaster at Grand Junction, in 
the county of Greene and State of Iowa. 

Esther M. McFarlan to be postmaster at Cumberland, in the 
county of Cass and State of Iowa. 

Thomas W. Purcell to be postmaster at Hampton, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Iowa. 

Belle Sherwood to be postmaster at Shellrock, in the county 
of Butler and State of Iowa. 

KENTUCKY. 

John M. Kennedy to be postmaster at Monticello, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Kentucky. 

Thomas E. Myers to be postmaster at Greenup, in the county 
of Greenup and State of Kentucky. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Charles F. Bryant to be postmaster at Sharon, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

William C. Hinman to be postmaster at Great Barrington, in 
the county of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts. 

William I. Marble to be postmaster at Webster, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts.“ 

J. Henry Norcross to be postmaster at Medford, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Orlando P. Robinson to be postmaster at Ayer, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Eugene S. Thatcher to be postmaster at Housatonic, in the 
county of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts. 


MICHIGAN, 


Shelby C. Field to be postmaster at Sparta, in the county of 
Kent and State of Michigan. 

Wallace J. Smith to be postmaster at Cadillac, in the county 
of Wexford and State of Michigan. 


MINNESOTA, 


H. W. Severns to be postmaster at West Concord, in the 
county of Dodge and State of Minnesota. 


NEBRASKA. 


Robert R. Douglas to be postmaster at Clarks, in the county 
of Merrick and State of Nebraska. 

Charles H. Hodges to be postmaster at Collegeview, in the 
county Lancaster and State of Nebraska. 

Amanda Wille to be postmaster at Neligh, in the county of 
Antelope and State of Nebraska. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Charles L. Bemis to be postmaster at Marlboro, in the county 
of Cheshire and State of New Hampshire. 


NEW YORE. 


Burdette T. Burlingham to be postmaster at McGraw, in the 
county of Cortland and State of New York. 

Theodore F. Chamberlain to be postmaster at Newark Valley, 
in the county of Tioga and State of New York. 

William W. Gregory to be postmaster at Roscoe, in the 
county of Sullivan and State of New York. 

Fred Greiner to be postmaster at Buffalo, in the county of 
Erie and State of New York. 

Thomas Liddle to be postmaster at Amsterdam, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of New York. 

David M. Pratt to be postmaster at Elmira, in the county of 
Chemung and State of New York. 

George F. Rising to be postmaster at Hoosick Falls, in the 
county of Rensselaer and State of New York. 

Horace Selleck to be postmaster at Holland, in the county 
of Erie and State of New York. 

William A. Smyth to be postmaster at Owego, in the county 
of Tioga and State of New York. 

OHIO 

Grant Coats to be postmaster at Rockford, in the county of 
Mercer and State of Ohio. 

John Finsterwald to be postmaster at Athens, in the county 
of Athens and State of Ohio. 

Wred D. Pierce to be postmaster at Wakeman, in the county 
of Huron and State of Ohio. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

David Dalton to be postmaster at Sharon Hill, in the county 
of Delaware and State of Pennsylvania. 

Malin Ewing to be postmaster at Sharon, in the county of 
Mercer and State of Pennsylvania. 

William H. Fretz to be postmaster at Jenkintown, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

Solomon G. Krepps to be postmaster at Cadwallader, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania. 


SOUTH CAROLINA, 
William ©. Brown to be postmaster at Belton, in the county 
of Anderson and State of South Carolina. 
TEXAS. 
James T. Ballard to be postmaster at Beeville, in the county 
of Bee arid State of Texas. 
Frank L. Bradley to be postmaster at Gilmer, in the county 
of Upshur and State of Texas. 
John M. Clark to be postmaster at Yoakum, in the county of 
De Witt and State of Texas. 
UTAH. 
E. Harvey Belcher to be postmaster at Vernal, in the county 
of Uinta and State of Utah. 
VIRGINIA, 
Emmet W. Brittle to be postmaster at Wakefield, in the county 
of Sussex and State of Virginia. 
Lula O. Hoge to be postmaster at Blacksburg, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Virginia. 
WASHINGTON, 
J. P. Rosebaugh to be postmaster at Harrington, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Washington. 
WISCONSIN. é 
William S. Gilpin to be postmaster at Osseo, in the county of 
Trempealeau and State of Wisconsin. 
Nathan D. Maxon to be postmaster at Walworth, in the county 
of Walworth and State of Wisconsin. 


EXTRADITION WITH GREAT BRITAIN. 
The injunction of secrecy was removed December 13, 1905, 
from a supplementary extradition treaty between the United 
States and Great Britain, signed at London on April 12, 1905. 


BANCOS IN THE RIO GRANDE. 

The injunction of secrecy was removed December 13, 1905, 
from a convention between the United States and Mexico, signed 
on March 20, 1905, for the elimination of the bancos in the Rio 
Grande from the effects of Articles II of the treaty of Novemebr 
12, 1884. 


SANITARY CONVENTION, 


The injunction of secrecy was removed December 13, 1905, 
from the following message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a sanitary convention signed ad referen- 
dum, on October 14, 1905, by the delegates of the United States, 
etc., and it was ordered to be printed as a document and also 
in the R=corp, as follows: 

To the Senate: 

I transmit, for the advice and consent of the Senate to its 
ratification, a sanitary convention signed ad referendum on 
October 14, 1905, by the delegates of the United States, Chile, 
Costa Rica, Cuba, the Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Guatemala, 
Mexico, Nicaragua, Peru, and Venezuela. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tue Warre House, December 6, 1905. 

The PRESIDENT: 

The undersigned, Secretary of State, has the honor to lay 
before the President, with a view to its transmission to the 
Senate to receive the advice and consent of that body to its 
ratification, a sanitary convention signed ad referendum on 
October 14, 1905, by delegates of the United States and of Chile, 
Costa Rica, Cuba, the Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Guatemala, 
Mexico, Nicaragua, Peru, and Venezuela. |] 

Respectfully submitted. 

Erunu Roor. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Washington, December 5, 1905. 


SANITARY CONVENTION AD REFERENDUM CONCLUDED IN WASHINGTON ON 
OCTOBER 14, 1905. 


The presidents of the Republics of Chile, Costa Rica, Cuba, 
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Guatemala, Mexico, Nicaragua, 
Peru, United States of America, and Venezuela : 

Having found that it is useful and convenient to codify all 
the measures destined to guard the public health against the 
invasion and propagation of yellow fever, plague, and cholera, 
have designated as their delegates, to wit: 

Republic of Chile, Sr. Dr. D. Eduardo Moore, professor of 
the medical faculty, hospital physician ; 

Republic of Costa Rica, Sr. Dr. D. Juan J. Ulloa, ex-vice-presi- 
dent, ex-minister of the interior of Costa Rica, ex-president of 
the médical faculty of Costa Rica; 

Republie of Cuba, Sr. Dr. D. Juan Guiteras, member of the 
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superior board of health of Cuba, director of the“ Las Animas” 
Hospital, professor of general pathology and tropical medicine 
of the University of Havana, and Sr. Dr. D. Enrique B. Barnet, 
executive chief of the health department of Hayana, member 
and secretary of the superior board of health of Cuba; 

Republie of Ecuador, Sr. Dr. D. Serafin S. Wither, chargé 
d'affaires and consul-general of Ecuador in New York, and Sr. 
Dr. D. Miguel H. Alcívar, member of the superior board of 
health of Guayaquil, professor of the medical faculty and sur- 
geon of the general hospital of Guayaquil; 

Republic of the United States of America, Dr. Walter Wyman, 
Surgeon-General of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice of the United States; Dr. H. D. Geddings, Assistant Sur- 
geon-General of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service 
of the United States and representative of the United States 
at the sanitary convention of Paris; Dr. J. F. Kennedy, secre- 
tary of the board of health of the State of Iowa; Dr. John S. 
Fulton, secretary of the board of health of the State of Mary- 
land; Dr. Walter D. McCaw, major, surgeon in the United 
States Army; Dr. J. D. Gatewood, surgeon in the United States 
Navy; Dr. H. L. E. Johnson, member of the American Medical 
Association (member of the board of trustees) ; 

Republic of Guatemala, Sr. Dr. D. Joaquin Yela, consul-gen- 
eral of Guatemala in New York ; 

Republic of Mexico, Sr. Dr. D. Eduardo LicGaga, president of 
the superior council of health of Mexico, director and professor 
of the National School of Medicine, member of the Academy of 
Medicine ; 

Republic of Nicaragua, Sr. Dr. D. J. L. Medina, member of the 
second Pan-American Medical Congress of the city of Havana 
in 1901; 

Republic of Peru, Sr. Dr. D. Daniel Eduardo Lavorerfa, pro- 
fessor of the medical faculty, member of the National Academy 
of Medicine, physician of the “ Dos de Mayo” Hospital, chief of 
the division of hygiene of the ministry of fomento ; 

Dominican Republic, Sr. D. Emilio ©. Joubert, minister resi- 
dent in Washington ; 

Republic of Venezuela, Sr. D. Nicolás Veloz-Goiticoa, chargé 
d'affaires of Venezuela, 

Who, having made an interchange of their powers and found 
them good, have agreed to adopt, ad referendum, the following 
propositions : 


CHAPTER I.—Regulations to be observed by the powers signatory to the 
convention as soon as plague, cholera, or yellow fever may appear in 
their territory. * 

SECTION I.—NOTIFICATION AND SUBSEQUENT COMMUNICATIONS TO OTHER 

COUNTRIES. 


ARTICLE I. Each government should immediately notify other 
governments of the first appearance in its territory of authentic 
cases of plague, cholera, or yellow fever. 

ARTICLE II. This notification is to be accompanied, or very 
promptly followed, by the following additional information: 

(1) The neighborhood where the disease has appeared, 

(2) The date of its appearance, its origin, and its form. 

(3) The number of established cases and the number of 
deaths. 

(4) For plague: The existence among rats or mice of plague 
or of an unusual mortality. For yellow fever: The existence of 
stegomyia fasciata in the locality. 

(5) The measures taken immediately after the first appear- 
ance. 

ARTICLE ITI. The notification and the information prescribed 
in Articles I and II are to be addressed to diplomatic and con- 
sular agents in the capital of the infected country; but this is 
to be construed as not preventing direct communication between 
otticials charged with the public health of the several countries. 

For countries which are not thus represented, they are to be 
transmitted directly by telegraph to the governments of such 
countries, 

ARTICLE IV. The notification and the information prescribed 
in Articles I and II are to be followed by further communica- 
tions dispatched in a regular manner in order to keep the gov- 
ernments informed of the progress of the epidemic. 

These communications, which are to be made at least once a 
week, and which are to be as complete as possible, should indi- 
cate in detail the precautions taken to prevent the extension of 
the disease. 

They should set forth, first, the prophylactic measures taken 
relative to sanitary or medical inspection, to isolation, and dis- 
infection; second, the measures taken relative to departing ves- 
sels to prevent the exportation of the disease, and, especially 
under the circumstances mentioned in paragraph 4 of Article II 
of this section, the measures taken against rats and mosquitoes. 

ARTICLE V. The prompt and faithful execution of the preced- 
ing provisions is of the very first importance. 

The notifications only have a real value if each government 


is warned in time in cases of plague, cholera, or yellow fever 
and of suspicious cases of those diseases supervening in its terri- 
tory. It can not, then, be too strongly recommended to the 
various governments to make obligatory the declaration of cases 
of plague, cholera, or yellow fever, and of giving information of 
all unusual mortality of rats and mice, especially in ports. 

ARTICLE VI. It is understood that neighboring countries re- 
serve to themselves the right to make special arrangements with 
a view of organizing a service of direct information between the 
chiefs of administration upon the frontiers. 

SECTION II.—CONDITIONS SHOWING A GIVEN TERRITORIAL AREA TO BH 
INFECTED OR TO HAVE BEEN FREED FROM INFECTION. 

ARTICLE VII. Information of a first case of plague, cholera, 
or yellow fever does not justify against a territorial area where 
it may appear the application of the measures prescribed in 
Chapter II, as hereinafter indicated. 

Upon the occurrence of several nonimported cases of plague 
or a nonimported case of yellow fever or when cases of cholera 
form a focus the area is to be declared infected. 

ARTICLE VIII. To limit the measures to the affected regions 
alone, governments should only apply them to persons and arti- 
eles proceeding from the contaminated or infected areas. 

By the word “area” is understood a well-determined portion 
of territory described in the information which accompanies or 
follows notification—thus, a province, a state, “a government,” 
a district, a department, a canton, an island, a commune, a city, 
a quarter of a city, a village, a port, a “ polder,” a hamlet, etc., 
whatever may be the extent and population of these portions of 
territory. 

But this restriction, limited to the infected area, should only 
be accepted upon the formal condition that the government of 
the infected country shall take the necessary measures, 1, to 
prevent, unless previously disinfected, the exportation of articles 
named in 1 and 2 of Article XII, coming from the contaminated 
area, and 2, measures to prevent the extension of the epidemic; 
and provided further that there be no doubt that the sanitary 
authorities of the infected country have faithfully complied with 
Article I of this convention. 

When an area is infected no restrictive measure is to be taken 
against departures from this area if these departures have oc- 
curred five days at least before the beginning of the epidemic. 

ARTICLE IX. That an area should no longer be considered as 
infected, official proof must be furnished : 

First. That there has been neither a death nor a new case of 
plague or cholera for five days after isolation, a death, or cure 
of the last plague or cholera case. In the case of yellow fever 
the period shall be eighteen adys, but each government may 
reserve the right to extend this period. 

Second. That all the measures of disinfection have been ap- 
plied; in the case of plague, that the precautions against rats 
have been observed, and in the case of yellow fever that the 
measures against mosquitoes have been executed. 

CHAPTER II.—Measures of defense by other countries against territories 
declared to be infected. 
SECTION I.— PUBLICATION OF PRESCRIBED MBASURES. 

ARTICLE X. The government of each country is obliged to 
immediately publish the measures which it believes necessary 
to take against departures either from a country or from an 
infected territorial area. 

The said government is to communicate at once this publica- 
tion to the diplomatic or consular agent of the infected country 
residing in its capital as well as to the International Sanitary 
Bureau. 

The government shall be equally obliged to make known 
through the same channels the revocation of these measures or 
modifications which may be made in them. 

In default of a diplomatic or consular agency in the capital, 
communications are made directly to the government of the 
country interested. 


SECTION II.—MERCHANDISE—DISINFECTION—IMPORTATION AND 
TRANSIT— BAGGAGE. 


ARTICLE XI. There exists no merchandise which is of itself 
capable of transmitting plague, cholera, or yellow fever. It 
only becomes dangerous in case it is soiled by pestous or chol- 
eraic products, or, in the case of yellow fever, when such mer- 
chandise may harbor mosquitoes. 

ARTICLE XII. No merchandise or objects shall be subjected to 
disinfection on account of yellow fever, but in cases covered by 
the previous article the vehicle of transportation may be sub- 
jected to fumigation to destroy mosquitoes. In the case of 
cholera and plague disinfection should only be applied to mer- 


“The word “ isolation“ signifies isolation of the patient, of the 
persons who care for him, and the forbidding of visits of all other 
paron, the physician aper By isolation in the case of yellow 
ever is understood the isolation of the patient in an apartment sa 
screened as to prevent the access of mosquitoes. 


341 


.. E PEOR ES d parr, i [hy kia al ER] 


342 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


— 


DECEMBER 13, 


chandise and objects which the local sanitary authority con- 
siders as infected. 

Nevertheless merchandise or objects enumerated hereafter 
may be subjected to disinfection or prohibited entry independ- 
ently of all proof that they may or may not be infected: 

1. Body linen, wearing apparel in use, clothing which has been 
worn, bedding already used. 

When these objects are transported as baggage, or in the 
course of a change of residence (household furniture), they 
should not be prohibited, and are to be subjected to the regula- 
tions prescribed by Article XTX. 

Baggage left by soldiers and sailors, and returned to their 
country after death, are considered as objects comprised in the 
first paragraph of No. 1 of this article. 

2. Rags and rags for making paper, with the exception, as to 
cholera, of rags which are transported as merchandise in large 
quantities compressed in bales held together by hoops. 

New clippings coming directly from spinning mills, weaving 
mills, manufactories or bleacheries, shoddy, and clippings of 
new paper should not be forbidden. 

ARTICLE XIII. In the case of cholera and plague there is no 
reason to forbid the transit through an infected district of 
merchandise, and the objects specified in Nos. 1 and 2 of the 
preceding article, if they are so packed that they can not have 
been exposed to infection in transit. 

In like manner, when merchandise or objects are so trans- 
ported that in transit they can not come in contact with soiled 
objects, their transit across an infected territorial area should 
not be an obstacle to their entry into the country of destination. 

ARTICLE XIV. The entry of merchandise and objects specified 
in Nos. 1 and 2 of Article XII should not be prohibited, if it can 
be shown to the authorities of the country of destination that 
they were shipped at least five days before the beginning of the 
epidemic. : 

ARTICLE XV. The method and place of disinfection, as well as 
the measures to be employed for the destruction of rats and 
mosquitoes, are to be fixed by authority of the country of des- 
tination upon arrival at said destination. These operations 
should be performed in such a manner as to cause the least pos- 
sible injury to the merchandise. 

It devolyes upon each country to determine questions relative 
to the payment of damages resulting from disinfection or from 
the destruction of rats or mosquitoes. 

If taxes are levied by a sanitary authority, either directly or 
through the agency of any company or agent, to insure measures 
for the destruction of rats and mosquitoes on board ships, the 
amount of these taxes ought to be fixed by a tariff published in 
advance, and the result of these measures should not be a 
source of profit for either state or sanitary authorities. 

ARTICLE XVI. Letters and correspondence, printed matter, 
books, newspapers, business papers, ete. (postal parcels not in- 
cluded), are not to be submitted to any restriction or disin- 
fection. In case of yellow fever, postal parcels are not to be 
subjected to any restrictions or disinfection. 

ARTICLE XVII. Merchandise, arriving by land or by sea, should 
not be detained permanently at frontiers or in ports. 

Measures which it is permissible to prescribe with respect to 
them are specified in Article XII. 

Nevertheless, when merchandise, arriving by sea in bulk 
(vrac) or in defective packages, is contaminated by pest- 
stricken rats during the passage, and is incapable of being dis- 
infected, the destruction of the germs may be assured by putting 
said merchandise in a warehouse for a period to be decided by 
the sanitary authorities of the port of arrival. 

It is to be understood that the application of this last meas- 
ure should not entail delay upon any vessel nor extraordinary 
expenses resulting from the want of warehouses in ports. 

ARTICLE XVIII. When merchandise has been disinfected by 
the application of the measures prescribed in Article XII, or 
put temporarily in warehouses in accordance with the third 
paragraph of Article XVII, the owner, or his representative, 
has the right to demand from the sanitary authority which has 
ordered such disinfection or storage a certificate setting forth 
the measures taken. 

ARTICLE XIX. Baggage. In the case of soiled linen, bed cloth- 
ing, clothing and objects forming a part of baggage or furni- 
ture coming from a territorial area declared contaminated, dis- 
infection is only to be practiced in cases where the sanitary 
authority considers them as contaminated. There shall be no 
disinfection of baggage on account of yellow fever. 


SECTION III.—MEASURES IN PORTS AND AT MARITIME FRONTIERS. 
ARTICLE XX. Classification of ships. A ship is considered as 
infected which has plague, cholera, or yellow fever on board, or 
which has presented one or more cases of plague or cholera 


within seven days, or a case of yellow fever at any time during 
the voyage. 

A ship is considered as suspected on board of which there have 
been a case or cases of plague or cholera at the time of depar- 
ture or during the voyage, but no new case within seven days; 
also such ships as have lain in such proximity to the infected 
shore as to render them liable to the access of mosquitoes. 

The ship is considered indemne which, although coming from 
an infected port, has had neither death nor case of plague, chol- 


era, or yellow fever on board, either before departure, during - 


the voyage, or at the time of arrival, and which in the case of 
yellow fever has not lain in such proximity to the shore as to 
render it liable, in the opinion of the sanitary authorities, to the 
access of mosquitoes. 

ARTICLE XXI. Ships infected with plague are to be subjected to 
the following regulations: 

1. Medical visit (inspection). 

2. The sick are to be immediately disembarked and isolated. 

3. Other persons should also be disembarked, if possible, and 
subjected to an observation, which should not exceed five days, 
dating from the day of arrival. 

4, Soiled linen, personal effects in use, the belongings of crew d 
and passengers which, in the opinion of the sanitary authorities, 
are considered as infected should be disinfected. 

5. The parts of the ship which have been inhabited by those 
stricken with plague and such others as, in the opinion of the 
sanitary authorities, are considered as infected should be disin- 
fected. 

6. The destruction of rats on shipboard should be effected be- 
fore or after the discharge of cargo as rapidly as possible, and 
in all cases with a maximum delay of forty-eight hours, care 
being taken to avoid damage of merchandise, the vessel, and its 
machinery. 

For ships in ballast this operation should be performed imme- 
diately before taking on cargo. 

ARTICLE XXII. Ships suspected of plague are to be subjected 
to the measures which are indicated in Nos. 1, 4, and 5 of Article 
XXI. 

Further, the crew and passengers may be subjected to obser- 
vation, which should not exceed five days, dating from the ar- 
rival of the ship. During the same time the disembarkment of 
the crew may be forbidden except for reasons of duty. 

The destruction of rats on shipboard is recommended. This 
destruction is to be effected, before or after the discharge 
of cargo, as quickly as possible, and in all cases with a maxi- 
mum delay of forty-eight hours, taking care to avoid damage to 
merchandise, ships, and their machinery. 

For ships in ballast this operation should be done, if done at 
all, as early as possible, and in all cases before taking on cargo, 

ARTICLE XXIII. Ships indemne from plague are to be admit- 
ted to free pratique immediately, whatever may be the nature of 
their bill of health. 

The only regulation which the sanitary authorities at a port 
of arrival may prescribe for them consists of the following 
measures : 

1. Medical visit (inspection). 

2. Disinfection of soiled linen, articles of wearing apparel, 
and the other personal effects of the crew and passengers, but 
only in exceptional cases when the sanitary authorities haye spe- 
cial reason to believe them infected. 

3. Without demanding it as a general rule, the sanitary au- 
thorities may subject ships coming from an infected port to a 
process for the destruction of the rats on board before or after 
the discharge of cargo. This operation should be done as soon 
as possible, and in all cases should not last more than twenty- 
four hours, care being taken to avoid damaging merchandise, 
ships, and their machinery, and without interfering with the 
passing of passengers and crew between the ship and the shore. 
For ships in ballast this procedure, if practiced, should be put 
in operation as soon as possible, and in all cases before taking 
on cargo. 

When a ship coming from an infected port has been sub- 
jected to a process for the destruction of rats, this process 
should only be repeated if the ship has touched meanwhile at 
an infected port and has been alongside a quay in such port, 
or if the presence of sick or dead rats on board is proven. 

The crew and passengers may be subjected to a surveillance, 
which should not exceed five days, to be computed from the date 
when the ship sailed from the infected port. The landing of the 

a The word “ observation ” signifies isolation of the passengers, either 
on board ship or at a sanitary station, before being given free pratique. 

*The term “crew” is applied to persons who may make, or who 
have made, a Ppa of the personnel of the vessel and, of the adminis- 
tration thereof, including stewards, waiters, “ cafedji,” etc. The word 


is to be construed in 


this sense wherever employed in the present 
convention. 
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crew may also, during the same time, be forbidden except for 
reasons of duty. 

Competent authority at the port of arrival may always de- 
mand, under oath, a certificate of the ship’s physician, or in 
default of a physician, of the captain, setting forth that there 
has not been a case of plague on board since departure and 
that no marked mortality among the rats has been observed. 

ARTICLE XXIV. When upon an indemne ship rats have been 
recognized as pest-stricken as a result of bacteriological examina- 
tion, or when a marked mortality has been established among 
these rodents, the following measures should be applied: 

1. Ships with plague-stricken rats: 

(a) Medical visit (inspection). 

(b) Rats should be destroyed before or after the discharge of 
cargo as rapidly as possible, and in all cases with a delay not to 
exceed forty-eight hours, the deterioration of merchandise, ves- 
sels, and machinery to be avoided. Upon ships in ballast this 
operation should be performed as soon as possible, and in all 
cases before taking on cargo. 

(c) Such parts of the ship and such articles as the local sani- 
tary authority regards as infected shall be disinfected. 

(d) Passengers and crew may be submitted to observation, the 
duration of which should not exceed five days, dating from the 
day of arrival, except in special cases, where the sanitary au- 
thority may prolong the observation to a maximum of ten days. 

2. Ships where a marked mortality among rats is observed: 

(a) Medical visit (inspection). 

(b) An examination of rats, with a view to determining the 
existence of plague, should be made as quickly as possible. 

(c) If the destruction of rats is judged necessary, it shall be 
accomplished under the conditions indicated above in the case 
of ships with plague-stricken rats. 

(a) Until all suspicion may be eliminated the passengers and 
crew may be submitted to observation, the duration of which 
should not exceed five days, counting from the date of arrival, 
except in special cases, when the sanitary authority may pro- 
long the observation to a maximum of ten days. 

ARTICLE XXV. The sanitary authorities of the port must de- 
liver to the captain, the owner, or his agent, whenever a demand 
for it is made, a certificate setting forth that the measures for 
the destruction of rats have been efficacious and indicating the 
reasons why these measures have been applied. 

ARTICLE XXVI. Ships infected with cholera are to be sub- 
jected to the following regulations: 

1. Medical visit (inspection). 

2. The sick are to be immediately disembarked and isolated. 

3. Other persons ought also to be disembarked, if possible, 
and subjected, dating from the arrival of the ship, to an ob- 
servation the duration of which shall not exceed five days. 

4. Soiled linen, wearing apparel, and personal effects of crew 
and passengers which, in the opinion of the sanitary authority 
of the port, are considered as infected are to be disinfected. 

5. The parts of the ship which have been inhabited by persons 
sick with cholera, or which are considered by the sanitary 
authority as infected, are to be disinfected. 

6. The bilge water is to be discharged after disinfection. 

The sanitary authority may order the substitution of good 
potable water for that which is contained in the tanks on board. 

The discharge or throwing overboard into the water of a port 
of dejecta shall be forbidden unless they have been previously 
disinfected. _ 

ARTICLE XXVII. Ships suspected of cholera are to be sub- 
jected to measures prescribed under Nos. 1, 4, 5, and 6 of Article 
XXVL 

The crew and passengers may be subjected to an observation, 
which should not exceed five days, to date from the arrival of 
the ship. It is recommended during the same time to prevent 
the debarkation of the crew except for reasons of duty. 

ARTICLE XXVIII. Ships indemne of cholera are to be admitted 
to free pratique immediately, whatever may be the nature of 
their bill of health. 

The only regulations which the sanitary authorities of a port 
may prescribe in their case are the measures provided in Nos. 1, 
4, and 6 of Article XXVI. 

The crew and passengers may be submitted, in order to show 
their state of health, to an observation, which should not exceed 
five days, to be computed from the date when the ship sailed 
from the infected port. A 

It is recommended that during the same time the debarkation 
of the crew be forbidden except for reasons of duty. 

Competent authority at the port of arrival may always de- 
mand, under oath, a certificate from the ship's surgeon, or, in the 
absence of a surgeon, from the captain, setting forth that there 
has not been a case of cholera upon the ship since sailing. 


ARTICLE XXIX. Competent authority will take account, in 
order to apply the measures indicated in Articles XXI to 
XXVIII, of the presence of a physician on board and a disinfect- 
ing apparatus in ships of the three categories mentioned above. 

In regard to plague, it will equally take account of the instal- 
lation on board of apparatus for the destruction of rats. 

Sanitary authorities of such countries, where it may be con- 
venient to make such regulations, may dispense with the med- 
ical visit and other measures toward indemne ships which have 
on board a physician specially commissioned by their country. 

ARTICLE XXX. Special measures may be prescribed in regard 
to crowded ships, notably emigrant ships, or any other ship 
presenting bad hygienic conditions. 

ARTICLE XXXI. Any ship not desiring to be subjected to the 
obligations imposed by the authority of the port in virtue of the 
stipulations of the present convention is free to proceed to sea. 

It may be authorized to disembark its cargo after the neces- 
sary precautions shall have been taken; namely, first, isolation 
of the ship, its crew and passengers; second, in regard to plague, 
demand for information relative to the existence of an unusual 
mortality among rats; third, in regard to cholera, the discharge 
of the bilge water after disinfection and the substitution of a 
good potable water for that which is provided on board the ship. 

Authority may also be granted to disembark such passen- 
gers as may demand it, upon condition that these submit them- 
selves to all measures prescribed by the local authorities. 

ARTICLE XXXII. Ships coming from a contaminated port, 
which have been disinfected and which may have been sub- 
jected to sanitary measures applied in an efficient manner, shall 
not undergo a second time the same measures upon their ar- 
rival at a new port, provided that no new case shall have ap- 
peared since the disinfection was practiced, and that the ships 
have not touched in the meantime at an infected port. 

When a ship only disembarks passengers and their baggage, 
or the mails, without having been in communication with terra 
firma, it is not to be considered as haying touched at a port, 
provided that in the case of yellow fever it has not approached 
sufficiently near the shore to permit the access of mosquitoes. 

ARTICLE XXXIII. Passengers arriving on an infected ship 
have the right to demand of the sanitary authority of the port 
a certificate showing the date of their arrival and the meas- 
ures to which they and their baggage have been subjected. 

ARTICLE XXXIV. Packet boats shall be subjected to special 
regulations, to be established by mutual agreement between the 
countries in interest. 

ARTICLE XXXV. Without prejudice to the right which gov- 
ernments possess to agree upon the organization of common 
sanitary stations, each country should provide at least one port 
upon each of its seaboards, with an organization and equip- 
ment sufficient to receive a vessel, whatever may be its sanitary 
condition, 

When an indemne vessel, coming from an infected port, ar- 
rives in a large mercantile port, it is recommended that she be 
not sent to another port for the execution of the prescribed sani- 
tary measures. 

In every country, ports liable to the arrival of vessels from 
ports infected with plague, cholera, or yellow fever, should be 
equipped in such a manner that indemne vessels may there un- 
dergo, immediately upon their arrival the prescribed measures, 
and not be sent for this purpose to another port. 

Governments should make declaration of the ports which are 
open in their territories to arrivals from ports infected with 
plague, cholera, or yellow fever. 

ARTICLE XXXVI. It is recommended that in large seaports 
there be established: 3 

(a) A regular medical service and a permanent medical su- 
pervision of the sanitary conditions of crews and the inhabitants 
of the port. 

(b) Places set apart for the isolation of the sick and the ob- 
servation of suspected persons. In the stegomyia belt there 
must be a building or part of a building screened against mos- 
quitoes, and a launch and ambulance similarly screened. 

(c) The necessary installation for efficient disinfection and 
bacteriological laboratories. 

(d) A supply of potable water above suspicion, for the use of 
the port, and the installation of a system of sewerage and drain- 
age adequate for the removal of refuse. 

SECTION IV.—MEASURES UPON LAND FRONTIERS—TRAVELERS—RAIL- 

ROADS—FRONTIER ZONES—RIVER ROUTES. 

ARTICIE XXXVII. Land quarantines should no longer be es- 
tablished, but the governments reserve the right to establish 
camps of observation if they should be thought necessary for 
the temporary detention of suspects. 

This principle does not exclude the right for each country to 
close a part of its frontier in case of necessity. 
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. ARTICLE XXXVIII. It is important that travelers should be 
submitted to a surveillance on the part of the personnel of rail- 
roads, to determine their condition of health. 

ARTICLE XXXIX. Medical intervention is limited to a visit 
(inspection) with the taking of temperature of travelers and 


the succor to be given to those actually sick. If this visit is 
made, it should be combined as much as possible with the cus- 
tom-house inspection to the end that travelers may be detained 
as short a time as possible. Only persons evidently sick should 
be subjected to a searching medical examination. 

ARTICLE XL. As soon as travelers coming from an infected 
locality shall have arrived at their destination it would be of 
the greatest utility to submit them to a surveillance which 
should not exceed ten or five days, counting from the date of 
departure, the time depending upon whether it is a question of 
plague or cholera. In case of yellow fever the period should be 
six days. 

ARTICLE XLI. Governments may reserve to themselves the 
right to take particular measures in regard to certain classes 
of persons, notably vagabonds, emigrants, and persons traveling 
or passing the frontier in bands. 

ARTICLE XLII. Coaches intended for the transportation of 
passengers and mails should not be retained at frontiers. 

In order to avoid this retention a system of relays ought to 
be established at frontiers, with transfer of passengers, bag- 
gage, and mails, If one of these carriages be infected or shall 
have been occupied by a person suffering from plague, cholera, 
or yellow fever, it shall be detached from the train for disin- 
fection at the earliest possible moment. 

ARTICLE XLIII. Measures concerning the passing of frontiers 
by the personnel of railroads and of the post-office are matters 
for agreement of the sanitary authorities concerned. These 
measures should be so arranged as not to hinder the service. 

ARTICLE XLIV. The regulation of frontier traffic, as well as 
the adoption of exceptional measures of surveillance, should be 
left to special arrangement between contiguous countries. 8 

ARTICLE XLV. The power rests with governments of coun- 
tries bordering upon rivers to regulate by special arrangement 
the sanitary regime of river routes. 

ARTICLES RELATING TO YELLOW FEVER. 

ARTICLE XLVI. Ships infected with yellow fever are to be 
subjected to the following regulations: 

1. Medical visit (inspection). 

2, The sick are to be immediately disembarked, protected by 
netting against the access of mosquitoes, and transferred to the 
place of isolation in an ambulance or a litter similarly screened. 

8. Other persons should also be disembarked, if possible, and 
subjected to an observation of six days, dating from the day of 
Arrival. 

4. In the place set apart for observation, there shall be 
screened apartments or cages where anyone presenting an ele- 
vation of temperature above 37.6 degrees Centigrade shall be 
screened until he may be carried in the manner indicated above 
to the place of isolation. 


5. The ship shall be moored at least two hundred meters from | 


the inhabited shore. 

6. The ship shall be fumigated for the destruction of mos- 
quitoes before the discharge of cargo, if possible. If a fumiga- 
tion be not possible before the discharge of the cargo, the health 
authorities shall order, either 

(a) The employment of immune persons for discharging the 
cargo, or 

(b) If nonimmunes be employed they shall be kept under ob- 
servation during the discharging of cargo and for six days, to 
date from the last day of exposure on board. 

ARTICLE XLVII. Ships suspected of yellow fever are to be 
subjected to the measures which are indicated in Nos. 1, 3, and 
5 of the preceding article; and, if not fumigated, the cargo shall 
be discharged as directed under subparagraph (a) or (b) of the 
same article. 

ARTICLE XLVIII. Ships indemne from yellow fever coming 
from an infected port, after the medical visit (inspection), 
sHall be admitted to free pratique, provided the duration of the 
trip has exceeded six days. 

If the trip be shorter, the ship shall be considered as sus- 
pected until the completion of a period of six days, dating from 
the day of departure. 

If a case of yellow fever develop during the period of observa- 
tion, the ship shall be considered as infected. 

ARTICLE XLIX. All persons who can prove their immunity to 
yellow fever, to the satisfaction of the health authorities, shall 
be permitted to land at once. 

ARTICLE L. It is agreed that in the event of a difference of 
interpretation of the English and Spanish texts the interpreta- 
tion of the English text shall prevail. 


TRANSITORY DISPOSITION. 

The governments which may not have signed the present 
Convention are to be admitted to adherence thereto upon de- 
mand; notice of this adherence to be given through diplomatie 
channels to the Government of the United States of America 
and by the latter to the other signatory Governments. 

Made and signed in the city of Washington on the 14th day 
of the month of October, nineteen hundred and five, in two copies, 
in English and Spanish, respectively, which shall be deposited 
in the State Department of the Government of the United 
States of America, in order that certified copies thereof, in 
both English and Spanish, may be made to transmit them 
through diplomatic channels to each one of the signatory 
countries. 

Dr. Epvarpo Moore. 
Juan J. ULLOA. 
JUAN GUITERAS. 

E. B. BARNET. 
EILIO C. JOUBERT, 
M. H. ALCÍVAR. 
WALTER WYMAN, 

H. D. GEDDINGS. 
Joun S. FULTON. 


WALTER D. McCaw. 

J. D. GATEWOOD. 

H. L. E. Jounson, M. D. 
JOAQUÍN YELA. 

E. LICÉAGA. 

J. L. Meprna, M. D. 
DANWEL Epo. LAVORERÍA. 
N. VELOZ-GOITICOA. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wepnespay, December 13, 1905, 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Monday, December 11, 1905, 
was read and approved. 


COMMITTEE CHANGES. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say to the House that 
Representative MONDELI, who, in the arrangement of committees 
the other day, went off of the Public Lands, having been second 
on that committee in the last Congress, retained his place on 
Military Affairs. Representative MILLER of Kansas was ap- 
pointed to the Committee on the Public Lands. These gentle- 
men desire to exchange committee places, and if there be no 
objection, Mr. MonDELL will go onto the Committee on the 
Public Lands and retire from Military Affairs, taking the place 
in the Committee on the Public Lands that he held in the last 
Congress, and Mr. MILLER, if there be no objection, will go off 
from the Committee on the Public Lands onto the Committee on 
Military Affairs. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bill of the follow- 
ing title; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested: 

An act (S. 410) to authorize the Rock Island, Arkansas and 
Louisiana Railroad Company to construct bridges across Oua- 
chita River and other navigable rivers in the State of Arkansas. 


COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a resolution which 
will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be author- 


ized to have such prinsing and binding done as may be required in the 
transaction of its business. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection; and the resolution was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota offers a reso- 
lution which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations, or such sub- 
committee as they may designate, shall have leave to sit during the 


sessions of the House during the Fifty-ninth Congress and during the 
recess. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection; and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, a further resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota offers a fur- 
ther resolution, which will be reported by the Clerk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That authority be granted to print and bind, for use of the 
Committee on Appropriations, all documents deemed necessary in con- 
nection with subjects considered or to be considered by said committee 
during the Fifty-ninth Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection; and the resolution was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of two resolutions which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a resolution, 
which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Territories be authorized to have 
printed and bound such papers and documents for the use of said com- 
mittee as it may deem necessary in connection with subjects consid- 
ered or to be considered by the said committee during the Fifty-ninth 
Congress, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection; and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, also the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of another resolu- 
tion, which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Territories, or such subcommit- 


tee as they may designate, shall have leave to sit during the sessions of 
the House during the Fifty-ninth Congress and during the recess, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection; and the resolution was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a resolution, 
which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be authorized to have 


such printing and binding done as may be required in the transaction 
of its business. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection; and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be authorized to sit 
during the sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED 
STATES, 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to in- 
troduce at this time a resolution proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States, relating to the settlement 
of certain claims against the United States, and that it be read 
by the Clerk and printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the following resolution be read and printed in 
the Rrcorp. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to hear some statement from the gentleman ex- 
planatory of the necessity of taking this rather irregular course, 
one that is not usual. 

Mr. KEIFER. It used to be usual. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why can not it go into the basket? 

Mr. KEIFER. It used to be usual to read such resolutions as 
this and print them in the Recorp. It is very brief; there is 
nothing political in it, and it would take considerable time to 
explain it, although I would be glad to do so if the House would 
give me that time. It does not affect the question of ordinary 
claims that are created by law, but is intended to take away 
from the Congress of the United States the power to make ap- 
propriations for claims not arising out of existing law, and pro- 
vides that there shall be a court where they can go and have 
them adjudicated, a court that will be subject to the statute of 
limitations. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman misunderstood me. I did 
not ask about the merits of the proposition. I asked what rea- 
son there was for its taking an unusual course, : 


Mr. KEIFER. The reason in my own mind is that there 
are so many things introduced here that we know nothing about 
that I thought the attention of the Members of the House would 
be attracted to it, probably some of them would examine it, 
and it would be ready for consideration in better shape than if 
it simply went through the basket. 

Mr, WILLIAMS. Does not the gentleman think that every 
Member of Congress would have that idea about some resolu- 
tion that he wished to introduce? 

Mr. KEIFER. That might be, but this is an extraordinary 
matter. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It would be taking up the time of the 
House by Members introducing public resolutions under the 
rule that should go to the desk. I think, Mr. Speaker, the reso- 
lution had better pursue the usual course. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi objects. 


COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
passage of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be authorized 
to have printed and bound all documents for the use of said committee 
that it may deem necessary in connection with the subject under con- 
sideration or to be considered by said committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the resolution just 
read. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The resolution was considered, and agreed to. 


- COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS NO. 1. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following reso- 
lution. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Elections No 1 be authorized to 


sit during the sessions of the House and have such printing and bind- 
ing done as may be necessary in the transaction of its business, 


The resolution was considered, and agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the 
Committee on Agriculture I present the following resolution, 
and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be authorized to sit 
during the sessions of the House, and to have such binding and print- 
ing done as may be necessary in the transaction of its business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 

The resolution was considered, and agreed to. 


ISTHMIAN CANAL. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, during the discussion on 
the canal appropriation bill I asked the gentleman from Iowa 
several questions about employees. I addressed communica- 
tions to the chairman of the Isthmian Canal Commission about 
it, and he has replied, and I ask unanimous consent that my 
letter and the reply from the chairman of the Commission be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to print in the Record a letter from him to the 
chairman of the Isthmian Canal Commission and reply of the 
chairman to the gentleman. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The letter and reply are as follows: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., December 6, 1905. 
The Hox. THEODORE P. SHonts, 
Chairman Isthmian Canal Commission, Washington, D. C. 


Dran Sin: Please send me at your earliest convenience the follow- 
ing information: 

(a) The name, date of appointment, and compensation of the pres- 
ent secretary of the Commission. 

(b) What are the duties of the secretary of the Commission? 

(% What position did the present secretary have under the Commission 
prior to his appointment as its secretary, or what were his official 
relations to the Commission prior to such appointment? 

(d) What duties were assigned to the present secretary in his former 
position under the Commission? 

(e) What compensation was paid to the present secretary by the 
Commission, or from the funds at its command, previous to his ap- 
pointment as secretary? 

(f) Any other information that would be of value in connection 
that asked for herein. 
Respectfully, yours, 


wi 
Joun J. FITZGERALD. 
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IsTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C., December 8, 1905. 
Dear Sm: Yours of the 6th instant asking for information concern- 
ing the secretary of this Commission is at hand. I beg to submit the 
following replies to your questions in the order in which they are 
asked: 
(a) Mr. Joseph Bucklin Bishop was appointed secretary of the Com- 
mission on October 30, 1905. 
(d) The duties of the secretary of the Commission are set forth in 
the following resolutions of the Commission, adopted on October 30, 
905: 


1 $ 

“Resolved, That the office now held by Mr. Joseph B. Bishop, as 
executive secretary, be known and designated as “ secretary of the Com- 
mission,” and that it shall be the duty of the secretary of the Commis- 
mission to keep the minutes of the Commission and have custody of the 
same; to attend to the giving and serving of all notices of meetings of 
the Commission; to collect, prepare, and maintain a 
record data of the history of the Panama Ca and the salient 
features of the history and progress of the isthmian canal, particularly 
from the time of its acquisition by the United States, and to prepare 
and submit to the Commission from time to time digests, indices, and 
summary of the same, and generally to perform such other duties as 
may be from time to time assigned to by the Commission or its 


man. 

“ Resolved, That to facilitate the dispatch of current business at 
Washington office of the Commission the chairman be, and he hereby is, 
empowered to authorize and direct in writing the secretary of the Com- 
mission or other employee of the Commission to approve for payment, 
under the caption ‘By direction of the chairman,’ vouchers for any 
payments by the Commission, and to make requisition for supplies for 
the maintenance of said Washington office.” 

(e) Executive secretary of the Commission. 

(d) Substantially the same he now performs as secretary, which are 
set forth in the resolutions cited above. 

(e) For services in re erase $666.67 ; in October, $833.33, the same 
being at the rate of $10, a year. 

(f) In addition to the duties set forth in the resolution cited, Mr. 
Bishop has charge of the publicity and literary branches of the Com- 
mission’s work. He prepares the various statements which the chair- 
man or the Commission as a body may desire to make public. 

In addition to all of these duties enumerated in the replies to your 
questions and also in the resolutions cited, the chairman assigns special 
work to Mr. Bishop from time to time as exigency requires. 

Very respectfully, 


neral historical 


T. P. SHONTS, Chairman. 
on. Joun J. FITZGERALD, 
x House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs have authority to 
have such printing done as may be necessary in the transaction of its 
business. 


Contestant, 


Do 
Second South Carolina 


James O. Patterson E 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The resolution was considered, and agreed to. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ing report from the Clerk of the House, touching contested- 
election cases. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CLERK’s OFFICE, Hos OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. O., December 6, 1905. 
Stn: I have the honor to lay before the House of Representatives a 
list of contests for seats in the House of Representatives for the Fifty- 
ninth Congress of the United States, notices of which have been filed 
in the office of the Clerk of the House, and also transmit therewith all 
original testimony, papers, and documents relating thereto, as follows, 


to wit: 

Territory of Hawail. 

State of Maryland, First district. 

State of Missouri, Twelfth district. 

State of South Carolina, First district. 

State of South Carolina, First district. 

State of South Carolina, Second district. 

State of South Carolina, Seventh district. 

State of Texas, Second district. 

The Clerk has opened and printed the testimony in all of the above 
cases. In compliance with the act approved March 2, 1897, entitled 
“An act relating to contested elections,“ such portions of the testimony 
in the above cases as the parties in interest agreed upon or as seemed 
proper to the Clerk, after giving the requisite notices, have been 
printed and indexed, together with the notices of contest and the 
answers thereto, and such portions of the testimony as were not 
pune with the original papers have been sealed up and are ready to 

laid before the Committee on Elections. 

Two copies of the printed testimony in each case have been mailed to 
the contestant and the same number to the contestee. The law in 
reference to the briefs of both the contestant and contestee In each 
case has been complied with as far as possible upon receipt by the 
Clerk of said briefs. 

In the case of the contested election of John A. Noland v. George 
S. Legare, from the First Congressional district of South Carolina, 
there are no briefs. Nothing but notice of contest and answer were 
filed in the case. > 

So far as the briefs have been furnished to the Clerk they are ready 
to be laid before the Committee on Elections upon the order of the 
House, together with a tabulated statement which has been prepared 
by the Clerk, showing the number of pages of testimony and the present 
status of each contested-election case and all papers in connection 
therewith. 

Very respectfully, A. MCDOWELL, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
Hon. JOSEPH G. CANNON 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Printed of testi- 
mony and briefs. 


Contestee. 


Seventh South Carolina — -| Asbury F. Lever __. a aS PASA eR 
Beqond Texan . 22... D sens A. J. Housto . Brooks July 12, 1905 
e ⁰⁰ydtd eee ae 
testant 
District. notified to 
bri 
Territory of Hawaii Curtis P. Iauken . Jonah K. Kalanianaole Aug. 12,1905 | Oct. 2,1905 | Oct. 2,1905 Nov. 15,1905 Nov. 15, 185 
First . William H. Jackson Thomas A. Smitn Sept. 5, 1905 
Twelfth Mi Wood Aug. 12, 1905 


Do. 
Second South Carolina 
Seventh South Carolina 
Second Texas 


Isaac Myers 
Charles C. Jaco 
A. J. Houston 


cc ESEN 


do 
7,1905 | Nov. 2,1905 | Dec. 2,1905 |.. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair makes the following assignment 
of the contested-election cases: To Elections No. 1, the four 
cases from South Carolina; to Elections No. 2, the cases from 
Maryland and Missouri; to Elections No. 3, the cases from 
Texas and the Territory of Hawaii; to Elections No. 1, the 
memorial relating to the qualifications of Mr. MICHALEK, of 
Illinois. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE COLUMBIA RIVER BY THE PORTLAND AND SEATTLE 
3 RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I now send to the 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, the 


title of which the Clerk will read, after which the Chair will 
submit to the House the request for unanimous consent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 299) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Columbia River by the Portland and Seattle Railway Company. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask whether this bill has been reported from the 
committee? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. The bill was unanimously reported from 
the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee on yesterday. 
The House not being in session, though the report was made on 
yesterday morning, it was impossible to have the report printed. 
J will.say that this bill has been recommended by the War De- 
partment and is the unanimous report of the entire committee, 
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The only reason I call the bill up at this early time is by rea- 
son of the fact that the railway company is waiting with some 
two hundred men and materials to begin the construction of 
this bridge. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
this bill in its several provisions has met with the approval of 
the War Department? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Ob, absolutely. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, It is a unanimous report by the committee? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Unanimous. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and the Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read at length. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Cus nu, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


“BRIDGES ACROSS THE OUACHITA RIVER AND OTHER NAVIGABLE 
RIVERS IN THE STATE OF ARKANSAS. 


Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the bill S. 410, and that the 
Saine may be now considered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table a Senate bill, the 
title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act (S. 410) authorizing the Rock Island, Arkansas and Lou- 
isiana Railroad Company to construct bridges across the Ouachita and 
other navigable rivers in the State of Arkansas. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
Chair hears none, and the Clerk will report bill. 

The bill was read at length, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man if this bill is in the usual form and has been recommended 
by the Secretary of War? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, sir; and has passed the Senate. 

Mr. PAYNE. Has a similar bill been reported in the House? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, sir; and I move to substitute this for 
the House bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. And is kleutical in its terms. 

Mr. CURTIS. The House bill is identical in terms with the 
Senate bill. 

Mr. MANN. After the House had reported the Senate 
changed their bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; was read the 
third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. The corresponding House bill, without ob- 
jection, will be Inid upon the table. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears no objection. 

DISTRIBUTION OF PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE. 


Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, pre- 
sented a report from the Committee on Ways and Means in re- 
gard to the distribution of the President’s message; which was 
read and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

On motion of Mr. Payne, the House resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the above report, Mr. BUTLER of Pennsyl- 
vania in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the resolution for the distribution of the President’s message, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the report and resolution, as follows: 


The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the House 
resolution (H. Res. 42) for the distribution of the President's message, 
report the same back with the following amendments, viz; Page 1, line 
4, after the words United States insert the words and insurance;“ 
page 3, line 13, strike out the words “and to Cuba; and recommend 
that the resolution as amended be adopted: 

Resolved, That so much of the annual message of the President of 
the United States to the two Houses of Congress at the present session 
as relates to the revenue and the bonded debt of the United States be 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

That so much as relates to the appropriations of the public revenue 
for support of the Government as herein provided, namely, for the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial expenses; for sundry civil expenses; 
for fortifications and coast defenses; for pensions; for the District of 
Columbia, and for all deficiencies, be referred to the Committee on 
W 

"hat so much as relates to the judiciary of the United States, to the 
administration of justice, to the punishment and prevention of crime, 
389 ne organization of courts be referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

That so much as relates to banks and banking and the currency be 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

That so much as relates to commerce, ter itn | service, inter- 
colonial railways and cables, and the isthmian canal be referred to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


The 


That so much as relates to the merchant marine and fisheries be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
That so much as relates to 3 and appropriations therefor, 
e 


and to forestry be referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

That so much as relates to the foreign affairs, the consular and 
diplomatic service, including appropriations therefor, be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Afairs. 

That so much as relates to the military establishment, and appro- 
priations therefor, be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the naval establishment and to the cen- 
struction of additional vessels for the Navy, and appropriations there- 
for, be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the post-office and post-roads and to the 
carrying of the foreign mails, and appropriations therefor, be referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

That so much as relates to the public domain be referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

That so much as relates to the relations of the United States to the 
Indian tribes, and appropriations therefor, be referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the Territories, Alaska, and the Hawaiian 
Islands, and to the admission of States, be referred to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

That so much as relates to the islands which came to the United 
States through the treaty of 1899 with Spain, and to Cuba (except so 
much as relates to the revenue and the appropriations), be referred 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

12 so much as relates to labor be referred to the Committee on 
jor. 

That so much as relates to the levees of the Mississippi River be re- 
se hie to the Committee on Levees and Improvements o The Mississippi 

ver. 

That so much as relates to patents, copyrights, and trade-marks be 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

That so much as relates to the pensions of the civil war be referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

That so much as relates to the pensions of all the wars of the United 
Steere other than the civil war, be referred to the Committee on 
’ensions. 

That so much as relates to the affairs of the District of Columbia 
gp tin; F be referred to the Committee on the Distriet 
o: -Olumbia. 

That so much as relates to reform in the civil service be referred to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

That so much as relates to the election of the President, Vice- 
President, or Representatives in Congress be ref to the Committee 
on Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in 
Congress, 

That so much as relates to immigration or naturalization be referred 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

That so much as relates to printing be referred to the Joint Com- 
mittee on Printing on the part of the House. 

That so much as relates to the industrial arts and expositions, other 
than revenue and appropriations, be referred to the Committee on 
Industrial Arts and Expositions, 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to ask that that part 
of the resolution stating what was referred to the Committee on 
the Election of the President, Vice-President, and Representa- 
tives in Congress be read again. I do this because I could not 
hear it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
read the paragraph referred to. 

The Clerk again read the paragraph. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr, Chairman, I would say to my colleague, 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran], that the resolu- 
tion follows the rule. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I would ask the gentleman from New York, 
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, if any 
reference has been made of that yery weighty paragraph in the 
message concerning campaign contributions? 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no doubt that this general subject in- 
cludes that, because the regulation of campaign funds by Con- 
gress could only proceed under the clause of the Constitution 
which authorizes Congress to deal with the election of the 
President, the Vice-President, and Members of Congress. This 
refers all matters relating to the election of the President, the 
Vice-President, and Members of Congress to that committee, and 
I have no doubt that that includes it. 

Mr. COCKRAN. That explanation is perfectly satisfactory. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask a ques- 
tion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. ‘This resolution, as I understand it, in 
no way affects the jurisdiction of the several committees as 
fixed by the standing rules of the House? 

Mr. PAYNE. It does not, with one or two exceptions, in the 
way of amendments, which I will explain to the House. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I had in mind the question of insur- 
ance, 

Mr. PAYNE. I intend speaking about that later. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to call the attention 
of the Chair to the fact that the colloquy between the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Payne] and the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CrumpacKker] is entirely inaudible to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no doubt that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cockran] is right. Does the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Payne] yield to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] ? 
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Mr. PAYNE. Oh, I had already yielded to the gentleman 
from Indiana, and he has asked his question. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes, Mr. Chairman, 
through. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Then, Mr. Chairman, will some one tell us 
what it was about? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must insist that the committee 
be in order before we proceed with business. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I merely ask in behalf of the committee 
to know what the colloquy was about which transpired between 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] and the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. CruMPACKER], assuming, of course, 
that it was of importance. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would state to my colleague 
that I will speak of that when we get order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this resolution as introduced 
follows the precedent in respect to resolutions which have gone 
before it distributing different subjects in the President’s mes- 
sage and almost universally in the language of the rules of the 
House. There are one or two exceptions where other language 
has crept into this series of resolutions, and I will speak of 
one—for instance, the jurisdiction of the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. The rule gives that committee 
jurisdiction over matters relating to commerce and to light- 
houses and the Life-Saving Service. Some years ago an amend- 
ment was introduced giving that committee in terms juris- 
diction over the isthmian canal and also over interoceanic 
cables. That language is followed in this resolution. 

The resolutions as before introduced and passed in terms did 
not cover the portion of the President's message relating to 
insurance, and I will say to my colleague the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cockran] that this was the question that the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CruMPACKER] asked about. The 
resolution beretofore did not cover that question. Now, at the 
beginning of this session a number of bills were introduced 
regulating insurance and placing it under the control of the 
United States, or proposing to do so, in various ways. Most 
of those bills provided a tax upon insurance companies, the 
authors of them presumably believing that that was the only 
method by which Congress could deal with them under the Con- 
stitution of the United States. In this I think they were 
exactly right. I do not see what authority the Congress of the 
United States has over insurance companies, except under the 
clause of the Constitution giving the taxing power. I under- 
stand that the Supreme Court has decided that the United 
States can not get jurisdiction under the Constitution over 
insurance companies under the interstate-commerce clause in 
the Constitution, and it would seem that taxation was the only 
way in which the Constitution gave any jurisdiction whatever. 

These bills were referred by the Speaker to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. It was done without any intimation from 
any member of that committee. The first I knew of it, at 
least, was that those bills had been so referred. Some of them 
did not involve the taxing power. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will allow me 
to finish this statement, then I shall be glad to yield to him. 
Some of them, I repeat, do not involve the taxing power, al- 
though most of them do involve the question of taxation. ‘Those 
bills are there now. The Committee on Ways and Means was 
not anxious to take up this subject, but, of course, coming to us 
as it did, these bills, under the rules of the House, plainly going 
to that committee and to no other, because they involved the 
question of taxation, and having been placed there by the direc- 
tion of the Speaker, the committee thought unanimously that 
that was where they belonged, and directed me to offer the 
amendment in the resolution, which is proposed in language 
nnd in terms strictly sending those bills to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

It has been a rule, I am informed by the Clerk at the Speak- 
er’s desk, that whenever a class of bills comes in and the main 
feature compels the reference of a portion of these bills to a 
certain committee, for uniformity it is the custom to send all 
of those bills to that committee, whether they involve the par- 
ticular question or not. But if I am right in the proposition 
that the only way Congress can deal with insurance companies 
is under the taxing clause of the Constitution, then no other 
committee would have jurisdiction of this subject-matter and it 
would belong to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Now I will yield to a question from the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. STEPHENS]. 
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Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Payne] what became of the recommenda- 
tion made by the President relative to extending the irrigation 
laws of the United States so as to include the State of Texas— 
to what committee that went? He made the recommendation 
in his recent message. I did not catch the information from the 
reading of the resolution. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not remember now, but I think there is 
a reference of that to the Committee on Arid Lands. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The gentleman will find the rec- 
ommendation in the latter part of the President's message, re- 
lating to the irrigation of arid lands. 

Mr. MANN. Before the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] enters upon that question, will he yield for another 
question concerning the insurance matter? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] please suspend for a moment? 

Mr, PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I do not find any clause in this 
resolution referring to the question of arid lands. I think that 
clause has gone out of the resolution, and I will state to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SrepHens] that in drawing the 
resolution I overlooked the matter and did not know until the 
moment he referred to it that there was any recommendation in 
regard to arid lands. If there is such a recommendation, I will 
very cheerfully accept an amendment referring that question, in 
the usual terms, to the Committee on Arid Lands. That can 
be done later, and the gentleman and myself will have no diffi- 
culty about that. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then I shall desire to obtain the 
por for the purpose of making that amendment at the proper 

me. 

Mr. LACEY. May I say a word upon that question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Payne] yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. I desire to say that the question of irrigation of 
arid lands would go to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands, but the subject of arid lands alone would go to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, as well as the question of grazing and 
matters of that kind that come up in connection with the arid 
lands. It is only the subject of irrigation that, under the rules 
of this House, would go to the Irrigation Committee, and the 
rule ought to draw that distinction. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say right there, in 
reply to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], that the amend- 
ment, if it goes into the bill, will refer all matters in the Presi- 
dent’s message relating to the subject of irrigation of arid lands 
to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, so that there will 
be no question about that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Lacey] yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] ? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Lands as to how the Committee on 
Arid Lands can control the situation under the present law, 
which gives them a right not only to water the arid lands, but 
carries with it the disposition of those arid lands, when the sub- 
ject-matter goes to their committee? 

Mr. LACEY. There is no Committee on Arid Lands. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Payne] yield to me for a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. 
However, I do not yield for debate until the amendment is be- 
fore the committee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I see nothing in this reference 
relative to bills introduced on the subject of coinage, weights, 
and measures. It was omitted entirely, I think. 

Mr. PAYNE. This refers the President's message, not a bill, 
and the President’s message does not refer to that subject. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 7 

Mr. PAYNE. I promised to yield to the gentleman from Tili- 
nois [Mr. Mann], but I will yield to the gentleman from Texas, 
however, for a moment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will state to the gentleman 
that I have a bill pending before the Committee on Irrigation 
providing for extending the irrigation laws of the United States 
under the reclamation act. I think, that this portion of the 
President’s message should go to that committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. If there is anything in the President’s message 
referring to the subject of arid lands, it should go to that com- 
mittee, and I will haye an amendment inserted that will send 
it to that committee. 
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Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to bring this question 
before the attention of the House, and ask unanimous consent 
that that portion of the President’s message be referred to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 


Mr. PAYNE. I will offer an amendment myself later. I 
now yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. MANN, Mr. Chairman, I understood the distinguished 
gentleman from New York to say on the insurance question that 
the reason they propose to refer the matter of insurance to the 
Committee on Ways and Means was because, in his judgment, 
or the judgment of the committee, that the only method of deal- 
ing with that subject was through the taxing power. Suppose 
Congress should desire to proceed upon the theory that it had 
power under the provisions of the Constitution relating to the 
control of interstate commerce, would not that matter go then 
properly to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, that is for the House to determine. If 
the House determines that Congress has the right under the in- 
terstate-commerce clause to regulate insurance companies, it 
will be open for the House to say so and to send the subject to 
that committee. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I understand that no one has any disposi- 
tion in the House to quarrel about where bills shall be referred 
if they receive consideration. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Committee on Ways and Means have no 
desire to grasp business that does not belong to them. 

Mr. MANN. I understand that perfectly well, and the Inter- 
state Commerce Committee has no desire to grasp business that 
does not belong to it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly not. 

Mr. MANN. In my own judgment on the subject, in the time 
I have had to consider it, and I have given consideration to 
the subject for several years following the creation of the De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor, I am convinced that Congress 
can regulate the insurance question under the provisions of the 
Constitution concerning interstate commerce. It is a new thing 
to me that you can do it under the taxing power. I fail to see 
myself how under the taxing power you have any control of the 
insurance business. Now, then, I have no desire to argue that 
question with the gentleman, but if I introduce bills on the 
subject—as I expect to do—I do not want them buried in your 
committee, which will not hear anything excepting under the 
taxing clause, because I do not propose to proceed on that line. 
I want it sent to the proper committee of the House. I would 
like to say to this House that when there is anything in bills 
which is referred to in the President’s message, that carries the 
bill introduced on that subject to that committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not understand that where there is a ref- 
erence to anything in the President’s message that changes the 
rules; and if the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce have jurisdiction of that subject under the rules, that 
reference of the subject in the President’s message to a certain 
measure does not change the rule. “| 

Mr. MANN. That is all I wished to say. That satisfies me. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not care for further debate. I understand 
the gentleman from Iowa j 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to be heard in my own time. 

Mr. PAYNE. I was about to reserve my time. 

Mr. HEPBURN’ Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the 
resolution as it was introduced at the time of its reference. I 
do object to the amendment made in the fourth line, by insert- 
ing the words “and insurance.” The effect of that is to carry 
all matters of legislation concerning the control of insurance to 
the Committee on Ways and Means; and the reason assigned 
for that is that in the opinion of the Chairman the only man- 
ner in which Congress can have jurisdiction over that subject 
is through the exercise of the taxing power. 

Mr. Chairman, even if that were true, that would not indi- 
eate, necessarily, the direction which this class of business 
should take in assignment to committees. It is true that all 
matters of taxation, where taxation—the raising of revenue—is 
the object to be attained, should be considered by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means; but where taxation is resorted 
to solely for the purpose of securing jurisdiction, solely for 
the purpose of the exercise of a power, I submit that it is 
not the rule of this House to send matters of that kind to that 
Committee—notably the legislation with reference to oleomar- 
garine. A tax nominal was resorted to only to give power to 
the Congress, or justify it in the exercise of power. Yet you 
will remember that that matter was considered and reported by 
the Committee on Agriculture. They had jurisdiction of it, 
recognizing the fact that the assumption upon the part of the 
Committee on Ways and Means was a mere fiction. The object 
was not to secure revenue. The object was to secure the right 
to exercise a power. Therefore the taxing power was resorted 


to, or taxation was made the pretext. There are a number of 
instances that might be given where this rule has been observed 
and where jurisdiction of the Committee on Ways and Means 
has been denied, notwithstanding the fact that a nominal tax 
was provided for in the legislation sought. 

Mr. Chairman, I am willing to concede that there is more than 
one decision of the Supreme Court in which it has been held, in 
a casual way, that insurance was not commerce; but I want to 
call attention to the fact that that was not the major proposi- 
tion considered by the Supreme Court, that but little attention 
was paid to that question in the argument, that that was simply 
one of the incidents in the case; and it is the opinion of a great 
many men learned in the law that when the proposition is fairly 
made, when the attention of the Supreme Court is called to the 
fact of the immense interest there is in insurance, interwoven 
inextricably with trade, when it is remembered that the anni- 
hilation of insurance would well-nigh annihilate commerce, that 
thousands and tens of thousands of commercial enterprises 
would never for a moment be considered or undertaken but for 
the auxiliary of insurance; when it is shown how interwoven 
insurance is with all commercial transactions, with the millions 
of money invested in trade and commerce, that another view of 
that subject may be taken. And I want to call attention to the 
fact that I haye in my possession a bill prepared by the sec- 
retary of the National Bar Association, and, as I understand, a 
bill that met with their approval, from which it is clear that, in 
their opinion—in the opinion of the National Bar Association of 
the United States—the regulation of insurance companies is a 
power given to Congress under the commerce clause of the Con- 
stitution. The language of these gentlemen, as used in the bill, 
declares that the writing of policies and other business of that 
character is commerce, and therefore it is a power conferred 
by the commerce clause of the Constitution. 

This is a matter of importance. I want to call attention to 
the fact that, so far as there is any precedent upon the part of 
the House, you will discover from that precedent that the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce had jurisdiction 
over this subject. The only legislation that we have upon that 
subject emanated from that committee. That committee re- 
ported the bill creating the Department of Commerce and Labor, 
by which there is created a Bureau of Corporations, and in 
express terms, with the other conferments of power, is the one 
including insurance. So that, so far as precedent goes, I think 
the gentleman is wrong in his assumption that the committee he 
has referred to and over which he presides (the Committee on 
Ways and Means) is the sole committee that may take juris- 
diction of this subject. 

I reserve my time, but I will yield to any gentleman who de- 
sires me to do so. 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr, Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to 
the gentleman from Florida? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will yield; yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. How much time does the gentleman from 
Florida desire? 

Mr. LAMAR. How much time can my friend spare? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, fifteen minutes. 

Mr. LAMAR. That is scarcely enough for my purposes, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know what other gentlemen may 
want to discuss this matter. I will reserve the time and let 
the gentleman take the floor in his own right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa reserves the 
balance of his time. The gentleman from Florida is recognized. 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr. Chairman, on Monday last I attempted to 
make an explanation to this House. The matter that I sent to 
the desk not being considered in the nature of privilege by the 
Speaker, I naturally desisted. In the colloquy which ensued be- 
tween the leader of the minority on this side of the House and 
myself he suggested that in the interest of party harmony I 
should not pursue a discussion which he evidently saw I in- 
tended to pursue were the time allowed me. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will accord to the gentleman that 
respect as a party leader which I have heretofore accorded to 
him personally, but which until he, as I conceive, relieves me of 
an unjust charge on his part I will always concede him as a 
party leader hereafter, but which under no circumstances could 
I concede to him personally. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall not indulge in any personalities on this 
oceasion, nor do I agree with the leader of the minority of this 
House that if I did so it would please any Republicans upon 
the other side. I do not believe that there is a man of any 
sense or sensibility in this House, be he Republican or Demo- 
crat, who would take any pleasure in a discussion in this 
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House of a highly personal character. In the heat of debate 
acrid colloquies and controversies will sometimes occur. But, 
sir, it is bad enough if those happen between political op- 
ponents; and even then when the time has passed that aroused 
the feeling it should subside. No man of generous instincts 
should cherish a revengeful feeling, and certainly I do not. 

Therefore, I say, Mr. Chairman, I do not think that the 
Republican side of this House would be amused at anything 
that I might say personally against the minority leader, and 1 
will suggest to the leader of the minority that he would be in 
a much more fortunate position to suggest party harmony to 
me had he as the leader of this side of the House set the 
precedent. 

I shall allude to a controversy on the floor of this House be- 
tween the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] and 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hearst]. I had nothing 
to do with that controversy. I stated on the floor of this House 
that I would not be bound by the personal controversies in this 
House, and I will not be. 

These are matters that gentlemen must settle for themselves. 
This House and the public will judge according to the merits, 
and not upon the rashness of speech of any one Member of the 
House. The leader of this House, because he is an elected 
leader, should have set a magnanimous example. Every man 
who heard the gentleman from Massachusetts arraign the gen- 
tleman from New York will concede that it was done—I will 
not say in a vicious manner, because I will not reflect upon the 
gentleman from Massachusetts—will testify that it was done 
in a terrific manner. Where was our distinguished leader on 
that occasion? It was Democrat to Democrat. : 

Why did not he stop that deliberated and prepared attack? 
The gentleman from Massachusetts made no concealment of his 
purpose. He gave notice of arising to a question of personal 
privilege days in advance. It was in the air here the morning 
he made his arraignment in the House of the gentleman from 
New York that he would do it, and, if I am not mistaken, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts arose and with typewritten 
manuscript in his hands made a deliberate and prepared attack. 
He did it openly ; he gave a blow and received a blow. On this 
occasion I will do nothing to disturb the harmony of this side 
of the House. I shall certainly not contribute, if I can help it, 
to any amusement on the part of the Republicans. A distin- 
guished Republican Representative in this House was standing 
near me on this side of the House when the gentleman from 
Massachusetts made that arraignment of the gentleman from 
New York. I did not see him amused; he did not smile; he did 
not say a word. I think, sir, he felt a sense of sorrow to see men 
divided who in the natural order of things would be united. 
Certainly it would not please me to see an acrimonious debate 
between two Republicans of this House. 

I do not want to do anything here that my party colleagues 
will charge, or my people in Florida might think, contributed 
to Democratie discord in the face of political opponents. But, 
Mr. Chairman, I desire very briefly to allude to certain occur- 
rences in this House upon public legislation and certain matters 
that do not appertain thereto, except in a collateral manner. 
Mr. Chairman, one of the most important questions—the one 
which the President lays down in his message as the great and 
almost supreme question—is the subject of national transporta- 
tion. This House deals only with national transportation. This 
House has the power under the Federal Constitution to regulate 
all public highways of national character. I speak more par- 
ticularly of the interstate railroads. A railroad charge is as 
directly a tax upon the products and business earnings of a 
community and country as though it were laid directly by legis- 
lative authority in the form of a governmental support tax. 
Therefore, any charge that is too high is unreasonable. Any 
device of extorting money or extracting money out of the indi- 
vidual that should not exist is against public policy, and these 
devices, according to the President’s message and the reports 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, are many and varied. 
Therefore, Mr. Chairman, this question is a very great question. 

It is to be presumed that every Member of this House will 
furnish to this House and to the country every single particle 
of information he may possess upon this great question. His 
party is entitled to it, the country is entitled to it. I care not 
whose bill comes before this House, whether it is a bill of a Re- 
publican or a Democrat, it is entitled to receive consideration 
from each Member of this House regardless of party. It is not 
a mere personal measure; it is a public measure. It is not 
here that one particular man shall be shelved or put aside. In 
this House a measure of legislation proposed by each Member 
is to go to the proper committee, to be properly considered, and 
reported upon to this House to be properly debated. In no 
other way, shape, or form can a public measure of proposed leg- 


islation come before the House. The House and the country are 
entitled and ought to have an intelligent knowledge of that 
measure. Now, Mr. Chairman, at the last session of the Fifty- 
eighth Congress this House passed the bill known as the Esch- 
Townsend bill to regulate interstate railroad rates. A substi- 
tute measure was proposed on this side of the House, called the 
Davey bill. That substitute was voted down. Immediately or 
shortly thereafter the vote was had upon the main question, the 
the majority report from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, and the Esch-Townsend bill as reported was 
passed. The Democrats voted with the Republicans in its 
favor, except possibly half a dozen. Now, Mr. Chairman, there 
is a history behind the Davey bill, the Democratic caucus bill, 
which I propose to submit fairly and temperately to this House, 
and if I make an error I trust the distinguished leader of the 
minority on this side will correct me. I do not intend to do him 
the slightest injustice knowingly, and it will only be sufficient 
for him to point out my mistake for me to withdraw it. Mr. 
Chairman, the Republicans of this House, in reporting the Esch- 
Townsend bill to the House, proceeded in the ordinary regular 
course of legislation. 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce deait 
with that measure, the Republican majority of it formulated a 
bill, submitted that bill to their caucus, it was duly approved 
under caucus regulations, and then was formally introduced into 
this House and passed as a piece of Republican legislation. 
But, Mr. Chairman, was that the history of the Davey bill? It 
can not be held that in my alluding to these matters that I am 
transgressing any bounds of propriety that might restrict me to 
silence. What was done in that caucus went to the press and 
the country. Mr. Chairman, the caucus upon that occasion 
adopted what was known as the Davey bill.“ It comprehended 
but two sections. The first gave to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission the mere power, upon complaint made, to revise an 
unreasonable rate and to substitute in lieu thereof a reasonable 
rate; that that rate go into effect until upon review it was re- 
versed by the courts. 

The second section of the bill provided merely the machinery 
for taking an appeal from the order of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to the higher courts of the land. That was the sum 
total of the Davey bill. When that bill reached the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and after the Republican 
members of that committee had formulated the Esch-Townsend 
bill and had adjourned to give the Democrats on that committee 
a chance to formulate their bill and report it, what did the 
Democratic minority of that committee do? It added five sec- 
tions to that Davey bill. What further happened? I voted for 
every one of those five sections added to that bill. I joined with 
the Democrats of that committee in formally reporting that bill 
to this House favorably. But, Mr. Chairman, I did something 
else besides that. I did that which I thought and knew that I 
had the liberty to do. I reported in a subsidiary manner, the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD] joining with me, 
what was known as the “ Hearst bill,” to this House, and that 
which I would have liked to substitute for the Davey bill, as 
practically my choice of bills, had I the power to enact it into 
law. Those were my views upon that bill then; they are my 
views now, and until I see some bill introduced by the leader of 
the minority, some Democrat on this side, or some Republican 
on the other side, which I believe to be a mére comprehensive 
measure of legislative reform upon the present existing rail- 
way abuses, I shall continue to think was far and away the best 
bill introduced into this House upon the subject of railway-rate 
abuses and providing remedies for the same. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit it to the minority leader and 
to the House that whenever a caucus adopts a bill it can not be 
added to in the slightest particular. It would be a contradic- 
tion in terms, as we understand the caucus rules, to say that a 
caucus could adopt a bill and promulgate it, and bind the mem- 
bers of that caucus to it, and then that any committee or any- 
body else could add to it. Why, sir, the authority that made 
that caucus, the authority that limited the power of that com- 
mittee or any Member of this House to touch this bill, was 
supreme and controlling, until the authority that made it had 
dissolved and annulled it. It needs no argument to establish that 
proposition. Now, what occurred when that bill, built up from 
two sections to seven, came before this House? The leader of 
the minority, upon the floor of this House, in the latter stages 
of the debate, was driven to the alternative of seeing that Dem- 
ocratic measure of proposed relief go out to the country pa- 
tently imperfect, incomplete, unless he attempted to add to it 
and amend it; and on the floor of this House the minority 
leader asked, by grace of the Republicans, that which he might 
have placed in his bill in a Democratic caucus; that which the 
Republican President recommended in his message—that the 
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private car lines and terminal fees iniquities be corrected by 
legislation, and that he be allowed to amend the already en- 
larged Davey bill by adding amendments to that effect. His 
request was for unanimous consent to add these amendments, 
and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Escu] promptly turned 
him down by objecting. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I make this point, and I make it with 
the leader of the minority on this floor, before the Members 
of this House and in the eyes of the country, namely, if that 
caucus was binding, if the terms of that caucus limited every 
Democrat to that, bill, and nothing else, then I challenge him 
as a lawyer, as a candid, frank debater, whether or not he 
could have asked for those amendments on the floor of the 
House, or whether on the committee we could have added to 
that caucus bill? I care not how men may argue or trim 
around that point; it is incontrovertible that in the matter 
of a caucus bill nobody could touch it until it was altered by 
another caucus. I submit it to the memory of my party col- 
leagues as to whether or not I did not raise the question on 
the floor of the caucus, that that measure would not do for 
me, stating that I could not go back to my State upon so lim- 
ited a series of remedies, 

If I mistake not, the adequacy of the caucus bill was chal- 
lenged by half a dozen members of that caucus, and it was the 
absolute understanding when the caucus adjourned that the pro- 
visions of the Davey bill were adopted to only signify to the 
country that the Democrats of this House were willing to put in 
a bill the great and important feature of rate revising and rate 
fixing, and that was all, and that any Democrat in this House or 
any member of that committee could contribute of his own 
knowledge and experience, whatever it might be, to the perfect- 
ing of a bill to come before this House eventually. If that is not 
correct, then I am the most mistaken man that ever attended 
a caucus. I state the matter correctly. I submit it to the 
memory of the Democrats of this House who attended the 
caucus. It came up for discussion. I rose in my place, with 
the few minutes of time allowed me, and stated to the caucus 
distinctly that with a Republican President pronouncing 
forcibly upon this great question it would not do for the 
Democrats to limit themselyes to too brief a measure, and that 
so far as my State was concerned, it demanded far more ex- 
tensive remedial legislation than was contained in the two- 
section Davey bill. I submit it to the memory of my colleagues. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, so much for the public phase of this 
question. Now, sir, there is a personal phase to this matter 
which I will touch upon without any feeling. I do it in justice 
to myself. I do it in justice to my reputation. I do it in jus- 
tice to my character. What Democrat can object to that? 
What Republican can object to that? 

It is well known, Mr. Chairman, and is now a matter of rec- 
ord, that I am not and will not be in the future, a member of 
the Committee of Interstate and Foreign Commerce. I am not 
challenging upon this oceasion the power of the minority leader 
to make that change. I do not challenge his right. In fact, 
Mr. Chairman, I think he should have that power; I think he 
should have that right. If the Speaker would concede to him 
the power of appointing and would not concede also the power 
of removal, it would be dividing his power. As a leader of 
this House he ought to have the power of reorganizing those 
committees. I do not make any question of that; I make no 
challenge of that. 

There are limitations, however, not binding upon the minority 
leader in themselves. There are moral limitations upon him, 
there is an honorable limitation upon him, as binding as if nomi- 
nated in the bond. And what is that? That he must take the 
power and responsibility which the Speaker gives him and 
exercise it with wisdom, justice, and moderation upon his 
followers on the floor of this House, his brother Democrats, his 
peers in everything that constitutes manhood or anything else. 
I say it is as binding upon him as though the Speaker had 
written it in the power conferred upon him. 

Now, sir, I submit it to this House that my remoyal from that 
committee has been done by a man whom I have held as my 
friend, a man for whom three years ago I voted for as party 
leader against my distinguished friend from Missouri [Mr. 
Clank. And I voted for him upon a sentiment and upon a 
ground that touched me very closely. When I explained this to 
my friend from Missouri he very kindly released me, and I 
voted for the gentleman from Mississippi. 

So, Mr. Chairman, there is nothing personal that I have 
against the minority leader. I have not the slightest feeling 
against him, with the exception that I feel a just sense of in- 
dignation, not of hate, anger, or revenge, at what I consider 
an injustice and indignity done against me upon the part of the 
minority leader. Mr. Chairman, I acknowledge that I was 


honored when I first came here in a larger manner than I de- 


served, but not altogether by our party leader. I owed my ap- 
pointment to the resignation from the Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce Committee of Hon. Robert W. Davis, of Florida, in 
my favor. 

Mr. Chairman, had the minority leader given me that place 
of his own accord over men who had been here long years be- 
fore me some one else would have suffered an injustice. I had 
some qualifications for a place upon that committee. I had 
been attorney-general of my State for fourteen years. I had 
been engaged in litigation against railroads in Florida, involving 
the fundamental question of just and reasonable rates. I had 
been associated for over ten years with special counsel of the 
Florida railroad commission. I will say without vanity or 
boast—for I do not think the House would credit me with 
that—that every suit instituted by me against the railroads on 
behalf of the people of Florida was won in the courts. 

Mr. Chairman the minority leader has exercised the power 
which the Speaker [Mr. CANNON] conferred upon him, and re- 
moved me from that committee. He could have had it just for 
the asking if he had told me that it involved any principle. 
If he had told me that there was another man better qualified 
than I, I would have resigned it. I got it as a matter of 
grace from Mr. Davis, and through the courtesy of Mr. WII 
LIAMS, and he could have had it back for the asking. But, sir, 
the gentleman accompanied that removal with what I consider 
a statement of reasons harsh, unjust, and untrue. I hope yet 
that in our party caucus or in some formal manner the gentle- 
man will recede from his position, because I say to him frankly, 
without the feeling against him that I had a few days ago— 
for I had it then, Mr. Chairman, I confess, and a very deep 
feeling—that perhaps he did me a service in checking my at- 
tempt to bring this matter to the attention of the House the 
other day, for in my feeling I might haye said on the floor of 
this House, in my immediate indignation, things that possibly I 
might not have liked to read in the Recorp the next morning. It 
may be that the gentleman did me a service without intending it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I did intend it. 

Mr. LAMAR. Now, I do not hesitate to say, and I will say 
it in moderation, that the minority leader in removing me from 
that committee placed it upon a ground that I consider ab- 
solutely untenable, absolutely unjust, without a word of truth 
in it, and which I regard as an aspersion upon my character. 
I confess in the presence of my Democratic colleagues, in the 
presence of this House, that I am surprised at it. I have no 
hesitancy in saying in the most moderate way that the gentle- 
man can not substantiate his statement and that it is false. 

Mr. Chairman, more completely to make this matter plain, I 
will submit and ask the Clerk to read this letter from Mr. 
WILLIAMS to me, written a day or two before the appointment 
of these committees. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the letter handed up 
by the gentleman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hovss OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., December 8, 1905. 


Hon. W. B. LAMAR, 
The Connecticut, City. 

My DEAR Stn: I had contemplated recommending the Speaker to re- 
move you and Mr. SHACKLEFORD from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce because you were not in accord with the majority 
of the Democrats upon that committee, and I considered it very im- 
portant that the report made by the minority members of that com- 
mittee, whateyer it might be, should be unanimous and without any 
dissenting report on the minority side. I had also contemplated trans- 
ferring you from that committee to Foreign Affairs, one of higher 
dignity, so that you and others might know that what I was doing was 
not actnated by the desire to reduce you and had nothing persona! In it. 

It has been intimated to me, however, that 8 you would refuse 
to accept the Committee on Foreign Affairs, if placed upon it. I wish 
yon would let me know whether that is the case or not, as, of cou 
I do not desire to place you upon a committee which you would decline 
to take. I want to put you there, thinking it would be a pleasant com- 
mittee for you, that you would be in accord with your colleagues on it, 
and that your service on it would be beneficial to the party and to the 
country. Please call me up over the Phone, either at my house, where 
the phone number is Main 5722, or if I should not happen to be there 
when you call me, then at the minority room, or else drop me a note as 
mn Ra possible after receiving this. Must hand Speaker list to-morrow 
nig 

Very truly, yours, JoHN S. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. LAMAR. Now, Mr. Chairman, I should like to submit 
i letter in reply and haye it read for the information of the 

ouse. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the letter handed up 
by the gentleman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

nee o7 gs veil Rages 
‘ashington, December 9, 1905. 
Hon. Jonx S. WILLIAMS, City. 4 

My Dran Stn: I received your letter rather late to-day. In it you 
offer me a place on Foreign Affairs Committee in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. My desire is to retain my position on the Committee on 
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Interstate and Foreign Commerce. I neither accept nor decline the 
postion you offer me on the Committee on Foreign Affairs. You have 


pone: You can do as you please. But in view of your letter to 
me that I had defied the Democratic caucus on railroad rate legisla- 
tion and your verbal statement to others in this city of a like character, 
I assure you I will consider my removal by you from the Committee on 
rab Sone hi and Foreign Commerce as an act of the highest personal 
ndignity. 

I will in such event be compelled in my own self-defense to properly 
repel that accusation. You can not find a Republican or Democrat 
in the House of Representatives, I think, who will indorse or justify 
your removal of me. 

I was at perfect liberty at the last session to report the Hearst 
bill in the manner I did. I voted for the Davey Dill in caucus. I 
voted for the amendments to the Davey bill in the committee. I voted 
for the Davey bill in the House of Representatives. And I joined in 
the report of the Davey bill, as amended, to the House of Repre- 
sentatives. How can yon justly say I acted against the mandate of 
the Democratic caucus Reporting the Hearst bill did not place it on 
the Calendar of the House. It gave it no official 9 I said on 
the floor of the House that I had no fight on the Davey bill. That 1 
appreren it as far as it went; but that I couldn't return to Florida 
without, at least, urging and advocating other legislation in that line 
and hope to sustain myself with my 8 

The main features of the Hearst bill will, in part at least, be put 
in any bill to be returned by the Democrats or Republicans. I wrote 
5 distinctly some weeks ago that if you or other Members had any 

tter suggestions to offer I would drop this bill and advocate yours 
or any other Democrat's. 

The fad rs of Florida have been injured, in part, by the terminal 
matter, but very much ate | the private car lines. These were two of 
the great features I desired to emphasize in reporting the Hearst bill, 
so far as it related to my people. 

You bave no just right to assume that I could not act either in bar- 
mony with you or my former associates in committee. You have not 
written to me in a proper spirit. I have borne your unjust accusa- 
tion, because I wanted to see your real feelings toward me and to give 
you no cause to leave me off the committee on which I now serve, other 
than your alleged accusation—the want of party fealty. I assure you 
I will not let such a charge pass by if you put your determination to 
remove me into effect. 

You wrote the most insulting letters to me about Mr. HEARST. Do 
he think this was 8 — and just to me, when I had expressed on the 

oor of the House at least a personal regard for him, and had praised 
most of the features of his bill? Do you think it was just and right? 
I am sure it was not just and right. 

Under no circumstances, Mr. WILLIAMS, would I make a threat 
against you; but if you do me this great wrong and personal indignity, 
I will feel at liberty to go over all this matter of our correspondence in 
whatever way I deem best for my defense. You are about to do an act 
which your pag. colleagues will condemn in you—if not to your face, 
at least in their hearts. And the country will condemn you. 

I have nothing personal against you. rel myself from the sup- 

rt of Mr. CLARK, with bis consent, to vote for you because you came 
fom a State that had honored my uncle, Mr. Justice Lamar. 

The matter is with you, and the consequences of a disruption of onr 
ersonal friendship and association be with you if you so desire it. 
rou can not maintain your charge against me. If there is want of 
harmony, if there is discord on our side, it will not be my fault. It is 
an unjust act you are about to do, and I rest it all there. 


Very truly, yours, 
W. B. LAMAR. 


Mr. LAMAR. Mr. Chairman, it has gone out to the country 
through the press—I have a clipping here before me which I 
need not burden the Recorp with—that the leader of the mi- 
nority will not tolerate any followers of Hearst on the floor of 
this House; that he reduced Mr. SHACKLEFORD and Mr. LAMAR 
to the ranks because they were Hearst men. 

Mr. Chairman, so far as that is concerned, I have but to answer 
this: I made myself plain, I think, to every man on the floor 
of this House who cared to listen, so far as the distinguished 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hearst] is concerned. I owe 
no more political allegiance to Mr. Hearst than I owe to Mr. 
Witutrams. They are both Democrats. They are both in the 
ranks. I will march shoulder to shoulder as quickly with the 
gentleman from New York as I will with the gentleman from 
Mississippi to accomplish Democratic victory. I feel perfectly 
free, if the gentleman from New York brings a bill in here, to 
champion that bill, to express myself in its behalf, to follow 
its wise provisions, to give him the credit for the masterly 
legal provisions shown in the bill. I feel at liberty to champion 
the Hearst bill on the floor of this House, as I would the Davey 
bill, or the Williams bill, or any other bill. 

I will tell our minority leader, I will tell him in the presence 
of my Democratic colleagues, I will tell him in the presence of 
our Republican associates, that he has contributed more to 
Democratic inharmony in the brief space of one minute than I 
have in the long term of one year. 

I do not hold this great power of naming the committees. To 
some extent I am a stranger in this House. The minority 
leader has served here, in many instances with much ability, 
for a long time. He is a party leader by the votes of my col- 
leagues, together with my own. I voted for him three years 
ngo, and had I been here at the first of this session I would 
have voted for him again. But I am free to say here that in 
the manngement of this great transportation question in the 
Iouse of Representatives the minority leader blundered fear- 
fully in one respect, if he called a Democratic caucus before 
the hearings were closed before the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce to bind the hands of the Democrats to 
that minority caucus bill. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I could state with more truth than he 
has to charge me with party unfealty that that caucus was not 
right; that it was party treachery and party perfidy. I do not 
make that charge. His charge is more than an injustice, and 
unless Mr. WILLIAMS places himself before a caucus of Demo- 
crats—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Florida to the fact that under the rules he 
should not mention by name any other Member of the House. 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr. Chairman, I shall limit my remarks to 
the proprieties of debate. If I have transgressed them, it was 
an unintentional act on my part. 

Mr. Chairman, the minority leader of this House will have 
to, in some just and proper way, submit his accusation to those 
who authoritatively can declare upon it, or I say on the floor 
of this House, as I wrote to him, that our personal friend- 
ship is dissolved, that our personal associations. are dissolved, 
much as I regret it; and I shall maintain always that his 
charge is not founded upon the history of that caucus and hus 
not a particle of truth ip it. I shall maintain in the face of 
my Democratic colleagues here that it is wrong, that it is un- 
just, and that it is untrue. These gentlemen here are his triers 
and are mine. The House will hear both sides. I am willing, 
so far as I am concerned, if the minority leader's charge is 
true, to bear the odium of having made an agreement and 
broken it, but I say to him—and I have brought this matter up 
in order to let it fall upon him—that if the charge is not true 
then the odium of having preferred a false accusation against 
a brother Democrat must rest upon him. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall quote but one Member on this side of 
the House in favor of the provisions of that Hearst bill. What 
Member on the floor of this House occupies any higher position 
than Judge De ARMOND, a man of high character, a man of fine 
abilities, a man of spotless purity of life, a leader in the highest 
and purest and best sense? -I shall ask the Clerk to read the 
paragraph that I have marked, which gives Judge DE ARMOND’S 
opinion of what is called the “ Hearst bill.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

I am not going far into the discussion of the merits of this bill or 
that bill, but I say frankly, simply because I belleve it, that of all the 
bills introduced upon this subject the bill most comprehensive in its 
treatment of it; the bill which, if enacted into law, would be produc- 
tive of the most ood + the bill 55 of the least misconstruction 
and least misapplication; the bill which guards most effectively against 
tendencies to minimize, weaken, and destroy corrective measures, is the 
bill Introduced last spring and long pending in that committee—the bill 
of the gentleman from New York jarr: Hearst). It is the fruit of 
suar and experience, develo) while its author as a private citizen, 
at his own expense, contended in the courts for the rights of the people 
against the coal barons and other oppressive monopolists. 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr. Chairman, the people of my State, of the 
Third Congressional district—in fact, of the entire State of 
Florida—will want no better encomium upon a piece of proposed 
legislation in this House, although it was not upon the Calendar 
of the House, but which came informally before the House, than 
that pronounced by Judge Dr Armonp. There are a great series 
of remedies that should be carried into effect, and will eventu- 
ally be carried into effect by the Congress, to restrain corpora- 
tions in their pernicious activities. The Hearst bill, so far as I 
could judge—and I thought I had some qualifications to deter- 
mine upon that matter—without being a perfect piece of legisla- 
tion was far closer an approach to correcting the evils set out 
by the reports of the Industrial Commission, the evils set out 
by the recommendations of President Roosevelt, the evils set 
out by reports continued for ten or fifteen years by the Inter- 
state Commerce Commissioners, than any measure then pending 
before this House. Under the limitations of that caucus, and 
within its limitations and with the latitude allowed me, I 
joined in the favorable report of the Davey bill to this House, 
two sections of it being the caucus bill plus the five sections 
added by the committee; and in a subsidiary manner reported 
that while I approved the Davey bill and joined in a favorable 
report upon it, it was done subject to the views that I also set 
upon the Hearst bill. . 

Now, there was not a word in the Esch-Townsend bill, the 
Republican bill—and it should have been there; there was not a 
word in the Dayey bill, the Democratic caucus bill—and it should 
have been there—correcting the iniquities of terminal fees and 
private car lines. My State has suffered unjustly in the terminal- 
fees matter. The vegetable and melon and fruit industries of 
my State have been injured by the unjust exactions of the pri- 
vate cars. Mr. Chairman, from the little town in which I reside, 
Monticello, Fla., to Pittsburg, Pa., it has cost the large and ex- 
tortionate price of $90 for icing charges on a car of cantaloupes, 
while according to the best testimony taken upon this subject, 
a charge of from $18 to $30 would be the maximum price these 
private car lines should justly charge—$60 taken at one fell 
swoop out of one small parcel of freight! 
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It has laid a crushing burden upon such industries and para- 
lyzed them. Was it not my duty here to seek to bring before 
this House informally—and I.did it only in an informal way 
under the committee rule—those features of legislation which I 
would gladly see enacted into law if I had absolute power to 
do it, and so I reported in that subsidiary manner the Hearst 
bill, in defense of the State of Florida and on behalf of public 
interests generally. I have arisen without that feeling of indig- 
nation which I had a day or two ago, with not that feeling of 
resentment toward the minority leader which I had a day or 
two ago. But I am amazed, and I confess it to my Democratic 
brethren, and I will express it to my Republican associates, at 
the charge made by the minority leader against a brother Demo- 
crat that is reckless and unjust and that is utterly untrue and 
not founded upon the facts. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I am about to perform a 
very unpleasant duty, and one about the wisdom of the per- 
formance of which I have serious doubts, but as this speech of 
the gentleman from Florida has been preceded by interviews in 
the newspapers, it might perhaps be well that I should say a few 
words. First and foremost it is well that I should give reasons 
for the conduct which I have pursued in reference to the ap- 
pointment, not the removal of anybody from the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce, because there was no removal, for the 
simple reason with each Congress every committee is tabula 
rasa. The gentleman takes himself too seriously. 

Mr. LAMAR. That is what I wrote you. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman takes himself too seriously. 
He takes his position too seriously. He thinks he can make of 
a committee appointment a national issue. He can not do it, 
Mr. Chairman. Now, I will give the reasons which prompted 
me. Here was the Fifty-ninth Congress about to meet. The 
first and foremost question presented for its consideration, and 
the one most immediately near the heart of the people for solu- 
tion, was the question of the regulation of the rates of rail- 
roads engaged in interstate commerce. Six men had to be 
appointed on the Democratic side of that committee. I was 
titular Democratic leader. I had the power and the responsi- 
bility of naming those six men. 

Now, I will leave it to anybody, I leave it to the Republicans, 
I leave it to school children, I will leave it to fools to answer 
this question: Would I-not have been a fool, would I not have 
been unutterably assinine, would I not have been absolutely 
unworthy of the place which I held and void of all moral cour- 
age, too weak to hold it or any place of responsibility, if, know- 
ing beforehand from my acquaintance with the personnel on 
the committee last Congress that four of them stood irrevoca- 
bly one way and two of them stood irrevocably another way, I 
had reappointed every one of them again to present once more 
an absurd and ridiculous divided front upon this great question 
upon which the Democratic party is more nearly united than it 
ever has been upon any question since my service in the House 
[applause], except only the repeal of the Federal election laws 
in the Fifty-third Congress. Oh, I repeat, the gentleman takes 
himself too seriously. His illustrious uncle, L. Q. C. Lamar, a 
great statesman, a great orator, and a very good judge, pos- 
sessed one trait which the gentleman possesses and another 
trait which he does not possess. The great L. Q. C. Lamar pos- 
sessed a superb egotism, but it was justified, aye, it was conse- 
crated, by his superb intellect. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I had one of two things to do, either 
to appoint two men in place of the two who could agree with 
the four or to leave out the four and appoint four men who could 
agree with the two. I did not believe that the four men 
were so much the inferiors, intellectually or as statesmen, of 
either of the two gentlemen as to lead me to believe that it 
was well to take a course involving the most friction by re- 
moving the four, though I might perhaps have found four 
who would agree with the two by searching with a microscope. 
I was led all the more to this conclusion by the fact the 
Democratic caucus, whose action was defied by the gentleman, 
had voted upon the two bills and overwhelmingly adopted 
the bill advocated by the four. Every member of that caucus 
except seven, I believe—it may have been nine—indorsed the 
bill which the four members indorsed, and only nine indorsed 
the bill which the two members of the committee indorsed. 
I was led all the more to it by the fact that during the summer 
the gentleman from Florida himself was interviewed in the 
Washington Post, reiterating his position and going so far as 
to say that the bill he advocated had not received “a fair 
consideration,” which I regarded as a reflection on his Demo- 
cratic colleagues. 

By the way, in that interview he uttered high praise of my- 
self, higher than I deserye, and I thank him for it. I am glad 
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to have any man’s praise and want to have every man’s friend- 
ship, but my brother would have gone off that committee under 
those circumstances. The gentleman knows as well as he knows 
his name that if the Hearst bill had been reported by the ma- 
jority of the Democrats on that committee to the Democratic 
caucus it would have received my support upon the floor of the 
caucus and upon the floor of this House as warmly as the bill 
that was reported. The gentleman knows, and his admission 
stands on the Recorp of the last Congress, that during all the 
numerous conferences between the Democratic members of that 
committee—some of them when I was present and some when I 
was not present—the Hearst bill was never once advocated or 
so much as mentioned by him or the gentleman from Missouri. 
Let him explain that, if he can, amongst his numerous inter- 
views. > 

He knows that during that entire time, and in all of those con- 
ferences, neither he nor any other minority member of that 
committee so much as mentioned the Hearst bill, much less ad- 
vocated it. He knows that not until after the last conference of 
the minority members of that committee was held in Judge 
RIcHARDSON’s room at the Riggs House, and after they had ap- 
parently agreed, as I thought, he expressing no dissent and being 
present, and he voting, as I remember, for the motion that two 
lawyers upon the committee put into bill shape the principles 
on which he had agreed, did one of us, his colleagues on the 
committee,or I know that he advocated our adoption of the Hearst 
bill. Not until after that conference, and sometime between 
that and the meeting of the Democratic caucus, did he ever so 
much as suggest that the Hearst bill was the proper expression 
of Democratic opinion upon that great question. That bill was 
never mentioned in our minority committee conference but once, 
and it was mentioned then by me, and that was in that last con- 
ference, and for reenforcement of all of these statements I refer 
to the other Democratic members of that committee. I said in 
that last conference, “ Gentlemen, if you are going into the ques- 
tion of private car abuses and other railroad abuses, besides 
this keystone question of the power to substitute a rate, there 
are some excellent provisions in the Hearst bill upon the private 
car line question, and it may be well for us to take it up as a 
skeleton and consider it.“ Somebody tabooed the suggestion. 
I will not repeat the language. I forget which member it 
was; but nobody else enforced the suggestion. And that was 
the only time that the Hearst bill was ever mentioned in our 
conferences seeking agreement. 

Oh, the conversion to that bill, uninspired, was as sudden as 
the inspired conversion of Paul on his way to Damascus, with 
this difference, that God needed Paul to do work for him and 
it was necessary that Paul should be converted. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman now says that I have “slapped him in the 
face.” He ought to know better. The gentleman tells me that 
I must do without his personal regard hereafter. He ought not 
to have said it. But if he persists in it I shall manage somehow 
or other to exist. I hope he will not withdraw his recognition, 
but if he does I shall get along. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I shall ignore all of the personal things 
that were said about me in this connection here or in the news- 
paper interviews. It is, perhaps, unworthy of me personally 
not to ignore them, but I know it would be unworthy of me as 
the leader of a great and dignified party upon this floor. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] There has been a studious 
attempt to make it appear that I was actuated somehow by per- 
sonal antagonism and animosity toward the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hearst]. The gentleman, in his letter there, 
says—I have forgotten his exact language—personal abuse, I 
think—— 

Mr. LAMAR. Stronger than that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS (continuing). That I said “ most insulting 
things about Mr. Hearst” in a letter to him. I deny it. All I 
have ever said there was not of a personal character in the 
slightest degree; and I have copies of the letters. 

Mr. LAMAR. Does the gentleman from Mississippi 
WILLIAMS] object to an interruption? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will put the letter in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WiiuraMs] yield to the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Lamar]? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. Lamar] 
can not claim to me that there are no personal! relations between 
us and then ask the courtesy of interrupting me at the same 
time. 

Mr. LAMAR. I meant purely in a parliamentary way. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will not yield. Mr. Chairman, whatever 
may be my opinion of the statesmanship of Mr. Hearst, it had 
nothing to do with the report by the majority of the Democrats 
upon that committee on the bill which they did report, and the 
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necessary consequent turning down, not only of the Hearst bill, 
but of thirteen or fourteen others that were pending before the 
committee. And nobody knows that better than the gentleman 


from Florida [Mr. Lamar]. I pride myself, and I believe I 
have a right to pride myself, upon one thing, and all the more 
because I haye so few things upon which to pride myself, and 
that one thing is that I never permit my personal likes or dis- 
likes to interfere with me in the transaction of public business. 
I believe it is notorious that that is true. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

I have treated the gentleman from New York like any other 
Member of this House. Two years ago I put him upon the only 
committee that he asked to be put upon. I put him there after 
the committees had been filled up and the names of the men 
appointed had been published. I went to a gentleman on the 
committee and told him I wanted the place for him, and he gave 
it up so that the gentleman from New York might have it. 
This year he has been advanced to the senior Democratie place 
upon that committee, and will in due course of seniority be 
chairman, if the country goes Democratic and he remains iu 
the House. Then the gentleman from New York, through his 
California papers, having shown great interest in the subject 
of irrigation, was put by me this Congress upon the Committee 
on Irrigation of Arid Lands as a former California man inter- 
ested in that subject. It is true—perhaps I ought not to say 
it—I do not love the gentleman from New York. Why should 
I love a millionaire with a whole lot of papers that seem to be 
used solely for the purpose, so far as I am concerned, of break- 
ing me down? I do not make the mistake of the gentleman 
from- Florida; I do not regard myself as a national issue 
[laughter]; therefore, while I do not like the attitude of the 
gentle: from New York toward me, that does not control me 
in attending to my business upon this floor or my treatment of 
him as a legislator. 

I do not know, Mr. Chairman, whether I ought to say any- 
thing more or not. I did what I did because it was right. It 
was right; it is right; it was wise, and it is wise. I am justi- 
fied by the almost unanimous opinion of this side of the House. 
[Loud applause on the Democratic side.] The gentleman asked 
me to call a caucus for the purpose of having myself rebuked. 
Why, the gentleman knows—no Member of this House knows 
better than he—that there is a prescribed method of calling- a 
caucus. I am not vain or anything of that sort; but at the same 
time I have'too much self-love to want to call a caucus to rebuke 
myself. If the gentleman thinks the Members of the party are 
willing to-do it, he can call a caucus for that purpose if he can 
get a sufficient number of signatures; and if he can not get 
enough to call a caucus I suppose he would admit in advance 
that he could not get enough to justify his position of rebuking 
me for my action. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have done what I did “in malice to 
none and in charity to all.” I promoted the gentieman who 
has just taken his seat—the gentleman from Florida—to For- 
eign Affairs, which is the fourth most important committee of 
this House. The Committee on Rules is first, Ways and Means, 
second; Appropriations, third, and Foreign Affairs, fourth, be- 
cause it deals with all international questions and with the 
affairs of the State Department, whose Cabinet head is the 
American premier. Now, if the gentleman had gone along 
‘quietly it would have helped him in Florida; it would not have 
hurt him, and, if I may be excused for telling an anecdote on a 
grave and dignified occasion, I believe I will tell one, A man 
died in New York. His body was carried to the morgue. A 
description of the body was published in the papers. Finally 
two brothers out in Texas whose father had gone to New York 
at some time concluded it was their father. The corpse bore 
their father’s name. They were ranchmen and wealthy; so 
they wired on and said “the body seems to be the body of so 
and so; if so, to have the undertaker dress the corpse in a 
proper manner and embalm it and they would be up there. 
They went on up and looked at the corpse, and it looked very 
much like what their father had been. Now, there was on it 
one of those undertaker’s cloths to keep the lower jaw from 
dropping down. The cloth in some way became dislocated, and 
the jaw dropped down, and there fell out of the mouth of the 
corpse a set of false teeth. Then these boys who had come to 
New York said: That is not our father. He never had false 
teeth; he did not have time to get false teeth, and we decline 
to pay the funeral expenses,” nothing thus far haying been 
done. ‘Then the undertaker had a conversation with the corpse 
after the boys had left. Said he, “Oh, yes; if you had kept 
your blamed mouth shut you would have had a first-class 
funeral [great laughter], conducted in a first-class manner, 
with all sorts of plumes and feathers and four black horses 
and a great big metallic casket and a fine hearse and hired 


mourners, with all the latest embellishments so welcome to 
the feelings of corpses, but you could not keep it shut, and now 
you will be buried without any honors and nobody will attend 
the funeral. There will not even be any hired mourners.” 

Mr. Chairman, it is seldom, indeed, that intense national inter- 
est can be aroused in the exhibition of any man's sores, unless 
the sores are of a contagious character. Happily for mankind, 
the sores of injured vanity are never contagious, 

I have not invited this. I have tried my best to prevent it. 
I have tried to save the gentleman from himself. Would to 
God that I could have done it! He belongs to a grand old 
southern family, who have contributed to the statesmanship 
and the prowess of this country not a little by their history in 
Georgia, in Mississippi, and in Florida. 

I did all I could. The letter which the gentleman publishes 
there, from myself to him, shows how careful I was to try to 
spare his feelings, even after the first interview in the Star had 
appeared attacking me in a vicious manner, to say the least, I 
can not answer these personal attacks. I do not know how to 
answer them. I only remember this, Mr. Chairman, not to 
imitate them, and I am not going to imitate them. I am not 
going to imitate them because of my recollection of an incident 
in my own life. 

My mother’s father, while a self-made man and an uneducated 
one in a certain sense, but a broadly read one, was a man of 
magnificent sense of propriety as well as magnificent common 
sense. Soon after the time of the breaking out of the war, when 
I was a boy, some planters’ sons were over at our house, on the 
long pavilion on the west side, and got to discussing the ques- 
tion of secession, which was then rife. Some ladies were pres- 
ent. One of the gentlemen, the son of a neighboring planter, 
became excited during the discussion and said things which he 
ought not to have said; nothing that could not have been said in 
the presence of ladies, but something that was rude. My old 
grandfather had a way of never mentioning any man’s name 
angrily, and when he did not like anybody he would simply 
move out of the crowd. When this man had left, without men- 
tioning his name at all, my grandfather put his hand on my head 
and said, “John, my boy, remember all your life never to insult 
anyone except when the insult can be immediately resented.” 
I remembered that, and I have always tried to act in accordance 
with it. I am sorry, not even angry, though it may appear 
strange to the gentleman from Florida, that I could not prevent 
him from self-inflicted hurt; that I could not save him from him- 
self. He has had his way finally, through the yielding of the 
floor manager of the Republican party, who, of course, wanted 
to see this linen washed. vr 

The gentleman has had his way. He has not helped me, he 
has not helped himself, he has not helped the Democratic party, 
he has not helped the country; he has done but one thing that 
I can see, and that was to give me the opportunity to explain 
how it was that I had nothing under the sun to do with the fact 
that the Hearst bill was not the bill reported by that committee. 
I did not attend the meeting of the committee in order to mold 
legislation. I attended to barmonize differences, and I finally 
thought that I had harmonized them. . The gentleman says if I 
do not withdraw a charge of some sort that personal relations 
will cease. We had better be frank now. I have made but one 
charge, That especial language in the newspaper I did not 
literally use. I have made but one charge. I used this lan- 
guage, and I repeat it now, that I had to have harmony -and 
united action upon that committee in order to keep that com- 
mittee from appearing ridiculously divided where the party 
was nearly united toa man. I removed the two rather than the 
four, for these reasons, and I repeat it for the further reason 
that the two had defied the action of a Democratic caucus, and 
that the two had totally failed to agree with their four Demo- 
cratic colleagues, and that later on in the summer the gentleman 
from Florida had taken pains to be interviewed in order to tell 
the country that he would still not agree with the four. I could 
not expect the four to agree with the two. I cared not, and I 
stated it again and again and again last Congress, and I state 
now to the members of that committee, the House, and the 
country that I did not care what bill they brought out, pro- 
vided only that these four things were in the bill, and they 
were in the Davey bill: : 

First. Give to the Commission the power to prescribe a sub- 
stitute rate. 

Second. Put that rate into operation immediately, or after 
reasonable notice. 

Third. Allow it to go in the regular course by appeal or re- 
view to the courts, and not to be set aside except when set 
aside in that way by a final decision, the courts acting as au 
appellate court aud not hearing the facts de novo. 

Fourth. Not to be suspended in the course of. litigation ex- 
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cept where the Constitution gives judicial power to suspend, 
namely, where the decision is in the opinion of the court un- 
constitutional, as taking private property without due process 
of law—that is, confiscatory in its character, or where, in the 
opinion of the court, the decision of the Commission is unlaw- 


ful. That is, that it transcended the power conferred upon the 
Commission by the Congress of the United States. 

Now, I said then, I say now, if you put those four things in 
the bill, that is all I want. I said if you put those four things 
in the bill that will be satisfactory to me. I do not care whose 
bill it is. I had a bill pending before the committee, and I 
might as well get angry because they did not report the bill 
and call it the “ Williams bill,” but they did not. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD rose. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. The gentleman from Mississippi has 
stated the requirements which he wanted to put into the bill. 
I would like to ask him if there was anything in the bill re- 
ported by the gentleman from Florida and the gentleman from 
Missouri that in any manner conflicted with those things that 
he wanted in the bill? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Not at all; both bills contained it. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, one other word and I am done. I was of the 
opinion at that time that the keystone of the necessary legisla- 
tion proper to regulate railways lay in those four propositions. 
I was of the opinion that with them all railroad abuses could 
be tolerably well handled, and that without them no conceiv- 
able legislation could do any good. I am glad to say that the 
President of the United States, in his message this year, takes 
that position almost in those words. 

Now, the committee never contemplated going any further 
than that in that bill. They were going to leave for another 
bill the private car lines, the terminal abuses, the switch abuses, 
and the balance of it. After the bill was brought into the 
caucus, after it was introduced, it was understood there that 
we could add to it provisions upon those subjects—many Demo- 
crats wanted it done—and we did add to it provisions upon those 
subjects as far as the House would permit us. It was not 
understood, of course, that any man could go out and vote for a 
substitute for the bill adopted by the caucus, as these two gentle- 
men did. The gentleman says, and says truly, that he signed 
the report introducing the Davey bill. Aye, he did. But he 
also did an unprecedented thing by signing on the same day 
and putting into the box on the same day a report recommending 
another bill as a substitute for the bill which he had reported 
in favor of. He signed for both bills. So the Democratic side 
of the committee did not stand four to two exactly, but it stood 
four and a half to one and a half, as you might say. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I started out by saying that I doubted 
the wisdom of saying anything. I believe I doubt it more after 
I am through than I did when I started, and I will now close. 
I thank the House for its attention. [Applause.] 

(Mr. WitrraMs here inserted in the Recorp, as supplementary 
to his remarks, the letter to Mr. Lamar, to which the latter re- 
ferred and which the former promised to insert, and submits 
that the perusal of it, while it will show political criticism, 
shows no personal abuse and nothing personally insulting 
toward Mr. Hearst or anybody else: 


Yazoo Crrx, Miss., October 12, 1905. 
Hon. WILLIAM B. LAMAR, 
Tallahassee, Fla. 

My Dran Sin: I inclose you a squib, which was cut out of a Wash- 
ington paper and sent to me by some one. I have marked the part of 
it which attracted my attention. Of course you know that the Hearst 
bill was pending before the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce and therefore pending before the Democratic Members of it 
about a year, maybe more; do not remember now just how long. I 
can not therefore understand how, as a member of that committee, you 
say that the bill “did not have a fair showing.” You are, of course, 
cognizant of the fact that neither you nor any other Democratic mem- 
ber of the committee, at any of the very many general conferences of 
the Democratic members of the committee with the leader of the minor- 
ity, ever at any time suggested the consideration or report of the Hearst 
bill as the Democratic policy on that question. If the Hearst bill had 
been proposed and agreed upon by the mocratic members of the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, it would have been pushed 
and advocated by me, notwithstanding my judgment was against it, as 
8 as the bill which was agreed upon as an expression of our 

olicy. 

si You will also remember that in all the conferences which we held 
upon the subject we proceeded upon the assumption that we were meet- 
ing the expression of Republican licy upon the single question of 
rate making with an expression of Democratic policy upon the same 
uestlon. ou and I are friends personally and politically, and I hope, 
therefore, you will excuse me for saying that I do not see how any 
good can come out of a Democrat being interviewed and charging his 
party with not Saving been “fair” toward any bill pending before a 
commitee, ey. if he himself was a member of that committee, and 
still more 3 if he himself never demanded of his Democratic 
colleagues or floor leader at any Democratic conference the considera- 
tion of the bill in question. I do not know whether you gave the Hearst 
bill what you consider a fair pomini or not. You are the best judge 
of tbat. know that I gave it what J considered a fair showing, and I 


regarded it as prolix and complex, containing too much new machinery 
to be a p cal measure, I know that it aroused my suspicion that 
it was In some places too drastic, with the set purpose of procurin 
the defeat of propona legislation by dividing the conservative and radi- 
cal friends of reform. ou and I have had suficient legislative ex 
rience to know that there are two ways of defeating any legislation 
which is offered with a view of Seren | existing abuses. One way is 
frankly to oppose it. ‘The other way is to overdo it, to try to make 


the pro remedial legislation so drastic in some rticulars as to 
secure the defeat of all legislation. In other words, attempting to 
throw the hounds off of the scent by running ahead of them. 


Right or wrong—and I may have been wrong, because I am wrong 
about as uently as I am right—that was my view of the Hearst 
bill. I may not have been altogether unbiased in arriving at that con- 
clusion, may have been * against the source of the 
bill, because the man who offer it had been deliberately and con- 
sciously unfair to me, but more than that because I have a habit of 


distrusting plutocrats when parag the rôle of Democrat. 
HEARST, his paper, said that the bill had not had a fair 1 
and char; that I was the cause of it, and then proceeded, in his 


usual yellow-journal style, to “eat up and spew out” the gentleman 
from Mississippi. I never noticed him; but as the only man who has 
been charged publicly with having deprived the Hearst bill of a fair 
9 is your humble servant, I desire to say to you, whose opinion 
is worth consideration, that if, in your assertion that it did not have a 
fair showing, you mean that I did not give it what I considered a fair 
sbowing, you are * mistaken and altogether unjust. 2 

I have my personal likes and dislikes, as all men have. I am 
human, like other men, and when a millionaire with a lot of news- 
papers goes into the business of trying to break me down by false in- 
sinuations and unjust and unfair methods I do not love him—would 

robably hate him if I ever took the trouble to hate anybody for any 
ength of time. But, notwithstanding all that, I am never led in my 
legislative capacity by my personal feelings toward men, and nothing 
is more notorious concerning public men in America than that fact. 

If you will permit me, I will call your attention to another thing in 
your interview, not of a personal character at all, and a thing veg 
natural and . because it is so prevalent—that is, a di- 
vision of the mocratic party into two classes—conservative and 
radical. A true Democrat is neither a conservative nor a radical. He 
is both. He is conservative when it comes to conserving, or preservin 
or saving, right and Democratic and American things. He is radica 
when it comes to tearing up by the roots radical abuses. He is simply 
Democratic always, and meets each question upon its own merits from 
a Democratic 5 and solves it with plain common sense. Com- 
mon sense frequently suggests that a cause can best be carried to suc- 
cess by going slow. Common sense frequently also suggests that a 
battle can best be won by an impetuous charge. Everything depends 
upon te condition of the ground, the situation of the enemy, and your 
own forces. 

There is no such thing in my dictionary as a conservative Democrat. 
There is no such thing in my dictionary as a radical Democrat. There 
is just one thing—a Democrat. Too many men who call themselves 
conservative Democrats are 5 at heart Republicans. Too many 
men who call themselves radical Democrats are really at heart Popu- 
lists or Socialists, as the case may be—the two things being, by the way, 
by no means the same thing. 

A party can not win ultimate success by having its differences empha- 
sized. There are always differences, of course. The way to win ulti- 
mate success is to minimize differences, as far as possible without sacri- 
fice of fundamental principle, and to emphasize agreed purposes. 

If “the only bill that at all met the evils and provided a remedy 
was the Hearst bill,” as you say, how can any member of the Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce Committee explain the fact that he never 
discovered it until within three or four days before all the proposed 
legislation was brought before the House for consideration. you 
yourself had brought up the Hearst bill at any time in conference, 
had proposed to have it read and considered, you know that I, for one, 
would have agreed readily and would have entered upon its considera- 
tion. It seems to me that your interview, between the lines at any 
rate, did injustice to me. I am not in the habit of rushing into print. 
My habit is when I think injustice has been done me to write a frank 
and friendly letter to the man who, in my opinion, has done it, if I am 
on friendly terms with him, and to ask him to correct it. 

Please give my regards to Mrs. Lamar, and believe me, 

Very truly, yours, 
Jonx S. WILLIAMS.) 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has promised to recognize the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD}. The gentleman 
from Florida has had his time; he had an hour, and he used 
forty-five minutes and did not reserve the balance of his time. 

Mr. LAMAR. That is what I intended to do, Mr. Chairman. 
If the gentleman from Missouri will yield to me a few minutes 
without prejudicing his rights 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the gentleman have five minutes. 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
fifteen minutes. i 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I want to submit to the 
gentleman from Florida that if we go on getting unanimous con- 
sent to answer one another all day, does he think it is helping 
himself or me or the Democratic party or anybody? If he 
does, I shall not object. 

Mr. LAMAR. I hope the gentleman from Mississippi will 
not be so ungracious as to object. ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will not object if the gentleman thinks 
it will help either him or me. 

Mr. LAMAR. I do. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then go ahead. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida asks unani- 
mous consent that he may have fifteen minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? 


356 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 13, 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas objects. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the 
objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LAMAR. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman 
from Mississippi, the minority leader, has furnished to Repub- 
Heans certainly more amusement than I have attempted to con- 
tribute to them. If the truth could fall out of the mouth of 
the minority leader as the false teeth fell out of the mouth of 
the corpse in the story which he told, he would have more to 
pride himself upon than he now possesses. The minority leader 
institutes a comparison between the great abilities of Justice 
L. Q. C. Lamar and my own. I never did an act on the floor 
of this House, I never have attempted to pose in any way that 
would draw me into disastrous contrast with Justice Lamar. 

Mr. Chairman, I have said repeatedly that the weightiest 
limitation upon me in this House is the overshadowing fame of 
that distinguished man. Permit me to draw a comparison. 
Mississippi has had for three of her Senators, George, Walthall, 
and L. Q. C. Lamar. The minority leader aspires to that proud 
position, I believe. Should he win it and take his seat in the 
Senate Chamber and a Mississippian who had never seen him 
should come to this great temple of legislation to visit and see 
his Senator, I predict that he will find seated in that chair what 
the visitor finds in some of those great Indian temples, with 
their lofty pillars, with their magnificent arcades and_far-reach- 
ing perspective. Hoping to find a form like an Olympian Jove, 
he will come face to face with the image of a shriveled ape. The 
minority leader would like to have quietude over here, and 
would like to be followed. Here is how he would like to be 
followed by the Democracy : 


Mrvorrry LEADER. Do you see yonder cloud that's almost in shape 
of a camel? 


Some Democratic MEMBER. By the mass, and tis like a camel Indeed. 

WILLIAMus. Methinks—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida must obey 
the rules of the House. 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr. Chairman, I lapsed again. I shall proceed. 

The MINORITY LEADER. Methinks it is like a weasel. 

Some Democrat (if he should be so blind). It is backed like a weasel. 

The MINORITY LEADER. Or like a whale. 

Some GENTLEMAN (who does not care to differ with his leader). 
Very like a whale. 

Mr. Chairman, that is the kind of peace the gentleman from 
Mississippi wants on this side of the House—that which reigned 
at Warsaw. “He made a desert and called it peace.” I de- 
cline to accept his definition of Democratic harmony here. I 
shall follow him as a leader as long as he holds that position, 
but I repudiate, with an the contempt that I have for him, the 
idea that he is fit to lead anybody anywhere. Now, I shall ask 
him—I say it on the floor of this House 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I very much dislike to 
call attention to a rule of the House, but as it is apt by its 
enforcement to prevent unpleasant things from happening on 
the floor I do call attention to the fact that the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. Lamar] is not permitted by the rules of the House 
to use insulting language on the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WIIILIAus!] is correct, and the Chair thanks him for calling the 
attention of the Chair to the rule. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not want to have to protect myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The language the gentleman from Florida 
used was not distinctly heard at the Speaker’s desk. 

Mr. LAMAR. What language was it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please proceed in 
order and not indulge in personalities. 

Mr. LAMAR. Now, Mr. Chairman, but one moment. Before 
anything can be binding upon any man it must be founded in 
right, it must be founded in good faith, in bona fides. Fraud 
vitiates everything. It goes to the root of a contract, and an- 
nuls it, and I do not hesitate to say, if the information I have 
received about the calling of that caucus was true, that while it 
was not a fraud in intent, it was a fraud in effect, upon the 
national democracy—a caucus called for wounded vanity. He 
is talking about my wounded vanity. Because his own party 
turned him down upon the Miles amendment, under his own hand 
he called a caucus for one purpose and used it for another. He 
talks about Saul! I wish to Heaven he would imitate some of 
his virtues. 

Mr. Chairman, I repeat it, and it is for the minority leader 
to deny this allegation if it be not true, and I assert that it is 
true that that caucus was called by the minority leader to 
tender his resignation as party leader. I said I would protest 
against his resignation, that he ought not to do it, that it would 


make him puerile, and make us all ridiculous. Between the 
time of the calling of the caucus and the meeting of it he con- 
verted it into a caucus to consult upon railroad-rate legisla- 
tion, a great national question, and precipitated the national 
Democracy into a premature discussion of a great Federal 
question. 

Why, sir, the Republican platform for the past fifty years has 
not a line in it about railroad-rate legislation. The platform 
of the Democracy for eight years has demanded it. It is a 
great publie question, and because the minority leader does not 
understand it, because he has not the slightest conception of 
that great and far-reaching question which affects his party 
and the public so greatly, is no reason why he should get up 
here and indulge in some cheap-john wit. 

I say that the caucus was called to salve over his wounded 
vanity. If the call was for that purpose, it should have been 
carried out; if it was called to consider the railroad question, 
it should have been stated in the call, which was not done. I 
stated on the floor of this House at the last session that a Re- 
publican President had gone further than the Democratic cau- 
cus bill, and it was true. I said a Republican President had 
gone beyond his own party action in this House, and it was 
oe I said I was sorry to see the one and delighted to see the 
other. 

The President in his message to this Congress reviews his 
recommendations of last year, and reminds us of the need of 
regulation of private car lines, and terminal fee evils, and de- 
mands legislation. The distinguished gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN] differed from me in my views at that time, and 
thought I had misread and misquoted the President. I did not 
seek to retort upon him. The gentleman from Iowa himself 
was embarrassed at that time with an assassinous back- 
handed blow upon his character and reputation in his own State, 
in which he had my sympathy, so that I did not use the time he 
gave me to attempt to retort upon him with vulgar witticism, 
and when I rose to speak I had consideration for his great 
ability and place in this House, and contented myself with 
stating my own position. I knew that in his great heart he did 
not intend to do me an injustice. His irritation was not against 
me. It was the anger in his heart at the outrageous and cow- 
ardly attack made upon him in the dark seeking to bring him 
into ridicule and contempt before his constituents. 

The gentleman from Mississippi sald he has but little to pride 
himself upon. Mr. Chairman, I will not indulge here in a vul- 
gar controversy with the gentleman. He is more than a match 
for me when it comes to throwing mud. I confess my inability 
to match him. The minority leader amuses himself with a 
Heidelberg joke when he should be leading his party like Blaine 
led his party, like Crisp led his party, even like Lamar led his 
party; and I think I can say, without being egotistical, I could 
beat him ‘at that business now. [Applause.] I would never 
call a caucus to resign a party leadership and then disingenu- 
ously divert it to a purpose which was not contemplated in the 
call. 

Mr. Chairman, there is something higher in this body than 
mere anecdotes; there is something higher in this body than 
mere jokes. I repeat it, that the Democratic caucus was called 
for a personal purpose and diverted to a great national pur- 
pose. And while it was not a fraud in intent, it was a fraud 
in effect upon the interests of the country. And that very 
caucus to-day is made the medium for challenging my fealty 
to it. I say it was not a caucus; I say it was a “ gold brick; ” 
not a Democratic gold brick, but a gold brick of the minority 
leader. I say that the next time he calls a caucus upon this 
question, let him call us together, and let us debate the bill, 
not a bill that is a mere vermiform appendix to a Republican 
measure, but let it be a bill in response to the great Democratic 
national heart that will go to the very root of this great evil. 
I will give precedence, in that case, to the minority leader, and 
I will follow. I will do that. 

It is not pleasant to me to say all of this to a man whom I 
once respected. 

Mr. Chairman, I have not insulted the gentleman. He began 
a correspondence with me that was highly offensive. He went 
to the newspapers with his statement that I defied the Demo- 
eratic caucus at the last session upon railroad-rate legislation. 
I have made my reply to him here, in the proper fornm, that it 
may go upon the record. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Florida 
[Mr. Lamar} has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS rose. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I want to correct the last statement made 
by the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Lamar]. I never in any 
letter arraigned Mr. Hearst as a “millionaire demagogue.” 
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Mr. LAMAR. I win show the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. Wriu1ams] the letter, If I can not find the letter I will 
take it back. I report it on my recollection now. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And I did not use any other abuse. 

Mr. LAMAR. If I can not find the letter I will make amends. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
SHACKLEFORD] is recognized. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, into this House at the 
last session I had the honor in part to report a bill which pro- 
vided for the regulation of railroad rates and transportation 
facilities. I came here with a charge from my people to ignore 
all bosses, set aside all dictation and demand legislation which 
should, not by implication, not by construction, but by express 
terms regulate railroads, warehouses, terminal facilities, private 
ear lines, and everything used in connection with the transpor- 
tation of the products of the people. I came here with that 
commission from the people. What should I have done with it? 
Should I have gone to the Speaker and said: “ Mr. Speaker, 
what do you wish me to do?” 

Why, Mr. Chairman, I bore a commission from my people, who 
told me what te do. What was it? Sir, it was that I should 
seek not partial but complete legislation upon this Important 
subject. It was that I should seek to have private cars regu- 
\Jated along with the other evils of which the people complained. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall raise no question of veracity here be- 
tween me and another Member as to what happened in a cau- 
cus. What is a caucus? It is a conference. Its determination 
could not come between me and my oath to my God. It did not 
then and, as God helps me, it never shall come between me and 
the voice of the people. 

Who sent me here? Whose servant am I? That of the people 
of Mississippi? No, sir; I am the servant of the sovereign 
people of the Eighth district of Missouri. Their commands I 
shall obey at all times. The man who would set up a barrier 
between me and the desire of my people I would refer to the 
happy hunting ground where George Cox, the Cincinnati boss, 
has gone, and where other bosses must eventually go. 

No man can say that I violated that caucus without uttering 
an unmitigated falsehood. The caucus simply declared that it 
indorsed the provisions of the Davey bill. The bill I reported 
contained every provision of the Davey bill and not one word in 
conflict with it. 

I am condemned because I reported the Hearst bill. Who is 
Mr. Hearst? A tall, stalwart man, who sits over here, from one 
of the New York districts; a handsome man, who possesses 
youth and modesty of demeanor. I have very little acquaintance 
with him. I am told he has large fortune and I know he has 
ample ability, and I commend him that, unlike most sons of 
wealth, he is devoting the golden fortunes which have come to 
him and the splendid talents with which God has endowed him 
to enlightening and making better the world in which he lives. 

The Hearst bill arrested my attention because it provided in 
express terms for the regulation of private cars and private car 
lines; the classification of freights; for the regulation of ware- 
houses, terminals, and terminal facilities. I found it was the 
kind of a bill my people desired me to support. I found, also, 
that there was not a line, not a letter of it, that was in conflict 
with what was done at the caucus. I reported the bill. But 
suppose a midnight caucus had declared for one thing and my 
people demanded another. What should I have done? Back in 
Missouri that question needs no answer. 

The Esch-Townsend bill contained no express provision for 
regulating private car lines, neither did the Davey bill. The 
President, who assumes to be leading the fight for rate regula- 
tion, approved the Esch-Townsend bill. But time has passed, 
and I find by referring to the message sent to this session of 
Congress that he has seen light. Last session the bill which did 
not regulate private car lines met his approval, but now public 
opinion has driven him around to the provisions of the Hearst 
bill on this subject. I quote his message: 

ar lin industrial roa refrigerat T] 

Aly private 5 put under e 8 ae 4 


like should be exp: sion of the 
Commerce Commission. 


Mark the word “ expressly.” 

The President has come around to the Hearst bill. I want to 
say for the edification of the gentleman from Mississippi that 
he has not appointed on the committee any man who will have 
the hardihood to report out a bill which shall omit these pro- 
visions in express terms. I challenge the gentleman to stand 
upon this floor now and say that he is not in favor of putting 
into the bill in express terms the regulation of private car lines. 
Yet if we are to believe what we read I am to be condemned 
for doing that thing. For doing that I am to have written 
across my brow by him who assumes to be leader the words: 


and the 
nterstate 


“Thou are weighed and found wanting” and sent back to my 
people to apologize to them for having offended greatness. 

Mr. Chairman, we talk of leaders. God Alimghty makes 
leaders. A Democratic caucus never undertook to make one, 
and whoever adorns his brow with a coronet and gets astride 
a stick horse and struts into this Chamber shouting, “I am 
leader!” does that which no Democratic caucus has ever yet 
commissioned anybody to do. I will tell you who is a leader. 
He is a man whose doctrines are so sound, whose declarations 
are so clear, and whose heart is so bold that all must follow 
him—not under the lash of a boss, but because their hearts and 
their consciences constrain them. 

We all sit in this Chamber coordinate leaders, bound by 
nothing but the oath we take to our Maker and the voice of 
the people who sent us here. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that 
the voice of the Eighth district of Missouri is not to be stifled 
by the voice of the Eighth district of Mississippi. As long as 
I am a Member of this House I shall boldly assert the dignity 
and the sovereignty of the district which I represent. 

They say I have been transferred from a committee. Why? 
Because I insisted on putting into express terms provision for 
the regulation of private car lines. 

Mr. Chairman, this is not the first time I have seen the gen- 
tleman lead. At the St. Louis convention I saw him “ lead 
through a slaughterhouse into an open grave.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have gotten away from what I in- 
tended to say. There is the Hearst bill, which I reported into 
this House at the last session. It was not voted upon, but 
nearly every Democrat who spoke expressed regret that it was 
not. Why was it not voted upon? Did not these stalwart 
Democrats desire to honestly represent their constituents? The 
voice of a leader—a boss—kept them from it. Is that the way 
business is to be transacted here? Am I to cringe before the 
man who has no other authority than that which he falsely 
assumes and ask favors at his hands? A leader! 

Our captain was as brave a lad as e'er commission bore; 
All brightly shone his new tin sword, a paper cap he wore. 

He comes to ride me down for what? Because I refused to be 
dictated to by a boss and insisted on carrying out the will of the 
people who sent me here. 

The gentleman will continue to come here from the Eighth 
district of Mississippi. Some other than I may come from the 
Eighth district of Missouri. The gentleman may sit in the 
cloakroom and boast of his conquests while I plow corn on some 
hillside farm back in Missouri. But the waters that leap from 
the top of the Ozarks into the Osage in my district are not freer 
now than I shall be free all the duys of my public life from the 
dictation of any boss. Defy? I did not defy any caucus. 
Everything the caucus recommended was in absolute accord 
with my views, in absolute accord with the views of my people 
and with the terms of the bill I reported. But if you should 
hold a midnight caucus and pass a gag rule, get the recognition 
of the Chair, yield time to whom you will, stifle the voice of 
every man of your party except him whom you choose to hear, 
and in one short hour bring out of that midnight meeting that of 
which there is no report, no record, nothing but the veracity of 
gentlemen to be relied upon to state what there occurred, put 
that between me and my duty to my constituents and I will defy - 
it. I will defy every boss who puts his will above the will of 
the people whose agent I am. 

Mr. Chairman, why is it that we do not have legislation here? 
Why, sir, we all know how it is done. We report a bill and the 
Committee on Rules sees to it that we do not get a vote on it. 
[ Laughter. ] 

They say to you Republicans: Don't be scared. We will fix 
it so your record will be all right. So you ean go back to your 
constituents and say you would have voted for the Hearst bill 
if you had had an opportunity.” And our leader helps it along 
on the principles of: 

Tickle me, Joey, oh, tickle me—do; 
You tickle me and I'll tickle you. 

Why is it that not a Member of this House is recorded as 
voting for or against the regulation of private car lines? Be- 
cause the bosses would not permit it. 

Mr. Chairman, what is there in the aspect of this young man 
Hearst that so excites the alarm of some here? I will tell you. 
He has advocated some things that the people are for, and there 
be those interests in this country which employ other than direct 
methods to prevent that which the people desire. One way to 
stifle rate legislation is to deflect it. The easiest method of 
doing it is for some leader to come in and say: Gentlemen, it 
can not all be done at once, we must take one step at a time, 
We will leave private car lines for another bill.” 

The President now says that “all private car lines should 
be expressly put under the supervision of the Interstate Com- 
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merce Commission. That is what was said last session in the 
bill which Mr. Lamar and I reported. A vote was not allowed 
upon it then. Everybody is for it now. The people have been 
heard from. And we shall find that the gentleman from Miss- 
issippi will not be bold enough to go back to his people and say 
that he opposed regulating private cars in express terms. [Ap- 
plause.] The gentleman from Mississippi says he always was 
in favor of regulating private cars, but I am from Missouri and 
must be shown. It is not enough to tell me about it. 

Leader! I will tell you of a leader. I saw him walk into the 
convention at Chicago in 1896 with his credentials questioned. 
I saw him come into that convention later with that platform 
into which was written the thoughts on rate regulation of that 
wise sage of Texas, Judge Reagan. That convention put into 
his hands the banner of Democracy, on which was inscribed the 
demand for rate regulation. Theodore Roosevelt opposed him; 
the bosses opposed him; the MecCalls and the MecCurdys op- 
posed him; the corporations opposed him. But the people as one 
man arose and followed him, and William Jennings Bryan would 
have been carried into the Presidency if boodle had not con- 
trolled instead of ballots. [Applause.] That, sir, is a leader. 
Not one who goes down at midnight into the dark recesses of 
a chamber where the curtains are pulled down and reporters 
ejected, and evolves something which can be reported only from 
the memory of men and undertakes to use that to coerce others, 
but one who abides in the hearts of the people and is followed 
because they believe in him and love him. 

Oh, the little triumphs that come to men! I submit to the 
gentleman from Mississippi two qualities which a leader should 
not possess—vanity and vindictiveness. Those are qualities 
which should inhabit the breast of no man who would lead his 
fellows. 

Mr. Chairman, I would not inflict injury upon the railroads. 
The greatest instrument of advancement and civilization of the 
Amercan people is its system of railroads. He who with reck- 
less hand shall lay any improper burden upon the railroads will 
be placing that burden upon the shoulders of the people. The 
railroads can not be improperly subjected to the payment of a 
farthing that is not a tribute levied on the people themselves. 
They can not be harrassed with sinister legislation without in- 
jury to the country. All we ask is that the people shall have 
fair play. As the President puts it, give all an equal oppor- 
tunity. I commend the President for the utterance of that 
sentiment, and all honor to him for drawing his inspiration from 
the utterances of the greatest living Democrat. In his speech 
accepting his first nomination Mr. Bryan said: 

Our campaign has not for its object the reconstruction of society. 
We can not insure to the vicious the fruits of a virtuous life. We 
would not invade the home of the provident to supply the wants of 
the spendthrift. We do not propose to transfer the rewards of in- 
dustry to the lap of indolence. Property is and will remain the stimu- 
lus to endeavor and the compensation for toil. We believe, as as- 
serted in the Declaration of Independence, that all men are created 
equal; but that does not mean that all men are or can be equal in 
possessions, in ability, or in merit. It simply means that all shall 
stand equal before the law. I assert that property rights are safe in 
the hands of the common people. 

That is a fair statement of the principles upon which the 
people would act in the regulation of railroad rates. They 
would not destroy, but they will control, 

Mr. Chairman, when we look back at the contests waged by 
Mr. Bryan for regulation of railroads, we find much to encour- 
age us. There are those now leading the fight for regulation 
who opposed him in 1896, 1900, and 1904. Aye, Mr. Chairman, 
even the strenuous Roosevelt fought us and our policies in all 
of those campaigns. We on this side sometimes become de- 
spondent because we are in the minority. Let us take courage 
and be of good cheer; we may not get the post-offices, but by 
the grace of God we will get rate regulation. We have fought 
the Republicans on that issue for twelve years—or rather they 
have fought us. They have seemed to win and we to lose, but it 
is not so. The very declarations of our platforms in 1896, 1900, 
and 1904 will in this year of our Lord be written into a bill 
which shall pass this House. We shall win and the people get 
that for which we fought. We hear much of the leadership of 
Mr. Roosevelt in the matter of rate regulation. Yes, Mr. Chair- 
man, he leads, but as a stag leads the hounds or as a ship leads 
the storm. He leads in flight for safety from the indignation of 
the people, aroused to a sense of their wrongs by the bold lead- 
ership of Mr. Bryan and his fellows. Let us take courage from 
the example of that great apostle of Democracy, that uncrowned 
king anointed with the benedictions of every man who loves 
human liberty. It is not necessary that we should be in the 


majority to triumph. Man is responsible only for effort; with 
God rests the responsibility for results. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
has expired. 


[Applause. ] 
The time of the gentleman from Missouri 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, the only boss that I know 
on this side of the Chamber is a Democratic caucus and the 
membership on the Democratie side of a committee dealing with 
any particular question. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
SHACKLEFORD] may call them bosses if he chooses. I care not 
what he calls them. He may defy their voices if he chooses. I 
eare nothing about that. For myself—— 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentle- 
man a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. For myself I have never found the time 
when I thought I was wiser than the collected body of my col- 
leagues. I have never found the time when I thought I was 
wiser than the committeemen who served with me dealing with 
a proposition from a Democratic standpoint. I would not my- 
self surrender my judgment or conviction to a caucus or to the 
members of a committee upon any matter of material impor- 
tance, certainly not any matter of difference about a constitu- 
tional question; but when things are nearly equal I think it is 
a different thing, because a man knows that the Government of 
this country is carried on by parties and that there is no other 
practicable way to carry it on. In a certain sense my party, 
therefore, is my boss, and I am not ashamed of it. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] Now, Mr. Chairman, I will answer 
the gentleman’s question, but I do not want to talk. I desire 
to finish at once. s 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Two questions in view of the last 
thing the gentleman said. The gentleman speaks of his party. 
Does he consider that the man who is named for Speaker 
must be my party? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Ob, Mr. Chairman, I did not yield for 
puerile questions. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I will give the gentleman another. 
I will give him one that is not puerile. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. The gentleman from Mississippi was 
in a caucus here on the night of the 3d day of December, 
1905. I should like to know, if he thought the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. Lamar] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
SHACKLEFORD] had dealt in such a way as to be unworthy of the 
confidence of the caucus. as to demand a castigation for having 
defied the caucus, why did he not in fairness submit that to the 
caucus instead of assuming to determine it himself? Why 
didn’t he let these gentlemen say whether I should be punished 
or whether I should not, when he had the opportunity? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I did not yield for a speech, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. That is a question; why didn’t you 
do that? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I can yield no more. The gentleman can 
call a caucus if be wants to. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. No; I can not. These men would 
not sign it, because they would get thrown off the committees 
if they did. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I arose to say this, and this 
only: I have had enough of this and, so far as I am concerned, 
to close the incident I do not want to reply to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD] at all. He has so far over- 
shot the mark of the facts in connection with all this business 
he has been discussing that I leave it safely and forever, as 
far as I am concerned, in the memories of those who were 
at the caucus, in the memories of those who were on the floor, 
and in the Recorp as it stands. 

Now, I desire to say a few words not concerning that. Let 
the dead past go. It is gone anyway. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. He can not hinder it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Look to the future. Now, we shall have 
this year, I hope, six Democrats who can agree about something 
on some committee of the House, and when they do agree, as 
they are going to agree, the old Democratic party is going to 
march on out of seeming dark disaster into the bright sunshine 
of victory. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I have not felt 
in a great long time so much as I do now that there is going to 
be a Democratic House of Representatives. I feel it now. I 
may be mistaken, of course. I have been more often mistaken 
in my life than I have been right, as far as that is concerned, 
and I am not one of those who pretend to the contrary. Let us 
then face the future—that is gone. I have assumed the respon- 
sibility for it. I thought I acted wisely; I think so yet. 1 was 
not called upon to question the gentleman’s motives in answer 
to his last question. I have not questioned them and I do not 
now. I merely wanted a team that could and would pull 
together. I am tired of teams that pull in every direction in the 
world except together, and the Democratic party is tired of 
them, too. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Our party is 
represented in all the“ funny papers” as a donkey. The truth 
is that the country is tired of you Republicans over there on 


1905. 


that side of the Chamber and afraid of us on this side. [Great 
laughter and applause.] Just the sort of thing you have just 
listened to from the gentleman from Missouri this morning is 
what makes them afraid of us. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there will come before this House from 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce either a Democratic 
substitute containing all the provisions that I referred to this 
morning dealing with private car abuses that the gentleman 
himself did not suggest be dealt with last year until after the last 
conference between the minority members of the committee had 
been held, or if he did I do not remember it, and if he did I 
will correct that in the Recorp or withdraw it now—— 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Better withdraw it now, because I 
will show you by documentary evidence you are wrong. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. He says he did—my memory does not bear 
him out—but at any rate it was thought wiser on the whole 
to meet the Republican proposed proposition upon the single 
question of conferring upon the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion a substitute rate-making power with a Democratic propo- 
sition upon that same question, and it was urged by members 
of the committee that the hearings had not been finished upon 
other questions, and they were not ready to legislate upon 
other questions. There never was in any man’s mind at any 
time, and the gentleman from Missouri knows it, any opposi- 
tion to dealing with terminal abuses, with switch abuses, or 
private car line abuses. The only question was one of expe- 
diency, as to whether they should be dealt with in that bill 
which was proposed as a substitute to the Republican bill deal- 
ing only with the one particular question, of power to substi- 
tute a rate. There was also a parliamentary question, too, as 
to whether the substitute was germane when it partook of other 
matters. 

Now, the future is before us. We are going to have a bill 
from the minority members of that committee, as I trust and 
hope and know almost, or else the Republicans upon that com- 
mittee are going to correct the Esch-Townsend bill and make it 
complete and perfect and satisfactory, and if they do it then 
the Democratic party can well afford to stand for that bill. We 
do not care whence legislation comes. We do not care whose 
name it bears; we do not care who claims the credit of it. If 
you will confer the power that I mentioned upon the Interstate 
Commerce Commission of naming a substitute rate, to remain 
in operation without being affected by injunction, except in so 
far as the Constitution grants the right of injunction, and then 
add to that any language you please that is satisfactory and 
sufficiently drastic in regard to private car line abuses and 
other things, the Democratic party will vote for it. Ah, Mr. 
Chairman, the gentleman so solicitously referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, as riding his—broomstick horse, was it? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Well, some kind of a stick, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Broomstick horse is rather an unusual 
name to call the position that was given by himself, I believe, 
amongst others, and which I am not so awfully fond of as the 
gentleman might imagine. But the gentleman to whom the gen- 
tleman referred, the gentleman from the Eighth district of 
Mississippi—in other words, I—last year took the position that 
the thing that would be the keystone of the arch to correct legis- 
lation to cure railway abuses—to prevent them in the future as 
well as to lop them off now—was this power of naming a sub- 
stitute rate. I then predicted that the railroads of this country 
would consent to any other sort of legislation that you wanted, 
no matter what; that all the balance of it was subordinate to 
that—fulminations in the air without that—that with that you 
could get everything, and without that you could get nothing 
satisfactory. Since that time the railroads have virtually said, 
man after man of them, before the committee in the Senate: 
“Do. what you please about private cars, do what you please 
about terminal facilities, do what you please about switches, 
but for God’s sake do not confiscate our property (as they put 
it) by giving to the Interstate Commerce Commission the right 
to name a substitute rate when the rate complained of has been 
declared off because of its unreasonableness or because of its 
unjustness.” I think I am justified by events, and I am justi- 
fied by the President himself, who takes that same view in his 
last message, and I am still more justified by the fact that all 
the gentlemen upon the committee on the minority side seemed 
to take that view up to the last meeting held. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the incident is closed as far as I am con- 
cerned. I am sorry it has occurred. I hope it has left no rank- 
ling wounds or sores behind. These things must leave some, 
but I hope that hereafter we will go on, and when we come to 
fight we can fight the common enemy from now on all the time. 
[Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. RODENBERG. Mr. Chairman, I would fixe to inquire 
whether it would be in order at this stage to move that the com- 
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mittee devote the balance of to-day’s session to a consideration 
of the public business? í 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood that public business 
was being attended to. 

Kr SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state it? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Would it be in order for me at this 
time to ask permission to revise and correct my remarks? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has that right. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman has a right to revise his 
remarks, but not the right to extend them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
SHACKLEFORD] will understand that in revising his remarks he 
has not the right to extend them. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. At this time, and at the close of this fear- 
ful scene of Democratic carnage on this floor, I would like to 
inquire if it would not now be in order “as a further mark of 
respect to the memory of all of the late deceased, that this 
House do now adjourn?” [Prolonged laughter and applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, we can reserye the considera- 
tion of this resolution. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN] informs me that there are several Members of the House 
that desire to debate the real question at issue—that is, a ques- 
tion with reference to these insurance measures—and he thinks 
we can hardly conclude it at the usual time to-night. I am 
willing that the committee should now rise, and will make that 
motion in a moment, with the understanding with the gentle- 
man from Iowa that we will agree in the House, if the House 
will concur, that all general debate shall be continued for one 
hour. I shall ask that in the House. I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, a moment before the gentle- 
man makes that motion. 

Mr. PAYNE. I withdraw that motion. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I said a little while ago in conversation 
with the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] that I thought 
that would be suflicient time, But since then two or three 
gentlemen have spoken to me, saying they wanted to discuss 
this question, and I think an enlargement of the time ought to 
be thought of, at least. Suppose we make it two hours. 

Mr. PAYNE. Can not we get along with an hour and a half? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think not. I think there are a number 
of gentlemen here that want to discuss the matter, and I think 
there is an importance in it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Suppose we let the matter go over until to- 
morrow ? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think we had better fix the time in the House 
when we get there. We can not do it now. I want to suggest 
to the committee that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIER] 
tells me that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] has 
offered him five minutes of time. If he has not, I will yield to 
him five minutes now. É 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well. If I may be recognized in my 
own time, I will yield fiye minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. KEIFER]. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I do not seek the fioor for the 
purpose of in any way disturbing the harmony that. has just 
been reached on the other side of the House through the great 
travail we have witnessed. 

I understand that we are in the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and that the special business is that 
of referring the various subjects of the President’s message to 
appropriate committees, Some person who has taken time 
enough and has been patient enough to go through the Presi- 
dent’s message and digest it carefully has discovered that it 
deals with fifty-five distinct subjects, aside from the general 
introduction on the subject of prosperity and the congratula- 
tions that are extended to the people of this country on that 
account. But there is nothing in that great message, which is 
so erudite in learning, on the subject we have just heard dis- 
cussed and debated here under the hearing of this resolution 
for the last three hours—nothing on the subject of Democratic 
harmony in the House of Representatives of the United States, 

And there is one other subject that is not treated on, but it 
is as near in line with the fifty-five—if the gentleman was 
right—different subjects as the one we have just been consider- 
ing. I note that the Committee on Ways and Means have under- 


taken to so segregate the different subjects that they are re- 
That shows 


ferred to twenty-five different committees only. 
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the great ability of that committee. But now to this other sub- 
ject that is not mentioned in the message. I will ask the Clerk 
to read the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States. 


- Be it resolved the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of both 
Houses concurring), That the following article be proposed to the legis- 
latures of the several States as an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States, which, when ratified by three-fourths of said legis- 
latures, shall become a part of sald Constitution, namely: 


ARTICLE XVI. 


Secrion 1. Congress shall have no power to appropriate money for 
the payment of any claim against the United States, unless preferred 
by a State thereof, not created in pursuance of or previously author- 
ized by law, international treaty, or. award, except in payment of a 
final judgment rendered thereon by a court or tribunal having compe- 
tent jurisdiction. 

Sec. 2. A court of claims shall be established at the seat of govern- 
ment with original jurisdiction in cases . claims for money 
against the United States and with such other jurisdiction as may be 

rovided by law; and Congress may confer on any other court of the 
United States inferior to the Supreme Coùrt original jurisdiction in 
such cases, and Congress shall provide by law rules and principles 
and a code of procedure to govern in such cases, also for Appeals and 
error proceedings therein, and it may prescribe a statute of limitations 
for such claims. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I want to give notice that at 
the proper time I shall offer the following amendment, and I 
ask to have it read in my time for the information of the 
committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 11, page 4, insert: 


“That so much as relates to the irrigation of arid lands shall be 
referred to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands.” 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 


now rise. 


The motion was agreed to. ‘ 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Burn of Pennsylvania, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration 
House resolution 42, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


REGENTS OF THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Hrrr, Mr. 
Apams of Pennsylvania, and Mr. Howarp as Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, reference of the bill (H. R. 380) to 
authorize the sale of a portion of the Lower Brule Indian Res- 
ervation in South Dakota, and for other purposes, was changed 
from the Committee on Public Lands to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the 
case of House bill No. 13233, second session Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress, for the relief of John V. Mason, no adverse report haying 
been made on the same. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Dresser, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


PRINTING FOR RIVER AND HARBOR COMMITTEE. 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I desire unanimous con- 
sent for the consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk's desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rivers and Harbors be authorized 
to have such printing and binding done as may be required in the 
transaction of its business during the Fifty-ninth Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 
The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Also a second and third resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, or such sub- 


committee as may be peng, ei by it, shall have leave to sit during 
the sessions of the House for the Fifty-ninth Congress and during the 


recess, 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 


considered as agreed to. 
There was no objection. 


Se EE — 


PRINTING ENGRAVINGS AND DRAWINGS. 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Also the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That during the Fifty-ninth Congress the order of the 
House to 2 executive documents shall be held to authorize with 


such printing the engraving of drawings and maps, unless the Speaker 
shall, in the case of any document, otherwise airet ` 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? : 

Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right to object, I will ask the , 
gentleman if this is usual, or ought it not to go to the Com- 
mittee on Printing? j 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. -I really can not give definite informa- 
tion. Leave has been given, so far as the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors is concerned, and it was thought best to make the reso- 
lution general; Numerous documents coming here have draw- 
ings and maps and would be incomplete unless they were en- 
graved. It rests with the Speaker, however, to decide whether 
the maps or drawings shall be engraved or not. 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
hear the resolution reported again, i 

Mr. PAYNE. So would I. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr.. PAYNE. That is a pretty far-reaching resolution. 
think it ought to go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I would like to ask the Chairman of 
the Committee on Printing, if he is present, what has been the 
previous course in reference to this matter? 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, I will state 
that in the Fifty-seventh Congress we put in a provision, which 
I was opposed to at the time, that no engraving should be 
printed unless contained in the order for printing. In the 
Vifty-eighth Congress these reports containing matter which 
should be engrayed—pictures of various kinds—came in and it 
was found so burdensome to put upon the Speaker the inves- 
tigation of all of the public documents which came in to see 
whether every picture or illustration should be printed, that by 
unanimous consent it was agreed that the engraving should be 
put in unless objection was made by the Speaker. 

1770 BURTON of Ohio. That is what this resolution accom- 
plishes. . 
Mr. PAYNE. It is subject to the approval of the Speaker. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. The presumption being that it should 
be done. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I still think it better to have a 
committee consider this resolution before it is passed. My sug- 
gestion is that it go to the Committee on Printing, as the delay 
will do no harm. j 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I have no objection to the withdrawal 
of the resolution for the present. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I desire unanimous con- 
sent for a change of reference of the bill H. R. 373, entitled “A 
bill for the erection of a public building in the Borough of the 
Bronx, New York.” By some error this bill has been referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. I ask unanimous 
consent that that reference be changed, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the reference of the bill 
will be changed as indicated by the gentleman from Ohio. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 
13 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


I 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Hans Peter Guttormsen against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Jackson County, Mo., against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of deficiency appropriation for the military serv- 
ice—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. * 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, transmitting the 
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report of the International Bureau of the American Republics— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect 
of the Treasury submitting an estimate of appropriation for the 
post-office and court-house building at Chicago—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, recommending legislation 
in reference to the requirement that a statement of expenditures 
be included in his annual report—to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Justice, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Lovely Lass, William 
Moore, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a communication from the governor of Alaska, papers 
relating to a claim of Bishop P. T. Rowe—to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Board of Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a detailed report of ex- 
penditures from the fund for contingent expenses—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Kingston Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and sur- 
vey of Bennetts River at and above Gatesville, N. C.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting reports of allowances made by the accounting officers of 
the Treasury in favor of the States of New York and Pennsyl- 
vania for advances made in the war of 1812-1815—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Blackwater Creek, or River, Virginia—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Caloosahatchee River, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Mer- 
mentau River, Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting the report of receipts and expenditures by the treasurer of 
Porto Rico from November, 1904, to October, 1905—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting the report of the auditor of Porto Rico of receipts and 
expenditures from November, 1904, to October, 1905—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims. 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Susan B. Joyner, Mary E. Roberson, Martha F. Luster, and 
Jane F. Crump, sole heirs of estate of Josiah Anthony, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 3061) to authorize the Rock Island, Arkansas and 
Louisiana Railroad Company to construct a bridge across Oua- 
chita River and other navigable rivers in the State of Arkansas, 
reported the same, accompanied by a report (No. 2) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 299) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Columbia River by the Portland and Seattle Railway Company, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 3); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 


PUBLIO BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 7003) establishing an 
additional recording district in Indian Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, k 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 7004) to amend section 6, 
chapter 501, of an act approved April 12, 1902, entitled “An act 
to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service“ -= to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 7005) making an appropria- 
tion of $250,000 for the purpose of improving the Arkansas 
River from the head of navigation, at-Muscogee, Ind. T., to Fort 
Smith, Ark.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 7006) to apply a portion 
of the proceeds of the sales of public lands to the endowment of 
schools or departments of mines and mining in connection with 
the colleges established in the several States under the provi- 
sions of an act approved July 2, 1862, entitled “An act donating 
public lands to the several States and Territories which may 
provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic 
arts,” and for similar purposes, being a further supplement to 
said act—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 7007) for the opening of a 
street in Mount Pleasant, D. C.—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7008) for the 
erection of a public building at Pittsburg, Kans.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 7009) to build a lodge at 
in Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 7010) to create a new divi- , 
sion in the western judicial district of Missouri, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7011) providing for the order of trial in 
criminal cases in the circuit and district courts of the United 
Parnes and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7012) providing for public administrators 
in Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 7013) to confer jurisdiction 
upon the circuit court-of the United States for the ninth circuit 
to determine in equity the rights of American citizens under the 
award of the Bering Sea arbitration of Paris, and to render 
judgment thereon—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 7014) to provide American 
registers for the steamers Marie and Success—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 7015) providing for a 
site for a public building at Wymore, Nebr.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7016) providing for a site for a public 
building at Fairbury, Nebr.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 7017) providing for the 
transfer of certain national parks from the Department of the 
Interior to the Department of Agriculture, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 7018) for preventing the 
manufacture, sale, or transportation of adulterated or mis- 
branded or poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, and 
liquors, and for regulating traffic therein, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 7019) for the protection of 
animals, birds, and fish-in the forest reserves, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7020) to acquire land for a 
park approach to Connecticut Avenue Bridge over Rock Creek, 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 7021) to extend Fifth 
street SE. from Congress Heights to Washington Highlands, 
D. C.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 7022) for the improvement of 
the harbor at Branford, Conn.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7023) for a survey of the harbor of New 
Haven, Conn.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7024) for the 
enlargement of the post-office building at Trenton, N. J.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7025) in regard to a monumental column te 
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commemorate the battle of Princeton, and appropriating $30,000 
therefor—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 7026) providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Trenton, Mo.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 7027) to provide for the gov- 
ernment of the Canal Zone, the construction of the Panama 
Canal, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 7028) for the relief of the 
Postal Telegraph Cable Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 7029) to authorize the extension 
and enlargement of the post-office and court-house building in 
the city of Rome, Ga.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 7030) providing for the erec- 
tion of a keeper’s dwelling at the Tibbetts Point light station, 
New York—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 7031) to regulate the sala- 
ries of letter carriers in towns or cities of less than 75,000 popu- 
lation—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7032) to provide for a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Bloomsburg, in the State of 
Pennsylyania—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. r 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7033) to provide for thiry days’ annual 
leave to clerks and employees of first and second class post- 
offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 7034) fixing the rate 
of pension for persons eligible under the act of June 27, 1890, 
and acts amendatory thereof, who require the frequent and 
periodical or regular and constant aid and attendance of an- 

other person—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7035) for uni- 
versal transfers over the street railway lines in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 7036) for a public build- 
ing at the city of Johnstown, Pa.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 7037) for 
the erection of a public building at New Ulm, Minn.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 7038) for the retirement of 
Government employees who were soldiers in the war of the 
rebellion of 1861 to 1865 and are now in the classified civil 
service—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine; A bill (H. R. 7039) to authorize 
the extension of Prospect street NW.—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 7040) to establish a 
fish-hatching and fish station in the State of Utah—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7041) to permit the State of Utah to select 
lands in the abandoned Fort Crittenden Military Reservation 
in Utah—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 7042) to enable the people 
of New Mexico to form a constitution and State government 
and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the 
original States—to the Committee on the Territories, - 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 7043) to restore the sale of 
fermented malt beverages and light wines to soldiers on Army 
transports and in post exchanges under regulations to be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of War—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7044) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
promote the efficiency of the militia and for other purposes,” 
approved January —, 1903—to the Committee on Militia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7045) to authorize the President to confer 
brevet rank on certain officers of the United States Army for 
gallant services in the war with Spain and subsequent insurrec- 
tion In the Philippines—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7046) to provide for a national military 
park commission—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 7047) to amend the pen- 
sion laws relating to widows of deceased colored soldiers or 
sailors—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7048) changing 
names of Pierce place, Blake street, Swann street, and Cedar 
street or place, and Orgeon avenue to Samson street—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7049) to provide for the removal of snow, 
ice, grass, weeds, and other impediments from the sidewalks and 
gutters of the streets, avenues, and highways in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 7050) for an additional judge 
m the fourth judicial circuit—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 7051) for the erection of 
a public building in the city of Middlesboro, Ky.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 7052) for the establishment 
of a naval volunteer force of seamen and for the government of 
the same—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7053) to pre- 
vent robbing the mail, to provide a safer and easier method of 
sending money by mail, and to increase the postal revenues—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr, BRICK: A bill (H. R. 7054) to establish a fish-hatch- 
ery and biological station in the Thirteenth Congressional dis- 
trict of the State of Indiana—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7055) to 
extend and regulate the liability of certain classes of employers 
to make compensation for personal injuries suffered by em- 
ployees in their service—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 7056) for a public building at 
the -city of Fayetteville, Ark.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COCKRAN: A bill (H. R. 7057) to provide addi- 
tional revenue for the Government and to encourage the agri- 
cultural and manufacturing industries of the United States— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 7058) for the erection of a 
national sanitarium for disabled volunteer soldiers at Eureka 
Springs, Ark.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 7059) to aid States in pro- 
hibiting the sale of cigarettes—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. FIELD: A bill (H. R. 7060) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Corsicana, Tex.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7061) for 
the improvement of White Oak River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7062) to appropriate $25,000 to inclose and 
beautify the grounds and repair the monument on the Moores 
Creek battlefield, North Carolina—to the Committee on the 
Library. A 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 7063) providing for an ad- 
ditional appropriation for the public building at Owosso, Mich.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 7064) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Hudson, in the State of New York—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 7065) to amend section 858 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7066) to place hides on the free list—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7067) to prohibit 
the use of Indian trust funds for the purpose of educating 
Indian children in sectarian schools—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7068) authorizing any legal trust company 
duly authorized to transact business in the Indian Territory to 
become bondsman in all probate matters in said Territory—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 7069) for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of Capt. James Butler and others for 
heroism during the Revolutionary war—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 7070) to suppress bribery 
at Federal elections, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives 
in Congress. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 7071) for the erection of 
a public building in the city of Columbus, Nebr.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7072) for the purchase of a site and erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Wayne, Nebr.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7073) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon in the city of 
West Point, State of Nebraska—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 7074) to provide for the con- 
struction of an addition or extension to the post-office and 
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court-house at La Crosse, Wis.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 7075) for the construction 
of an able seagoing tug for the Revenue-Cutter Service for 
New Bedford, Mass.—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H, R. 7076) for a light- 
house and fog signal on Rock of Ages, Lake Superior—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7077) to facilitate the 
shipments and furnishing of cars by railway companies for the 
shipment of carloads of live stock from points in one State or 
Territory of the United States into or through any other State 
or Territory of the United States, and to provide for such 
through shipments at reasonable rates of freight—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 7078) to confer jurisdiction 
on the Court of Claims in certain cases—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 7079) to permit the 
industrial uses of alcohol and to enlarge the domestic market 
for farm products—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 7080) for the establish- 
ment of a subport of entry at Buffalo, N. Y.—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee (by request): A bill (H. R. 7081) 
recognizing the military service of and giving pensionable status 
under all pension laws of the United States to persons serving 
under United States officers as home guards, militia, or other 
provisional troops during the civil war—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7082) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Arkansas River at or near Van 
Buren, Ark.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 7083) to repeal section 5, 
chapter 1482, act of March 3, 1905—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7084) giving powers to 
national banks in addition to the powers contained in section 
5136 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7085) authorizing the Pea River Power 
Company to erect a dam in Coffee County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 7086) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Shelbyville, in the State of Tennessee—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7087) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Fayetteville, in 
the State of Tennessee—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7088) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Tullahoma, in 
the State of Tennessee—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7089) to provide a site and 
erect a public building at Dothan, Ala.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7090) to provide a site and erect a public 
building at Eufaula, Ala.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7091) to provide a site and erect a public 
building at Opelika, Ala.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 7092) for the erection of a 
public building at Chester, S. C—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7093) relating to the removal of civil cases 
from the State courts to United States courts—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7094) providing for the erection of a monu- 
ment at Kings Mountain battle ground commemorative of Gen- 
eral Campbell, Colonel Shelby, and others who participated in 
said battle on October 7, A. D. 1780—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7095) providing for the erection of a monu- 
ment at Cowpens battle ground, Cherokee County, S. C., com- 
memorative of Gen. Daniel Morgan and those who participated 
in the battle of Cowpens on the 17th day of January, 1781—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7096) for the erection of a public building 
at Gaffney, S. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 
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By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 7097) to amend the Code of 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7098) to amend the Code of the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 7099) to amend section 2871 
of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 7100) for the erection of 
a public building in the city of London, Ky.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7101) for the erection of a public building 

in the city of Somerset, Ky.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7102) authorizing construction of a road 
from Mill Springs National Cemetery, in Pulaski County, Ky., 
to Somerset, in said county—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 7103) for the 
improvement of the St. Croix River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7104) to establish a subtreasury of the 
United States at St. Paul, Minn —to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7105) to increase the limit of cost for the 
public building at St. Paul, Minn.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7106) to increase the efficiency of the 
militia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Militia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7107) to provide for the free transportation 
of official mail matter of otticers of the organized militia of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7108) to authorize the establishment of 
fish-cultural and biological stations in the United States, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7109) to provide for a port of delivery at 
Stillwater, Minn.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7110) to provide for the distribution of the 
Federal Cases in the United States courts—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7111) to provide for the distribution of the 
reports of the United States circuit courts of appeals and of the 
circuit and district courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 7112) to amend sections 2959, 
2960, 2962, and 2975 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7113) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenues,” 
approved June 10, 1890, as amended by the act entitled “An act 
to provide revenue for the Government and to encourage the 
industries of the United States,” approved July 24, 1897—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7114) to provide for the consolidation and 
reorganization of customs collection districts—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7115) providing for the licensing of custom- 
house brokers, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7116) for 
the erection of a public building at Ruston, La.—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7117) reducing 
the import duty on certain articles of prime necessity—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7118) providing for the erection of a 
public building at St. Charles, Mo.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7119) appropriating money for the protec- 
tion of property in Lincoln County, Mo.—to the Committee on 
Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7120) to further provide for the Presiden- 
tial succession—to the Committee on the Hlection of President, 
Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7121) declaring a certain portion of the 
Maramec River to be an unnavigable stream—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7122) making an appropriation to improve 
the harbor of Hermann, on the Missouri River, in Gasconade 
County, Mo.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7123) reducing the duty on agricultural 
implements—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7124) for the improvement of the Missouri 
River at or near the mouth of Smiths Creek, near Bernheimer, 
Warren County, Mo.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7125) to place binding twine and all ma- 
terials used in making or manufacturing the same upon the 
free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 7126) for a survey of the 
Homochitto River, in the State of Mississippi, from and includ- 
ing its mouth to the Yazoo and Mississippi Valley Railroad—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BYRD: A bill (H. R. 7127) to increase the pensions 
of the surviving widows of the soldiers of the Mexican war—to 
the Committee on Pensions. - 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 7128) to authorize the gov- 
ernor of the State of Mississippi to select certain lands in part 
satisfaction of its grant for university purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7129) for improvement of the Homochitto 
River, in the State of Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. COCKS: A bill (H. R. 7180) to amend an act enti- 
tled “An act to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service 
and to encourage the saving of life from shipwreck ”—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BYRD: A bill (H. R. 7131) for the relief of the 
farmers and planters of the United States by discontinuing 
the tariff duty on certain articles and placing the same upon 
the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 7132) to increase the pay of 
letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 7133) to provide for the pur- | 


chase of an additional site for the enlargement of the Federal 
building at Duluth, in the State of Minnesota—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 7134) granting the right 
of way, with terminal facilities, over the military and light- 
house reservations on Gasparilla Island, Florida, to the Florida 
West Shore Railway Company—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 7135) concerning a public 
building in Selma, Ala.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 7186) to increase the 
efficiency of the militia and promote rifle practice—to the Com- 
mittee on Militia. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 7137) for the extension of 
Seventeenth street NW. from Florida avenue to Columbia 
road—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7138) to 
provide for the erection of a public building at Connellsville, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 7139) legalizing the re- 
moval of the county seat of Washita County, Oklahoma Terri- 
tory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 7140) to amend an act 
approved February 28, 1903, entitled “An act to provide for 
a union station in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses ”—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 7141) to place lumber, coal, 
and wood pulp on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. WOOD of Missouri: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
46) providing for the creation of a joint committee to investi- 
gate the combination of corporate interests controlling the 
bridges across the Mississippi River in the vicinity of the city of 
St. Louis, in restraint of free traffic and trade—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. KEIFER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 47) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A resolution (H. Res. 71) author- 
izing the chairman of Committee on the Census to appoint a 
clerk to said committee—to the Committee on Accounts. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 72) amending Rule X of the 
standing rules of the House—to the Committee on Rules, 

By Mr. MONDELL: A resolution (H. Res. 73) calling upon 
the Secretary of the Interior for the report on the investigation 
of black sands—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A resolution (H. Res. 74) authorizing 
the chairman of the Committee on Railways and Canals to ap- 
point a janitor—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SULZER: A resolution (H. Res. 75) requesting the 
Secretary of State to furnish all papers to the House in connec- 
tion with the fine and imprisonment of Marcus Braun by the 
Hungarian Government—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 76) requesting the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor to send to the House all reports concern- 
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ing Marcus Braun—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 77) requesting the Secretary of 
the Treasury to send to the House information concerning the 
depositing of money in national banks—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A resolution (H. Res. 78) to appoint an 
assistant clerk to the Committee on Indian Affairs for the pres- 
ent Congress—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. BROWN: A resolution (H. Res. 79) authorizing the 
chairman of the Committee on Mines and Mining to appoint a 
janitor to said committee—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A resolution (H. Res. 80) providing for 
the appointment of an additional clerk to the Committee ou 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce—to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. ` 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 81) 
directing the Secretary of the Interior to make an examination 
of the financial and fiscal affairs of the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
nations of Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HUGHES: A resolution (H. Res. 82) authorizing 
the chairman of the Committee on Expenditures on Public 
Buildings to appoint a clerk to said committee—to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: A resolution (H. Res. 83) 
authorizing the chairman of the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress to 
appoint a clerk to said committee—to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A resolution (H. Res. 84) pro- 
viding for the appointment of a clerk to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A resolution (H. Res. 
85) authorizing the chairmen of the Committee on Industrial 
Arts and Exopsitions and the Committee on Militia to appoint 
a janitor—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A resolution (H. Res. 86) urging the re- 
turn of moneys collected under the cotton-tax act of 1866—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A resolution (H. Res. 87) for the relief 
of Sarah A. Hickling—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A resolution (H. Res. 90) directing the 
Committee on Naval Affairs to investigate the present condition 
of the United States ship Constitution—to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr, HOWELL of Utah: Memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Utah, asking Congress to enact such legislation as will 
better protect the people against adulterated, misbranded, and 
deleterious foods, drugs, and medicines—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the legislature of the State of Utah, urging 
Congress to recognize the faithful services of Indian war vet- 
erans in service from 1850 to 1872, etc.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Memorial of the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts, relative to an amendment of the National Constitu- 
tion, enabling Congress to enact laws regulating the hours of 
labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, rela- 
tive to rates of transportation on railroads—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, memorial of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, rela- 
tive to the transfer of the Life-Saving Service to the Navy De- 
partment—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, memorial of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, rela- 
tive to the removal of the duty on hides—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, rela- 
tive to the establishment of freer trade relations between the 
2 8 States and Canada—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HUNT: Memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Missouri, favoring the election of United States Senators by 
popular vote—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, memorial of the legislature of the State of Missouri, 
relative to the improvement of the Mississippi River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the legislature of the State of Missouri, 
relative to the permanent improvement of the upper Mississippi 
Riyer—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Memorial of the Commonwealth of Mas- 
sachusetts, relative to the removal of the duty on hides—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, memorial of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, rela- 
tive to the transfer of the Life-Saving Service to the Navy 
Department—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, memorial of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, rela- 
tive to rates of transportation on railroads—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, rela- 
tive to the establishment of freer trade relations between the 
cea States and Canada—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, memorial of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, rela- 
tive to an amendment of the National Constitution enabling 
Congress to enact laws regulating the hours of labor—to the 
Committee on Labor. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 7142) granting an increase 
of pension to George Castor—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7143) to 
correct the military record of Christopher P. Rhodes—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7144) for the relief of Aaron Eyerly—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 7145) to compensate P. K. 
Leathers for services rendered the United States in the prose- 
cution of William T. Head and others in the cireuit court for 
the northern district of Georgia—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 7146) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the naval record of George W. Bone— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 7147) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Bronson Rothrock—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7148) granting a pension to Charles Rip- 
pin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7149) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Bernhard Romacker—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7150) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the reeord of Charles Schmiederer—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 7151) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frank Z. Curry—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7152) granting a pen- 
sion to Ellen Donning—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 7153) for the 
relief of David McClelland for loss sustained at Chickamauga 
Park, Georgia, January 29, 1904—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7154) for the relief of Theodore F. North- 
rop—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7155) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Fleming—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7156) fdr the relief of William H. Sloan— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7157) for the relief of William H. Hugo, 
deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7158) for the 
relief of James H. Reeder—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7159) for the relief of Jeremiah Cracraft— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7160) for the relief of Joseph Segrayes—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7161) for the relief of Lewis Tacket—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7162) granting a pension to Elizabeth Cor- 
dial—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7163) granting a pension to Marion Me- 
Kenzie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7164) granting a pension to Lyman Thomp- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7165) granting a pension to Jacob R. Comp- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7166) granting a pension to Patterson 
Moore, alias Andrew Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7167) granting a pension to Christian 
Lederer—to the Committee on Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7168) granting a pension to David T. Cur- 
nette—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7169) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas K. Proctor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7170) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Southgate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7171) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Jarrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. { 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7172) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry Chaffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7173) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Reeder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7174) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian Bothman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7175) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Lock-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7176) granting an increase of pension to 
Ferguson Logan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7177) granting an increase of pension to 
Diana G. Halley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7178) granting an increase of pension to 
Jefferson S. Keeton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7179) granting an inerease of pension to 
James H. Milstead—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7180) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7181) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Curry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7182) granting an increase of pension to 
J. J. Perry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7183) granting an increase of pension to 
William N. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7184) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7185) granting an increase of pension to 
Timothy Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7186) granting an increase of pension to 
Israel T. Osborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7187) granting an increase of pension to 
A. J. Jacobs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7188) granting an inerease of pension to 
Maggie H. Campbell, widow of Henry G. Campbell—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7189) granting a pension to 
Mary Williamson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.. R. 7190) granting a pension to Frank Gilles- 
pie—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7191) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7192) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Johns—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7193) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 7194) granting an increase 
of pension to William Conway—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7195) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses A. Kellum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 7196) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Blake—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7197) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas F. Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7198) granting an increase of pension to 
James Langdon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7199) for the relief of David H. Moffat— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 7200) granting a pension to 
Kate M. Dawson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7201) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus B, Dopp—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 7202) for the relief of 
Jacob J. Shakelford—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7203) granting a pension to Jacob Owens— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7204) granting a pension to Absalom L, 
Scott—te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7205) granting a pension to Green G. F. 
Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7206) granting a pension to Nannie Fra- 
zier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 7207) for the relief of 
Laura J. Dills—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7208) granting a pension to Thomas G. 
Massey—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7209) granting a pension to Philip H. 
Louks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7210) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin J. Matleson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7211) granting a pension to James C. 
Southerland—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7212) granting an increase of pension to 
Romanti Hipp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7213) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Loucette E. Glayis—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7214) for the relief of J. D. Golden—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7215) removing the charge of desertion 
against the name of Joseph R. Moyer—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7216) applying the provisions of the act of 
June 27, 1890, to the men ‘of the Mississippi River Ram Fleet 
and Marine Brigade, their widows, and minor children—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 7217) for the 
relief of the Redemeyer-Hollister Commission Company—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7218) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura Kohlhase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 7219) for the 
relief of Samuel S. Weaver—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 7220) for the relief of Lieut. 
Jerome E. Morse, United States Navy, retired—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 7221) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Marcus D. Tenney—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7222) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi J. Walton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7223) granting an increase of pension to 
George Blair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7224) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles R. Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7225) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary O. Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7226) for the 
relief of Patrick Conlin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7227) for the relief of John F. M. Todd 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7228) for the relief of Benjamin Day—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7229) granting an increase of pension to 
Slater D. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 7230) granting a pension to 
John M. Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7231) granting a pension to Samuel 
O'Toole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7232) granting a pension to Alba B. 
Bean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7233) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. MeCain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7234) granting a pension to Ulysses G. 
Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7235) granting a pension to Abel W. 
Payne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7236) granting a pension to Richard Lar- 
rance—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7237) granting a pension to Philip Bacon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7238) granting a pension to William J. 
Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7239) granting a pension to Horatio M. 
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7240) granting a pension to Glawvina A. 
Pinnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7241) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Allhands—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7242) granting an increase of pension to 
Marcus Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7243) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses B. Page—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7244) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher S. Guthrie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 7245) granting a pension to 
Thomas Alsop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alzo, a bill (H. R. 7246) granting a pension to John H. Fox— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7247) granting a pension to Lorenzo Sink— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7248) granting a pension to Thomas 
Dayis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7249) granting a pension to John S. John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7250) granting a pension to Solomon C. 
Payne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7251) granting a pension to James J. 
Kirkland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7252) granting a pension to Maximilla 
Hazel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7253) granting a pension to Emily Cam- 
bron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7254) granting a pension to Isom Gwinn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7255) granting a pension to Christopher 
Horn—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7256) for the relief of Mary A. Coulson, 
executrix of Sewell Coulson, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 7257) granting a pension 
to Margaret Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7258) granting a pension to Philene 
Burns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7259) placing upon 
a pensionable status Fagg’s Fifth Regiment of Pike County 
(Mo.) Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7260) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Ziegler—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7261) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of William E. Talbert—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7262) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of David Gibson—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7263) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Timothy O’Leary—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7264) removing the charge of desertion 
from the name of David L. Draper, alias David D. Draper—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7265) for the relief of Ralls Lodge, No. 33, 
Ancient Free and Accepted Masons—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7266) for the relief of Elenor W. Smith— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7267) for the relief of F. H. Hunicke—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7268) for the relief of Mrs. Fannie Don- 
nelly—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7269) for the relief of the heirs of the late 
William H. Finch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7270) for the relief of Mrs. Catharine 
Bedell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7271) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Regular Baptist Church, at Mexico, Mo.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7272) for the relief of John Harper, Alex- 
ander Hammontree, and others, trustees of the Methodist 
Church at Warrenton, Mo.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ‘ 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 7273) for the relief of the heirs of William 
H. Finch—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7274) for the relief of Benjamin F. Mas- 
sie—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7275) for the relief of C. L. Reid, Shap. G. 
Wright, and others, trustees of the Methodist Church at War- 
renton, Mo.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7276) for the relief of the heirs of the late 
Joseph M. Carrico—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7277) for the relief of the heirs of William 
S. Bryant—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7278) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Mexico, Mo.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7279) for the relief of the heirs of Mar- 
garet P. Botts—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7280) for the relief of James Rhodus—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7281) for the relief of David Smith—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7282) for the relief of George Turner—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7283) for the relief of John Williams—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7284) for the relief of William Faller to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7285) for the relief of Willis Arnaud to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7286) for the relief of John H. Frick—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7287) for the relief of Howard Munker—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7288) for the relief of Annie T. Jones, 
ei of Jonathan L. Jones, deceased—to the Committee on 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7289) for the relief of George W. Payne— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7290) for the relief of the heirs of Capt. 
Henry L. Heckmann—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7291) for the relief of the estate of the 
late B. F. Richardson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 7292) granting a pension to George W. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7293) granting a pension to John W. Hun- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7294) granting a pension to Alice Harri- 
son—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7295) granting a pension to Lewis K. Gil- 
bert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7296) granting a pension to Ignatz Boh- 
nert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7297) granting a pension to Cicero Clus- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7298) granting a pension to James R. Gib- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7299) granting a pension to John A. Black- 
well—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7300) granting a pension to John D. 
Reeds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7301) granting a pension to James Grif- 
fith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7302) granting a pension to James G. 
Head—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7303) granting a pension to James W. 
Conaway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7304) granting a pension to Orison Wil- 
liams—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7305) granting a pension to Martha A. 
Myers—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7306) granting a pension to Jeremiah 
Romans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7307) granting a pension to William Toedt- 
mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7308) granting a pension to Prudence E. 
Wyatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7309) granting a pension to Maj. Louis 
Dieckgraefe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7310) granting a pension to George N. 
Warfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7311) granting a pension to William H. 
Boulden—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7312) granting a pension to William H. 
Holland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7313) granting a pension to James W. 
McCune—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7314) granting a pension to David Copen- 
haver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7315) granting a pension to Charles B. 
Stough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7316) granting a pension to John Rohy— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7317) granting a pension to James T. Ed- 
wards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7318) granting a pension to Josephine B. 
Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7319) granting a pension to Frank M. Hass- 
ler—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a ‘bill (H. R. 7320) granting a pension to Conrad 
Klinge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7321) granting a pension to Emma A. 
Baxter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7322) granting a pension to Peter Berg 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7323) granting a pension to William Dil- 
lon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7324) granting a pension to Joseph Turn- 
baugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7825) granting a pension to nawara W. 
Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid ‘Pensions. — koa 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7326) granting a pension to James A. 
Terry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7327) granting a pension to Green H. 
Honeycutt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7328) granting a pension to William Cal- 
laway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7329) granting a pension to Charles B. 
Stough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7330) granting a pension to James J. W. 
Clifton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7331) granting a pension to Henry Porter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7332) granting a pension to Spotwell E. 
Page—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7333) granting a pension to John W. 
Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7334) granting a pension to Lizzie Hunter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7335) granting a pension to Marion Skin- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7336) granting a pension to Cordelia S. 
Rodgers—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7337) granting a pension to Milligan Ew- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7338) granting a pension to Amos Strauser— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7339) granting a pension to Jeremiah Mil- 
roy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7340) granting a pension to William W. 
Batterton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7341) granting a pension to Mary F. 
Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7342) granting a pension to Mary Follo- 
will—to tbe Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Alsa, a bill (H, R. 7343) granting a pension to William 
Dixon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7344) granting a pension to John T. 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7345) granting a pension to Benjamin 
Haggard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7346) granting a pension to Louvina 
Mays—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7347) granting a pension to John J. 
Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7348) granting a pension to Samuel 
Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7349) granting a pension to John Me- 
Cann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7350) granting a pension to Friedrich 
Schmied—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7351) granting a pension to Lydia Lollar— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7352) granting a pension to Samuel S. 
Grimmett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7853) granting a pension to Silas A, 
Elkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7354) granting a pension to Jeptha New- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7355) granting a pension to Mrs. S. M. 
Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7356) granting a pension to John H. Mil- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7357) granting a pension to George H. 
Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7358) granting a pension to Martha Caro- 
line Hammack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7359) granting a pension to John B. 
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7360) granting a pension to Noah Hun- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7361) granting a pension to Thomas A. 
Burks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7362) granting a pension to Cyrus Scott 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7363) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Seifert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7364) granting a pension to Susan L. 
Brimer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 'a bill (H. R. 7865) granting a pension to Absolom How- 
ell Eggers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7366) granting a pension to Sophia A. 
Pollman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7367) granting a pension to Eliza Alex- 
ander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


368 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 13, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7368) granting an increase of pension to 
Uriah H. Owings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7369) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7370) granting an increase of pension to 
Albertus Leovisin Paine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7371) granting an increase of pension to 
Garland Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7372) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Cartmill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7373) granting an increase of pension to 
Archibald F. Bottoms—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7374) granting an increase of pension to 
E. C. Aydelotte—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7375) granting an increase of pension to 
W. H. Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7376) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter M. McNelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7377) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Simon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7378) granting an increase of pension 
John L. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7379) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Glanden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7380) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison Randolph—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7381) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel Hughlett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7382) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick McGarry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7383) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7384) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph Blankenship—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7385) granting an increase of pension 
William H. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7386) granting an increase of pension 
George W. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7387) granting an increase of pension to 
James Leavy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7388) granting an increase of pension 
Simon U. Branstetter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7389) granting an increase of pension to 
‘Christian P. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7390) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan W. Barber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7391) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. C. Rentfro—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7392) granting an increase of pension 
Caroline M. Kirk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7393) granting an increase of pension 
Ferdinand David—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7394) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas D. Hughlett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7395) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Rector—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7396) granting an increase of pension to 
John E. Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7397) granting an increase of pension 
Ann Eliza Bradbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7398) granting an increase of pension 
John Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7399) granting an increase of pension to 
George Whitehead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7400) granting an increase of pension to 
John Snay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7401) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Shattuck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7402) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin M. Todd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7403) granting an increase of pension to 
John Alcorn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7404) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Gruenewald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7405) granting an increase of pension 
George Ogden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7406) granting an increase of pension 
Henry Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7407) granting an increase of pension 
August Femmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7408) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7409) 
granting a pension to Ross R. Sanner—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7410) granting a pension to Elias Knupp— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7411) granting an increase of pension 
Tobias Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7412) granting an increase of pension 
Isaiah L. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7413) granting an increase of pension 
Bazel Lemley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7414) granting an increase of pension 
Elijah Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7415) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Brawner—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7416) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph R. Boger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7417) granting an increase of pension 
Gibson Helms—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7418) granting 
an increase of pension to Fritz Miller—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7419) granting an increase of pension to 
James Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7420) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Wren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 7421) granting an increase 
of pension to Caroline McGimsey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 7422) granting an increase 
of pension to Elijah R. White—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7423) granting an increase of pension to 
Rachel Dailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7424) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7425) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Funk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7426) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7427) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel P. Hoeffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensious. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7428) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7429) granting a pension to George W. 
Castor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7430) granting a pension to Eliza B. 
Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7431) granting a pension to Emma Kess- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7432) granting a pension to Emily A. 
Cavender—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7433) granting a pension to Alfred Cun- 
ningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7434) granting a pension to Georgia 
Tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7435) granting a pension to John Ham- 
mond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7436) granting a pension to Prudence 
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7487) granting a pension to Annie Coton— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7488) granting a pension to Jacob Beck- 
ner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7489) granting a pension to Eliza J. Petty— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7440) to remove charge of desertion against 
Harvey A. Hart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7441) to remove charge of desertion against 
Joseph McFarland—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7442) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Nathen Mendenhall—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 7443) ‘for the relief of Mrs. 
Catherine Ratchford—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7444) for the relief of William Hayes—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7445) for the relief of John W. Johnson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7446) for the relief of J. W. Phillips—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7447) for the relief of Catherine Greelish— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7448) for the relief of Shadrick Sechrest— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7449) for the relief of Theophilus Fisk 
Mills—to the Committee on the Library. 


to 


to 


to 


1905. 


— 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7450) for the relief of Mrs. Catherine 
Ratchford—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7451) for the relief of W. L. Offutt—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7452) granting a pension to Isaac C. 
Hogue—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 7453) granting a pension to Ashbell G. F. 
Janes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7454) granting a pension to Emily C. 
Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7455) granting a pension to A. H. Case— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7456) granting a pension to George Rey- 
nolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7457) granting a pension to Hannah Van- 
denburg—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7458) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Wampler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7459) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Hathaway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7460) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Helvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
` Also, a bill (II. R. 7461) granting a pension to J. S. Henry 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7462) granting a pension to Eliza P. Tar- 
gert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
~ Also, a bill (H. R. 7463) granting a pension to Edward Pape— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7464) granting a pension to John S. Mans- 
field—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 7465) granting a pension to Martha A. 
Hand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7466) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Crockett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7467) granting a pension to Catharine 
Shipley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7468) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 7469) granting an increase of pension to 
Byron E. Sheffield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 7470) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Sheldon—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7471) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob F. Deneller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7472) granting an increase of pension to 
J. M. Whitehead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7473) granting an increase of pension to 
Jo Utt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 7474) granting an increase of pension to 
James Burgess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (II. R. 7475) granting an increase of pension to 
Austin G. Jacobs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7476) granting an increase of pension to 
George C. Dean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7477) granting an increase of pension to 
Julius Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7478) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Jackson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7479) granting an increase of pension to 
Wesley J. Ralston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7480) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. S. K. Cross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7481) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelius E. Ostrander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7482) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Morus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7483) granting an increase of pension to 
Lawrence V. Whitcraft—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7484) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Mott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7485) granting an increase of pension to 
G. W. Linton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7486) granting an increase of pension to 
Parson W. Clifford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7487) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac W. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7488) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob L. Hatton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7489) granting an increase of pension to 
B. B. Bacon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7490) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus W. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 7491) to authorize the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury Department to examine and audit, ac- 
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cording to equity, the claim of Grubb & Robinson, a firm con- 
sisting of Alfred B. Grubb and William H. Robinson, and of 
Alfred B. Grubb, for building material sold and delivered to 
members of the Prairie Band of Pottawatomie Indians in Kan- 
sas—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7492) to authorize the accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department to readjust the accounts of trans- 
portation companies for transportation of troops, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 7493) granting an increase 
of pension to Paul Groff—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7494) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah L. Wade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 7495) granting a pension 
to Susie M. Gerth—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7496) granting a pension to Amelia Ko- 
inke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7497) granting a pension to Ellen Carpen- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7498) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Hanson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7499) granting an increase of pension to 
Lawrence Miracle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7500) granting an increase of pension to 
John McCandless—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7501) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Hercher—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7502) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Lannen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7503) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard G. Cotton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7504) granting an increase.of pension to 
Caroline Whiteomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7505) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Wilkinson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7506) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin V. Graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7507) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen A. Turner—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7508) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7509) granting an increase of pension to 
John N. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7510) to correct the military record of 
Claus Maxfield—to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7511) to correct the military record of 
Clyde C. Fisher—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7512) to correct the military record of 
Daniel Edminister, jr.—to the Commtitee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 7513) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Richard M. Ogle—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7514) for the relief of Frank Keller—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 7515) granting an increase 
of pension to Firman F. Kirk—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7516) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7517) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter B. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7518) granting an increase of pension to 
George Richter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7519) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert M. Wolf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7520) granting 
an increase of pension to Theodore R. Stearns—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7521) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7522) granting an increase of pension to 
Phillip Meyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7523) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher C. McCord—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7524) granting an increase of pension to 
William Knight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7525) granting an increase of pension to 
William K. Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7526) for the relief of Michael A. Dace— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7527) for the relief 
8 Willard W. Howe, of Aurora, Ind.—to the Committee on 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7528) granting a pension to Martha J. 
Snider—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7529) for the relief of A. W. Abbott—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7530) granting a pension to James H. 
Sale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7531) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson G. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7532) granting an increase of pension to 

Thomas H. Ballard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7533) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Buchanan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7534) granting an increase of pension to 

Charles R. Korn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7535) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7536) granting an increase of pension to 
William Bailey—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7537) granting an increase of pension to 
Israel Warner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7538) granting an increase of pension to 
Thompson H. Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7539) granting an increase of pension to 
David H. Hair—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7540) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Griffith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7541) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7542) granting an increase of pension to 
Omer E. Huffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. Also, a bill (H. R. 7543) granting an increase of pension to 

Prior M. Pavy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7544) granting an increase of pension to 
Gustavus E. F. Raschig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7545) granting an increase of pension to 
Lee De Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7546) granting a pension to Edna 
Buchanan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7547) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Allison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 7548) for the relief of Mary 
V. Shaw—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7549) for the relief of J. M. Bloom—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7550) granting a pension to Samuel 
Dolby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 7551) granting a pension to Daniel Robb 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7552) granting a pension to George A. 
Crooker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7553) granting a pension to Susannah 
Kelly—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 7554) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Cramer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7555) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Roseberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7556) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorenzo English—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7557) granting an increase of pension to 
Jobn W. Detwiler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7558) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Brink—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7559) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Pentz, jr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7560) granting an increase of pension to 
George Ulrich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 7561) for the relief 
Samuel E. St. Onge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7562) for the relief of Adelaide E. Grant 
and Alice Adelaide Grant—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7563) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert S. Sheldon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 7564) granting an increase 
of pension to Stephen N. Leach—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7565) granting an increase of pension to 
Orville Dickinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7566) granting an increase of pension to 
Ezra B. Spoor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7567) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Hull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7568) granting a pension to Eunice M. 
Stickle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


of 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7569) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan E. Havens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7570) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Nathaniel Howey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7571) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Cannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7572) granting an increase of pension to 
Gilbert F. Capron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 7573) granting a pension 
to certain battalions of Kentucky State Militia—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7574) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonas F. Fortney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7575) granting an increase of pension to 
Governor H. Hood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7576) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Brummett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7577) granting an increase of pension to 
James K. P. Davidson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7578) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Hoskins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7579) granting an increase of pension to 
Russel M. Cole—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7580) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7581) granting an increase of pension to 
Emile Cloe—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7582) granting an increase of pension to 
Zachariah T. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7583) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7584) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Kemp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 7585) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Girdler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 7586) granting an increase of 
8 to Franklin Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7587) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Davidson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7588) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Dowling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7589) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert A. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7590) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Nolan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7591) granting an increase of pension to 
Electa E. Brooks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7592) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Henry G. McDougall—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7593) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of George W. Moore, alias George W. 
More—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 7594) granting an increase 
of pension to Ezra M. Northup—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7595) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward J. Mills—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7596) to remove the charge of desertion 
against David T. Hayton, Company F, Fourteenth United States 
Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7597) granting an increase of pension to 
Horatio Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FIELD: A bill (H. R. 7598) granting an increase of 
pension to George Stip—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7599) granting an increase of pension to 
William Holland—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7600) granting an increase of pension to 
John Welch—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 7601) granting a pension to 
Henry Langley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7602) for the relief of the estate of John G. 
Brice—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7603) for the relief of Edward P. M. 
Robinson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7604) for the relief of Howell H. Shute— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7605) for the relief of David H. Cork—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7606) for the relief of St. John’s Epis- 
copal Church, at Winnsboro, S. C.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 7607) granting an in- 
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crease of pension to Anna M. Smith to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7608) granting an increase of pension to 
John Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7609) granting an inérease of pension to 
Charles Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7610) granting a pension to Emma M. 
Rea—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7611) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Roswell W. Gould—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7612) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Richard Heys Taylor, alias Richard 
Heys—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7613) granting a pension to Anna F. 
Huber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 7614) for the relief of the es- 
ae of Peter Sheets, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 7615) granting an increase of 
pee to Joseph D. Tate—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7616) granting a pension to Lee Allen—to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7617) for the relief of A. M. Webb—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 7618) granting a pension to 
Seymour A. Judd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7619) granting a pension to Albert J. Web- 
ster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 7620) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Virginia Taylor—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7621) granting an increase of pension to 
Samantha Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7622) granting an increase of pension to 
Herman Lieb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7623) granting an increase of pension to 
James J. Furlong—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7624) for the relief of Adolph Gichan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7625) granting an 
increase of pension to Catharine Prosser—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7626) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph B. McKee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7627) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Truckey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7628) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorenzo D. Stoker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7629) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. F. Schneider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 7630) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry W. Higley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7631) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7632) granting a pension to Ella T. Hape- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7633) granting a pension to Martha A. 
Remington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7634) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to Martha G. Matlack—to the Com- 
mitteee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7635) granting a pension to Delia Gibbs— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 7636) granting a pension to 
John J. Meeler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7637) for the relief of Floyd L. Frisbie— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By. Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 7638) for the relief of 
Mathew Williams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7639) for the relief of Dilly Williams—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7640) for the relief of the estate of Wiley 
B. Brigance, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7641) for the relief of James N. Richards— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7642) for the relief of Peter Williams—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7643) for the relief of H. H. Belew—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7644) for the relief of the estate of C. H. 
Medlin, deceased, late of Crockett County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7645) for the relief of the estate of John 
Williams, deceased—to tne Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 7646) for the relief of the 
3 of Johnson Miller, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 7647) for the relief of the 
Black Brigade—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7648) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Payy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7649) granting an increase of pension to 
William Leipnitz—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7650) granting a pension to Laura B. 
Carson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 7651) removing the charge 
of desertion against the name of E. J. Kolb, alias Edward 
Kolb—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 7652) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles W. Timms—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 7653) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry McMahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7654) granting a pension to Sarah Dun- 
can—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7655) to pension the National Guards of 
East Tennessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7656) granting an increase of pension to 
Lemuel Main—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7657) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert B. Malone—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7658) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against J. Gilbert Smith—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7659) granting a pension to Elihu Wil- 
burn—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7660) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Sampson Carroll—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7661) for the relief of Calvin L. Childress— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 7662) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Barney Schultz—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 7663) granting an increase 
of pension to Ira N. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H. R. 7664) for the relief of Mrs. 
J. I. Cotney, widow of J. I. Cotney, deceased—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 7665) granting an increase 
of pension to Wesley J. Banks—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7666) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph C. Mahaffey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7667) granting an increase of pension to 
Mabrey B. Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. k. 7668) for the relief of the 
estate of James F. Phillips, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7669) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of the estate of Lewis M. Maury, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7670) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of the estate of Benjamin Lillard, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7671) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of the estate of Benjamin Lillard, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7672) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Barzillar P. Irons—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 7673) granting an increase 
of pension to Homer A. Barrows—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7674) providing for reopening and adjust- 
ment of the accounts of Joseph A. Mower, deceased, late major- 
general of the United States Army, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 7675) for the 
relief of Samuel B. Horne—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7676) authorizing the appointment of Allen 
V. Reed, now a captain on the retired list of the Navy, as a 
rear-admiral on the retired list of the Navy—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 
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By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 7677) granting an increase 
o pension to Robert Marvel—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7678) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Stower—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 7679) for the relief of J. B. 
Orbison—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 7680) granting an increase 
of pension to William Shannon—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7681) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7682) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie Beare—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7683) granting an increase of pension to 
James Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7684) for the relief of Louis F. Brooks—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7685) for the relief of Kaenhappauch 
Thomas—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7686) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 7687) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles Hammond—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7688) granting an increase of pension to 
William Hosea—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7689) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Lee—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7690) granting an increase of pension to 
August Hossenlopp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7691) granting a pension to Harriet E. 
Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7692) for the relief of Charles W. How- 
ard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7693) to correct the military record of 
Charles E. Fromman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7694) to correct the military record of 
Anthony W. Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7695) to correct the military record of 
James H. Campbell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 7696) for the relief of Pope & 
Talbot, of San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 7697) to refund legacy 
taxes illegally collected from the estate of Mary D. Hoag, late 
of Poughkeepsie, Dutchess County, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Claims. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7698) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of Oscar H. Speedling, late of Coldspring, 
Putnam County, N. Y.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7699) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of Kate W. Doty, late of Poughkeepsie, 
Dutchess County, N. Y.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7700) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of James Roosevelt, late of Hydepark, 
Dutchess County, N. Y.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7701) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of James H. Brinkerhoff, late of Pough- 
keepsie, Dutchess County, N. Y.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7702) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of Edward D. Ferris, late of Milan, 
Dutchess County, N. ¥.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7703) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of James Stead, late of Catskill, Greene 
County, N. ¥.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7704) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of Ury Hicks, late of Pine Plains, 
Dutchess County, N. X.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7705) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of William B. Lent, late of Poughkeepsie, 
Dutchess County, N. ¥.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7706) granting an increase of pension to 
Berthold Fernow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7707) granting an increase of pension to 
George R. Thayer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7708) granting an increase of pension to 
Alice S. Shepard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 7709) for the 
relief of Joseph Crow—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7710) granting an 
increase of pension to Ransom B. Howell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7711) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Dunnan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7712) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7713) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Woolf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R: 7714) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Todd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7715) granting an increase of pension to 
Rufus Betz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7716) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh H. Poe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7717) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaiah J. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7718) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob D. Peterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7719) granting an increase of pension to 
George Fetterman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7720) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen M. Sexton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7721) granting an increase of pension 
Daniel V. Lowrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7722) granting an increase of pension to 
Willis M. Hatch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7723) granting an increase of pension to 
George M. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7724) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7725) granting an increase of pension 
T. W. Quine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7726) granting an increase of pension to 
Enoch Wickersham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7727) granting an increase of pension to 
Gideon Stanley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7728) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Owen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7729) granting a pension to William Can- 
non—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7730) granting a pension to Thomas Plun- 
kett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7731) granting a pension to Charles 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7732) granting a pension to Henry Law— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 7733) granting an increase 
of pension to Esther Krier—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7734) granting an increase of pension to 
S. H. Osborne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 7735) granting an increase of 
pension to James Hartzel—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7736) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Roth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7737) granting a pension to William H. 
Winters—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7738) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin J. Keck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 7739) granting a pension 
to Carlotta E. Hooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7740) granting certain lands in Solano 
County, Cal., to the city of Vallejo for waterworks purposes— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7741) waiving the age limit for admission 
to the Pay Corps of the United States Navy in the case of Pay 
Clerk Walter Delafield Bollard, United States Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 7742) for the relief of J. G. 
White, of Dade County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7743) for the relief of the estate of Noah 
King, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7744) for the relief of the estate of 
J. W. W. Marshal, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. LEGARE: A bill (H. R. 7745) granting an increase 
of pension to Wheeler Lindenbower—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 5 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 7746) for the relief of Colum- 
bia Hospital and Dr. A. E. Boozer—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7747) to correct the military record of 
James O’C. Cassidy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7748) for the relief of St. Stephen's 
Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 7749) granting a pension to 
Hezekiah Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 7750) granting an increase 
of pension to Anton Riedmuller—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (II. R. 7751) granting a pension to Albert Pear- 
sall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 7752) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jerome B. Robinson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7753) for the relief of the 
estate of Eliza A. Fielder, deceased, and Benjamin L, Fielder— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 7754) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John L. St. Clair—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7755) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Wenzel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7756) to 
provide that the consent of the United States of America be 
given to the taxation for State, county, or municipal purposes, 
of the property constituting the former site of the United States 
mint, situated at the northwest corner of Juniper and Chestnut 
streets, in the city of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 7757) granting a pension to 
Thomas Corey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7758) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Whitman—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7759) granting an increase of pension to 
John Gemmill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7760) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7761) granting to the Colored Agricultural 
and Normal University of Oklahoma certain lands for the pur- 
poses of an experiment station and the teaching of agriculture 
to the negro race of Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lie Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7762) granting a site for a public library 
building in the city of Perry, Oklahoma Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7763) granting 
a pension to J. Stebbins King—to the Committee on Inyalid 
‘Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7764) granting an increase of pension to 
G. W. Dewald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7765) granting an increase of pension to 
George Gaylord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7766) granting a pension to Hannah 
Plummer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7767) to correct the military record of 
Wade H. Newman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7768) granting an increase of pension tb 
William R. Rennels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCKINNEY: : A bill (H. R. 7769) granting an increase 
of pension to William B. Geoghegan—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7770) granting an increase of pension to 
Burgess Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7771) for the relief of Judd O. Hartzell— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 7772) for the relief of Milton 
S. Shirk—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7773) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. 
Sarah A. Gayle, deceased, late of Amite County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7774) for the relief of James M. Newman— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7775) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. 
Sarah M. Dunbar, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7776) for the relief of Copiah County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7777) for the relief of the estate of John 
Fleming, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7778) for the relief of Patrick J. Finley, of 
Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7779) for the relief of the Protestant 
Orphan Asylum at Natchez, in the State of Mississippi—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7780) for the relief of the estates of Robert 
Bradley, deceased, and Mary C. Bradley, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7781) for the relief of Mrs. M. J. Bay- 
nard, of Natchez, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7782) for the relief of the heirs of James 
W. Felder, of Amite County, Miss—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7783) for the relief of the estate of Lemuel 
R. Hanks, deceased, late of Amite County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7784) for the relief of Mrs. M. L. Holt, 
Mrs. Jane E. Cannon, and Mrs, I. B. Shipp—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7785) for the relief of the estate of John 
T. Rawlings, deceased, late of Adams County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. > 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7786) for the relief of the estate of John 
O'Ferrall, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7787) for the relief of the estate of John 
Rist, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7788) for the relief of Burks Fitzgerald— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7789) for the relief of Patrick Foley, of 
Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7790) for the relief of Eliza L. Rivers—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7791) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa M. 
Bennett, Miss Kate P. Bennett, Mrs. Mary Louisa Ogden, and 
Calyin S. Bennett—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7792) for the relief of Victoria O. Giun, 
heir of J. B. Lewis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 7793) for the relief of James M. Newman— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7794) for the relief of James A. G. Win- 
ston—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7795) for the relief of U. Lunenberger, of 
Natchez, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7796) for the relief of James A. G. 
Winston, of Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7797) for the relief of the estate of Landon 
L. Lea, of Amite County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7798) granting a pension to Hannah Tay- 
lor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7799) granting a pension to ©. F. A. Kel- 
logg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7800) granting a pension to Henry Me- 
Glodry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7801) granting a pension to Bunyan H. 
Byrd—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7802) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7803) to correct the military record of 
Charles M. Gorden—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 7804) granting an increase 
of pension to John Frett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7805) for the relief of the Seaboard Air 
Line Railway—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 7806) granting an increase 
of pension to Johanna Walquist—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 7807) granting an increase of 
pension to John D. Atwater—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 7808) granting a pension to 
Annie R. Shamel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 7809) granting an increase 
of pension to E. F. Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7810) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7811) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan W. Dix—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7812) granting an increase of pension to 
Seth Knight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7813) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7814) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7815) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas G. Coyell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7816) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 7817) for the relief of the 
heirs and representatives of Thomas J. Benson—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7818) for the relief of the heirs of Wash- 
ington Dorney, of Maryland—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7819) for the relief of the heirs and repre- 
sentatives of William G. Burke, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7820) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Orwig—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7821) granting an increase of pension to 
Mathias Brady—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7822) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua Gill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7823) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie E. Peters, widow of John A. Peters—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7824) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles M. Stacks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7825) granting an increase of pension to 
Haason Bottomstone—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7826) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Riley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7827) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Uhler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 7828) granting a pension to 
Catherine Weiss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7829) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of James O’Brien—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7830) for the relief 
of Robert W. Caldwell, First Regiment Ohio Heavy Artillery 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7831) granting a pension to Samuel M. 
Griffith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7832) granting a pension to Horace Park— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7833) granting a pension to A. C. Pin- 
dell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7834) granting a pension to Joseph Amos— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7835) granting a pension to John S. Gill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7886 granting a pension to Alexander G. 
Patton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7837) granting a pension to Mary Jane 
McKim—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7838) granting an increase of pension to 
S. Harriet Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7839) granting a pension to Ray E. 
Kline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7840) for the relief 
of George S. Curtis—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7841) granting a pension to Eli Conn—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7842) granting an increase of pension to 
Fannie Ida Edgerton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7843) granting a pension to Mrs. T. E. 
Tait—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 7844) granting a pension 
to Phoebe Keith—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WALDO: A bill (H. R. 7845) for the relief of Eliza 
Perciyal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WEBBER: A bill (H. R. 7846) granting an increase 
of pension to Electa Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7847) granting an increase of pension to 
Marcus D. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7848) granting an increase of pension to 
D. C. MeMillen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7849) granting an increase of pension 
W. N. Starr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7850) granting an increase of pension 
Horace A. Durkee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7851) granting an increase of pension 
Simon Welch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7852) granting an increase of pension 
Daniel Swisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7853) granting an increase of pension 
Charlotte W. Boalt—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7854) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph H. Munnelli—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7855) granting an increase of pension to 
Clarence E. Duane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7856) granting an increase of pension to 
Norman C. Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7857) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Culbertson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7858) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Wing—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7859) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 7860) granting a pension to 
Joseph H. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 7861) granting an increase 
of pension to C. William Rehfeld—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7862) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Wilkes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7863) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7864) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Pray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7865) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Thorp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7866) granting an increase of pension to 
William Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7867) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Tucker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7868) granting an increase of pension to 
John Rohrver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7869) granting an increase of pension to 
George C. Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7870) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. MeCready—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7871) granting an increase of pension to 
Jerome L. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7872) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan Burroughs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7873) granting an increase of pension to 
Winget Burgess—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.-7874) granting a pension to George 
Gould—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7875) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Jacob Goll, late a private in Company C, Twenty-fourth 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7876) granting an increase of pension to 
Julius Beler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7877) granting an increase of pension to 
Leberecht Poetting—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7878) granting 
an inerease of pension to Ann Betts—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7879) granting an increase of pension to 
Marie Louise Michie—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 7880) granting an increase 
of pension to William W. Jordan—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7881) for the 
relief of Anna M. Camp—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7882) granting an increase of pension to 
Lydia Ann Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7883) for the relief of Daniel Dilts—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 7884) granting a pension 
to John W. Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7885) granting an increase of pension to 
R. B. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7886) for the relief of the heirs of J. McH. 
Kelley and Allie V. Kelley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 7887) to remove the sen- 
tence of court-martial from the military record of Morgan 
Everts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7888) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Sutherlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7889) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron Noble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 7890) granting a pension to 
Mary G. Shaffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7891) granting a pension to Israel Heff- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7892) granting a pension to John Pearson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7893) granting a pension to Harry L. 
Vance—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7894) granting a pension to Thomas 
Cheek—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7895) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucas Hagar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7896) granting a pension to George Stace— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7897) granting a pension to Albert Thib- 
badeau—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7898) granting a pension to John D. 
Acton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7899) granting a pension to Leonhart 

Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7900) granting a pension to Robert D. 
Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7901) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Dinwiddie—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7902) granting an increase of pension to 
Eugene Orr, alias Charles Southard—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7903) granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben H. Lyneh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7904) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew T. Bovard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7905) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis L. Strimple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7906) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7907) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. MeSurely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 7908) granting an increase of pension to 
J. B. Raymond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7909) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Purcell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7910) granting an increase of pension to 
Nicholas Karns—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7911) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7912) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Lawder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7913) granting an increase of pension to 
John Devening—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7914) granting an increase of pension 
Henry Adler—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7915) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Gibbons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7916) granting an increase of pension to 
David Peters—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7917) granting an increase of pension to 
D. M. Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7918) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Buxton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7919) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Bridgman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7920) granting an inerease of pension to 
Joseph Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7921) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick H. Bergen—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7922) granting an increase of pension to 
John Gregan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7923) granting an increase of pension to 
Flavius K. Bowles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7924) granting an increase of pension to 
Jackson Weathers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7925) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard MeMahon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7926) granting an increase of pension to 
Levy L. Dysert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7927) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Dister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7928) granting an increase of pension to 
Israel S. Dear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7929) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph S. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7930) granting an increase of pension to 
William Daily—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7931) granting an increase of pension 
George H. Buehner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7932) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Backus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7933) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Cassity—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7934) granting an increase of pension 
James W. Lawder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7935) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel J. Stannah—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7936) granting an increase of pension 
(William L. May—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7987) granting an increase of pension to 
John Clifford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 7938) granting an increase of pension to 
George B. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 7939) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth T. Carpenter—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 7940) to remove the charge 


of desertion from the record of Andrew Govyan—to the Commit- 


tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 7941) granting an increase of 
pension to Carlon B. Osborn—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 7942) for the relief of Polly 
Jackson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7943) for the relief of the estate of Jacob 
Richard, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7944) granting a pension to Ann S. 
Trushour—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7945) granting a pension to Wiliam W. 
Isaacs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7946) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Ullrich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7947) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Robinette—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7948) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7949) to remove the charge of mutiny from 
the record of David Boyd—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (II. R. 7950) granting an increase of 
pension to Emma M. Heath—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 7951) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Pitchford—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7952) granting an increase of pension to 
Detrick Nortrup—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 7953) for the relief of 
Elanson Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7954) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan R. Blair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7955) granting an increase of pension to 
Newton E. Terrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7956) granting an increase of pension to 
Gottlob Schaubel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7957) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucinda A. Sellens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 7958) for the relief of William 
II. Roach, of Morrilton, Conway County, Ark.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7959) for the relief of John ©. Ray, 
assignee of John Gafford, of Arkansas—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7960) for the relief of John C. Ray, as- 
signee of John Gafford, of Arkansas—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 7961) for the relief of G. F. 
Tarbell—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7962) for 
the relief of the estate of Frederick Arbour, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7963) for the relief of the heirs of Charles 
and Palmyra Barre, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 7964) granting an 
increase of pension to Hardin R. Shanks—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7965) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. S. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7966) granting an increase of pension to 
John Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 7967) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph H. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7968) granting an increase of pension to 
Palmetto Dodson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7969) granting an increase of pension to 
June Ada Ulmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, ‘a bill (H. R. 7970) granting an increase of pension to 
Waiter Lynn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7971) for the relief of Charles Mummey 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7972) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Sebastian Delsite—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7973) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Thomas Evans—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7974) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John W. Derrick—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: A bill (H. R. 7975) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ephraim N. R. Ohl—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H: R. 7976) for the relief of 
Wilford Twyman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 7977) for the relief of Nicola 
Masino, of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7978) granting an 
increase of pension to David N. Kennedy—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7979) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Purnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 7980) for the relief of Jacob 
A. Henry—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 7981) to promote and retire 
Maj. John W. Dillenback, retired—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 7982) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Francis M. Kellogg—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7983) granting an increase of pension to 
Antoinette A. Darnall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7984) granting a pension to Henry R. 
Hill—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 7985) for the relief of Charles 
H. Waterhouse—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 7986) for the relief of the 
heirs or legal representatives of A. M. Rayburn, deceased—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7987) for the relief of the estate of Alfred 
Swearingin, deceased, late of De Soto County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7988) for the relief of the estate of Joseph 
N. Moran, deceased, late of Benton County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7989) for the relief of J. J. Miller, of De 
Soto County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7990) for the relief of the estate of Andrew 
B. Conley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7991) for the relief of Willis J. Moran— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7992) for the relief of Minor Saunders—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

V Also, a bill (H. R. 7993) for the relief of the heirs of W. T. 

Eason, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7994) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. 
E. J. Matlock, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7995) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. 
Charity Clements, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7996) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Parham, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7997) for the relief of Margaret Raiford 
Loftin, administratrix of the estate of Robert Raiford, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7998) for the relief of the heirs of Samuel 
Scott, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7999) for the relief of the heirs of William 
M. Kimmons, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8000) for the relief of Charles O. Spencer— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8001) for the relief of the heirs of J. B. 
Fuller, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8002) for the relief of the heirs of Hardin 
P. Franklin, deceased, late of Marshall County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8003) for the relief of the administratrix 
of John H. Record, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8004) for the relief of the heirs of Johna- 
than Davis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8005) for the relief of the heirs of John P. 
Caruthers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8006) for the relief of the heirs of W. E. 
Tomlinson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8007) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. 
Louisa Ragsdale—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8008) for the relief of the estate of William 
A. Jeffries, deceased— to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8009) for the relief of the estate of Eben 
N. Davis, deceased, late of Marshall County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8010) for the relief of W. D. Aston—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8011) for the relief of William Moyers, of 
Marshall County, Miss.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 8012) for the relief of George L. McGehee 
and John C. McGehee, heirs of Mary McGehee, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8013) for the relief of James H. Knox—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8014) for the relief of Mrs. A. T. Mason, of 
Benton County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8015) for the relief of the estate of Maria 
A. Reinhardt, deceased, late of Marshall County; Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8016) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. 
M. A. Allen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 8017) for the relief of Mrs. G. W. Ross, 
Mrs. H. ©. Cary, Mrs. Annie Brooks, L. C. Wilcoxon, and Willie 
Wilcoxon, heirs at law and representatives of Wiley Franks, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8018) for the relief of the heirs of Benja- 
min Hawes, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H, R. 8019) for the relief of Mrs. Martha T. 
Davis to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8020) for the relief of the estate of Eliza- 
beth Hull Wellford, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8021) for the relief of heirs of Mrs. Susan 
L. Bailey, deceased, late of Marshall County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8022) for the relief of the estate of David 
A. Hamilton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8023) for the relief of Henry C. McElroy— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8024) for the relief of the estate of Isham 
G. Bailey, deceased, late of Marshall County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8025) for the relief of the heirs of H. G. 
Spencer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8026) for the relief of Dr. J. N. McIn- 
tyre—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8027) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Carruth, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8028) for the relief of the estate of C. G. 
Boswell, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8029) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam Parker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8030) for the relief of Martha A. Ailen, 
administratrix of Wyatt M. Allen, deceased, late of De Soto 
County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8031) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. 
Polly Callahan, deceased, late of Marshall County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8032) for the relief of the heirs of Abra- 
ham Jones—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8033) for the relief of the Old School 
Presbyterian Church, at the town of Panola, in Panola County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8034) for the relief of D. W. Carpenter, of 
Marshall County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8035) for the relief of the estate of A. M. 
Doak, deceased, late of Lafayette County, Miss —to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8036) for the relief of the heirs of John D. 
Martin, deceased, late of Marshall County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8037) for the relief of the estate of Jacob 
Joiner, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8038) for the relief of the heirs of John C. 
McGehee, deceased, late of De Soto County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8089) for the relief of Jeremiah H. Mor- 
gan, of Benton County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8040) for the relief of the estate of W. F. 
Gaines, deceased, late of Marshall County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEENERSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 8041) au- 
thorizing a patent to be issued to Stephen Teichner for certain 
lands therein described—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8042) granting an increase of pension to 
Bottol Larsen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8043) granting an increase of pension to 
Lafayette Dodds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8044) granting an increase of pension to 
Angel Housker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8045) granting a pension to Wilmot Ste- 
vens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8046) granting 
an increase of pension to James T. Brown—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8047) granting a pension to C. A. Brighton, 
alias Thomas Aufinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8048) granting a pension to W. F. Bot- 
toms—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8049) for the relief of Calvin T. Hazel- 
wood—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8050) granting a pension to Felix Linsay— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8051) granting a pension to B. F. Draper 
to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8052) for the relief of John C. Lynch—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8053) to allot 160 acres of land to Herman 
Lehman and Bianco L. Bell, of Clay County, Tex., out of the 
Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache reservations, in Oklahoma—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 8054) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Jewell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8055) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Bremer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8056) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel N. Winslow—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 8057) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Clara Eugenia Kramer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8058) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen B. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. k 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8059) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin E. Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8060) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Fallihee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8061) granting an increase of pension to 
Hart Echard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8062) granting an increase of pension to 
John K. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8063) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Coburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8064) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Tripp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8065) granting a pension to Patrick Daw- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8066) granting a pension to Auguste Al- 
brecht—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 8067) granting a pension to Louis De- 
marais—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8068) granting a pension to Annie B. 
Mosbrugger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8069) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Tripp—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8070) granting a pension to Adam Fritz— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8071) granting a pension to Mary Mitch- 
ell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8072) granting a pension to Fanny M. 
Lowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8073) granting a pension to Susan A. 
Harseim—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8074) for the relief of Mrs. M. E. West 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8075) for the relief of Mrs. Pamelia J. 
Getty—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8076) for the relief of A. M. Darling and 
Frank C. Darling—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8077) for the relief of John H. Davern— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8078) for the relief of Miss Bernice Far- 
rell—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8079) for the relief of Harriet D. Newson— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8080) for the relief of S. Kate Fisher—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8081) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Edward 
Simonton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8082) for the relief of Susanne P. Thorne— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8083) for the relief of Dr. Rudolph Schiff- 
man—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8084) to correct the military record of 
Hiram D. Gates—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8085) to correct the military record of 
Jacob M. Hames—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Iso, a bill (H. R. 8086) to reimburse the State of Minne- 
sorn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8087) to restore the name of Dominique 
Demars to the pension roll of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8088) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Reese Peoples—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8089) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Henry H. Martens—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 8090) grant- 
ing a pension to Emma H. Benham—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 8091) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Coughlin—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8092) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel F. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of New Bedford, Pa., for legislation against polyg- 
amy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the St. Paul Board of Trade and the St. 
Paul Produce Exchange, to regulate railway rates—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the city council of Albuquerque, N. Mex., to 
admit Arizona and New Mexico as one State—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the Grain Dealers’ National Association, rela- 
tive to railway rates—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Ohio Shippers’ Association, relative to 
railway rates, indorsing the President’s views—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
for regulation by the Government of railway rates—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Denver Teachers’ Club, for estab- 
lishment of Colorado Cliff Dwellers’ national park, to be known 
as the “ Mesa Verde National Park ”—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Emma Alexandria Defries, for adjudication 
of her claim to a portion of so-called Crown lands of Hawaii— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Minnesota Shippers and Receivers’ Asso- 
ciation, relative to railway rates—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the commissioners of the county of Saata 
Fe, N. Mex., for law to relieve them of certain indebtedness— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of Liliuokalani, for settlement of damages 
suffered by action of United States minister and naval forces 
on January 7, 1893—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Walurba Council, No. 859, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Pitcairn, Pa., favoring restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Illinois State Medical Society, for in- 
creased efficiency of Medical Department of the Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the American Baptist Missionary Union, for 
a new treaty with China—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Thomas W. Scott, adjutant-general of Illi- 
nois, for increasing efficiency of militia—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Presbytery of Pittsburg, Pa., against use 
of intoxicants in the Army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
Charles Funkhouser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of S. A. Bone and others, favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, petition of the Joint Executive Commission on the Im- 
provement of Philadelphia Harbor, favoring widening and deep- 
ening Delaware River—to the Committee on River and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Roscoe Council, No. 711, of Roscoe, Pa., 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for extending the provisions of 
the pension act of June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburg, Pa., 
for revision of tariff relative to certain European countries—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of George Castor—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, petition of the Modesto Irrigation Association against 
San Francisco obtaining reservoir sites in Yosemite Reserva- 
tion—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Hopewell Lodge, Independent Order of Odd 
Fellows, No. 504, of Claysville, Pa., favoring restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Chamber 
of Commerce of Pittsburg, Pa., relative to tariff revision—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of Newman Council, No. 22, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Georgia, favoring 
restriction of Immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of Smoky City Council, No. 
119, of Pennsylvania, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. ` 

Also, petition of United Labor League of Western Pennsylva- 
nia, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of Andrew G. Curtin Council, No. 67; Iron 
City Council, No. 171; Welcom Council, No. 134, and Purity 
Council, No. 554, Junior Order United American Mechanics, all 
of Pennsylvania, fayoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BATES: Petitions of Waterford Lodge, No. 423, of 
Erie County, Pa., and Waterford Grange, No. 423, of Erie 
County, Pa., to strike word “knowingly” from oleomargarine 
law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Albion Lodge, No. 421, Brotherhood of Rail- 
way Carmen, of Albion, Pa., favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Ellen Downing—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of David McClellan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Sarah Milvaney— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Theodore F. Northrop—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolution of the senate and assembly 
of the State of California, for a parcels post—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. . 

Also, petition of the Trades League of Philadelphia, for legis- 
lation relative to admission of Chinese—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: Petition to accompany bill H. R. 645— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of the Brotherhood of Rail- 
way Carmen of America, of Osawatomie, Kans., favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Miami County, Kans., for restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the United States Sugar and Land Company, 
against removal of tariff on sugar from Philippines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRICK: Petition favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of J. W. Peters, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

Also, petition of Clarence E. Ott, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James C. Southland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Romanti Hipp— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: Petition of P. V. Thom and others, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization, 

Also, petition of Carpenters’ Union No. 1231, of Cleveland, 
Ohio, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill 
H. R. 4641—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the executive 
committee on improvement of harbor of Philadelphia and Dela- 
ware and Schuylkill rivers, for improvement of the harbor fa- 
cilities of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the legislature of California, for legislation 
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establishing a parcels post at rates not to exceed those accorded 
by American express companies to foreigners, viz, 24 cents for 
paekages up to 11 pounds—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of Local Council No. 175, Brother- 
hood of Carpenters, of New York, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Slater D. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Parris J. Latham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of the board of managers of the Rhode Island 
College of Agriculture and Mechanic Arts, favoring passage of 
so-called Adams bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of Conference 
(Pa.) Lodge, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Ross R. Sanner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, petition of the Joint Executive Committee of Philadel- 
phia, for appropriations to deepen the Delaware—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of the Connecti- 
cut Valley Conference and readopted by Local Union No. 
108, Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers of America, for 
free admission of domestic grain alcohol—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petition of citizens of Meriden, Kans., for a 
parapas law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: Petition of W. L. Alexander 
Division, No. 426, against railway-rate legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. DEEMER: Petitions of Daniel L. Eitel and others, 
and H. R. Hill and others, of Williamsport; J. W. Richie and 
others, of Mill Hall; B. F. Doud and others, of Covington, and 
Washington Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, No. 626, of 
Covington, all in Pennsylvania, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of Sprout, Waldron & Co., of Muncy, Pa.; 
E. Keller & Co., Keystone Paint and Filler Company, Clinton 
File Company, Burnes Fire Brick Company, and National Foun- 
dry Manufacturing Company, for two classes of mail matter 
only—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: Petition of Union No. 1023, 
Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers, of Helena, Mont., 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of S. D. Griffin, relative to the 
Chicago Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the William Stillman Humane Society, 
against change of present Iaw relative to live stock in transit— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Petition of F. B. Phinney and others, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Indian Association of Cortland, N. Y., 
to purchase small land holdings for landess Indians—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Robert H. Barton and others, of Owego, 
N. V., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the National Society of Colonial 
Dames of America, State of Wisconsin, asking legislation for 
preservation of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas Dowling— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William J. David- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry G. McDou- 
gall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: Petition of citizens of Wayne County, 
N. Y., against use of Niagara Falls for manufacturing pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FIELD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of George 
Stip—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Hol- 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John Welch—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the legislature of Calli- 
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fornia, for a parcels post—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Nome Chamber of Commerce, asking 
that Alaska be given an elective Delegate in Congress—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the board of trustees of the New York State 
Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, for reestablishment of the canteen 
at the Home—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOOD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of J. E. 
Ewing—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of R. E. Allen and others, favoring 2. 
parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. FOWLER: Petition of the Board of Trade of Eliza- 
beth, N. J., for reform in the consular service—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of William H. Garrison and others, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of American Council, No. 25, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of the Woman's Columbia Club, 
of Boise, Idaho, for a law against adulterated foods and drugs— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. t 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Florsheim & Co., of Chicago, 
for removal of the tax on hides—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Wells Briggs—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of James S. Kirk & Co., favoring revival of tax 
on tallow—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Martha A. Rem- 
ington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Joseph W. Foster— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
I. J. L. Miller—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of the Citizen 
Trades Association, for appropriation to improve Point Judith 
breakwater—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Westfield Baptist Church, urging favorable 
action on Senate memorial on Kongo Free State—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: Petitions of Queen City Council, No. 130; 
Harmony Council, No. 50; Fairmount Council, No. 155; Price 
Hill Council, No. 210; Cumminsville Council, No. 75, and Beth- 
lehem Council, No. 79, Junior Order United American Mechan- 
ies, all in Ohio, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Cincinnati Retail Grocers’ Association, 
for equitable food law—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Leipnitz— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of M. M. Presley and others, rela- 
tive to Indian affairs in California—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 3 

Also, petition of the joint committee on improvement of Phila- 
delphia Harbor, favoring deepening and widening Delaware 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Harry T. Fulmer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Decatur (Pa.) Council, No. 613, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of the legislature of California, fayoring a 
parcels post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. HALE: Petitions of John B. Gordon Council, No. 82; 
Halton Council, No. 39; Emekul Council, No. 3; Uncleson Coun- 
cil, No. 36, and Chilhown Council, No. 68, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, all in Tennessee, favoring restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of Passumpsie Division, No. 163, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Newport, Vt., against 
Esch-Townsend bill—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Petition of Minnehaha Tribe, No. 16, 
Improved Order Redmen, of Augusta, Ga., favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Barney Schultz 
te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HIGGINS: Resolution of the State of Connecticut, 
for legislation forbidding sale of liquor in all Government 
buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petitions of Sedgwick Council, 
No. 21, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Terryville, 
Conn., and H. E. Jayways, and others, favoring restriction of 
. the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of G. M. Rhodes and others, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of citizens of Rochelle, III., favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOGG: Paper to accompany bill for relief of William 
U. Van Ostern—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
David Wise—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of the legal heirs of 
Benjamin Lillard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Lewis Maney—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUNT: Petition of S. D. Griffin, clerk of the sanitary 
district of Chicago, for appropriations for the sanitary canal— 
to the Committee on River and Harbors. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of the Denver Teachers’ Club, in- 
dorsing the Hogg bill for establishing Colorado Cliff Dwelling 
National Park—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Resolution of the Massachusetts legis- 
lature, for transfer of the Life-Saving Service to the Navy De- 
partment—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Massachusetts legislature, for an 
equitable adjustment of railroad rates—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LEVER: Petition of Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of South Carolina, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Charles J. Kinter, of New 
York, protesting against condition of affairs now existing in the 
United States Pension Office—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the National German-American Alliance, fa- 
voring the Army canteen as it was—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the board of trustees of the New York State 
Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, for the Army canteen as it was— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the State assembly of California, for a 
parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of William H. Wallace and others, for postal 
law for two classes of mail matter only—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Trades League of Philadelphia, for ad- 
mission of Chinese visitors and travelers not of cooly class to 
America—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Petition of Division No. 99, Brother- 
hood of Railway Firemen and Brakemen, of Mechanicsville, 
N. Y., against railway rebate legislation—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Stilloway Division, No. 418, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, of Mechanicsville, N. Y., against rail- 
way rate legislation—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of importers and wholesale tea deal- 
ers of San Francisco, Cal., against a duty on tea—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of importers and wholesale coffee dealers of 
San Francisco, Cal., against a duty on coffee—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Transportation Club of San Francisco, 
against granting Interstate Commerce Commission power to fix 
railway rates—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of Division No. 161, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers, against granting Interstate Commerce Commission 
power to fix railway rates—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Division, No. 53, Order Rail- 
way Trainmen, against the Interstate Commerce Cominission 
fixing railway rates—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Berthold Fernow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Robert 
Tillson and Maitland Boon—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Citizens’ Trade Association of 
Cambridge, Mass., favoring appropriation to complete break- 
water at Point Judith, R. I.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Citizens’ Trade Association of Cambridge, 
Mass., favoring reciprocal trade treaties with European coun- 
tries—to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petitions of Penfield Lodge, Independent 
Order of Odd Fellows, No. 274, of Olivet, Kans., and William R. 
Hottle and others, of Olivet, Kans., favoring restriction of im- 
rte the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 

on. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of Painters, Decorators, and Paper- 
hangers’ Union No, 222, of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Henry C. Canter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of Washington Tribe, Improved Order of Red 
Men, No. 410, of Indianapolis, and J. C. McCain, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Phineas Hyde—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Hughes— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Eli Boynton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas Dunn—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Albert Riley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of T. J. O’Bar—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs of Andrew L. 
Grimes—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of A. A. Ezell, heir of 
Caroline Ezell—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Carl- 
ton B. Osborne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Bridget Knott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs of William 
Loughridge to refer claim to Court of Claims under Bowman 
Act—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. POLLARD: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
William J. Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Raymond Bros. & Clarke Co., of Lincoln, 
Nebr.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Utterback Sargeant Rice Company, of Ne- 
braska City, Nebr., against duty on tea—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of I. C. 
France, of Fairfax, Va.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Gilbert M. Bastable, asking reference of war 
claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of John P. Wright, asking reference of war 
claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of William C. Edwards, asking reference of 
war claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petitions of Robert D. Embrey, asking reference of war 
claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Thornton Pollard, asking reference of war 
claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Petition of Trans-Mississippi Commer- 
cial Congress, for appropriations for continued improvement of 
harbors on Gulf of Mexico and Pacific coast—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition of the American Humane Association, against 
change in present law relative to live stock in transit—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of board of trustees of the sanitary district of 
Chicago, for appropriations to enlarge the sanitary canal—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the senate and assembly of California, for 
a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: Petition of the Humane Society, against 
amendment of present law regulating transit of live stock—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Berwick Council, No. 698, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of Local Union No. 838, United Brotherhood of 


Carpenters and Joiners of America, and Alexander E. James, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of John A. Wert, for removal of duty on hides— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of Eastern Star Lodge, No. 143, Knights of 
Pythias, of Sunbury, Pa., and H. ©. Smith and others, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the executive committee on improvements of 
harbor of Philadelphia, for deepening channel of Delaware 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Watertown Council, No. 514, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Pennsylvania, favoring restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, i 

Also, petition of Goodrich Post, No. 22, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Danville, Pa., relative to relief of Kate Lovett 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: Petition of the Louisville Charity Or- 
ganization Society, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Paper to accompany bill for the relief 
of Dewitt W. Hall—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of residents of Ridgway, Pa., fa- 
voring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: Petition of the Territorial Bap- 
tist Convention, at Tucson, Ariz., against joint statehood of 
Arizona and New Mexico—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois : Petition of citizens of Illinois, for 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Illinois, relative to restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, petition of citizens of Illinois, favoring restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of Liberty Bell Council, No. 3, of 
New Haven, Conn., favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

Also, petition of New Haven Printing Pressmen’s Union, for 
establishing the position of foreman of presswork in the Govern- 
ment Printing Office—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of P. H. Morrisey Lodge, No. 62, 
of Bloomington, Ill., favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James Shaw—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Illinois, against statue of any 
king on American soil—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of citizens of Pontiac, Ill., for removal of duty 
on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Meredith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Albert J. 
Sprinkle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Modesto Irrigation Association, 
against San Francisco obtaining reservoir sites in Yosemite 
Reservyation—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James O’Brien—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Katherine Weiss— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of citizens of Coldwater, 
Bronson, and Quincy, Mich., for repeal of tax on hides—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr, THOMAS of Ohio: Petition of citizens of the Nine- 
teenth Congressional district, for fair trial of President E. G. 
Lewis, of the People’s United States Bank, at St. Louis, and 
for amendment to law relative to fraud orders relative to the 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of W. J. Craddock—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James W. Cox—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Max Mayers—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Julius Beier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Lebaucht Poet- 
ting—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of citizens of Batavia, Gen- 
esee County, N. Y., favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Daniel Dilts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Lydia Ann Jones— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 


Tuurspay, December 14, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. Hate. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and 
approved. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the Nineteenth 
Annual Report of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of John C. Spear v. The United States; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the findings 
of fact filed by the court in the cause of Aitcheson Pollock, John 
G. Pollock, and Matthew B. Pollock, heirs at law of William Pol- 
lock, deceased, v. The United States; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR DEAF AND DUMB. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. PERKINS to fill a va- 
cancy on the part of the Senate in the board of directors of the 
Columbia Institution for the Instruction of the Deaf and Dumb, 
under the provisions of section 4863 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of E. Albert- 
son, of Bridgeport, Ind., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prevent the impending destruction of Niagara Falls on 
the American side; which was referred to the Committee on 
Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of the Cigar Makers’ 
Union of Warren; Liberty Bell Lodge, Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen, of Philadelphia; Vanderbilt Council, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Vanderbilt; the United Labor 
League of Western Pennsylvania, of Pittsburg; York Typo- 
graphical Union, of York; Labor Union No. 12, of Pittsburg; 
of Councils Nos. 116, 211, 926, 822, 292, 120, 635, 386, 1013, 201, 
206, 54, 67, 310, 443, 465, 980, 992, 140, 29, 128, 317, 335, 367, 851, 
243, 416, 20, 374, 1004, 346, 255, 18, 731, 136, 216, 618, 43, 161, 442, 
107, 929, 287, 912, 150, 384, 282, 549, 171, 134, 1015, 249, 109, 906, 
98, 472, 89, 72, 541, 78, 542, 406, 511, 235, 245, 962, 520, 157, 23, 732, 
606, 570, 403, 514, 321, 605, 339, 108, 162, 973, 15, 698, 307, 153, 416, 
441, 160, 954, 305, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Sharpsburg, New Stanton, Lewisburg, Scranton, Seven Valleys, 
Lancaster, Milroy, Conemaugh, Springgrove, Washington, New- 
castle, Glenrock, McKees Rocks, Cokeville, Marion, Allegheny, 
Honesdale, Elizabethville, Royalton, Fayette, Pittsburg, Tower 
City, Elixir, Shenandoah, Mount Joy, Cherrysville, Wescosville, 
Philadelphia, Muir, Kutztown, Tyrone, Suterville, Philadelphia, 
Weissport, Monongahela, Blairsyille, Pittsburg, Wilkesbarre, 
Pittsburg, Springtown, Allentown, Lancaster, Verona, Hoboken, 
Wilkesbarre, Wanamie, Pittsburg, Scranton, Pittsburg, McKees- 
port, Akron, Coal Valley, Altoona, Wrightsyille, Johnstown, 
Washington, North Belle Vernon, Tidal Bethlehem, Berwyn, 
Hillsdale, Belle Vernon, Jonestown, Abington, Jermyn, Allegheny, 
Schuylkill Haven, Philipsburg, Tremont, Bolivar, Fogelsville, 
Watsontown, Connellsville, York, Marietta, Altoona, Steelton, 
Penns Park, Philadelphia, Berwick, Glenlyon, Mauch Chunk, 
Pottsville, Pricedale, Pittsburg, Annville, and Rices Landing, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to restrict immigration; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration, 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
St. Johnsbury, Vt., praying for the adoption of an amendemnt to 

the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. > 

He also presented a memorial of Passumpsie Division, No. 163, 


Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Newport, Vt., remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called “ Esch-Townsend 
railroad-rate bill;“ which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the board of mana- 
gers of the New Hampshire Society, Sons of the American Revo- 
lution, of Manchester, N. H., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the repair of the old ship Constitution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Oklahoma 
Territory, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors in the new 
States to be formed; which were referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Androscoggin Valley Coun- 
cil, No. 20, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Dex- 
field, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict 
immigration and for the reformation of the naturalization 
laws; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the American Bar As- 
sociation, the Commercial Law League of America, the Mer- 
chants’ Association of New York, the National Board of Trade, 
and the National Association of Credit Men, praying for the en- 
actment of a permanent bankruptcy law and remonstrating 
against the repeal of the present bankruptcy law; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. r 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 951, Car- 
penters and Joiners of America, of Brainerd, Minn., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration, 

Mr. TALIAFERRO presented a petition of Local Union, 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of 
St. Augustine, Fla., and a petition of Local Union No. 1488, 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of 
Ormond, Fla., praying for the enactment of legislation to re- 
strict immigration; which were referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented a petition of the Columbian Club; of 
Boise, Idaho, praying for the passage of the so-called “ pure- 
food bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the legislature of Colo- 
rado, praying for the enactment of legislation permitting the 
fencing of springs on certain unoccupied lands of the United 
States for the purpose of watering stock; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation 
of Arid Lands, as follows: 

House joint memorial No. 1 (by Mr. Baer). 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the fifteenth general assembly of the State of 
Colorado, nag gg we represent to your honorable body that: 

Whereas the act approved January 13, 1897, relating to the con- 
struction of storage reservoirs for free stock water upon the unoccu- 
pied public lands of the United States and the withdrawal from entry 
of certain lands under the provision thereof, has been and will be in 
the future of great benefit in promoting the live-stock 5 of the 
West; but we believe that the act should have provided for the privi- 
lege of allowing springs and water seeps to be cleaned out and fenced, 
and the waters conducted on the outside of said reservoirs or troughs, 
and in less quantities than now required by the regulation of Interior 
Department, and that the same be kept for the free use of range stock. 
This provision would lead to the preservation of much stock water, and 
in the opinion of your memorialists would in no 8 interfere with the 
disposal of agricultural areas, but would prevent in a great measure 
the utter destruction of many good springs and sources of water supply 
by preventing their being entirely destroyed by the tramping of range 
stock: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That Congress be urged to pass an amendment permitting 
the 8 of springs for the above purpose. 

And be it further resolved, That a copy of this memorial be sent at 
once by the secretary of state to the 
United States, and one copy to the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
neyo, and one copy to each of our Senators and Representatives in 

ongress. 


resident of the Senate of the 


WILLIAM H. DICKSON, Speaker of the House. 
E. R. Harper, Chief Clerk of the House. 
ARTHUR CORNFORTH, President of the Senate, 
M. Z. Fan ware, Secretary of the Senate. 

Mr. MONEY presented petitions of sundry citizens of Jones 
County, Miss., praying that Capt. Newton Knight and his com- 
pany be reimbursed for services rendered the United States 
Government during the war of the rebellion; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND presented a petition of the legislature of 
Utah, praying for the passage of the so-called“ pure-food bill; ” 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed in the 
Recor, as follows: 

Memorializing Congress to enact such legislation as will better protect 


the people against adulterated, misbranded, and deleterious foods, 
drugs, and medicines. 


To the President and Congress of the United States: 
Your memorialists, the governor and legislature of the State of Utah, 


represent that the legislature of the State of Utah, having heretofore . 


382 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 14, 


enacted laws for the protection of the people against adulterated, mis- 
branded, and deleterious f drugs, and medicines, realizing the neces- 
sity for adequate legislation by Congress to protect the States against 
interstate commerce, which is beyond the control of the State, in such 
prohibited articles, hereby memorializes Congress to speedily enact effi- 
cient legislation 3 interstate commerce in adulterated, mis- 
branded, and deleterious foods, drugs, and medicines, to the end that the 
laws of our State relative thereto may be more effective. 

8. H. Love, President of the Senate. 

THOMAS HULL, Speaker of the House. 

Joun C. CUTLER, Governor. 


C. S. Tincey, Secretary of State. 


Attest: 

[SEAL.} 
STATE or UTAH 
oe of the Secretary of State, se: 

I, Charles S, ‘Tingey, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do 
hereby certify that the foregoing Is a full, true, and correct copy of 
senate joint memorial No. 3, 18 by the legislature of the State of 
Utah, and filed in my office March 9, 1905, as appears on file in my 


office. 
In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
arch, A. D. 1905. 


seal of the State of Utah this 9th 4 of 

[SEAL.] S. TINGEY, Secretary of State. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND presented a petition of the legislature of 
Utah, praying that that part of the Uintah Indian Reservation 
known as Strawberry Valley be granted to the United States for 
the purpose of a national park; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game, and 
ordered to be printed in the Rxconb, as follows: 


A memorial to Congress praying for a grant of lands for a State park. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 


Your memorlalists, the governor and legislature of the State of Utah, 
respectfully represent that the land included in the Uintah Indian 
Reservation is about to be opened to settlement; that that part of said 
reservation which is included in the Strawberry Valley, and is herein- 
after more particularly described, is of such an altitude that it is 
valueless for agricultural purposes; that it is admirably situated for a 
public park and reservoir purposes; that this State has passed an act 
creating a board to manage and control any lands acquired for a State 
park and making an appropriation to carry the same into effect, contin- 
gent upon the granting of this petition. 

Therefore, your memorialists pray that that part of the Uintah In- 
dian Reservation known as the Strawberry Valley, and more particu- 
larly described as follows, to wit, townshi 2 and 3 south and ranges 
10 and 11 west, and fractional townships 4 south and ranges 10 and 11 
west of the Uintah special meridian, be 88 to the State of Utah to 
be used perpetually as a State park, the National Government reserving 
the right to construct a reservoir or reservoirs, with appropriate canals 
within the limits of the proposed grant, and your memorialists will 
ever pray, $ 

THOMAS HULE, Speaker of the House. 
S. H. LOVE, President of the Senate. 
JohN C. CUTLER, Governor, 

Attest: 

[SEAL] 
STATE or UTAH, 

Office of the Secretary of State, ss: 

I, Charles 8. Tingey, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a 
memorial to Congress praying for a grant of lands for a State park 
filed in my office March 6, 1905, as appears on file in my office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Utah this 7th day of March, A. D. 1905. 

[SEAL.] C. S. TIN GEX, Secretary of State. 

MAINTENANCE OF COMMERCIAL CHANNELS. 


Mr. MORGAN. The select committee appointed by the Senate 
under the resolution of March 2, 1905, to examine and report on 
the navigation of the Tennessee River and other matters, have 
discharged that duty, and I am directed by the select committee 
to submit the report; which I ask may be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report submitted by the Sena- 
tor from Alabama will be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DEPEW, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 280) to provide a life-saving station at 
or near Greenhill, on the coast of South Kingston, in the State 
ot Rhode Island, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. STONE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1548) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
prevent the importation of impure and unwholesome tea,” ap- 
proved March 2, 1897, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am directed by the Committee on Manu- 
factures, to whom was referred the bill (S. 88) for preventing 
the manufacture, sale, or transportation of adulterated, or mis- 
branded, or poisonous, or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, 
and liquors, and for regulating traffic therein, and for other pur- 
poses, to report it with amendments, and I submit a report 
thereon. 

I desire to state In reporting the bill that it contains sub- 
stantially the provisions of the McCumber bill of the last ses- 
sion of Congress, with such additions as the present committee 
have thought proper to add to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 


C. S. TINGEY, Secretary of State. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Bnowxixd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the bill (S. 410) to authorize the Rock Island, Arkansas 
and Louisiana Railroad Company to construct a bridge across 
Ouachita River and other navigable rivers in the State of 
Arkansas. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 299) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Columbia River by the Portland and Seattle Railway Com- 
pany ; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


TONNAGE TAXES ON STEAMER BANES. 


Mr. FRYE. I report back favorably from the Committee on 
Commerce, without amendment, the bill (S. 1169) for the refund 
of certain tonnage duties. It is a very short bill. It is to rec- 
tify a piece of injustice. A similar bill was reported to the 
Senate at the last session and passed the Senate. I should 
like to ask unanimous consent that it may now be considered. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It proposes to refund additional tonnage taxes at the 
rate of $1 per ton, amounting to $908, levied before May 15, 1905, 
on the steamer Banes, under the flag of Panama. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

COLUMBIA: RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. FULTON. There has just been received from the House 
House bill 299, which is precisely similar to the bill that was 
passed yesterday morning by the Senate. It authorizes the 
construction of a bridge across the Columbia River by the Port- 
land and Seattle Railway Company. I wish consent at this 
time to call up the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a bill from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 299) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Columbia River by the Portland and Seattle Railway 
Company was read the first time by its title and the second time 
at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Portland and Seattle Railway Com- 
pany, a corporation existing under the laws of the State of Washing- 
ton, its successors and assigns, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct 
and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River at a place suitable to 
commerce and not arabia hake navigation, at a point at or near 
Vancouver, in the State of Washington, and to lay on or over said 
bridge a track or tracks for the more perfect connection of any rall- 
road or railroads that are or shall be constructed to said river, on 
either or both sides thereof at or opposite said point, under the limita- 
tions and conditions hereinafter provided; that said bridge shall not 
interfere with the free navigation of said river, and in case of any 
litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruction to the 
free navigation of said river by reason of the construction of said 
bridge, the cause may be tried before the ctreuit court of the United 
States in and for any district in whose jurisdiction any portion of 
said obstruction or bridge may be. Said bridge shall be constructed 
to provide for the passage of railroad trains, and, at the option of 
the said company or corporation, its successors and assigns, for the 
safe and convenient passage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, 
animals, and foot passengers for such reasonable rates of toll as may 
be fixed from time to time by the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 2. That said bridge shall be provided with two or more draw 
openings, each having not less than 200 feet clear channel way, 
and in addition to said draw openings one or more fixed channel 
spans, each having not less than 350 feet clear channel way; and 
every part of the superstructure of said bridge shall give a clear head- 
room of not less than 6 feet above extreme known high-water mark: 
Provided, That all spans shall be so located as to afford the greatest 

ssible accommodation to the river traffic, and a draw opening shall 
Fr ‘practicable, be located next or near shore: Provided, also, That it 
the physical characteristics of the locality so require, and the inter- 
ests of navigation be not injured thereby, the lengths of the fixed spans 
or the number of draw openings may reduced; Provided also, That 
for any two adjacent draw openings of 200 feet each one draw openin 
of 300 feet may be substituted if, in the opinion of the Secretary o: 
War, the interests of navigation be not injured thereby. 

Sec. 3. That all draw spans authorized by this act shall be operated 
by steam or other reliable mechanical power, and shall be opened 
promptly upon reasonable signal for the passage of boats, except when 
trains are passing over said span or spans; but in no case shall un- 
necessary delay occur in opening said draw after the passage of 
trains, and also that in case the opening of a draw is delayed by rea- 


son of the passing of a train after the signal has been given from a 
boat ready to pass through, the draw shall be opened for the passage 
of such boat before another train is allowed to pass over the said 


span or spans; nor shall there be any unnecessary delay in the passage 
of trains over the bridge. 

Sec. 4. That all piers shall be built parallel with the current of the 
river at that stage of water which is most important for navigation, 
and the bridge itself shall be built as nearly as may be at right angles 
thereto; and that riprapping or other protection for imperfect founda- 
tions which will lessen the required waterway shall not be permitted; 
and also that piers which will produce cross currents or bars dangerous 
to navigation shall not be constructed; and if, after construction, any 
piers or accessory works are found to produce the above-mentioned 
effects, or if any riprapping or other protection peonia by this 
section is found to exist, the nuisance shall be abated or corrected 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, at the ex 
company or persons owning, controlling, or operating sal 


nse of the 


bridge. 
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Sec. 5. That the approaches to said peage shall be so designed and 
constructed as not to interfere with the free discharge of said river 
in seasons of flood; and any encroachment on the -water cross 
section by piers, solid embankments, or otherwise, which 1 result 
in unduly accelerating the high-water current at the site of the bridge 
shall not be allowed. 

Sxc. 6. That any corporation, 88 or persons owni con- 
trolling, or operating the bridge built under the authority of this act 
shall build and maintain at all times, as accessory works to such bridge, 
such booms, piers, dikes, guard fences, and similar devices as may 
necessary to insure at all times a permanent channel for a sufficient 
distance above and below the bridge site and for the guiding of rafts, 
steamboats, and other water craft 755 under or through said bridge; 
and if at any time after the construction of the bridge and its acces- 
sory works the is Aa to draw openings, channel spans, or raft 
passages in said bridge are found to dangerous or difficult of ac- 
cess by any important class of river trafic, the Secre of War may, 
upon the recommendation of the Chief of Engineers, United- States 
Army, order the corporation, company, or persons owning, controlling, 
or operating said brid to construct, under his directions, and to 
maintain such additional sheer booms, dikes, and other devices as will 
obviate the difficulty mentioned, which additional sheer booms, dikes, 
and other devices shall be built and maintained at their own expense 
by said company or persons; and that said 8 persons shall 
maintain, at their own expense, from sunset to sunt throughout the 
season of navigation such sy 7 and other signals on sald bridge as 
may be required by the Light-House Board for the security of 


navigation. 

Sue, 7. That the bridge authorized to be constructed by this act 
shall be located and built under and subject to such regulations for 
the security of navigation on sald river as the Secretary of War shall 
prenosne and to secure that object said corporation sball submit for 

is examination a design and drawings of the bridge, piers, approaches, 

and accessory works, and a map of the location, giving for a space 
of at least 3 miles above and 1 mile below the proposed location 
the topography of the banks of the river and the shore lines at high 
and low water. This map shall be accompanied by others drawn on 
the scale of 1 inch to 200 feet, giving for a space of one-half mile 
above the line of the proposed bridge and one-fourth mile below an 
accurate representation of the bottom of the river, by contour lines 
2 feet apart, determined by accurate soundings, and also showing over 
the whole width of this part of the river the force and directions 
of the currents at low water, at high water, and at least one inter- 
mediate stage by triangulated observations on suitable floats. The 
maps shall also show the location of other bridges in the vicinity, 
and shall give such information as the Secretary of War may require 
for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and the con- 
struction of the proposed bridge shall not be commenced until the 
location and plans thereof are approved by the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 8. That any bridge constructed under the author ty of this act 
shall be built under the general supervision of the Secretary of War, 
and no Cuen or alterations in plans shall be made during construc- 
tion of said bridge or after its completion unless said changes or al- 
terations conform to the provisions of this act and are authorized by 
the Secretary of War; that such alterations and changes as may be 
required by the Secretary of War in said bridge so as to preserve 
free and convenient navigation shall be made under the direction of 
the Secretary of War, at their own expense, by the company or persons 
owning, controlling, or operating said bridge; that dur original 
construction or in carrying out any authorized chan or repairs of 
said bridge a navigable channel shall be preserved at the site of the 
bridge at all times, and the waterway of the river shall not be ob- 
structed to a greater extent than is absolutely necessary; and such 
lights and buoys shall be kept on all cofferdams, piles, etc., as may be 
necessary for the security of navigation. 

Sec. 9. That all railroad companies desiring the use of the bridge 
authorized. by this act shall have and be entitled to equal rights and 
privileges relative to the passage of railway trains or cars over the 
same and over the approaches thereto upon the payment of a reason- 
able compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of 
said bridge and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, de- 
siring such use shall fail to agree 5 e sum or sums to be paid, and 
upon rules and conditions te which each shall conform in using said 
bridge, all matters at issue between them shall be decided by the Sec- 
retary of War upon a hearing of the allegations and proofs of thé 
parties ; and equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted 
to all telegraph and telephone companies. 

Sec. 10. That the riage constructed, maintained, and operated under 
this act and according to its limitations shall be a lawful structure, 
and shall be recognized and known as a t route, upon which also 
no higher charge shall be made for the transportation over the same 
of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States 
than the rate per mile paid for the transportation of said mails, 
troops, and munitions over the railroads and public highways leading 
3 1 £ ana 3 States shall 3 9 of way 
‘or pos elegraph and telephone 8 over sa ge. 

Sc. 11. That this act shall be null and void if actual construc- 
tion of the bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one 
yaer oe completed within three years from the date of approval 

ereof, x 

Sec. 12. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

Mr. FULTON. Is it proper for me to moye to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate bill was passed yesterday? 

Mr. HALE. Let this bill be first passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill can be passed, and after it 
is passed the Senator can ask for a reconsideration of the Sen- 
ate bill. Is there objection to the present consideration of the 
House bill which has just been laid before the Senate? 

Mr. FULTON. It is precisely the bill that passed the Senate 
with the amendments that were adopted by the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the bill (S. 260) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 


the Columbia River by the Portland and Seattle Railway Com- 


ff.. f E Ie rT 


pany, which passed the Senate yesterday. 

the votes by which the bill was ordered to a third reading and 

parace 8. be reconsidered and the bill will be postponed in- 
ely. 


Without objection, 


PANAMA CANAL BONDS. 


Mr. ALDRICH. From the Committee on Finance I report 
back with an amendment the bill (S. 1475) supplemental to. an 
act entitled “An act to provide for the construction of a canal 
connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” ap- 
proved June 28, 1902, and making appropriation for isthmian 
canal construction, and for other purposes. The amendment is 
in the nature of a substitute, and I ask that it may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island: 
asks that the bill be read for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the substitute be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute will be read. 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Finance report to strike 
out all of the bill after the enacting clause and to insert: 

That the 2 per cent bonds of the United States authorized by section 
8 of the act entitled “An act to provide for the construction of a canal 
connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” approved 
June 28, 1902, shall have all the rights and privileges accorded by law 
to other 2 per cent bonds of the United States, and every national bank- 
ing associataion having on deposit, as provided by law, such bonds 
issued under the provisions of said section 8 of said act approved June 

8, 1902, to secure Its circulating notes, shall pay to the 8 of 
the United States, in the months of January 8 July, a tax of one- 
fourth of 1 pe cent each half year apon the average amount of such 
of its notes in circulation as are bas upan the deposit of sald 2 per 
cent bonds; and such taxes shall be in lieu of existing taxes on its 
notes in circulation imposed by section 5214 of the Revised Statutes, 

Mr. ALDRICH. This simply gives 

Mr. PETTUS rose. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. PETTUS. I ask that the bill may go over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator from Alabama to allow 
me to make a statement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 
object to a statement? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I decline to yield unless the Senator per- 
mits me to make a statement. 

Mr. PETTUS. I do not know that I shall object when the bill 
comes up, but I wish to read it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, this bill simply gives to the 
2 per cent canal bonds the same rights and privileges which are 
accorded by the refunding act to other 2 per cent bonds of the 
United States. It has the unanimous approval of the Committee 
on Finance, who have carefully considered it. It is important 
that it should be acted on at an early day, and I therefore ask 
that it be now considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
asks that the bill just read be now considered. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. PETTUS. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama ob- 
jects. The bill will go to the Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I give notice, then, that as soon as the canal 
appropriation bill, so called, is disposed of I shall move to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr, PETTUS subsequently said: Mr. President, I desire sim- 
ply to withdraw the objection I made to the passage of the bill 
reported by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama with- 
draws objection to. present action upon the bill reported by the 
Senator from Rhode Island. Is there objection to its present 
consideration? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Let the bill be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be again read for the 
information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the substitute reported by the Committee 
on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present. 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Th VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words 
about the bill and the subject-matter. Before I do that, as I 
haye just come into the Chamber, I ask leave to present a 
memorial, and to have it read. 

{The memorial presented by Mr. TELLER appears under its 
appropriate heading.] 


384 


Mr. TELLER. The present bill, as now reported by the 


committee is a pure appropriation. I suppose it is immaterial 

whether you call it a deficiency bill or an appropriation bill. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I am not sure that the Senator from Colo- 

rado is aware of the particular bill which is before the Senate. 

It is the bond bill, which was taken up by unanimous consent. 
Mr. TELLER. I understood that it was the other bill. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I thought the Senator was probably mis- 
taken. 
Mr. TELLER. I do not care about saying anything on this 


bill except that I gave my assent to the bill very heartily. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the vote be taken on it. Then 
the other bill can be taken up right away. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If no further amendment be pro- 
posed, the question is, Shall the bill be engrossed for a third 
reading? 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to provide that 
the 2 per cent bonds issued under section 8 of the act entitled 
‘An act to provide for the construction of a canal connecting 
the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, approved June 28, 
1902, shall have the same rights and privileges that are ac- 
corded by law to other 2 per cent bonds of the United States.” 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the reso- 
lution submitted by Mr. Loner on the 12th instant, reported it 
without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and is hereby, 
authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, as may be 
necessary, to report such testimony as may be taken by the committee 
or its subcommittees in connection with matters before them, and haye 
the same printed for its use, and such stenographer be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate, and that said Committee on Forelgn 
Relations be permitted to sit during the sessions of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1570) granting an increase of pension to Lydia A. 
Johnson ; and ) 

A bill (S. 1571) granting an increase of pension to Miles T. 
Skinner (with accompanying paper). 

Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1572) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Lapham ; 

A bill (S. 1573) granting an increase of pension to Patrick A. 
Galyin; and 

A bill (S. 1574) granting an increase of pension to Wellington 
W. Whitney. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1575) to correct the military record of Josiah T. 
Postelthwait ; 

A bill (S. 1576) to correct the military record of David P. 
Morrison; 

A bill (S. 1577) to correct the military record of Engleberth 
Benzinger ; 

A bill (S. 1578) to correct the military record of John Fred- 
erick ; 

A bill (S. 1579) to correct the military record of Jacob 
Metzinger (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1580) to correct the military record of Bernhard 
Steuber (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1581) to correct the military record of George I. 
Spangler ; 

A bill (S. 1582) for the relief of Charles Seiser ; 

A bill (S. 1583) to correct the military record of William H. 
Blyler ; 

A bill (S. 1584) to correct the military record of Alexander 

* Everhart; 

A bill (S. 1585) to correct the military record of Samuel 
Bailey ; 

A bill (S. 1586) to correct the military record of L. L. Bedell, 
alias Latero Degroat; 

A bill (S. 1587) to correct the military record of Patrick 
O'Connor, alias Patrick Kennedy ; 

A bill (S. 1588) authorizing the Secretary of War to bestow a 
medal of honor upon Maj. J. O. Skinner, surgeon, United States 
Army, retired; and 
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A bill (S. 1589) to correct the military record of William 
Harlan (with accompanying papers). ‘ 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1590) granting a pension to Jane E. Morris; 

A bill (S. 1591) granting a pension to John S. Barr; 

A bill (S. 1592) granting a pension to Isabella C. Swisher; 

A bill (S. 1593) granting a pension to Mary J. Williams; 

A bill (S. 1594) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
E. Guthrie; 

55 bill (S. 1595) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
arr; 

A bill (S. 1596) granting a pension to Fidelia ©. Losch; 

A bill (S. 1597) granting a pension to Ella B. Goy; 
ay bill (S. 1598) granting an increase of pension to David 

eller ; 

A bill (S. 1599) granting a pension to Amos Caylor; 
= bill (S. 1600) granting an increase of pension to William W. 

scus ; - 
Saar (S. 1601) granting a pension to Deborah E. Green- 

8S; 

A bill (S. 1602) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Ivers (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1603) granting a pension to Mary H. Sirwell (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1604) to amend the act of March 2, 1903, increasing 
the pensions of those who have lost limbs or been totally dis- 
abled in them in the military or naval service of the United 
States ; 

A bill (S. 1605) granting an increase of pension to Richard H. 
Lee; 


A bill (S. 1606) to amend “An act to amend the pension laws 
by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost 
an arm or leg in the service, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 3, 1883; 

A bill (S. 1607) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Osborn ; 

A bill (S. 1608) granting a pension to Ira D. Coover; 

A bill (S. 1609) granting an increase of pension to John 
Murray ; 

A bill (S. 1610) granting an increase of pension to Mary B. 
Keller; 

A bill (S. 1611) granting a pension to Andrew Comrey ; 

A bill (S. 1612) granting an increase of pension to Richard P. 
Nishuals ; 

A bill (S. 1613) granting a pension to Rebecca L. Price; 

A bill (S. 1614) granting a pension to Kate E. Young; 

A bill (S. 1615) granting an increase of pension to John Arm- 
strong (with accompanying paper) : 

A bill (S. 1616) granting an increase of pension to Archibald 
K. Eddowes (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1617) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Moyer ; 

A bill (S. 1618) granting a pension to Ely L. Jones; 

A bill (S. 1619) granting an increase of pension to Vial A. 
Putnam ; 

A bill (S. 1620) granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Patterson ; 

A bill (S. 1621) granting a pension to Catherine Lenihan, 
now Hairsine; 

A bill (S. 1622) granting a pension to Jane Agnew; 

A bill (S. 1623) granting an increase of pension to Reid 
McFadden ; 

A bill (S. 1624) granting an increase of pension to Peter Betz; 

A bill (S. 1625) granting an increase of pension to William 
Sherwood ; 

A bill (S. 1626) granting a pension to Simon Levi; 

A bill (S. 1627) granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 
Smith; 

A bill (S. 1628) granting an increase of pension to Christian 
H. Goebel; 

A bill (S. 1629) granting an increase of pension to William 
Stitzer ; 

A bill (S. 1630) granting an increase of pension to Nathan B. 
Fowler ; 

A bill (S. 1631) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Shoup (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1632) granting an increase of pension to Wiliam 
Harrington ; 

A bill (S. 1633) granting a pension to Sarah E. Burns; 

A bill (S. 1684) granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
R. Ruch; 7 

A bill (S. 1635) granting an increase of pension to Henry A. 
Sampson ; 
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A bill (S. 1636) granting an increase of pension to Siotha 
Bennett; 

A bill (S. 1637) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Gebr; 

A bill (S. 1638) to restore to the pension roll the name of 
Henry M. Stiffler ; 

A bill (S. 1639) granting an increase of pension to Ephraim 
N. R. Obl; 

A bill (S. 1640) granting a pension to James A. Stine; . 

A bill (S. 1641) granting an increase of pension to John J. 
Gangwere ; 

A bill (S. 1642) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Wertz; 

A bill (S. 1643) granting a pension to Marion L. Wilson; 

A bill (S. 1644) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
S. Keniston (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1645) granting an increase of pension to Jacob G. 
Orth (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1646) granting an increase of pension to Sidney A. 
Asson (with accompanying paper). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1647) to correct the naval record of Henry Bor- 
rowes ; 

A bill (S. 1648) for the relief of the Hoffman Engineering 
and Contracting Company ; > 

A bill (S. 1649) providing for the retirement of petty officers 
and enlisted men of the Navy ; 

A bill (S. 1650) to increase the efficiency of the United States 
Navy by building cruisers and torpedo boats after the design of 
Richard B. Painton; and 

A bill (S. 1651) to correct the naval record of John Lindsay. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: 

A bill (S. 1652) to provide for thirty days’ annual leave to 
clerks and employees of first and second class post-offices ; 

A bill (S. 1653) to prevent Sunday banking in post-offices in 
the handling of money orders and registered letters; and 

A bill (S. 1654) to amend section 3893 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 1655) for the relief of 
the owners of the steamship Newchwang; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1656) for the relief of Mary 
Von Kusserow; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1657) relating to liability of 
common carriers by railroads in the District of Columbia and 
Territories and common carriers by railroads engaged in com- 
merce between the States and between the States and foreign 
nations to their employees; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1658) to provide for a site and 
public building at South Bethlehem, Pa.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 1659) granting a pension to 
Hattie E. Houston; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1660) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabeth C. Way; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I introduce a bill to reimburse the States 
and Territories for sections 16 and 36 when taken for forest 
or other Government purposes, and ask that it be read at length 
and lie on the table. 

The bill (S. 1661) to reimburse the States and Territories for 
sections 16 and 36 when taken for forest or other Government 
reserves, was read the first time by its title and the second time 
at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever any lands contained in sections 
16 and 36 of the public lands of the United States which have been 
granted to a State or Territory for educational purposes shall be in- 
cluded in the withdrawal of public lands for the purpose of creating 
forest or other Government reserves, the said State or Territory shall 
be compensated by the payment out of the Treasury of the United 
States into the educational fund of the State or Territory in which 
said lands are situated a sum of money not less than the minimum 

rice at which said lands are authorized to be sold by the State or 

rritory, whenever it is made to appear that there are not sufficient 
surveyed public lands of the United States subject to selection by the 
said State or Territory, in lieu of the lands so included within the 
reserve as aforesaid, of the cash value of at least the minimum price at 
wareh said lands so taken by the Government may be sold under the 

W. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the table. 
Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1662) for the relief of the 
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Atlantic Works, of Boston, Mass.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1663) for the relief of Catherine 
Grace; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. ` 

Mr. LODGE introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1664) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
L. W. Bailey ; 

A bill (S. 1665) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Estes (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1666) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Beard (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1667) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Stockwell (with an accompanying paper) ; 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 1668) for the relief of 
the estate of Gotlob Groezinger; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 1669) for the establishment 
of an additional recording district in the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1670) granting an increase of 
pension to William MeNabb; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DICK introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1671) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of William Andrews; 

A bill (S. 1672) for the relief of John W. Lewis; 

A bill (S. 1673) for the reliéf of William H. W. Krebs; 

A bill (S. 1674) for the relief of John A. Wanless; 

A bill (S. 1675) for the relief of John F. Lewis; 

A bill (S. 1676) for the relief of Harlow L. Street; and 

A bill (S. 1677) for the relief of Edward Byrne. 

Mr. DICK introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1678) granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Mullen; 

A bill (S. 1679) granting an increase of pension to David 
Gough; 

A bill (S. 1680) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
M. Duff: 

A bill (S. 1681) granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Davisson; and 

A bill (S. 1682) granting an increase of pension to Bertha 
Forbriger. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 1683) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon in the city of Kearney, 
State of Nebraska ; 

A bill (S. 1684) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon in the city of Wayne, 
State of Nebraska ; 

A bill (S. 1685) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon in the city of West Point, 
State of Nebraska; $ 

A bill (S. 1686) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon in the city of Columbus, 
State of Nebraska ; 

A bill (S. 1687) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Grand Island, in tbe State of Nebraska; and 

A bill (S. 1688) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon in the city of North Platte, 
State of Nebraska. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 1689) for the relief of 
Caleb W. Durham; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1690) for the relief of Theodore 
F. Northrop; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1691) granting an increase of 
pension to Alice S. Shepard; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1692) granting a pension to 
Ellen H. Swayne; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 1693) to establish a 
court of patent appeals, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 
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Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (S. 1694) for the erection of 
a public building at Carthage, Mo.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1695) legalizing 
the removal of the county seat of Washita County, Oklahoma 
Territory ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1696) to authorize the location of a Branch Home 
for disabled volunteer soldiers, sailors, and marines in the 
State of Florida; 

A bill (S. 1697) confirming to certain claimants thereto por- 
pone ar lands known as Fort Clinch Reservation, in State of 
Florida ; 

A bill (S. 1698) to authorize the appointment of Archer B. 
Hayes to the grade of captain and quartermaster in the United 
States Army; 

A bill (S. 1699) to correct the military record of George 
Gwynn; and 

A bill (S. 1700) to remove the charge of desertion appearing 
against the military record of David W. Trumpeller. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1701) granting a pension to M. Frances Von 
Balsan; 

A bill (S. 1702) granting a pension to Adolphus N. Pacetty; 

A bill (S. 1703) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Gamble, jr. ; 

A bill (S. 1704) granting a pension to John G. Patton; 

A bill (S. 1705) granting an increase of pension to Lewis S. 
George ; 

A bill (S. 1706) granting a pension to Elizabeth Wester ; 

A bill (S. 1707) granting an increase of pension to Milton A. 
Smith; 

A bill (S. 1708) granting a pension to Mary P. Docker; and 

A bill (S. 1709) granting a pension to Florence Greeley De 
Veaux. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1710) for the relief of the beirs of Andrew E. 
Hodges, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1711) for the relief of Salvador Costa ; 

A bill (S. 1712) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas Led- 
with; 

A bill (S. 1713) for the relief of Louisa Avery ; 

A bill (S. 1714) for the relief of Mariah L. Trowell, adminis- 
tratrix of Benjamin F. Trowell, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1715) for the relief of William Mickler ; 

A bill (S. 1716) for the relief of C. W. Moffatt; 

A bill (S. 1717) for the relief of Rinaldo, Isadore, and Robert 
yon Balsan, and the heirs of Caroline von Balsan, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1718) for the relief of William S. Livingston; 

A bill (S. 1719) for the relief of Thomas R. Webb; 

A bill (S. 1720) for the relief of Emily Catherine Jones; and 

A bill (S. 1721) for the relief of the estate of Cyprian T. Jen- 
kins, deceased. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 1722) to construct 
and place a light-ship opposite the entrance of St. Johns River, 
Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1723) for the survey of the har- 
bor of St. Augustine, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1724) providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building at the city of Fernandina, Fla., and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1725) granting certain land to 
the Missionary Baptist Church, of Rock Sink, Fla.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1726) making provision for 
conveying in fee the piece or strip of ground in St. Augustine, 
Fla., known as the “ Lines,” for school purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1727) granting a pension to I. N. De Long; 


re bill (S. 1728) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
en; ; 

A bill (S. 1729) granting a pension to George W. Lewton ; 

A bill (S. 1730) granting an increase of pension to Orville H. 
Campbell ; 

A bill (S. 1731) granting an increase of pension to William 
O. Colson; 

A bill (S. 1732) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Packard; 

A bill (S. 1733) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Trice (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1734) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Gardner (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1735) granting an increase of pension to Wash- 
ington Hogans (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1736) granting a pension to Lena S. Fenn (with 
accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1737) granting an increase of pension to Helen M. 
Blanchard (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1738) granting a pension to Mary E. Connor (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1789) granting a pension to Henry Sistrunk ; 

A bill (S. 1740) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
D. Hazzard (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1741) granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Meacham ; 

A bill (S. 1742) granting an increase of pension to James 
F. P. Johnston; 

A bill (S. 1743) granting a pension to Amon L. Charles; 

A bill (S. 1744) granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 
Papy; and 

A bill (S. 1745) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
Gill. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 1746) for the relief 
of ©. B. McClenny; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Health and National Quar- 
untine. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 1747) to authorize the 
Mobile Railway and Dock Company to construct and maintain 
a bridge or viaduct across the water between the end of Cedar 
Point and Dauphin Island; which was read twice by jts title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

Mr. McCREARY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1748) granting a pension to Rupert S. Rives; 

A bill (S. 1749) granting a pension to John Hedrick; and 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1750) to reduce the tariff of the 
United States by amending “An act to provide revenue for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United 
States,” approved July 24, 1897; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 1751) to revive and amend 
an act to provide for the collection of captured and aban- 
doned property and the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary 
districts within the United States, and acts amendatory thereof ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 1752) granting the right 
of way, with terminal facilities, to the Florida West Shore Rail- 
way Company through the United States light-house and mili- 
tary reservations on Gasparilla Island, in the State of Florida; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1753) granting an increase of pension to Waldo W. 
Paine; and 

A bill (S. 1754) granting a pension to Susan E. Potter. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1755) for the relief of Homer W. Styron; 

A bill (S. 1756) for the relief of Sidney T. Dupuy and George 
R. Dupuy, the only surviving heirs of George R. Dupuy, de- 
ceased ; 

A bill (S. 1757) for the relief of John Wilson ; 

A bill (S. 1758) for the relief of the estate of Samuel T. Car- 
row, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1759) for the relief of John I. Rowland; 

A bill (S. 1760) for the relief of James W. Adams and of the 
estate of Solomon N. Adams; ` 5 

A bill (S. 1761) for the relief of the widow of R. D. Hay; 
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A bill (S. 1762) for the relief of C. G. Perkins; 

A bill (S. 1763) for the relief of the heirs of C. H. Foy; 

A bill (S. 1764) for the relief of the heirs of Cicero M. Davis; 

A bill (S. 1765) for the relief of the estate of Rayford Brew- 
ington, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1766) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph H. Ethe- 
ridge and William D. Etheridge; 

A bill (S. 1767) for the relief of the trustees of the diocese of 
East Carolina ; 

A bill (S. 1768) for the relief of the Seamen’s Friend Society 
of Wilmington, N. C.; 

A bill (S. 1769) for the relief of L. T. Oglesby ; 

A bill (S. 1770) for the relief of the heirs of John H. Rich- 
ardson, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 1771) for the relief of the estate of D. L. Pritchard, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1772) for the relief of Sylvester Dibble; 

A bill (S. 1773) for the relief of Thomas Monteith; 

A bill (S. 1774) for the relief of Sidney Maxwell; 

A bill (S. 1775) for the relief of Calvin J. Cowles; 

A bill (S. 1776) for the relief of the estate of Esau Berry, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1777) for the relief of Walter T. Dough; 

A bill (S. 1778) for the relief of the estate of Thomas A. 
Dough, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1779) for the relief of the widow and heirs at law 
of Charles Wilkes, deceased, late a rear-admiral in the United 
States Navy; 

A bill (S. 1780) for the relief of John L. Brown and the 
estates of A. T. Redditt and William G. Judkins; 

A bill (S. 1781) for the relief of K. H, Lewis and W. F. 
Lewis; 

A bill (S. 1782) for the relief of the heirs of Nancy Burfield, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1783) for the relief of the vestry and wardens of 
St. James Church, of Wilmington, N. C.; 

A bill (S. 1784) for the relief of George A. Russell, adminis- 
trator of Stephen Chadwick, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1785) for the relief of the estate of H. D. Coley, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1786) for the relief of Henry R. Bryan; 

A bill (S. 1787) for the relief of Mary N. Bryan; 

A bill (S. 1788) for the relief of Thomas D. Meares, adminis- 
trator of Armand D. Young, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1789) for the relief of the estate of James A. Suy 
dam, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1790) for the relief of William C. Staples; and 

A bill (S. 1791) for the relief of T. H. B. Myers, surviving 
partner of John Myers & Son. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 1792) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Baker City, in the State of Ore- 
gon; which was rend twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1793) to provide for building and 
completing the approaches to and improving the ground on 
which is erected the United States building at Salem, Oreg. ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1794) to ratify an agreement 
with the Indians of the Klamath Indian Reservation, in Oregon, 
and making appropriations to carry same into effect; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 1795) for the relief of 
Louisa McCall, administratrix, and so forth; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1796) granting an increase of 
pension to Edith Burt Trout; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

Mr. SUTHERLAND introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1797) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Henderson ; 

A bill (S. 1798) granting an increase of pension to Robert K. 
Smith; and 

A bill (S. 1799) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Logan. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 1800) referring the claim of 
the legal representatives of William T. Duvall, deceased, against 
the United States to the Court of Claims; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 1801) regulating the 
creation of forest reserves; which was read twice by its title, 


and referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 1802) to regulate the use 
by the public of reservoir sites located upon the public lands of 
the United States; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Ile also introduced a bill (S. 1803) granting a pension to 
Arthur Linn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers (which were ordered to be printed), were referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1804) providing for the use of certified checks to 
secure compliance with proposals and contracts for naval sup- 
plies ; 

A bill (S. 1805) providing for the use by the United States of 
devices invented by its naval officers while engaged in its service 
and covered by letters patent; and 

A bill (S. 1806) to provide for the deposit of the savings of 
enlisted men of the United States Marine Corps. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 1807) for the relief of 
Mary V. Shaw; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. - 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1808) providing that 
the Federal Government shall not grant liquor-tax receipts to 
persons residing in prohibition territory, State or local; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 1809) to amend section 
$244 of the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 9) to 
amend the Constitution of the United States to authorize uni- 
form marriage and divorce laws and the enforcement thereof 
by adequate penalties; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 10) 
for the relief of P. J. McMahon; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES, 


Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I ask permission out of order 
to make a verbal report from the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mittee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
asks permission to make a verbal report from the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. Is there objection to the request? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, under the resolution adopted 
by the Senate March 2, 1905, authorizing the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce to hold sessions during the recess of the 
Senate, I am instructed to report that the committee proceeded, 
under the resolution, Monday, April 17, and continued its ses- 
sions until the early part of June. The committee gave hearings 
to all persons who manifested a desire to be heard on the sub- 
ject. The result of the labors of the committee is contained in 
five volumes of testimony, which has been put in print, and I 
now place it, by direction of the committee, before the Senate 
for such disposition. 

Under the terms of the resolution the committee was required 
to report in ten days after the beginning of the present session 
of the Senate by bill or otherwise. While the committee can 
not report a bill to-day, I am authorized to state to the Senate, 
on behalf of the committee, that it went into session on the 21st 
of November and has been holding meetings, not every day 
since, but as often as it suited the convenience of the members, 
to consider the various and difficult subjects raised in the reso- 
lution that was adopted by the Senate. The committee is giving 
eareful consideration to the subject-matter of the questions 
which have been raised, and I am authorized to state that it is 
the belief of the members of the committee that later on it will 
be able to report a bill to the Senate for its consideration. 


POSTAGE ON PERIODICAL PUBLICATIONS, 


Mr. STONE. I desire to offer a resolution, for which I ask 
immediate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Missouri will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to inform the Senate 
whether under the construction paces by_his Department upon exist- 
ing law prescribing the posta ‘or periodical publications, and under 
the rules and practice of his Department, periodicals published b, 
colleges and universities, or by alumni associations or students of col- 
leges and universities, are admitted to the mails as second-class matter ; 
and also to inform the Senate whether any discrimination has been 
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made or preference allowed any such publications over other similar 

1 in admitting them to the mails; and if so, to inform the 
nate in detail, so far as practicable, to what extent and in what par- 

ticular instances such discriminations have been made or preferences 

soven and how long the same haye been continued, with the reasons 
erefor. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. Is there objection? u 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall not object, if the resolution does not 
consume time. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator from 
Iowa that if he is especially anxious to go on with the bill in 
his charge, the resolution which I have offered may go over 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that will be done. I am very anxious 
to have the Panama Canal bill taken up this morning. 

Mr. STONE. I have no objection to letting the resolution go 
over until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table, 
subject to the call of the Senator from Missouri. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownina, its Chief Clerk; announced that the Speaker of 
the House had signed the bill (S. 410) to authorize the Rock 
Island, Arkansas and Louisiana Railroad Company to construct 
bridges across the Ouachita River and other navigable rivers 
in the State of Arkansas, and it was thereupon signed by the 
Vice-President. 

PANAMA CANAL APPROPRIATION. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent, if the morning 
business is concluded, that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 480, being the deficiency appropriation bill 
for the Panama Canal. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning 
business, that order is closed. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that the bill referred to by him may be now 
taken up for consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 480) supplemental 
to an act entitled “An act to provide for the construction of a 
canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” 
approved June 28, 1902, and making appropriation for isthmian 
canal construction, and for other purposes, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

The first amendment was to strike out section 1, as follows: 

That the bonds authorized by section 8 of the act entitled “An act 
to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of 
the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, shall be sub- 
ject to the provisions of section 13 of the act entitled “An act to de- 
fine and fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity of all forms 
of money issued or coined by the United States, to refund the public 
debt, and for other purposes,” approved March 14, 1900, the same as 
though said bonds were issued under the provisions of said act of 
March 14, 1900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1 (2), page 2, line 8, 
before the word “act,” to strike out“ said; so as to make the 
section read: 

That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $11,000,000 to continue the con- 
struction of the isthmian canal, to be expended under the direction of 
the President in accordance with the act to provide for the construc- 
tion of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific 
oceans, approved June 28, 1902, and for each and every purpose con- 
nected with the same, the said sum to continue available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That all 5 from the appropriation herein 
made shall be reimbursed to the Treasury of the United States out of 
the proceeds of the sale of bonds authorized in section 8 of the said 
act approved June 28, 1902. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3 (2), page 2, line 22, 
before the words “Canal Zone,” to strike out “said” and in- 
sert “the;” in line 23, before the word “ Canal,” to strike out 
“said Panama” and insert “the isthmian;” in line 24, before 
the word Panama,” to strike out “said” and insert “the; ” 
on page 3, line 2, after the word “ Congress,” to strike out “And 
any of the persons appointed or employed by the President in 
eonnection with the said government or the said work of con- 
struction or operation shall give to Congress or to either House 
of Congress such information as may at any time be required 
either by act of Congress or by the order of either House of Con- 
gress in relation to their respective actings and doings and the 
receipt and expenditure of money;” in line 20, after the word 
purposes,“ to strike out “named in this act” and insert “of 
constructing and maintaining said isthmian canal;” and in line 
22, after the word “ Congress,” to strike out “except that the 
moneys received, in the ordinary course of business, from the 


operation of the Panama Railroad and the property and rights 
appertaining thereto may be expended, so far as necessary, in 
defraying the expenses of such operation, including maintenance, 
without being covered into the Treasury of the United States, 
and such moneys are hereby appropriated for such purpose, and 
monthly reports of such receipts and expenditures shall be made 
to the President by the person or persons in charge;” so as to 
make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That the President shall annually, and at such other periods 
as may be provided, either by law or by his order, require full and com- 
poe re s to be made to him by the persons appointed or employed 

y him in charge of the government of the Canal Zone, the construction 
of the isthmian canal, and the operation of the Panama Railroad, in- 
cluding an itemized account of all moneys received and expended, which 
said reports shall be by the President transmitted to Congress. The 
President shall annually cause to be made, by the persons appointed 
and employed by him in charge of the government of said Canal Zone 
and the construction of said canal, estimates of expenditures and ap 
propriations, in detail as far as practicable, which estimates shal! be 
submitted to Congress in the manner provided in section 5 cf the act 
entitled “An act making Appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and Beit tae expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1902, and for other purposes.“ nded 
for any of the purposes of constructing and maintaining said Isthmian 
canal except in accordance with appropriations made by Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is still before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. If 
there be no further amendments, the bill will be reported to the 
Senate as amended. ' 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, unless the chairman of the 
Committee an Appropriations desires to make some explanation 
of the bill, I should like to call the attention of the Senate to 
certain matters connected with it. I do not intend to discuss 
the canal question; that is to say, I am not going to discuss the 
question as to which is the best canal, neither do I care about 
discussing the question whether it is worth while or not to 
build the canal. We have settled that question. We have a 
law on the statute book to authorize the building of this canal. 
There may be some question as to how the canal is to be built 
and as to the character of the canal. Those, however, are 
matters which Congress must take up and must dispose of 
very soon. 

I do not care to go into the history of the canal, nor do I 
care to go into the history of the efforts that have been 
made from time to time since the discovery of America to 
create a waterway across the Isthmus, From time to time 
commissions have presented information in reference to that 
subject to Congress and to the country, and such commissions 
on every occasion have discussed the same questions, and many 
of the members of the commissions have also presented their 
views as individuals. 

I think it may be assumed that there has been a continued 
effort during the past two hundred years to get a canal. We 
perhaps approached closest and nearest to a systematic and 
organized effort to get a canal in 1850, when the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty was made between the United States and Great Britain. 
Both Great Britain and the United States in that treaty de- 
clared that it was important the canal should be built, and 
should be built immediately. We know very well that no real 
effort was made in that direction for many years thereafter, 
and not until the French began to construct a canal along the 
present route of the so-called Panama Canal. 

There have been a great number of surveys made, not only 
over the Isthmus of Panama, but over the Isthmus of Darien 
and over Nicaragua and also on some other routes, but it was 
generally understood that there were two lines which were 
preeminently adapted for canal purposes. Those were the 
Nicaragua and the Panama routes. 

De Lesseps, who had charge of the construction of the Suez 
Canal, invited the engineers of the world to Paris to pass upon 
the question of a route for an isthmian canal. American engi- 
neers to some extent, at least, attended that conference. French 
engineers and European engineers generally attended in full 
force. It was claimed by the American engineers that there 
had been an effort made to forestall the opinion of that congress 
of engineers by the French engineers and to get an opinion in 
favor of a sea-level canal on the Panama route. I believe, with 
rare exceptions, the American engineers favored the Nicaraguan 
route for a canal with locks. Thereupon the French organized 
a canal company. I do not at this moment recall what was the 
amount of stock issued; but that is not a matter of any conse- 
quence to the world in this connection. It was the judgment of 
the European engineers that Panama was the best place to build 
the canal; that the best canal that could be built would be a 
sea-level canal, and that the entire work could be accomplished 
for about $130,000,000, or a little less. 

Mr. President, it would be a reflection on the engineers of the 
world to say that they believed a canal could be constructed 
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across that line in Panama for $130,000,000. It is quite apparent 
now that the capital of the world would be withheld from a 
canal that cost three or four times that amount, and this they 
knew; but they made that low estimate hoping to acquire suffi- 
cient funds to put the canal in such position that the capitalists 
who had invested would be ultimately compelled to complete the 
canal, 

I do not think in making that statement that I do any injus- 
tice to any person. I believe a careful examination of the his- 
tory of that transaction will show that not only De Lesseps 
knew the canal could not be built for that amount of money, 
but the engineering talent of the world also knew it, and the 
American engineers declared with one universal voice that the 
canal could not be built for that sum. 

Mr. President, I am going to stop just a moment to say that 
in this country, at that time at least, there was a very strong 
feeling that our engineers did not possess the learning and 
ability possessed by the engineers of Europe. De Lesseps at 
that time seemed to overshadow all the engineers of the world. 
He had made a successful adventure; he bad connected the 
waters of the Mediterranean and the Red Sea. He had selected 
a sandy desert route, without any engineering difficulties what- 
ever, and had built with the money of Europe a canal which 
turned out to be a very profitable investment for those who had 
put their money into it and had gained great reputation. 

But more than two thousand five hundred years ago a canal 
had been bnilt on almost identically the same route that De 
Lesseps built his canal. It was not as big as the canal con- 
structed by De Lesseps; it did not, of course, begin to carry 
the amount of commerce that is carried over the canal which 
he constructed; yet I believe its construction was quite as great 
a feat as that accomplished by De Lesseps. It is said by the 
historian Herodotus that the Pharaoh who built that canal sac- 
rificed 127,000 lives in its construction. If you reflect, Mr. 
President, that at that time all the earth that was removed from 
that canal was taken out and carried on the shoulders of men 
and dumped somewhere—for, of course, in that day the steam 
shovel had never been heard of—you will readily understand 
that very likely that statement may have been true when such 
work had to be done with forced labor and not paid labor. 
This canal was filled up by the drifting sands and opened again 
and again, if history can be relied upon, and even as late as the 
year 1000 it was doing service between those two seas. When 
De Lesseps took hold of the Panama Canal he took hold of a 
different enterprise, and if he had had a sufficient amount of 
money he would undoubtedly have made a success of it, as he 
made a success of the Suez Canal, but failed to finish the work. 
Of his failure I will speak later. 

For twenty years we in the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives have been laboring with this question. We have given 
to it a great deal of attention. We have determined at last 
that the canal shall be built, and yet we are undetermined as 
to what shall be the character of the canal to be built. 

It is not in good form to refer to personal affairs. Yet I am 
moved to make this speech to-day somewhat from personal 
relations to this subject. I have listened in the last few months 
to the complaints that are being made by the Canal Commission, 
by the friends of the canal, as to the opposition in this body 
and everywhere else to the canal. My attitude on the subject 
has been such as to justify those who haye not carefully con- 
sidered what has been done and said here to believe that I have 
been an opponent of the canal. I do not believe now, notwith- 

standing the enthusiasm of the Commission, notwithstanding 
the enthusiasm of the various friends of this movement, that 
the canal will be the success predicted and hoped for. I have 
said on this floor, I think at least fifteen years ago, that there 
was not any question but that there would ultimately be a canal 
across the Isthmus. The commerce of the world has demanded 
it. It has been a question what kind of a canal we wanted, 
what kind of a canal the business of the world demanded and 
required; and no other canal will be a paying canal. The 
canal must secure the business of the world. An immense 
business must go through the canal in order to make it a pay- 
ing proposition. Even governments want returns on their in- 
vestments, 

I know it is said that we have a canal on our Great Lakes 
doing a tremendous business, and as that pays this will pay. 
But that is a canal through which the business originating 
back of it and west of it is compelled to pass. It must either 
seek that outlet or it must take the railroad outlet; and heavy 
articles, such things as come from the extreme West, like agri- 
cultural products, must go through the canal and through the 
lock. 

But there is a difference when you come to the Panama Canal. 
There is a waterway, long it may be and tedious, around the 


end of South America, over which the commerce of the world 
has been going for some hundreds of years, and where the cheap- 
est possible transportation on the face of the earth can be had. 
Commerce has the choice of taking the Panama Canal when 
completed, or of going around the cape and coming up the South 
American coast and then across to Asia. The commerce of the 
world also has the canal from the Mediterranean to the Red 
Sea, a canal which has been greatly increased in its capacity 
since it was bulit; and from a great portion of the United States, 
if you want to reach the larger part of Asia, you will take the 
Suez Canal as an economic question. If you want to leave New 
York with a ship to go to our Philippine possessions, you would 
take the Suez Canal, if the Panama Canal were open and free 
and the other route made a charge. 

In that attitude, with that matter presented, is it illogical to 
say that the canal which is to be built at Panama must be a first- 
class canal, a canal which will meet the demands of commerce, 
and which will draw to it not only the business which naturally 
belongs to it, but even business from the sections of the world 
not naturally tributary to it? 

In addition to that, I may mention the fact that four or five 
hundred miles north of the proposed canal there has been con- 
structed recently a first-class railroad from the Gulf of Mexico 
across to the Pacific Ocean, across the southern part of the ter- 
ritory of Mexico, called the Tehuantepec Railroad. It is 143 
miles of railroad. It is a railroad which I am told is now in 
first-class order. It cuts across the country where Engineer 
Eads for years proposed to build a ship railway. The highest 
elevation is 800 feet above sea level. There is a good harbor 
on the Gulf side, and the Government of Mexico is building a 
good harbor on the Pacific side. That route will be many hun- 
dred miles nearer to all the Gulf commerce than the Panama 
Canal when built. 

I have not mentioned these facts for the purpose of detracting 
from the merit and the necessity of the Panama Canal, but I 
have mentioned them to the Senate of the United States in order 
that the members thereof may take into consideration what 
shall be the character of the canal—shall it be a sea-level canal, 
shall it be a lock canal, shall it be a canal with 90-foot elevation, 
or a canal with 60-foot elevation, or a canal with 30-foot eleya- 
tion? 

The President of the United States has appointed a board of 
engineers—I do not remember how many. They have considered 
questions as to the character of the canal, but they have. not 
reported. It is said, whether truthfully or not I do not know, 
that all the foreign engineers will report in favor of a-sea- 
level canal, and that the American engineers will report in 
favor of a lock canal. They will report in favor of a lock canal 
because they say it is cheaper and can be built with less delay. 

I am one of those who voted for what is called the “ Spooner 
amendment.” I have neyer voted for a bill touching this canal, 
or favorable to the canal, except the vote for the Spooner amend- 
ment to take the place of the Hepburn bill, which was for a 
canal across the Nicaragua route. But if now you are to build 
a lock canal across the Isthmus I shall be compelled to confess 
that if a lock canal is to be built it would have been better to 
have built it across the Nicaragua route than to build it across 
Panama. I voted with the hope, and I expressed it on the pas- 
sage of the Spooner amendment, that if we built a canal at all 
we should build one that would meet the demands not only of 
to-day but for the time to come. 

Mr. President, there is no reason why the Government of the 
United States should build this canal any more than why other 
nations should build it. We felt many years ago, and so 
declared officially, that we could not afford to unite with any 
other nation in the building of the canal; that if it was built 
at all it must be built under the auspices and under the control 
of the United States. Up to a few years since nobody pretended 
that the Government of the United States ought to build the 
canal, and nobody thought the Government of the United States 
would. In 1889, when we chartered by an act of Congress the 
Maritime Canal Company, composed of citizens of New York, we 
put in the bill an absolute prohibition of the Government of the 
United States having anything to do with the building of the 
canal. For that bill I voted. That provision was put in the 
bill upon an amendment offered by the then Senator from Ver- 
mont, Mr, Edmunds. 

Two or three years afterwards we were met by a report from 
the Committee on Foreign Relations asking the Goyernment of 
the United States to guarantee the bonds of that company to 
the extent of $70,000,000 and to take as security for such guar- 
anty an equal amount of the company’s stock. We had before 
us then the report of the engineer of the canal company saying 
the canal could be built and put in full operation for the sum of 
about $65,000,000. When that question was submitted to the 
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engineers of this country they raised it to $87,000,000. Yet it 
was contended here and elsewhere that $65,000,000 was a fair 
estimate. 

That canal scheme provided for locks 650 feet long and 28 
feet deep, as I recollect. I wish to submit to the Senate for a 
moment, is there anybody here who will assert that that canal 
would to-day meet the requirements of the commerce of the 
world if it had been built? We now have ships being built that 
are more than 750 feet long, ships drawing 40 feet, and in a 
few years we will undoubtedly have ships that will require a 
lock at least a thousand feet long, if not longer. 

Now, as I said, we were under no moral obligation to the 
world to build the canal. We are going to build the canal upon 
the assumption that it will be a benefit to us as a nation, and if 
we can not make that appear we have no right to build it. It 
will have some advantages to us when built. Whether they will 
be commercially such as will pay interest on the cost of the 
canal is another question. When the Spanish ships were threat- 
ening our coast, if they did threaten it—at least I know they 
created a spirit of terrorism in some sections—and the Oregon 
was longingly looked for on its way around South America from 
the Pacific coast, I suppose perhaps we then would have paid a 
good deal of money, without any reference to the income from 
it, if we had only had a canal across the Isthmus through which 
we could have brought that ship. But if the canal had been 
built on the theory which was advocated here for years, the 
Oregon would still have had to have gone around South America, 
because it could not have gone through the canal. 

On the 28th of June, 1902, the President of the United States 
signed the bill which made the Panama Canal, I will not say a 
possibility, but a probability, because I believe the canal will be 
built. But the question I am anxious that the Senate should 
take hold of and consider is, What shall be its character? I 
would lose sight—because if you do not, I believe you will never 
build the canal—I would lose sight of the question whether 
there would be returns which, in a financial way, would remu- 
nerate the nation for the outlay. If you adhere to the view that 
the canal must be profitable, in my judgment it will never be 
built. We did not stop to inquire as to that. We said we 
wanted the canal, and the men who voted for it and the few 
who did not expressed the opinion on this floor, at least some 
of us did, that the die was cast; that the canal was to be built, 
and pledged ourselves to stand by the act of Congress and to 
vote on all occasions all the money necessary for its completion. 

Why should we not? The whole world is looking at us. All 
mankind know that we have assumed the right to build the 
canal. We put $50,000,000 in it before we got possession of the 
route. We have put twenty-odd millions into it since we got 
possession of it. Seventy-odd millions of American money is 
in it. Nobody needs to predict that the canal is not going to be 
built; and, whether he be an engineer or whether he be a lay- 
man, the man who says it can not be built underrates the intelli- 
gence of this age as well as our financial ability. 

But, Mr. President, notwithstanding all that, notwithstanding 
that we stand before the world in a way so that we can not 
afford to retire from the enterprise, it is still our duty to see 
that we do not put more money in the canal than is absolutely 
necessary, and that we do put enough in it to make it a com- 
mercial success, to the extent at least that it must meet the 
expectations and demands of the commercial world. 

This is the greatest enterprise, in my judgment the most ex- 
pensive enterprise, that any nation has ever undertaken. L 
suppose it might have been considered when the Egyptian, 
Pharaoh, undertook to and did build the canal across the Suez 
route that it was a great enterprise, and perhaps for the age of 
the world in which it was built it may have been considered 
even greater than this. It seems to me that the good name of 
the nation is involved in this question now. We willingly as- 
sumed the burden of this work. We must finish it. 

I want to take but a few moments with respect to some de- 
tails. I wish to ask whether we have approached this great 
subject as a nation of enterprising, intelligent, business people 
ought to have approached it. There came to the Senate a bill 
practically unanimous from the House to build the canal 
across the Nicaragua route. We changed it to the Panama 
route. I know it has been said again and again and repeated 
ad nauseam that we changed it here because we were opposed 
to the canal itself. That I deny. I have seen several bills pass 
the Senate for a canal. I have seen a bill pass the Senate for a 
canal of the lock system via the Nicaragua route with 5 dis- 
senting votes. I have seen another bill passed here with 7 
dissenting votes. I have seen another bill passed here with 3 
dissenting votes. Every time I was one of that very small 
number, and on every occasion I have given as my reason for 


not voting for the bill that the proposed canal did not meet the 
requirements of the world. 

I have often wondered, and some of these younger men will 
wonder, whether or not this is such a valuable enterprise as we 
thought it was when we undertook it. I think the very crux of 
the whole question is, Are you going to build a canal that will 
secure the commerce of the great sections—the Pacific coast 
and the Atlantic? Will the world's commerce go through it, 
leaving to the Suez Canal only such portions as logically belong 
to it? If you hope to make the canal a blessing to mankind, 
it must be a commercial way; it must take the commerce of the 
world, and it must take it at figures that will justify the ship- 
per in sending his goods that way. 

We have now several continental lines of railroads. We will 
have in the next ten years as many more, or at least I will put 
it in the next fifteen years. I venture to say that within fifteen 
years there will be as many new lines built as there are now old 
lines, and the old lines will be strengthened and improved. They 
are to be the competitors of the canal. They will take the goods 
from the interior of the country—the center of the country. 
Take the State which I in part represent here. What interest 
have we in the canal? The only interest we have in it is due 
to the fact that we have an interest in every single acre of 
American soil. The only interests we have in it are due to the 
fact that the interests of New England and New York and the 
Gulf States are our interests. We will never send any goods 
by that canal, nor will it, in my judgment, benefit us at all, 
except as it may benefit all mankind as well as all the people 
of certain sections of the United States. 

We took possession of this canal route from the French. I 
was sorry to hear the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morcan] say 
to-day that we had commenced the canal under conditions 
almost as disgraceful as those surrounding the French conduct 
of the proposed canal. I am not prepared myself to charge 
that there has been fraud or stealing in the operation of the 
canal since it came into our possession. I am prepared to say, 
and prepared to prove, I think, that no great enterprise ever 
was inaugurated or started with so little judgment and so little 
preparation and so little apprehension of what was to be done 
and what was necessary as this. There is not an engineer in 
the world who did not know this was the great enterprise, not 
of this age, but of all time. There was not an engineer who 
did not know that the French had made an absolute failure; 
that every step they had taken was marked by mismanagement 
or by fraud. The estimate was a hundred and thirty millions; 
two hundred and sixty millions were wasted, and they could 
only claim then that one-fifth of the canal excavation had taken 
place. No dams had been built. No harbors had been provided. 
There had not been one-twentieth of the canal built. Yet two 
hundred and sixty-two millions of French money had been 
spent—even more than that, it is said by some. It had been lost. 

I know we paid forty millions. If we are to believe the many 
stories told, and I do believe them, one-half of that sum went 
into the hands of the men who exploited the enterprise and 
induced us to buy the canal. The men who put in the two hun- 
dred and sixty-two millions practically got nothing back. It 
was the scandal of the world. It sent that great French engi- 
neer to his grave in disgrace, a convicted felon. We may do the 
same thing and make the same mistakes, and not haye any 
grafting or stealing, either. 

What ought we to have done when we took possession of the 
canal route? There were upon the Isthmus, where the town of 
Colon is built, a great number of wooden houses full of disease 
of every kind and character, full of filth—the accumulation of 
years. What have we done with it? We have attempted the 
sanitation of the, Zone. We have pulled down the houses in 
part and rebuilt them. In my judgment if we had torn down 
every building on the Isthmus built for the use of the canal and 
burned them and plowed the ground upon which they stood it 
would have been money in the pockets of the American people. 
You can not take those old polluted buildings and preserve the 
health of the employees of the canal who must inhabit them. 
We were supposed to have acquired twenty-five to twenty-nine 
million dollars of French supplies. I do not believe there is 
an engineer who has been down there who will not tell you 
to-day that it would have been better for us to have dumped 
them into the sea and bought good American supplies. For 
instance, we found there a shovel that would dump 25,000 yards 
of earth in a month, when an American shovel using the same 
power will dump 750,000 yards. The one means failure and 
the other means success. Every old shovel that we have reha- 
bilitated has been an expense to the nation, and now we are 
perhaps growing wise enough to abandon them and buy new 
ones. But the knowledge of our mistake comes quite late, 
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Mr. President, I have repeatedly said on this floor that one 
difficulty we were to meet with the Panama business is the 
climate. On the Atlantic side it is eomparatively healthy. On 
the Pacific side it is probably the most difficult and deadly cli- 
mate of any part of the earth. It has been a passageway from 
California for some years. F have known personally of people 
crossing that passageway before the railroad was built. They 
came across there on the old Royal road, and in only two days 
on the Isthmus they found themselves sick with the Chagres 
fever. Why? The authorities will tell you, if they tell you 
the truth, that Panama is one of the most unhealthy places in 
the world, and it is unhealthy because of the fact that there 
are no proper breezes and winds to drive away the deadly poison 
arising from decaying vegetable matter. 

We bad the same difficult problem in Panama that we had in 
Colon. There is a lot of old polluted buildings there which we 
have been repairing. 

Mr. President, it is not worth while to dwell upon mistakes 
that have already been made; but we have made some other 
mistakes besides attempting to make use of the old worn-out 
and antiquated tools of the French. We here, this body, and the 
American people at large have made a mistake. I do not intend 
to criticise the Commission. I do not know what they have 
done. I am not sufficiently familiar with their efforts. We 
were to blame. One of the most intelligent engineers of the 
age, now dead, a member of the Commission at one time, had 
declared publicly over and over again that it would take two 
years of preparation before we could properly go to work on the 
canal. The Secretary of War declared before the Committee on 
Appropriations the other day that that preparation is still go- 
ing on—preparation of sanitation, preparation for housing and 
feeding the people, the 17,000 people down there, and with prac- 
tically no work being done on the canal as canal work; doing, 
Mr. President, what ultimately must be done and should have 
been done before a single laborer except those engaged in the 
preparation were put to work upon the canal. 

We have been told that unjust criticisms have been made of 

the Commission down there. That is possible, Mr. President, 
-but not probable, in my opinion. There has been a condition 
there that, it seems to me, no business man would have had if he 
had had his way. They had a bureau here with a man in charge 
down there. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] 
smiles. I am not referring now to the press agent. That I 
will leave later to some one else perhaps. The officer in charge 
telegraphing here for supplies could not get the supplies in sey- 
eral weeks, and when he got them down there they were locked 
up and by some system of Army regulations I do not under- 
stand it would take, as Mr. Wallace says, three weeks to get 
the supplies from the storehouse that the engineers and other 
men were waiting there to use. 

Mr. President, if this canal is built on an economic plan it 
is necessary that the people who have charge of it should go 
down to the Isthmus and stay there. It can not be done here. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 
` Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 2 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator remarked a moment ago that 
by some Army regulations supplies which had been shipped 
were held somewhere by some instrumentality so that they 
could not be obtained by the engineers. I thought it was 
brought out in the testimony before the Appropriations Com- 
mittee that the organization is designed to obviate all the red 
tape of Army officers and all that sort of thing. I expressly 
asked the Secretary of War whether the control and direction 
of affairs down there—inspection and so on—could not be sys- 
tematized and economy promoted and stealing prevented by 
the use of the machinery of the War Department, and he said 
he did not think so. f 

I am surprised that the Senator speaks so emphatically. Of 
course I know he has foundation in fact for what he says, but I 
have not run on it. Simply from overwork in other lines I have 
not had time to examine all the documents, the testimony, 
reports, etc. I am astonished to have the Senator say that with 
this efficient administration, which has been brought about by 
the employment of the high-priced officials, the expert railroad 
builders, etc., it takes three weeks to get material. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I am not going into all the 
details. The President appointed a man by the name of Wal- 
lace as chief engineer. I think there are some Senators here, 
perhaps, who know Mr. Wallace. At all events he had a good 
reputation; and Mr. Wallace is the authority for the statement 
that I made. I call the attention of the Senator from South 
Carolina, if he chooses, to several articles Mr. Wallace has writ- 
ten which have been published in the Engineering Magazine. 
He will find an article in the magazine of September, another 


article in the magazine of October, another of November, and 
another of December. It makes very interesting reading, but 
I am not going to stop to read it. He states one case where an 
officer was waiting for mosquito nets. They were in the ware- 
house, yet he could not get them; and finally he went in and in 
some way, without authority from the others, he got them. 
Then he was brought to book for it and charged with stealing 
them from the Government. However, I believe they did not 
prosecute that very far. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I thought Mr. Wallace had full control on 
the Isthmus. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. Wallace was the engineer, but he did not 
control those regulations as to the delivery of supplies. 

Mr. President, I am going to take just a moment to say a 
word about Mr. Wallace. I never met Mr. Wallace, and I have 
no predilections in his favor except those I haye for a man 
who is recognized in circles that have knowledge of these 
things as a scientific, educated engineer—a class of men for 
whom I have always had great respect. I know a great many 
of them in this country and I have always been benefited by 
their acquaintance. Mr. Wallace complained of these regulations 
seriously. Mr. Wallace is under a cloud in the isthmian circles. 
He went down there and stayed some time. He was met then 
by one of the great enterprises of this northern country with 
an offer of $50,000 a year, and he was getting $25,000. He 
hesitated because he held this position. They raised it to 
$65,000, and then he appealed to the Secretary of War and 
asked that he might be allowed to take it. The Secretary ob- 
jected. Mr. Wallace thought he ought to take it; he had 
taken his family down there and he thought he ought not to 
have them there. He came back and resigned his place on the 
Commission, and by invitation of the Secretary of War, who 
asked him to resign because Mr. Wallace said he could not, 
under the circumstances, afford to stay there and give his entire 
time to it, but he would remain on the Commission if desired 
and give such assistance as he could. Thereupon this man, who 
had been there, who had some knowledge of the subject he was 
sent there to investigate, who I believe has come nearest the 
solution of this difficulty than any engineer who has eyer been 
there, French or American, went out and went into other em- 
ployment and a new man was taken. I do not mean to say 
a word against the new man. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator allow me a word just 
there? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Wallace, whom the Senator has men- 
tioned, is a resident of Illinois, and has been a resident of 
that State for many years. 

Mr. TELLER. That I knew. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I think it is not doing him entire justice 
to say that he left the service because of a larger salary. He 
left the service in part because when he reached the Canal 
Zone he found he could not carry cut what he believed was 
necessary in order to properly protect the interests of the 
Government and build the canal in accordance with the spirit 
of the law which was enacted by Congress, and his friends 
resent the idea that he left there simply because he was paid a 
larger salary. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I thank the Senator for that 
suggestion. I did not seek to leave the impression that he 
left on account of the salary. He was restive under the con- 
ditions, and I have not the slightest doubt, from what I know 
of his character, that he would have left without any salary 
rather than to have stayed there under the conditions as they 
existed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will read from the speech of William H. 
Taft, Secretary of War, at the St. Louis Commercial Club, 
St. Louis, November 18, 1905, the following: 

Under the regulations 8 by the President the Commis- 
sion organized and appointed an executive committee, consisting of 
Shonts, Wallace, and 9 and adopted regulations dividing the 
executive work between . honts, who, as chairman, took charge 
of ‘the Washington office, the making of contracts, and the purchase 
of material, and general executive control of the whole business of the 
Commission; Mr. Wallace, who was chief engineer, and had now be- 
come a member of the Commission and executive committeeman, who 
5 charge of the engineering and construction work upon 

Now, I do not understand what the Senator means when he 
says that Mr. Wallace, who, it appears from Mr. Taft’s state- 
ment, had absolute control of the construction work, could not 
get mosquito nets and other material, and from what the Sena- 
tor from Illinois says it appears that Mr. Wallace really left 
in disgust because of the obstruction to his work as an engineer. 
So it was something else which made him unwilling to be re- 


392 


CONGRESSIONAL: RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 14, 


sponsible for something he could not carry out because of these 
hampering conditions. I should like to have this matter venti- 
lated somewhere, either on the floor here or by an investigation 
of the committee of which the Senator from Illinois is an honor- 
able member. There is no doubt if we can produce the condi- 
tions (and I hope to show some additional reasons why such an 
investigation is imperative), Mr. Wallace can be vindicated, 
because we can have him come before that committee or some 
other committee and testify in his own behalf as to whether he 
was so avaricious that he accepted a few paltry thousand 
rather than to link his name for all time with the greatest 
engineering work of the century or of ages. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. Wallace does not need any vindication at 
all. The Senator from Illinois has stated the fact that every 
man who has kept in touch with this work knows to be true— 
that he was restive under the conditions. He was not, as he 
said, allowed a free hand. Mr. Wallace was there at the bid- 
ding of the President, to stay just as long as the President 
wanted. He had no contract to stay there during the entire 
work of the canal. He had to put himself in harmony with 
the element that represented the Canal Commission and the in- 
fluences here, and if he failed to do it he was at any time, 
under the notice he received from the President when he got 
his appointment, obliged to quit whenever the President thought 
someone else could do the work better than he could, or when 
any difficulties arose between him and the members of the 
Commission who stood closer to the President. 

Mr. President, I do not think that anyone ought to complain 
of Mr. Wallace, and if Senators will read his articles in the 
Engineering Magazine, written with good temper, written as a 
scientific gentleman should write them, dealing with the diffi- 
culties with great moderation, he will accept the statement 
made by the Senator from Illinois, that he left because things 
were not as he thought in the interest of the Government of the 
United States. 

Mr. President, it is a great thing for a man to connect his 
name with one of these great enterprises, but it must be a suc- 
cessful enterprise and not a failure. I believe there are many 
engineers in this country who could take hold of this work and 
make a success of it. I believe there are a good many engineers 
who for no sum whatever would attempt to connect themselves 
with it unless they felt sure that they would be allowed to make 
a success of it. = 

I bave been careful not to criticise anyone. I do not wish 
to appear as the opponent of any man on the Commission. I 
do not wish to appear as criticising the Executive of this nation. 
In the bill that we passed on the 28th of June, 1902, we gave him 
full authority to appoint all the people he saw fit to build the 
canal, and to fix their compensation, and the only thing we đid 
not do was to appropriate the money, and some of the people 
connected with the canal insist that we did do that. Mr. Taft, 
the Secretary of War, said before the committee on Tuesday last 
he did not think we did, but that the President did not need any 
help from us to determine of what type the canal should be. 
The position of the War Department—and I suppose, if I may 
say so without any disrespect to the Executive, it is probably the 
Executive position—is that the President can build a lock canal 
90 feet above sea level, 60 feet above sea level, or 30 feet if Con- 
gress appropriates the necesssary money. It may be that we 
agreed to let him do that. We have done some very foolish 
things in the last thirty or forty years, but I do not think we 
have ever done anything quite as foolish as to abandon our 
right to determine what character of canal shall be built. I am 
sure we did not intend to do that. 

But, Mr. President, we ought to have determined more fully 
and in detail when we passed the bill what should be done. 
We ought to haye taken Mr. Morrison’s opinion, that it would 
require two years with a proper force to make the conditions 
there safe for commencing the work of this great enterprise. It 
was our fault if we allowed the President of the United States 
to build the canal. Of course he had to use human agencies 
to build it. We did not give him any assistance. The demand 
made by the Commission we had formed, the demand made by 
the public press, the demand made by public speakers that the 
dirt must fly on this canal and that the canal must be imme- 
diately commenced would justify the President of the United 
States under those conditions in going to work when the condi- 
tions were not suitable. If anyone ought to be criticised, we 
ought to be criticised here. Congress was to blame. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to say another word or two about 
the expense of it. I think the expense has been entirely too 
great. It is largely from lack of proper organization. There 
are 17,000 men down there, practically none of them engaged in 
constructing the canal, all of them engaged in doing what we 
ought to have done two years ago and ought to haye done with 


one-third of that force. But if they did not have 17,000 men 
the anxiety on the part of the American people that the canal 
shall be built and built at once would have raised a great com- 
motion. The President would have been blamed. This enter- 
prise is big enough to take time. I myself have seen some of 
the great public works built. I know something of the history 
of nearly every great canal that has ever been built in the whole 
history of the world. The Erie Canal, completed in 1825 by 
the State of New York, was years and years in building. 
There were, as I said about the Suez Canal, no great engineering 
problems to be solved. There was a climate that enabled men 
to maintain their health and vigor the year round in their 
outdoor labor. They were not met by the pestilential malaria 
of the Tropics. They were not met with a tropical sun that 
burned into their brains and prevented them from working and 
destroyed their vigor. Yet, Mr. President, it took longer to 
build that canal, which in the end cost only $9,000,000, than 
the average American is willing to give to this canal. 

Mr. President, I think perhaps I have said about all I care 
to say, except that I want to say a little about what shall be 
the character of the canal. What I am going to say is my 
judgment. I believe every Senator here will agree that we 
ought to have the best type of canal which can be built. We 
ought to have it because it will compensate us to have that kind 
of a canal, if any canal will. We ought to have it because we 
assume the right to build the canal and keep all mankind ex- 
cept ourselves from its building. We will not do ourselves any 
credit nor secure any glory if we build an unsuitable canal. I 
have said here over and over again that the only canal, in my 
judgment, that would in these days of haste, these days of 
celerity, these days of great ships, meet the demands of com- 
merce and the approval of mankind is a canal that shall imitate 
nature, where ships that enter the waters of the sea may go 
through from one great ocean to the other. I would be proud 
of that. Almost anybody could build a lock canal, and you could 
get one that would take a forty-ton ship or a hundred-ton ship 
through it. It is only a great people like ours, with great 
resources, with great staying powers, that can build this great 
canal and distress the people with great burdens of taxation. 

We will not build it for $275,000,000. We will not build it 
for $300,000,000. We will not build it, in my judgment, for 
$500,000,000. But we will build it, and if I am not mistaken 
in the temper of the American people they will demand that it 
shall be the best canal that was ever built or could be built by 
any people. - 

Mr. President, why do I say it will cost this great sum? I 
say it because there is not the man living to-day who has the 
data to tell you what it will cost. I have the right to say it 
because I haye sat down at my desk and attempted from all the 
data that could be gotten to determine whether the canal could 
be built for the money these people say it can or not. Diffi- 
culties unforeseen are continually arising. We do not want to 
repeat the experience of the French. We do not want to start 
out to build a canal with $250,000,000 or $300,000,000 if it is 
going cost $500,000,000. We do not want so stop because it is 
going to cost $500,000,000. We want to face the question and 
prepare for it, and build the canal, now we have commenced, re- 
gardless of cost. 

Mr. President, I do not know whether we should issue bonds 
for it or not. I should like the glory of building it with the 
money we collect, and give it to the commerce of the world 
and to the generations which are to come after us. But if we 
are not rich enough for that, let us issue the bonds. We can 
put out $500,000,000 or $800,000,000 if necessary, and the people 
will take them up, and we can pay them. We have expended 
since Dewey went into the harbor of Manila not less than 
$800,000,000 on the Philippine Islands. We have not gotten in 
return $800 worth of value, unless it be the glory he conferred 
upon the American flag and American shipping when he won 
that battle in that harbor. But, Mr. President, in the language 
of the West, at least, which we use sometimes, we have not 
“gone broke.” We are as able to spend $800,000,000 on this 
work as if we had not already spent that amount at all. 

Mr. President, I grow restive sometimes when I think of that 
great expense for nothing. This expense will not be for nothing. 
There is something that will come from it. If it is nothing 
in the way of finance, it will be some glory that shall solve the 
problem of the ages, and that we shall cut the waterway across 
the Isthmus that shall save 10,000 miles of seafaring from one 
American port to another. ; 

The Committee on Interoceanic Canals will find themselyes 
charged with great difficulties. There is criticism of the pay- 
ment being made to individuals; there is criticism of the pay- 
ment being made for supplies. All of these things must be put 
upon a business basis, and it is that committee’s prerogative 
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and function to arrange for those things and not the committee 
to which I belong, the Committee on Appropriations, which 
reports this bill. 

I do not know, Mr. President, how long I shall remain a mem- 
ber of the Senate. If I live until the 4th of March, 1909, and 
have my seat here in the Senate, I wish to repeat the pledge I 
made when the Spooner bill was passed, that whether I thought 
it wise to build the canal now or wait, that is the law of the 
land. By my education and by my principles it is my duty as a 
member of the Senate to vote these supplies, even if I do not 
approve of what may have been done. Even if the plan of the 
canal shall not meet my approyal, if the party that has the 
right to determine what shall be the character of the canal 
determines it against my judgment, that will not justify me in 
obstructing, hindering, or delaying the execution of the work. 

I have here a very large amount of data on canals, but I 
am not going to present them to the Senate now. I have a 
great many statements here to show, I. think, that we are 
overrating the income which will be derived from this canal. 
I wish to say, however, that the income will be much greater 
if it is made a sea-level canal. While the expense of maintain- 
ing a sea-level canal will be millions of dollars, it will be less 
than the amount required for the maintenance of a lock canal, 
whether such a canal be constructed on a high elevation, a 
medium elevation, or on the lowest elevation. 

I think this canal should be wider than is proposed by this 
Commission, It should be more than 150 feet wide, and it 
should be more than 35 feet deep. There are ships to-day 
drawing 40 feet of water. It should be deep enough to take 
a ship drawing 40 feet of water. It should be in some places 
300 feet wide; in the great cuts where we are removing this 
earth it ought to be at least 300 feet wide as the only safety 
for the canal in the future. 

If, however, you build a lock canal, that will be the end 
of it. While that lock canal is in operation you can not en- 
large it; you must do what the State of New York is now 
doing with her Erie Canal—practically build a new canal. 
You can not build a new line across that Isthmus, for there 
is no place for it. When you have built this canal as a lock 
canal it will remain a lock canal for all time. If it is once 
found to be an inefficient and valueless canal, it will always 
remain an inefficient and valueless canal. 

A majority of the engineers—I had perhaps better refer to 
that subject for a moment—to whom the President submitted 
the question, I think, are likely to report in favor of a sea-level 
canal; and the American engineers, some of them at least, 
will report in favor of a lock canal. I want the Senate to 
understand that, so far as I am acquainted with the American 
engineers, I know some of them who have expressed themselves 
on this subject are in favor of a lock canal, and every one of 
them who has done so has done it upon the ground that we 
ought not to spend the money which would be required to 
build a sea-level canal. 

I want to repeat what I have said again and again, what I 
want to keep before your attention—and I want to have the at- 
tention, not simply of the Senate, but I want the American 
ple to understand it—that this enterprise is one in which they 
have more than a financial interest. If it is to be a success, it 
must be a canal, I again repeat, that will meet the demands of the 
world. We are not building it for ourselves alone; we are 
building it for the commerce of the world. Unless we shall 
increase our commerce, unless we shall gather up in some way 
more of the business of exporting and importing, we shall do a 
beggarly business through that canal. Of all the exports and 
imports of the United States, on an average about 104 per cent 
is being carried in American vessels, and the remainder is car- 
ried under foreign flags. 

The commerce we shall carry through that canal does not 
now address itself to us. It might have done so when we were 
considering whether or not to build the canal; but it does not 
to-day, after we have pledged ourselves before the world that 
we would build it and after we have already spent $70,000,000 
in trying to build it. 

Mr. President, the greatest obstruction to the building of this 
canal is a river. I am going to touch on that briefly, and then 
I shall relieve the Senate from further discussion. There are a 
great many other things I should like to say, but there will be 
opportunity to say them at some other time. 

The Chagres River is the most important and difficult prob- 
lem of all. The French, when they considered the plan of a 
sea-level canal, and at the time when they planned to build 
a lock canal, proposed to build a dam across the river at 
Bohio. I believe now that it has been demonstrated to be 
impracticable, and that a dam can not be built there. Mr. 
Wallace, however, has made an examination higher up the river 


and has found a place where I do not think there can be any 
question but what the canal can be built. 

Mr. Ernst, one of the engineers who for a long time was con- 
nected with the investigations down there, has gone higher up 
the river and selected two tunnel sites, one to run a portion of 
the water into the Pacific Ocean and another to run a portion of 
it into the Atlantic Ocean. The dam proposed is at Gamboa. 
This dam and these tunnels will solve that problem, and the en- 
tire expense will be less, I think, than the engineers had hereto- 
fore expected. Whether that will be done or not I do not know, 
but I think, as the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morsan] said 
the day before yesterday, there can be no dam built at Bohio, 
and there is no use talking about it. They have gone down a 
hundred and seventy feet, we know, in making the examination, 
and have found no rock yet. It is impossible, in my judgment, 
to maintain a dam of the character which the French company 
had planned and which for the time being we had accepted 
without much examination on the strength of their action. 

These questions are all before the Commission; they will all 
come before us here; and I think it is the duty of every Senator 
to investigate them and be prepared to vote on them. 

Now, I am going to leave this subject for the present. I have 
no doubt this appropriation bill will pass, and I suppose the 
chairman of the committee will repeat what was stated to the 
committee, that the amount it contains is sufficient to carry the 
work on without any hindrance until at least the Ist of April 
next. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow 
me to offer an amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I offer an amendment, which I send to the 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, line 21, section (3) 2, after the 
word “Canal,” it is proposed to insert “or for any expenses 
incident thereto.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that is self-explanatory, and I think 
perhaps the committee will have no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the committee regard the lan- 
guage already in the bill as covering everything relating to the 
construction of the canal and the expenses incident thereto 
are of course a part of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not sure as to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am quite willing personally that the amend- 
ment shall be inserted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. What is the amendment, Mr. President? 
Let the amendment be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be again read for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, line 21, section (3) 2, after the 
word “ Canal,” insert “or for any expenses incident thereto ; 
so that as amended it reads: 

And no money shall be expended for any of the purposes of con- 
stracting and maintaining said isthmian canal or for any expenses 
incident thereto except in accordance with appropriations made by 
Congress. 

Mr. MORGAN. That means, I take it, the salaries of officers? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Anything. I understand there may be steam- 
boat lines established. 

Mr. MORGAN. I had hoped that the committee had pur- 
posely cut out the provision for salaries of officers, so that the 
money could be applied to the construction of the canal only, 
and not to the payment of such salaries. 

Mr. SCOTT. I believe I have the floor, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think there is no objection to making it 
perfectly clear that no money can be expended for the canal, or 
any expenditures incident thereto, without an appropriation by 
Congress; and I suppose that is what we are all after. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is your purpose? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I desire to ask a question with reference 
to the amendment. 

Mr. SCOTT. If it does not lead to debate I shall not object, 
but if it is to cause a running debate I shall object. 

Mr. CULBERSON. What I desire to ask the chairman of the 
committee is whether or not it is intended by the provision, 
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which has just been made, to limit the operation of section 5 


of what is known as the “Spooner Act?” There is some ques- 
tion as to whether the general provision against deficiencies 
applies to the Spooner Act. Now, this provision here seems to 
squint, at least, at a modification of section 5 of the Spooner law. 
I desire to know if that is the purpose of the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know what the precise purpose of 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] may be; but, as 
I understand it, the amendment does not in the slightest degree 
affect section 5 of the Spooner law. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I am heartily in favor of a canal 
across the Isthmus of Panama. So the remarks I am now going 
to make should not, and can not, be taken as an evidence of 
opposition to such a project on my part. It is in no spirit of 
opposition to the proposed appropriation that I desire to ad- 
dress the Senate. I will not, by my vote, in any way delay 
action on this measure to give to the Panama Canal Commis- 
sion a sufficient amount of funds with which to proceed in its 
work. But I do desire to call the attention of the Senate and 
the country to the fact that I feel more certain than ever that 
a mistake has been made in selecting the Panama route for 
this canal. 

In the Fifty-seventh Congress I took occasion, by the courtesy 
of the Senate, to address this honorable body on the merits of 
the San Blas, or Mandingo Bay, route across the Isthmus. At 
that time I had given the subject as careful study as it was pos- 
sible for me to give; had examined the reports of engineers, the 
equals of any connected with the present Commission, and felt 
satisfied that this route was the best proposed to connect the 
Atlantic and Pacific oceans. My plea was made at that time 
for an appropriation of only $15,000 to meet the expenses of a 
board of engineers in thoroughly examining and reporting on 
this route. In its wisdom the Senate saw fit to take no action 
on this resolution of mine. 

We are now confronted with a situation which only proves, 
to my mind at least, what I have always held concerning the 
Panama route. Millions of dollars have been expended, and the 
eanal itself is no nearer completion than it was when the United 
States took charge of its construction. A difference of opinion 
among engineers exists, some favoring a sea-level and others a 
lock canal. Ten years was set as the limit for the work. Two 
years have passed, and, as I said before, the canal itself is no 
nearer completion than it was at the beginning. I do not think 
that this canal, as projected, can be completed within ten years 
from the present time. If the plans are changed to make it a 
sea-level canal, our children may live to see the day when ships 
can pass through it from the Atlantic to the Pacific. The cost 
was estimated at nearly $200,000,000, and to the uninitiated it 
now looks as if it would take a half billion dollars at least to 
complete this stupendous work. Two years of experience seem 
to bear out the prediction made concerning the almost impos- 
sible conditions of completing this canal. The time of comple- 
tion will be indefinitely extended, and the amount of money nec- 
essary has indefinitely increased. I have faith enough in Amer- 
ican genius and American grit to believe that even this canal 
will be completed some day, but the cost will be beyond our 
most extravagant estimates. 

It is because of these facts that I desire again to direct atten- 
tion to the San Blas route across the Isthmus of Panama. As 
a business man I have studied this route as a business proposi- 
tion, and in my previous address I gave the reasons in detail for 
the conclusions drawn. Let me state the conclusions again, 
comparing them with the Panama Canal. 

The San Blas line is less than 30 miles long; the Panama line 
is 49 miles long. 

The San Blas line has excellent and capacious harbors at each 
end not subject to calms or cyclones. The Panama line has 
very good harbors, but the harbor of Panama is subject to calms 
and Colon is visited by northers. 

The San Blas line is at sea level, without locks, gates, or dams, 
excepting a tide lock; the Panama line—no one knows what it 
will be. 

The San Blas route, after construction is commenced, could 
be completed within three, or at the most, five years. No one 
knows how long it will take to complete the Panama line. 

The San Blas line will have no curve; the Panama Canal has 
several. 

The San Blas Canal could pass a ship from sea to sea in five 
or six hours; the Panama would require fifteen. 

The San Blas line would be located in a most healthful dis- 
trict. The expenditure of millions of dollars for sanitary pur- 
poses has already shown in what sort of a district the Panama 
Canal lies. 

The San Blas Canal could be constructed all the way, with 
the exception of a short distance, through solid rock; the Pan- 


ama Canal is to be constructed for a large part of the way 
through mud, sand, slippery clay, and shale rock. 

Finally, the entrance to the San Blas line would be several 
miles nearer to New York than Panama. 

It would seem, Mr. President, that a route that is the shortest, 
least expensive to complete, easiest to build and maintain, capa- 
ble of construction within from three to five years, with a capac- 
ity for business ten times larger than any other route, would 
have appealed to the Isthmian Canal Commission, to the Senate, 
and to the people of the country. But, Mr. President, a tunnel 
was necessary on the San Blas route, and this proved to be the 
great “ bugaboo” in the way. It made no difference that emi- 
nent engineers as early as 1864 surveyed this San Blas, or 
Darien, route and reported on its feasibility. It made no differ- 
ence that eminent foreign engineers unhesitatingly gave their 
favorable consideration to this San Blas route. It made no dif- 
ference that eyen eminent American naval officers and engineers 
gave it their sanction. The Ishmian Canal Commission simply 
ignored it. Naturally the Senate and the people also ignored it. 

But why did the Isthmian Canal Commission ignore this 
project? Some one with knowledge greater than I possess must 
answer; I can not. A large sum of money was appropriated by 
Congress for the purpose of examining and reporting on the 
most practicable route across the Isthmus of Panama. It would 
seem reasonable that such a commission would examine into all 
the proposed routes. And this Commission did, in a way, at 
least so far as the San Blas route is concerned. On their ship, 
several miles out at sea, with the instruments at their command, 
they gazed upon the mountain range under which the canal 
must be dug, and at once unhesitatingly gave it as their opinion 
that such & proposition was an impossibility! The mountains, 
so their instruments told them, were of volcanic origin; the 
inside was composed of soft and decaying material, through 
which it would be impossible to bore. Having seen, and having 
satisfied their eyes, they sailed away and ignored this route! 
The Commission landed no parties, no borings were made in the 
mountains, and no route from ocean to ocean was followed. 
Satisfied with their distant telescopic view, they refused after- 
wards to place any importance upon the actual borings made by 
eminent engineers and the tests of the rock so found made by 
most eminent scientists. They paid no attention to the testi- 
mony of distinguished engineers as to the possibilities of the 
construction of such a canal. And yet one engineer of high 
standing and long experience, believing in the possibility of this 
canal, has since been called into the counsels of the Commission. 

Mr. MORGAN. Who was that engineer? 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Randolph. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. In addition, a company composed of reputable 
business men proposed to dig this canal, tunnel and all, within 
six years. All these gentlemen asked was the indorsement of 
the United States on one hundred and fifty millions of the com- 
pany’s bonds. Such indorsement was guarded in the most care- 
ful manner. In return, the United States was to have the use 
of this canal free for one hundred years. But such an offer was 
not deemed worthy of consideration, nor did it even cause a sus- 
picion in the minds of the Commission that perhaps the San 
Blas Canal was a feasible route. 

As I said at the outset, Mr. President, I do not intend to delay 
for a moment, if I could, the building of the Panama Canal. [ 
shall vote for the money needed to complete this great project. 
I do not offer these remarks as a harsh criticism on the Commis- 
sion or on the judgment of Congress. But I do desire to state, 
in my opinion, that if the appropriation for which I asked three 
years ago had been made, the Government to-day would not be 
standing sponsor for the Panama Canal and its ramifications of 
toil and expense. I believe it would have chosen the shorter, 
cheaper, and more easily constructed route, 

Mr. MORGAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to 
say just a word in relation to the amendment I offered a moment 


ago? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In answer to the question of the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. Curperson], I would say that my pur- 
pose is to make it certain that no money shall be expended 
for the construction and maintenance of the canal, or any ex- 
penses incident thereto, unless the money shall be appropriated 
by Congress for that purpose. If the last clause of the fifth 
section of the Spooner Act, so called, should be construed to 
authorize expenditures without definite appropriations, then the 
amendment certainly does modify and change the fifth section of 
the Spooner Act. 
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Mr. BACON. I understand the reason for offering the amend- 
ment by the Senator is that it is contended by some persons 
that under the fifth section, as it now stands in the existing 
law, an appropriation is not necessary. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have heard that contention made. 

Mr. BACON. And the purpose of the Senator is to set that 
question at rest? 

Mr. ALDRICH. To make it perfectly clear that no money 
can be expended unless it is appropriated. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, in frankness I ought to 
say that, in my judgment, the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] 
does not state the case on the part of the Administration cor- 
rectly. As I understand it, the idea of the Administration, as 
expressed by the Secretary of War, is that, under the Spooner 
Act, the President is authorized to enter into contracts; but 
that there must be appropriations to pay those contracts from 
time to time by the Congress. If it is the purpose of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island by his amendment to cut off the pay- 
ment of money except by a specific appropriation, whether the 
payment is made on the spot in cash or by contract, then his 
amendment ought to go further and use the term “ contract,” 
so that the language employed will unquestionably cover it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My amendment and the amendment of the 
committee were not intended to stop the power of contract, 
which is given by the fifth section of the Spooner Act. That 
question is not dealt with at all. The amendment is intended 
to provide that expenditures must cease whenever the amount 
of money appropriated by Congress is expended. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] has been agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. In order that I may not be misunderstood, I 
will say that I did not undertake, as is suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], to state the contention of the 
Administration. I would have no right to do that. I simply 
stated that it was a proposition contended for by some that, 
under the fifth section of the Spooner Act, expenditures could 
be made without specific appropriation, and that in recognition 
of the existence of that contention the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land [Mr. ALDRICH], as I understood him, had introduced his 
amendment for the purpose of setting that question at rest by 
providing that expenditures can not hereafter be made, if this 
amendment shall be incorporated in the law, without a specific 
appropriation. That is as far as I intended to go. 

Mr. ALLISON. .The amendment of the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Alben] only affects incidental expenditures, or 
expenditures incident to construction. The amendment pro- 
posed by the committee, which has been agreed to by the Sen- 
ate, settles the question as respects the expenditure of money in 
advance of appropriation. Contracts can be made just as con- 
tracts are made in other branches of the Government service. 
For rivers and harbors, for instance, a contract is made that a 
certain work shall be undertaken and that the cost shall not 
exceed so many million dollars. A contract is made, but that 
contract must be made within whatever the limit may be. The 
fifth section of the Spooner Act authorizes the President to con- 
tract within the limit of $135,000,000, but I do not understand, 
though others may, that a contract can be made that will bind 
the Government for expenditures in the future without appro- 
priations by Congress. If a contrary construction can be made 
of the Spooner Act, the amendment proposed by the committee 
and by the Senator from Rhode Island ought to be agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, does the Senator construe 
this law to limit the power of the President to contract? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not. We expressly allow him to con- 
tract, but certainly he is not to contract and expend money 

Mr. SPOONER. Ah! 

Mr. ALLISON. That has not been appropriated by Congress. 

Mr. SPOONER. Not to contract and expend? 

Mr. ALLISON. Contract and expend. He can contract, if 
he chooses, for certain expenditures. If there is an appropria- 
tion for such expenditures they can be made, but if there is not, 
they can not be made and ought not to be made. 

Mr. SPOONER. All the Senator means is that the President 
ean not expend under contract money that has not theretofore 
been appropriated? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is exactly true. In all river and harbor 
appropriation bills contracts are authorized by law, but ex- 
penditures under the contracts are estimated for and appropri- 
ated by Congress in advance of their being made. 

Mr. SPOONER. My understanding of the law is in harmony 
with that of the Senator. The only limitation upon the Presi- 
dent’s power to contract was this: 


And the President is hereby authorized to cause to be entered into 
such contract or contracts as ma deemed necessary for the proper 
excavation, construction, completion, and defense of said canal, har- 


bors, and defenses, by the route finally determined upon under the 
pennae of this act. Appropriations therefor shall from time to time 
è 


reafter made, not to exceed in the a 
$135,000,000 should the Panama route 
should the Nicaragua route be adopted. 

It was clearly contemplated that appropriations should be 
made from time to time to meet the expenditures. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is my understanding, and this amend- 
ment does not change it. It only provides that the expenditure 
shall be appropriated for. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let me ask the Senator 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from Texas will permit me 
for one moment. At the last session of Congress section 3679 
was enacted: 

No Department of the Government shall expend, in any one fiscal 
year, any sum in excess of appropriations made by Congress for that 
fiscal year, or involve the Government in any contract or obligation for 
the future payment of money in excess of such appropriations unless 
such contract or obligation is authorized by law. 

The last clause of that section would apply to section 5, as I 
understand it. 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
last winter—I mean 
Panama Canal? 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator asks me for my view of that, 
I will say that I think it does not apply to the Panama Canal. 
That is a contract authorized by law. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; but in addition to that, do you construe 
the prohibition of a deficit as applying to this matter? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not. 

Mr. SPOONER. As I understand, the Senator from Rhode 
Island secured the adoption of an amendment to this clause. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; by the insertion of the words “or for 
any expenses incident thereto.” 

Mr. SPOONER. “Or for any expenses incident thereto.” 
Was that adopted? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is the purpose to bring the construction of 
the canal and the expenditures therefor within the purview of 
that prohibition? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, as I understand the Sena- 
tor from Iowa, he takes the position that notwithstanding the 
general language of section 5 of the Spooner Act, authorizing 
the President to contract within the limit of a hundred and 
thirty-five million dollars, yet he can not contract beyond the 
limit of the specific appropriation that may be made from year 
to year. That is not the position of the Administration; it is 
not the construction placed upon that law by the Secretary of 
War. I call attention to his language at page 15 of the hearing: 

Secretary Tarr. No, sir. In other words, I do not think that the 
section, to which reference was made, in the last appropriation act 

The CHAIRMAN. Applies? 

Secretary Tarr. Applies at all to this, because that applies to cases 
where there is no express authority to make contracts beyond appro- 
priations, and the Spooner Act contains the express authority to make 
contracts for the construction of the canal. 

The CHAIRMAN. In other words, if you choose to do so you can con- 
tract now for the whole canal? 

Secretary Tarr. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. If it does not exceed $130,000,000? 

Secretary Tart. Yes, sir. 

Mr. President, in view of this opposing opinion, it seems to me 
that those in charge of the bill making this appropriation should 
ciear up the situation by explicit language that there may be no 
misunderstanding hereafter. 

Mr. SPOONER. Who holds the opposite opinion to that of 
Secretary Taft on this question? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understood the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations did. 

Mr. SPOONER. Not at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt that under that clause a con- 
tract could be made for the construction of the canal within 
the limit stated, but that contract surely must be subject to 
appropriations made by Congress, because in connection with it 
there is the clause to which attention has been called. 

But the intention of the committee in proposing these amend- 
ments was that in making these contracts there shall be provi- 
sion that they shall be conducted in accordance with the appro- 
priations made from time to time by Congress and subject to 
that limitation. It is just what we do with respect to our 
public buildings and as to rivers and harbors, etc., and it seems 
to me that this provision as respects the construction of the 
canal should be put exactly upon that basis and no other. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to ask 
him a question in order to secure an illustration of his view? 
In the case of a continuing contract for the improvement of a 


egate the additional sum of 
adopted, or $180,000,000 


Yes, sir. 
Does the Senator think the prohibition of 
against deficits—would apply to the 
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harbor, I understand that under the law a continuing contract 
can be made, contemplating a succession of appropriations 
thereafter each year as the work may develop; but is it not 
true that while those contracts are thus authorized under the 
law, no work can be done to the extent that a liability therefor 
shall be incurred for the payment of the money until the money 
is appropriated for the work? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is true, and the contract so provides. 

Mr. BACON. In other words, while the contract can be 
made, the work on account of which the money is to be paid is 
not to be done until the money is appropriated therefor. Am I 
correct in that respect? 

Mr. ALLISON. The method as respects rivers and harbors 
and public improvements of every kind is that a contract can 
be made for the completion of the work. That enables the con- 
tractor, of course, to acquire sufficient plant, etc., to go on with 
the whole work. He knows he has that contract, but as to 
the rapidity with which the work is to be done or paid for 
it depends upon appropriations made by Congress. Now, it 
certainly would not be the part of wisdom for us to have a 
contract here covering many millions of dollars without know- 
ing from time to time the appropriations that will be made for 
that purpose. That is all that is provided for here. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It occurs to me to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, in yiew of what has been said 
about making contracts and the power of the President, as 
claimed by the Secretary of War, to make a contract, whether 
or not any evidence has been brought to our attention that it 
is proposed to build this canal as one whole thing by some one 
contractor. Is not the work going on now, where there is any 
contract at all, by piecemeal, individual contracts being given 
out, without anyone knowing whether the aggregate of all the 
small contracts, when they come to be footed up, will far exceed 
$135,000,000? z 

Therefore if the contention which the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin has presented, rather than the Senator from Iowa, that 
the President is permitted to make contracts within the limit 
of $135,000,000 holds good, without the limitation which this 
amendment proposes, I want to know how we are to be sure 
that contracts will not be let which will absorb the whole $135,- 
000,000 and yet the canal be not half completed? The neces- 
sity for the amendment limiting all expenditures to the specific 
amounts appropriated for specific purposes is more obvious by 
reason of the contention I have put out. Otherwise this project 
will cost us four or fiye or three times—I do not know how 
much, but an immense amount—more by reason of the fact 
that we will not know whether the contracts will carry the 
work along to the percentage of completion which the amount 
paid under them would require. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is true, as the Senator says, that there is 
no general contract now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. None is contemplated, either, that I have 
heard of. 

Mr. ALLISON. It may possibly be. They have the right to 
contract. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I say I have not heard of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The limitation is the total cost of the work 
when completed, as provided by statute, according to the plans 
of the engineers of the Government. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But unless there is a contract covering the 
entire construction, so that when the contract is completed the 
canal will be completed, where are we at, except in the clouds 
or in the mud, and I do not know which? 

Mr. ALLISON. We will be in the clouds or the air some- 
where. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We will be stuck in the mud, because there 
is a lot of rain down there. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a provision that the cost of the 
canal shall not exceed $135,000,000. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Who is to be the judge as to whether a given 
contract will cover a percentage of the total cost equal rela- 
tively to the total amount stated—$135,000,000? 

Mr. ALLISON. The President of the United States, of course. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Suppose he makes a mistake, as even a Presi- 
dent may sometimes do? 

Mr. ALLISON. If that mistake shall be made in the great 
future, I think there will be some way of relieving ourselves. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We will have to pay the expense. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very likely we shall. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I yielded the floor a while 
ago in order to have other gentlemen make some inquiries about 
the form in which this legislation should be perfected. Hav- 
ing gotten through that and an agreement, I believe, having 
been reached about it, I wish to make some suggestions of 
rather a general character about this business, which I think 


5 creck to make, considering my relation to the subject here- 
ofore. 

As to the practicability or feasibility of the construction of 
a canal at Panama, and as to the conditions under which we 
have taken over the property from the French company, and 
as to the suspicious surroundings that belong to those conditions, 
and as to my personal opinion as a member of the Senate with 
reference to the possibility or impossibility of making a canal, 
either a lock canal or a sea-level canal, at Panama, I haye 
already gone on record as far and as fully as I desire to do. 

I am very much gratified to find that the statements which 
I laid before the country at that time—all statements of fact, 
not mere opinions—are being quoted with approval by Senators 
on this floor, and that they are resorting to those facts now 
as a basis of argument as to what we are about to try to do, 
instead of having appealed to them as a basis of action against 
any attempt to build a canal at Panama. I need not put quo- 
tation marks around those statements for identification. That 
question has all passed. Congress has decided that the canal 
is to be built at Panama, and in the recent message of the 
President we have an admonitory statement made by him, which 
shows, if it shows anything, that he would feel compelled to 
veto any bill the Congress might pass to take the canal to San 
Blas or to Nicaragua, in the following words: 

Active work in canal construction, mainly preparatory, has been in 
progress for less than a year and a half. uring that period two 
points about the canal have to be open to debate. First, the 
question of route; the canal will be built on the Isthmus of Panama. 

econd, the question of feasibility; there are no 8 obstacles on 
this route that American engineering skill will not be able to overcome 
without serious difficulty, or that will prevent the completion of the 
canal within a reasonable time and at a reasonable cost. This is vir- 
tually the unanimous testimony of the engineers who have investigated 
the matter for the Government. 

There we have a statement by the President, which he will 
be prepared to execute against any vote of the Congress of the 
United States, that he will veto any measure proposed at any 
time to change the route from Panama either to Nicaragua or 
San Blas. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr] has 
correctly stated that the Committee on Interoceanic Canals of 
the Senate gave no attention practically to the San Blas route 
for the reason that the Isthmian Canal Commission, under the 
circumstances and in the manner which he has properly stated, 
made their observations in regard to that route and reported 
against its practicability, reporting at the same time in favor of 
the Panama route, having three times before that, and once 
under oath, reported in favor of the Nicaragua route. Their 
change of front on the subject, which some gentleman has ven- 
tured to call a flop, was brought about by conditions which I 
do not find it necessary at this moment of time to inquire into, 
nor do I know that it would be of any interest to the country 
that they should ever be inquired into. The gentlemen who 
made that proposition and certified it in the manner I have 
stated have gone out of business, and most of them have gone 
out of observation, and I am disposed to let them stay right 
where they have planted themselves in public estimation. 

The proposition brought forward this morning in the remarks 
of the Senator from West Virginia is a reasonable one, consid- 
ering the fact that the Panama route and any other route that 
Congress has yet decided upon is exclusively for the benefit of 
steamships. A tunnel would have to be dug at San Blas, but 
it need not be of the altitude in its grand arch to admit sail- 
ing vessels to go through. Perhaps a height of 50 or 75 feet in 
the apex of the arch would be quite sufficient to admit the pas- 
sage of the largest steamers which would ever attempt to pass 
through. It would depend mainly upon the length of their 
funnels, 

As to its feasibility, the question is exactly the same that has 
been demonstrated completely in the railway tunnels through 
the Alps; that is to say, it is quite as feasible in the present 
state of the art of tunneling to make a tunnel large enough to 
admit the largest steamer in the world, as it is to construct the 
tunnel in Washington for the accommodation of railway trains, 
which is to pass almost under the Capitol. As to the cheap- 
ness, when we consider the question of its durability and the 
absence of the necessity for continued repairs, the tunnel is the 
cheapest, it is the most permanent, the least liable to difficulty. 

The Senator referred to the objection that was made that the 
interior of the mountain between San Blas and the Gulf of 
Panama was said to be of soft material. If that is so, it is all 
the better for boring, because no constructor of any tunnel for 
a canal through that region of country or any region of country 
would think of letting the tunnel rest without a lining from 
bottom to top to make it absolutely secure. So if the material 
is really soft it is cheaper and better for boring. 

That, Mr. President, is an ideal situation for a canal for 
many reasons; for one great reason that it has no Spanish and 
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free negro population in towns and cities at each end of it. It 
passes through an uninhabited region. It passes under it. It 
gets rid, just as far as human skill can make plans to that end, 
of the interference which we are bound to expect—and it will 
come, often times in forms and with a rapidity that we little 
dream of—from the miserable population that happens to have 
congregated on the surface of the earth between Colon and Pan- 
ama. We will be rid of all that. I believe to-day, in view of the 
situation now presented of a divided judgment between the 
American and foreign engineers, that it would be wise for the 
Congress of the United States to direct an immediate survey of 
the San Blas route, which could readily be made within the pe- 
riod of time that the present Congress will be in its first session. 

No man could mention to me or give to me an assurance that 
would be more grateful to my mind than that of the practica- 
bility or the feasibility of building any kind of a canal at 
Panama. I would welcome it as a solution of the difficulties 
that very able and learned men have encountered and that the 
common sense of the people of the United States upon the facts 
which are perfectly known finds call for hesitation and doubt. 
We ought not really, if we can ayoid it, to spend a dollar in 
building a canal anywhere across the Isthmus unless we are 
first satisfied that when the canal is built it will be a perfect 
and unfailing channel for the conveyance of the commerce of 
the world. We have not reached that conclusion by any means. 
We are as far away from it as we were three years ago—quite 
as far away—and there is a greater labyrinth of doubt than 
existed at the time of the dissension between the former com- 
mission d'étude of the Panama Canal and the American engi- 
neers who reported upon the De Lesseps project of a sea-level 
canal. I would very cheerfully vote any money that might be 
necessary to have an expedition sent at once to San Blas to see 
whether or not a canal could be made practicable at that point. 

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr] is a practical 
man, a man of business knowledge, who works out propositioas 
of the kind with which we are dealing with as much certainty 
as anyone is able to do upon the facts that are furnished to 
him, and I have great respect for his judgment. I do not know 
that it is worth while for him or anyone else to offer such a bill 
and have this report made—and it can be made at least by 
May—for the réason that the President has determined, as he 
says in his message, that the canal shall be built at Panama, 
and shall not be built anywhere else. It seems to me, Mr. 
President, that is really taking time by the forelock and in a 
very strenuous way. However the balance of the Senate may feel 
under such circumstances, I do not feel comfortable when I am 
informed by the President of the United States that the canal 
shall be built at a certain location, and shall not be changed 
from that location, and that it shall be built. We have acquired 
by the payment of $40,000,000 certain canal franchises which 
did not belong to the company that sold them to us. They be- 
longed to Colombia at the time we bought them from the Pana- 
ma Canal Company. But we have bought them, and along 
with them we have taken over a railroad which is of very great 
value. It is indeed the very best piece of railroad property in 
the world. We have no accounts from it. We are not likely 
to get any very soon, because it is the interest of the men who 
are concerned most prominently in the management of that 
railroad that the Government and the country should know very 
little about it at the present time. It has a queer board of direc- 
tors, some of them civilians and some of them officers of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission. It seems to be an independent 
affair there. It regulates itself according to its own will— 
buys ships, buys material, makes contracts and what not, and 
makes no accounting to the Government of the United States, 
but to the Commission in authority at Panama, for its income 
and I suppose for its expenses. 

I did not say, as has been attempted to be quoted by the 
Senator from Colorado IMr. Tren] in his speech this morn- 
ing, that graft had found its way into the Government opera- 
tions in Panama. I made no such accusation, I shall be very 
sorry if the occasion ever arises when it ought to be made, and 
it must be made if it is true. What I said was this: 

Already, Mr. President, the history of the Panama Canal is fully as 
bad as the first three years of the history of the old De Lesseps 
Panama Canal—not perhaps so deeply stained with fraud and graft, 
as it is called, but as to reckless expenditure, as to the wasteful use of 
the money of the people, as to the carelessness as to what the results 
are going to be, as to insufficiency and incompleteness of knowledge 
of what we are doing, and what we can do, we are as far in the 
woods to-day as the De Lesseps canal was three years after it was 
projected ; and we have gone on with this job for three dreadful years. 

If any graft has occurred—I do not know the precise defini- 
tion of that word; it has a very latitudinous meaning in the esti- 
mation of the people—if any graft has occurred it will be found 
most notably in the management of that railroad; and that is 


the point to which I hope the committee which took charge of 
this subject on Monday will address their attention particu- 
larly. I have not had time to read the report, and I do not 
know that the subject was then called up in the examination 
of Mr. Shonts and Secretary Taft, who appeared before the 
committee. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not mean to misquote the Senator at 
all; and if I find that I did, I simply ask permission to correct 
my speech to conform to what the Senator did say. 

Mr. MORGAN. I knew the Senator had no idea of misquot- 
ing me. I knew that very well. 

Mr. TELLER. I spoke only from recollection, having heard 
what the Senator said, and I may not have remembered it 
accurately. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am merely trying to exonerate myself from 
all unnecessary suspicion as to my attitude on this subject. 
When I was in an extremely low state of health I marshaled 
these facts before the Senate of the United States, frequently 
when only two or three Senaters were present and there were 
no occupants of the galleries to listen, and when the newspapers 
got so tired of my statements about it that they would not 
report what was said. 

Now, what I have said is of record, and I would not change 
one word of it for my right hand; and I have stated the facts, 
and it is all the truth. 

In respect to my future relations to this subject, standing in 
an attitude where I am really suspected of a positive hostility 
to any canal at all because I opposed the transfer of the canal 
from Nicaragua to Panama, I want to be very careful about 
what I say and to say very little. I am going to have very little 
to say about this canal from this on, because I have said what 
I believe to be true, and it is being revealed as the truth every 
day wherever the subject is considered and by every Senator 
who considers it. 

I wish to say just a word about the Spooner bill. The dis- 
tinguished author of that bill never did his country a greater 
service than he did in the formulation of that measure. If 
its purposes had been executed this country would to-day have 
been in a degree of prosperity in canal construction that we 
would call glorious. It has been thwarted. It has been 
thwarted by the command and the determined resistance of the 
President of the United States. The records show the truth 
of what I say. When I speak of the record I mean his own 
messages. Recently, at Mobile, Ala., the President said that 
he had been in favor of the Nicaragua canal. Would anyone 
say that the Congress of the United States had compelled him 
to go to Panama? I leave the record to answer. 

Now, realizing, perhaps because the subject was somewhat 
referred to in public prints, that he had overstepped the bounda- 
ries of discretion in that statement at Mobile, he comes out and 
he says in his message to the Congress of the United States, 
“The canal will be built at Panama; that is a settled question; 
it will not be built anywhere else.” I yield to the preliminary 
veto and I say, “ Yea and amen!“ Build it at Panama if you can, 
but I do not think you can.” And I have yet a right to say that 
much. 

The bill before the Senate, as I understood it all the time, 
was to provide for a deficit. I notice here that the deficit is 
put by Mr. Pepperman at $16,500,000, and the House for some 
reason has cut that deficit down to $11,000,000, the sum appro- 
priated in the bill on the report of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. As to what becomes of the $5,000,000 or $6,000,000 that 
was stricken out here I have no knowledge. I haye no knowl- 
edge as to what particular part of the list of estimates fur- 
nished by Mr. Pepperman the sum that is stricken out of the 
bill will be made applicable. But if it could be shown to me 
or stated by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
that the sum which was reduced below the estimates of the Gov- 
ernment was necessary and proper to be expended to make up 
the salaries or other contracts that have been entered into by 
the Canal Commissioners, I would cheerfully vote to put the 
amount back to $16,500,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator ask the question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the estimate of $16,500,000, 
called a deficiency estimate, is one which is intended to carry on 
the work as it is now being carried on, increasing perhaps the 
work from month to month. That would require $16,500,000; 
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but the Secretary of War in his statement before the commit- 
tee stated that with $11,000,000, the amount found in the bill 
as passed by the House, all the work could be prosecuted as 
proposed until the Ist of April, and that between the Ist of 
April and the 30th of June the Commission would require the 
additional sum of $5,500,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, I suppose 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me to make just 
one further remark—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Secretary of War stated to us in ex- 
planation that within the next two or three months he hoped 
the question of the character of the canal would be definitely 
settled—that is to say, whether it would be a sea-level canal! 
or a lock canal, as contemplated in the act called the Spooner 
Act, and that he was content with $11,000,000 as proposed, be- 
eause it might be that the decision as respects the character of 
the canal would require a greater sum, I think he stated, than 
the additional $5,500,000 estimated for in the original estimate 
sent to the House of Representatives. So the deficiency ap- 
propriation found in this bill as it came to us from the House 
will provide for all that is necessary up to the ist day of 
April, and another deficiency bill will be required about that 
time. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then we are expected to be in session here 
the Ist day of April, when another deficiency is to be voted; 
otherwise the canal must stop. 

Mr. ALLISON. That would seem to be the expectation; and 
I think very likely we may be in session the 1st of April. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, by the ist day of April, or at least by 
the Ist day of May, the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
Scorr] could have his survey made at San Blas. We have got 
to be here, and I shall insist, whenever he calls up the measure, 
that he is entitled to be heard by the Senate very seriously 
and very effectively in solving and putting forever. at rest the 
question whether the San Blas route is practicable, because if it 
is practicable, Mr. President, it is the best route that anybody 
has ever designed for a sea-level canal. There is no question of 
that. It is perfectly straight and very short, and terminates at 
each end in bays that need very little dredging or very little 
preparatory work to accommodate the largest vessels of com- 
merce that are afloat to-day. 

Now, as to the work that is to go on with the appropriation 
of $11,000,000, it will carry the canal forward according to the 
plan that they are working on now until the ist of April. That 
includes, I suppose, the payment of all these so-called “ extray- 
agant salaries.” The House and the Senate will not have 
been able, by the small reduction of the appropriation from 
sixteen and one-half million dollars to $11,000,000, to control 
in any wise, as I understand it, what these salaries are to be. 
There is more money spent upon salaries in Panama in propor- 
tion to the amount of work that is done than there is in any 
other part of that whole undertaking; and that is where the rub 
of extravagance comes in. That is where the Congress of the 
United States ought at once to prescribe to the President some 
limit upon his generosity in lavishing out the money of the 
people upon his favorites and his pets. That is where we ought 
to begin. But the committee has very handsomely glided 
around that proposition, and they have merely cut down the 
appropriation from sixteen and one-half million dollars to 
$11,000,000, without designating the particular objects to which 
this appropriation is to be applied in the future. As to the con- 
tracts for material, I can see very well that they ought to be 
provided for. As to the employment of a sufficient amount of 
labor to carry on the digging operations, the excavations in the 
Culebra heights, I can see that it ought to be provided for. As 
to the payment for the great shovels described by the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], I can see that that ought to go. 
But I can not see, Mr. President, that these very extravagant 
salaries ought to go on when we are cutting the President off 
from the full supply of money that he has said was necessary 
to enable him to complete the work. 

I am not using the word offensively, but we are pretending to 
reduce the expenditures at the canal by cutting down salaries 
when in fact we are letting them run along. They will be paid 
just at the figures that have been prescribed by the liberality 
and generosity and extravagance of the President of the United 
States. 

I had some other observations that I desired to make about 
this canal, and I think it would not be out of place if I should 
make them now. 

Suppose that the canal at Panama is a success. Suppose that 
it is built within fifteen or twenty-five years, and that when built 
it will be permanent; that it will defy the earthquakes that have 
occurred and reoccurred there in a period of twenty years and 


mashed things to pieces in a terrific way. Suppose that that 
canal is built of such proportions that the largest steamship 
now in the world or the largest to be projected can pass through. 
Still no American sailing ship can go through it, and the men 
who are carrying on the great bulk of the coastwise trade, about 
which we are accused of being so remarkably selfish by the 
European powers, can be cut out of any possible opportunity of 
conducting that trade between the Pacific and the Atlantic 
coasts of the United States. They have got to double the Horn 
before they can get to San Francisco or anywhere near it. 
They can not go through the canal. It is from 400 to 600 miles 
of perfectly dead water, dead air, out in what is called the 
“doldrums” beyond the bay of Panama, through which a sail- 
ing ship can not pass except with the assistance of a steamer. 
You might take the finest packet ship in the United States and 
give it all the sailing power you could possibly put upon it 
and carry it out 200 miles into that dead sea and the ship would 
rot and the men would die and the provisions would give out. 
They would die of starvation, if they did not die otherwise, 
before that ship could ever get out of it. It could never get 
out unless through the agency of some accidental storm. So 
the sailing ships of the United States are absolutely cut off 
from any canal at Panama—sea-level or lock canal. 

I can very well see, Mr. President, that the control which 
men haye—labor unions and mine owners in railway trans- 
portation—over the supply of coal in the United States may put 
the commerce of the world at a terrible disadvantage in sup- 
plying coal to do all the work that a canal can possibly do on 
the plan that is projected at Panama, or either of the plans. 
Then we will be raising our hands and crying out for assistance 
from the winds to carry our commerce as it has been carried 
from the foundation of civilization, and the natural reply will 
be the same that we are making to-day—that we are barricaded 
and cut off from any such opportunity by an act of folly and 
national injustice. 

I, therefore, irrespective even of the proper accommodation 
of the sailing fleets of the world, can very well understand, I 
think, without any stretch of imagination, basing my calcu- 
lation exactly upon ascertained facts, that by the time you get 
your canal built at Panama and in full operation, with every 
prospect of permanence, to the delight of the country, there 
will be a demand for commercial transit through that canal 
that it can not possibly supply. 

The Suez Canal, which was projected at the time of first con- 
struction for the largest ships—sailing ships or steamers—that 
were then in vogue, has proved to be quite insufficient for the 
accommodation of commerce, and they have enlarged it one 
time. They have added about 100 per cent to its carrying ca- 
pacity and increased the expenditure upon the Suez Canal, 
which is 99 miles long, from $100,000,000 to about $200,000,000. 
They have done that, Mr. President, not for the accommodation 
of sailing craft, because no sailing ship ever goes through the 
Suez Canal—not even a fisherman passes through—but for the 
accommodation of steamers and only steamers. So to meet the 
increased demand of commerce carried by steam through the 
Suez Canal it has already been necessary to increase the ca- 
pacity of that canal double and to increase the expenditures 
double. It now stands them at a cost of $200,000,000, whereas 
when it was completed the cost of construction was $100,000,000. 

The Suez Canal on that basis—$200,000,000—if my informa- 
tion is entirely correct, for about fifteen years has been declar- 
ing an annual dividend of 15 per cent net upon the $200,000,000 
invested, or thereabouts, and so valuable is the stock of the 
Suez Canal that you can not buy it on the Bourse or on the 
London Exchange to-day for less than 900 per cent. 

Looking to the future of any canal across the isthmian coun- 
try of America, I can well believe that when it presents a 
shorter and safer route between the Pacific Ocean and the Atlan- 
tic Ocean, without having to navigate the Red Sea at one end 
and the Mediterranean at the other, the increase of traffic 
through that canal will mount up so rapidly that by the time 
you get the canal completed you will be obliged to have another. 

My contemplation of the American situation and the American 
policy in respect to the canalization of any part of the isthmian 
region of America is this: No canal can be dug through the 
isthmian part of America by any nation or any company or any 
power whatever that is not under the exclusive control of the 
United States of America. It makes no difference when it 
comes or who may undertake it or who may furnish the money, 
the American doctrine is a mere false pretense if it does not 
extend to the proposition that the control of that canal shall be 
exclusively American. If any other power, even the powers 
that own the land bordering upon both oceans—such as Nica- 
ragua and Costa Rica—should undertake to build a canal 
through their own country, the American Government would 
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be derelict if it did not take that matter in charge and control 
the canal. The great commercial, military, and political inter- 
ests of the United States require that we should exercise that 
amount of authority over an isthmian canal, and that is, in 
truth, the whole meaning and merit of the American plea on 
that subject. 

Now, looking to one of our own examples here, in about thirty- 
five years, I think it is, during which the canal at Sault Ste. 
Marie has been in operation, we commenced with a tonnage 
upon that canal of 600,000 tons a year, and it is now more than 
36,000,000 tons a year. Just opposite to it, on the same water 
course and in sight, is a British canal, built by the Government 
of Great Britain, possibly by Canada, which is carrying on as 
heavy a trade as we conduct on our side of that river. So the 
annual transportation of commerce through these two canals is 
not less than 60,000,000 tons a year. And that canal is blocked 
for nearly half of the year with ice so that it can not be used. 
There are also two or three great trunk lines of railroad paral- 
lel to the lake connecting the great cities of the West with those 
of the East, and they have all the work they can do conveying 
the commerce of the country back and forth. Where does this 
commerce come from? From a comparatively small area of 
country, not taking into consideration, however, the transconti- 
nental traffic that comes upon the great railways, but the local 
commerce which belongs to a comparatively small area, I might 
say even an insignificant area of country. Therefore the com- 
merce that will pass through whatever canal or canals may be 
constructed in Central America or the isthmian country of 
America will have for its source of supply every open port in 
the world, and when that canal is completed the nearest way 
between any two ports that lie on opposite portions of the globe 
is through the canal. 

So, as a matter of course, it is going to attract the commerce 
of the earth, and the increase of the world’s commerce is pro- 
gressing at a rate that we have no comprehension of. We have 
not even figures in which to state the commerce of the world. 
I therefore assert on the basis of these facts that by the time we 
get the Panama Canal built, if it shall be built, on the day of its 
opening a demand will exist for two canals: Hence it has been 
my purpose, Mr. President, all the time to endeavor to maintain 
our rights already acquired by Mr. McKinley in compact agree- 
ment with Costa Rica and Nicaragua, whereby we have the 
exclusive right to build a canal on that line. 

It will not be settled in my lifetime. No more than a mere 
beginning of the Panama Canal will be settled in my lifetime, 
and I shall not be here to realize the happiness and the glory 
of this great consummation. But irrespective of that, I have 
felt it to be my duty on every occasion, and under all circum- 
stances, and it has cost me nights and days of painful watch- 
fulness in this Chamber and elsewhere, to preserve the princi- 
ple and the vital legislation contained in the Spooner law, 
which will stand for the construction of the isthmian canal when 
some President wiser than the present incumbent and less de- 
termined to thwart the will of Congress shall rise who will be 
willing to hear the will of the people executed in the achieve- 
ment of the proudest of all the works that they have in con- 
templation. 

That is my attitude about this matter, and I believe firmly 
that the project of the canal at Nicaragua will never be willingly 
surrendered by the people and the Government of the United 
States whenever it is within our reach to build it, even if we 
had no other motive for it than to accommodate the sailing 
fleets of the United States. 

I am very glad to observe also that in a recent edition of the 
Treaties of the United States, compiled at the instance of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations and reported to Congress, there 
have been printed these great compacts that Mr. McKinley 
arranged with those two Governments. That man’s monument 
in the memory of mankind the world around will grow and 
grow, predicated upon the basis of. those compacts, until they 
see revealed the full splendor of his great character. I am glad 
the Senate has already put those compacts amongst the exist- 
ing treaties of the country by resolution, so that so far as the 
Senate at least is concerned—and I suppose the House of Rep- 
resentatives participated in it—those compacts have been 
classed amongst the published treaties of the United States, 
there to stand until we choose to give up our privileges under 
them, because under compacts, Mr. President, it takes two 
parties to make them, and it takes the consent of both parties 
to revoke them. You can not annul them as you can a treaty. 
They stand good between the parties so long as they exist, with 
the first consent that created them. 

I am not trying, Mr. President, to make a prophecy; I would 
be foolish to attempt it, and I would forbear, so far as it is 
possible, to make an eyil prophecy against the Panama Canal, 


I hope that it will be constructed. It will be needed, for, if it 
can not be built, we shall still have in Panama a property that 
is well worth all the $50,000,000 that we have paid for it to the 
Panama Canal Company and to the State of Panama—it is well 
worth it. It will pay an interest of 3 per cent net profit on 


$130,000,000. It is the best piece of railroad property in the 
world. But the least of its advantages is the revenue it will 
yield to the Government of the United States if it continues in 
our ownership. The greatest of those advantages is that it be- 
longs, like the great water courses, to the people, and that every 
dollar that we put upon it opens up a highway that is free to 
all the people to carry their commerce; and that, after all, it 
is the most powerful lever that any buman being can conceive 
of for the regulation and settlement of this vexed, furnace-like 
question that we are now confronted with, in regard to the 
regulation of railroad rates. There is no one instrumentality 
in the United States to-day, political or physical, that is of 
such advantage to the people of the United States as that 45 
miles of railroad across the Isthmus of Panama, because by 
that means the people of the United States will have power, 
through the action of Congress, about which there will be no 
dispute at all, to compel the transcontinental railroads that 
exist—and the fifteen of them which the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] has been prophesying about—to compel all of 
them to come to reasonable rates for the transportation of the 
goods and commerce of the people. So if there was never a 
dollar of profit to be gained by the Government of the United 
States, if there was no return of revenue above the expense of 
maintaining the railroad at Panama, double track it to furnish 
proper facilities for commerce to pass through there, and it 
will continue to be the best-paying railroad property in the 
world. 

For many years—I can not recall the number of years just 
now—information has been kept back in respect to that rail- 
road, so that every man who speaks of it or thinks of it still 
goes in the dark, as has been the case heretofore—everything 
has been hidden; but during several consecutive years, I think 
as many as seven or eight, the net revenue from that railroad 
was 31 per cent on the $18,000,000 that it cost the Panama 
Canal Company. 

Now, if there are two establishments there—one a railroad 
and the other a canal in process of being dug—one under the 
control directly of Congress, and the other under the control of 
Congress only through electing a board of directors, but con- 
trolled and regulated entirely according to the rights acquired 
by a law of New York, an independent corporation, although we 
own it—if under such conditions the Government of the United 
States can make it pay expenses and not set aside the 31 per 
cent per annum of net profits that company has realized out of 
it since they have had it in charge, we will have in that rail- 
road the best bargain that was ever obtained in the purchase of 
a piece of property. I sponge from my memory_all the circum- 
stances of its acquisition, because the Senate has compelled me 
to do so. It is no longer an open and debatable question, and 
perhaps it is improper even to refer to the circumstances under 
which we acquired that property; but leaving them out of view 
entirely, measuring the value of the property according to its 
cost, and estimating that at $50,000,000 as covering the whole 
sum we expended in the purchase of the canal rights and the 
Canal Zone, there was never any agreement made by the United 
States, and neyer will be, equal to that in actual value to the 
country. 

I 8 Mr. President, when the time comes that the failure 
of the isthmian canal shall unfortunately be demonstrated we 
shall find our satisfaction in the fact that we have instituted a 
vast commerce through that canal which will indemnify the 
United States and remunerate it for all the expenditures that 
we have made upon that entire effort to dig a canal in that 
region, including all the wild extravagance that is now alarm- 
ing the country. 

Mr. FRYE. You mean upon that railroad. 

Mr. MORGAN. Upon that railroad and the canal adminis- 
tration. 

Having thus stated my view upon this general topic, I will 
not proceed further, Mr. President, in discussing this bill, but 
will yote for it, regretting that the Committee on Appropriations 
and the House of Representatives have found it necessary, in 
justice to the country, to cut down the estimate of $16,500,000 
to $11,000,000. I know they have done that for reasons which 
are unavoidable. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I would not say anything but 
for the fact that the debate seems to be about coming to an end. 
I confess that I had hoped to hear something from the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Appropriations on the matter of the 
expenditure for salaries and of the scale of expenditure; but 
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in view of the fact that the debate seems about to close with 
nothing said about that subject, I should like to know of the 
cominittee whether the failure on its part to report any amend- 
ment to this bill in reference to certain expenditures which 
have been brought to the attention of Congress touching sal- 
aries, and particularly to know whether the failure of the com- 
mittee to report any amendment is due to the fact that it ap- 
proves of these salaries or whether it was due to the fact that the 
committee deems it outside of the jurisdiction of Congress to cor- 
rect the salaries if they are deemed to be upon an improper scale. 

I can not question, Mr. President, that the committee has 
grave reasons for the attitude which it occupies. I can not 
myself see any other solution of the matter except in the sug- 
gestion of the two alternatives I have mentioned. One is that 
the committee, after looking into the question, thinks that these 
salaries are upon a proper scale; and the other is that, perhaps, 
while the committee does not think the salaries proper, it 
nevertheless comes to the conclusion that, the matter having 
been turned over to the executive department, the Congress no 
longer has any jurisdiction of it. I am very frank to confess 
for myself that I would not agree with the committee in either 
suggestion. I have no doubt in the world that these salaries 
have been fixed in good faith, and that whatever differences 
there are in regard to their propriety are differences in judg- 
ment. I do not myself think they are proper salaries. I think 
they are exorbitant; I think they are out of all proportion to 
the salaries for corresponding services rendered by others who 
serve the Government. I think they can only be compared to 
the expenditures by certain employees of corporations where 
very large—and there is no other word I can use without being 
offensive—and extravagant salaries are paid to employees. 
These exorbitant salaries paid by some corporations are, we 
have every reason to believe, largely matters of favoritism, and 
should be no guide in fixing the salaries of the officers on the 
canal work. There is certainly no precedent for it, no parallel 
for it, in any expenditure by the Government. 

I do not desire to particularize, nor do I desire to go into any 
general discussion of the question. I only venture to call the 
attention of the committee to it and to make inquiry concerning 
it because it seems about to go by default. 

When the matter was before the Senate in a preliminary dis- 
cussion two days ago upon the question of reference, there was 
a suggestion made that these salaries should be scrutinized ; that 
the committee in charge of the matter should scrutinize the 
question of whether or not these salaries were proper salaries ; 
and I had expected either that the committee would give us 
some explanation or statement which would show the propriety 
of these expenditures or else that some effort would be made 
to correct them by amendments to the bill. 

I suggested when that preliminary discussion was had a few 
days ago, that it was only upon appropriation bills, or upon 
the occasion of making appropriations, that these corrections 
could be made, from the fact that as to all, except as to the 
Commissioners, there are no officers specified in the law; and 
in the absence of officers specified in the law, there could be no 
general legislation regulating and controlling expenditures for 
salaries; and that in consequence the only legislation which 
could be had, the only corrective which could be applied, would 
be by Congress when it came to make appropriations for the pay- 
ment of the salaries, recognizing, of course, that salaries which 
had already been earned, even though they had been put on an 
improper basis, must be paid; but when our attention should be 
called in the estimates submitted to the fact that extravagant 
salaries are provided for, it would be competent for Congress, 
when we came to appropriate money, to say that, while we pay 
these salaries already earned, in the future only such amounts 
as those specified shall be paid for such and such service. 

Therefore, it occurs to me, Mr. President, that an appropria- 
tion bill is not only the proper place but the only place where 
Congress can deal with the subject. If we fail to deal with the 
subject, it must be either upon the grounds—at least these are 
the only grounds which suggest themselves to me—that the 
salaries are proper salaries, or that we do not recognize our 
right to supervise and direct the amount of salaries which shal! 
be paid. 

As I have said, Mr. President, I do not desire to discuss the 
question at length; but I think it is due to the Senate, and 
I think the country expects that there should be statements 
made which shall put this matter right before the public, and in 
which it shall be shown whether these are salaries which are 
approved by the Senate, or whether it be true that in the pas- 
sage of what is known as the “ Spooner law“ we have abdicated 
the function of determining what expenditures shall be made 
and have remitted it exclusively to the determination of the 
executive department. 


Mr. ALLISON, I think the inquiry made by the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon] is a very pertinent one in view of the dis- 
cussion a few days ago and in view of the general situation of 
the subject of the compensation that is allowed for services 
rendered by the various employees of the Canal Comunission. 

By the original statute of 1902, the fixing of the compensa- 
tion of all employees, including the Commissioners, was placed 
in the power of the President. That was done, I have no doubt, 
for excellent reasons at that time. It would have been impos- 
sible under the situation then existing and because of the con- 
sideration of time to properly adjust the matter by provision of 
law. Hence it was that the President was authorized to fix the 
compensation of the various employees, including the Commis- 
sioners. 7 a 

There was another difficulty then, which I think prevails now, 
and that is that itis almost impossible for any committee within 
a brief period of time to carefully investigate the situation of 
these employees, in view of the place where their services nre 
rendered, in order to fix a just and fair compensation. I would 
not know, and I do not believe any Senator would know, what 
ought to be a fair compensation for employees on the Isthmus 
of Panama at this time, having regard to the services that are 
rendered there. 

Mr. MORGAN. May I interrupt the Senator? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suggest to the Senator that a fair basis of 
estimating the salaries would be to take those paid for services 
of a like character in the United States, that are fixed by law 
now, and add a life risk on each of, say, 20 per cent, for the pur- 
pose of saving the men from the dangers and horrors of going to 
Panama to do the work required. 

Mr. ALLISON. One Senator, and a very wise Senator, has 
made a wise suggestion as respects a general provision that 
should apply to the persons employed on the Isthmus. A few 
years ago, I believe, when we began to send troops to the Philip- 
pine Islands we did allow the officers serving in those islands an 
increase of 20 per cent over the compensation allowed them for 
service in the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. The life-insurance companies have consid- 
ered that question. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. In connection with what the Senator was saying 
in regard to an increase of 20 per cent in salary allowed for 
services performed in the Philippine Islands, I should be glad 
to call the Senator’s attention to a little statement which I have 
here and which I understand to be correct. I see that a United 
States naval officer who was drawing a salary of $2,400 a year 
as an officer of the Navy is now drawing a salary, while working 
on the Isthmus, of $6,000 a year—more than double. Going on 
down the list, I see a United States Army officer is drawing a 
salary of $10,000 a year as an employee of the Canal Commis- 
sion, while as an army officer he was drawing $4,950. I see, also, 
that the director of hospitals, who was an officer of the Marine- 
Hospital Service was drawing $3,500 a year, is now drawing a 
salary of $8,000 a year. It will be seen, therefore, from this 
statement that instead of there being an increase of 20 per cent 
the increase in the case of several officers of the Army and Navy 
is more than 100 per cent. 

Is it not true that if an officer’s salary ought to be increased 
by 20 per cent for service in the Philippine Islands a like in- 
crease for officers serving on the Isthmus of Panama would be 
a sufficient amount to compensate for the difference in climate 
and extra expenses connected with that service? 

I say to the Senator that I have not been able to get an accu- 
rate statement of account—a detailed statement of account 
would probably be the proper term—of the expenditures made 
under the appropriation of $10,000,000 that was granted at the 
last session of Congress—I believe we appropriated $10,000,000 
at the last session, of which amount about $9,000,000 has been 
expended. The statement from which I have read simply ap- 
plies to salaries ranging above $2,000 a year. If these increases 
be proper, we ought to be furnished with some reason why a 
salary is increased from $2,400 to $8,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator is quite correct; we ought to 
have some reason for such increases. I suppose the statement 
from which he has read is the statement made in the House of 
Representatives, and found in the Recorp, which I have no 
doubt is accurate. 

It must be borne in mind, however, as respects the increase in. 
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Army of tbe United States are ordered to. service wherever the 
general in command chooses to order them. Service on the 
Isthmus of Panama, I take it, is much more hazardous than is 
service in the Philippines, which, we are told in various ways 
and by various authors, have a reasonably healthful climate, 
and we are trying very hard, as I understand, to improve the 
situation at Panama as well. So that the question of salaries 
of persons employed on the Isthmus is not one that is very 
easily disposed of by fixing a range of salaries except in a very 
few cases. 

I myself think that some of the salaries, as set out in the 
statement from which the Senator from Georgia has read, are 
higher than they ougbt to be. That is the way it looks to a 
casual observer, and yet I do not know but if I had all the 
facts, understood all the situations, and knew that these men 
were rendering a voluntary service, different from the service 
rendered in the Army, where an officer is obliged to go where he 
is sent—I do not know but that after a prudent and careful ex- 
amination I might be willing to give some of these employees 
more than I now think they ought to have; but I probably 
would not be willing to give them as much compensation as has 
been provided for in the arrangements that have been made by 
the Commission or by the President. 

I will say to the Senator from Georgia and to other Sena- 
tors that I did not know it was expected of us on the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations that we should enter upon the con- 
sideration of legislating for and regulating by law all the things 
that ought to be done and that are now omitted to be done on 
the Isthmus of Panama. = 

Here is an emergency appropriation, and not only an emer- 
gency appropriation, but a deficiency appropriation. It is an 
appropriation that the Senate in its discretion and under the 
necessities of the situation ought to pass before the Christmas 
holidays. I mention that incidentally, as I suppose we shall 
have Christmas holidays. [Laughter.] We usually have, but I 
have heard no suggestion as to the time fixed for the holidays. 
However, this appropriation bill ought to be passed, as we are 
told by the President, by the Secretary of War, and by all the 
people who are interested in this business, whether they be 
Jamaica negroes or whether they be hospital supervisors re- 
ceiving $10,000 a year. 

These expenditures are going on now, and ought to go on, 
if we intend to build this canal. The men employed on the 
Isthmus are engaged, in my judgment, in the most important 
work in connection with the preparations necessary for the con- 
struction of this canal. That being true, Mr. President, it does 
not seem to me that the Committee on Appropriations were re- 
quired to enter at large upon this subject of the detailed com- 
pensation which should be paid to the various employees under 
the Canal Commission. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say, if the Senator will allow me, that 
if the bill had gone to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals we 
should have tried to enter upon the subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt the Senator is correct in his 
statement that he would have tried it, as we are trying now to 
build the Panama Canal, which the Senator says we can not do. 
With due deference to the Senator from Alabama, allow me to 
say that no committee can arrange these salaries in four or five 
days in its committee room and do it as Senators ought to do it 
after investigation and examination. Of course, we can guess 
at it, as a certain distinguished railroad president says we are 
guessing at railroad rates. We can guess at those things very 
easily, and we can reduce the salaries to a minimum; but the 
question is, What is a reasonable compensation for the people 
who are performing service on the Isthmus of Panama? 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do, with pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. Granting that the committee should not take up 
this subject and fix these salaries now, I think no one will dis- 
pute that if any Senator wants them fixed or reduced, it would 
be entirely in order for him to move as an amendment to this 
bill that hereafter all salaries under the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission shall be estimated for in detail, as in all other De- 
partments, and shall be submitted by the Secretary of the 
Treasury as a part of his annual estimates. Then we should 
get what Senators desire—a knowledge of what we are to pay 
these employees, what we ought to pay them, and what we shall 
only pay by law in the future. Is not that a practical way of 
getting at it? 

Mr. ALLISON. That would seem to be practical. But I was 
about to say, in connection with this question of salaries, that in 
my opinion the compensation paid to officers or employees on 
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the Isthmus requires a different treatment from what is re- 
quired as respects salaries and compensation of people who are 
engaged in service here in Washington; and there are quite á 
number of people in the public service here connected with the 
Commission. I think the Senate and the other House of Con- 
gress ought to take up the question of salaries and compensa- 
tion to employees who reside in Washington or in the United 
States, and who are not subject, as a rule, to the vicissitudes 
and the situations of people who are serving the Government on 
the Isthmus, and there should be brought in a bill which would 
provide for whatever administrative bureau is needed in the 
city of Washington and fix the number of employees and the- 
compensation of each. That is what I think ought to be done; 
and manifestly the Committee on Appropriations could not do 
this during the few days that it had to look into the subject. 

So, Mr. President, I would prefer that the whole question of 
salaries should be relegated to the proper committee of this 
body, which will have necessarily under consideration all thé 
legislation that is needed respecting the canal subject; and 
much legislation is needed. There is practically no legislation 
now, as I understand, except that found in the Spooner Act, 
which is not legislation controlling the Canal Zone. Senators 
on the Interoceanic Canals Committee can correct me if I am 
mistaken. I understand there is no law or body of laws or sys- 
tem of laws that governs our possessions there. So this whole 
question must be taken up, and it must be considered by the 
proper committee; and while considering all these subjects, of 
course, they can take up the whole question of compensation. 

I must say that I believe some of those salaries are large, 
although there may be reasons for them that are not known to 
the Sénate or to myself. So the committee omitted any con- 
sideration of salaries on this bill. As I explained earlier in the 
day, another appropriation bill will of necessity come in April, 
or before that time, and some committee in the meantime will 
have full opportunity to investigate this subject and correct 
whatever may be wrong as respects the compensation of any 
of the persons connected with the work. 

There is another difficulty that we found in the consideration 
of this bill—one that was alluded to a moment ago by the Sena- 
tor from Alabama—and that is the situation as respects the 
Panama Railroad. There ought to be legislation on the subject, 
as I think after a cursory examination of the matter, but I 
might think differently if I had an opportunity to study the sub- 
ject in the proper committee. The Panama Railroad is owned 
by the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not all of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. All of it. 
` Mr. MORGAN. ‘There are some private stockholders. 

Mr. ALLISON. Am I mistaken? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was testified that the United States 
owns every share at the present time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; I recollect the Secretary of War stated 
that now the United States owns every share of this corporation. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is not Mr. Cromwell, of New York, a director 
in the Panama Railroad Company? 

Mr. ALLISON. He may be. 

Mr. MORGAN. How did he get there if he does not own any 
stock? He is a private citizen. 

Mr. ALLISON. He probably got there as some other people 
get into railroad directorships—by holding one share, which is 
loaned to him in order that he may have the honor of being 
a director. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I think I can advise the Senator in 
regard to the proposition concerning which he was just ques- 
tioned. 

The United States Government owns in its own name all the 
shares of stock in the Panama Railroad except thirteen. Thir- 
teen shares are outstanding in the name—one each—of the 
directors of that company, and the United States has an iron- 
clad contract of purchase with each one of those directors. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr.-TILLMAN. Tell us at what rate. If the Senator from 
Iowa will permit me, I want to know whether it is at the rate 
of a million dollars or five. If there is an ironclad contract to 
buy, how did the stock get into the hands of the directors? 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from South Carolina mean 
one million or five million? 

Mr. TILLMAN. No. I want to find out at what price we 
are to purchase the one share from each director. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. It has simply been transferred to them. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. In other words, they are holding it merely 
as an excuse to be directors. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. They are holding it to act as directors 
under the law of New York, under which the corporation 
exists. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I say to act as a director under the charter. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that is an unhappy situation as re- 
spects the Panama Railroad. It is so interlaced in its business 
and in its operations with the Panama Canal that it ought to 
be owned and controlled and managed by the Government. 
The road is now about to be reconstructed. They are building 
now a double-track railway. They are running spurs hither 
and thither and everywhere for the purpose of the construction 
of the canal; and the canal is the largest, or probably will be 
the largest, customer of the railroad. Therefore it is essential 
and proper that the Government of the United States should 
own it, and it does own the railroad in fact, although thirteen 
shares may be in the names of thirteen people. 

The Secretary of War states that the Government of the 
United States owns every share, and controls every share, in 
fact, but the railroad company keeps up a separate and inde- 
pendent system. They have a president of the railroad com- 
pany ; they have a secretary of the railroad company; they have 
a large office, or a considerable office, in the city of New York, 
and officers, and so forth, at Panama and in various other places 
for commercial business. 

Mr. BACON. Are the officers paid salaries out of the rail- 
road's fund? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator know the character of those 
salaries, as to amount? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not. We did not go into that matter, 
and there was no reason why we should, because nothing ap- 
pears here—— 

Mr. BACON. The Senator did not understand me as making 
any criticism on that point. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think there should be a statutory regula- 
tion as respects the relations of the railroad company to the 
Canal Commission and to the canal construction. We have here 
in the testimony a statement by the Secretary of War showing 
that the Government has now a contract with the Panama Rail- 
road Company, whereby the Commission agree to build an addi- 
tional track for almost the whole length of the railway, and 
whereby also the Government is to be reimbursed from time 
to time by means of the receipts of the railway. In other words, 
they are making contracts with each other. 

Mr. HALE. I call the Senator's attention also to another 
thing directly in the line of this sort of dual management. Not 
only has the Commission entered into contracts for the increase 
of the facilities of the roa |, doubling the track, but it has bought 
ships and leased them to this company, and the jurisdiction and 
business of the company to-day, instead of being confined to a 
railroad across the Isthmus, embraces a continuous line of trans- 
portation from New York to the Isthmus and across it. 

I agree with the Senator from Iowa that there ought to be 
statutory provisions that will put an end to this needless ar- 
rangement of contracts between different organizations all of 
which are owned by the Government and are finally maintained 
by appropriations made by the Government. Some committee 
ought to take that up separately and arrange it. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to ask him 
a question? I notice in this report that the estimates call for 
$700,000 to pay the Panama Railroad Company for services, and 
so forth, and I noticed in the partial report which I have read 
that the past expenditures consist partly of money paid to the 
Panama Railroad Company for carrying freight across the Isth- 
mus. Do I understand that we own the Panama Railroad Com- 
pany, that it is our property, and that we are paying the company 
for performing services? If we do, what becomes of the money 
that the road earns? Does it come to the United States? 1 
see we pay large items, and those items are set forth in the 
report which I read, They amount to six or eight hundred 
thousand dollars out of the $10,000,000 spent last year. I no- 
ticed that these estimates call for $700,000 for the purpose of 
paying for services to be performed by the road. 

Mr. HALE. Some of us, it seemed to me, got considerable 
education by the long hearing we had about this matter, and a 
good deal of the development was new and strange, not in- 
volving corruption and fraud, but the exercise of yery large 
powers. I should think it was needless to have this double 
arrangement. Regular books are kept. There are accounts of 
all transportation. Every item of freight is paid for to the 
railroad; every account is complete, just as if it were an out- 
side foreign corporation, when it is really owned by the Gov- 
ernment. It seems to me that that is needless, 
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Mr. CLAY. Do the profits come to the Government? 
Mr. HALE. There are no profits. 
Mr. KITTREDGE. Yes; there are. 


Mr. CLAY. Is it all on one side? 

Mr. HALE. It is one hand washing the other; that is all it 
is. It looks to me like it is needless, and so with the double 
bookkeeping. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was not present in the Committee on Ap- 
propriations yesterday morning when this investigation first 
began, and I have not had an opportunity to digest all of the 
testimony brought out at the hearing, but I have nowhere yet 
heard any allusion made to—and I confess I would be very 
glad to know whether there is any such document in existence 
anywhere—a report of the Panama Railroad Company. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is. 

Mr. TILLMAN. For instance, I have understood from an in- 
telligent gentleman to-day that that road owes $6,000,000 debt; - 
that their bonds are outstanding, and, of course, if we bought 
the road subject to the bonds issued by way of mortgage, the 
United States has to pay them or make provision for the inter- 
est on them; and it does seem to me that we ought to have 
somewhere in eyidence very soon, if we can not get it, on this 
bill, a report of the transactions, the fiscal work, of the Panama 
Railway, so that those of us who are inquisitive in regard to 
fiscal matters upon the Isthmus and the construction of the 
canal may get some light as to whether this is really a swabbing 
betweeen hands or not, or whether some one else’s hand is slyly 
slipping in and committing some legerdemain business by which 
a few odd dollars drop into a private hand. Is there anywhere 
a report of the Panama Railway Company? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have it here. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is buried, then, in those things that it was 
not thought worthy to submit to us, except in a way that we 
could not get at them. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee yesterday—the Senator from 
South Carolina did not happen to be present at the moment—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator knows why I was not. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do. : 

Mr. TILLMAN. It was not any neglect of duty, but because 
of another matter I could not very well do otherwise. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator had a very good reason for not 
being there at the moment, although he was there most of the 
time. But the committee was in possession—I thought I had 
it here, but I believe I have not; I have it in the committee 
room—of a very full report. In fact, a set of reports of the 
receipts and expenditures of, and all the data respecting, the 
Panama Railroad, and that data is fully found also, I think, 
in one of the reports made some years ago by the Senator 
from Alabama or in some report of the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mittee. So that there is no concealment about it. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I am not accusing anybody—— 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I understand. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And least of all the Senator from Iowa, be- 
cause I can assure the Senate, if it needs any assurance, that 
he is about the only pane of glass through which we get any 
light at all. The House gave us absolutely none. It sent over 
here a bill dealing with bonds and also with deficiencies, mixing 
the things up so that as a matter of self-respect the Appropria- 
tions Committee turned over to the Committee on Finance the 
question of bonds, and now we are trying to deal with the defi- 
ciency, which is a legitimate function of the Appropriations 
Committee. I am not trying to charge anybody with an effort 
at concealment—the Secretary of War or anybody else—but I 
say it is an unfortunate condition that oriental methods of 
dealing with a great public question have been imported into 
the United States and are being practiced right here upon the 
Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it is due to the Secretary of War to 
state here that he proffered every document and every paper 
and all the details of the transactions of the Commission. We 
ealled for a large number of documents relating to various mat- 
ters, which I have before me and which can be seen by any 
Senator. 

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cray] seems to think it is 
strange that there is a debt due to the Panama Railroad Com- 
pany under the circumstances. The truth is that the Panama 
Canal Commission undertook the construction of this second 
track and found themselves short of means in respect to that 
work, and they borrowed some money from the Panama Rail- 
road Company, which company raised the money to loan to the 
Panama Canal Commission temporarily, as I understand the 
testimony, there being in its vaults a certain number of bonds 
issued by the Panama Railroad Company. That accounts for 
part—— 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to ask the Senator if this 
debt of the railroad company, to which-he has just alluded, is in 
8 to the $7,000,000 mortgage to which this testimony 
refers? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand it is not. I understand it is 
part of it. The Panama Railroad Company and the steamship 
company in connection with it do charge the Canal Commission 
for transportation not only on the Isthmus, but also for the 
transportation of supplies, materials, passengers, and so forth, 
from New York to the Isthmus. 

Mr. MORGAN. The steamships belong to the railroad. 

Mr. ALLISON. The steamships belong to the Government, 
and are leased to the railroad. ; 

Mr. TILLMAN. They were bought with Government money. 
They are owned by the Government, but leased by the railway. 

Mr. ALLISON. A certain number of those steamships were 
purchased when the transaction was made with the French 
company. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Three of them. 

Mr. ALLISON. Three of them. Those three are transport 
ships—that is, they carry passengers and freight. But the Canal 
Commission was so pressed for the transportation of material 
that it would have been required to go outside and lease ships. 
instead of doing that, in their discretion, wisely, I suppose—we 
did not have time to look into it, although I have no doubt they 
thought they were doing the wise thing for the Government, and 
I presume they were—they bought two ships, at $650,000 each, 
to carry on their work; and then they leased those ships to the 
Panama Railway Company on the basis of 4 per cent—rent, 
insurance, and repairs added. 

Mr. PERKINS. With 4 per cent written off annually. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Four per cent deducted annually for de- 
preciation. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; 4 per cent for depreciation. In other 
words, they made with the Panama Railroad Company probably 
a fair and just contract as respects the matter of running these 
ships. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I will read 
precisely what Secretary Taft said on that point. 

Mr. FORAKER. What page? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Page 26. He said: 

We leased the ships to the railroad company for 4 per cent on the 
thirteen hundred thousand dollars and charged them 4 per cent in addi- 
tion for depreciation, and required them to keep the policies of insur- 
ance for the full value of the ships in favor of the Canal Commission; 
and that is the way they are being run now. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are now being run in that way. So 
the railroad company and the Canal Commission have an ac- 
count with each other as though they were under two sepa- 
rate ownerships. It seemed to the committee that this was a 
matter with which we could not very well deal, and yet we had 
to deal with it in the sense of knowing, as near as we could 
ascertain, how the ten millions had been expended. 

If the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cray] will give me his 
attention for a moment, I will state that Secretary Taft deliy- 
ered a lecture or address in Cincinnati, Ohio 

Mr. FORAKER. St. Louis, Mo. 

Mr. ALLISON. He also delivered one in Ohio. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TILLMAN. That was before and after taking. 

Mr. ALLISON. In that speech he distinctly stated the 
amount and the details of the expenditure of the $10,000,000, 
which I think perhaps is the best statement that has beeu made 
on the subject. It includes the $1,300,000 that was paid for the 


transports. 
Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator put those figures in the RECORD 
for us? Iam frank to say I have not been able to find a detailed 


statement of how the $10,000,000 was expended which we appro- 
priated at the last session of Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me to suggest to the Senator from 
Georgia that in the House of Representatives this entire ad- 
dress was ordered printed in the Recorp, and, I think, it was 
printed on Thursday. It contains most valuable and useful 
information, because it is wholly upon the subject of the isth- 
mian canal. It was printed in the Rxconb by unanimous con- 
sent and will be found there. 

Mr. TILLMAN. On what day? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Recorp of last Thursday. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I desire, with the permission of the 
Senator from Iowa, to recur to the question I asked him a mo- 
ment ago, whether or not this new indebtedness against the 
railroad company was included in the six or seven million- 
dollar bonded indebtedness? I understood the Senator to say 
it was not. 


I meant to state that I understand it is a 
It is a part of an old issue of bonds 
that was found in the treasury. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Very well. 
ment of the United States paid $6,800,000 for the shares of this 
stock which it purchased last year, that being the par value of 


Mr. ALLISON. 
part of the seven million. 


It seems that the Govern- 


a certain number of shares. Since then the Government has 
bought a hundred and fifty-five thousand dollars’ worth of these 
shares, Notwithstanding we gave par value for the stock, I 
notice, on page 25 of the hearing, the statement introduced by 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] that the total liabilities 
of the railroad are $2,490,918, not including the sinking fund 
subsidy bonds. On page 95 of the hearing we find that the 
sinking fund 6 per cent subsidy bonds amount to $3,000,000. 
That makes in the neighborhood of at Jeast $6,000,000 outstand- 
ing against the railroad at the time we paid $6,800,000 par value 
for the stock, plus a hundred and fifty-five thousand dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. Where does the Senator get his informa- 
tion that we paid $6,800,000 for the stock? 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is in the report of the Panama 
Canal Commission, and is included in the $40,000,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, certainly. I understand now. I sup- 
posed the Senator had found that we bad bought Panama Rail- 
road shares and paid that sum for them. We bought the prop- 
erty of the Panama Company, as I understand, including their 
material, whatever it was, locomotives, ete., and their ma- 
chinery for excavating on the canal route, and so on, and their 
railroad shares, except whatever was embraced in what cost us 
afterwards a hundred and fifty-five thousand dollars. 

Now, it is said, and there may be great truth in it—we could not 
examine into it; some other committee, of course, will have to 
take up that question and deal with it—that there is an impedi- 
ment in the way of the unification of the government of the 
Commission and the railroad, and that that impediment will 
remain as long as the bonds remain disposed of. It may be 
there is such an impediment, but if so, I think it might be re- 
moved, perhaps, by proper legislation if that were attempted, 
and for one I believe it ought to be. è 

So, going into this question as far as we could with the time 
we had, and unfolding it as far as we could, we found that the 
question of salaries and compensation was one in which, if we 
undertook to fix it, we might do very great injustice to very 
good people. We also discovered that if we undertook more in 
detail than is found here to analyze these expenditures we 
would occupy more time than we had at our disposal. There- 
fore we have undertaken in the hearing to elicit, and in the doc- 
ument we have presented to give, the best information we could 
upon the subject, and I hope it will turn out to be satisfactory 
to the Senate. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a 
question before he takes his seat. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. On the same subject (and I am simply 
endeavoring to get this matter straight, apologizing to the Sena- 
tor for interrupting him so much) he stated a while ago that 
the $6,886,300 which we paid for the Panama Canal Railroad 
was what we paid for the stock of that company. 

Mr. ALLISON. That I understand. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Now, I understand the Senator to dis- 
agree with that statement to the extent of saying that it was for 
the physical property of the company. I desire in this connec- 
tion to read from Senate Document No. 123, Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress, first session, one paragraph only. 

Mr. FORAKER. What is the document? 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is the report of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission, with the President’s message on the subject, Senate 
Document No. 123, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, page 5: 

Of the existing 70,000 shares of the Panama Railroad the canal com- 

ny will transfer to the United States all but about 1,100 shares. 

hese latter are held by a few individuals residing in various parts ot 
the United States and in Europe. As it will not be the policy of the 
United States to so manage the railroad as to secure a large revenue, 
it is probable that the holders of these shares will in time find it to 
their interest to dispose of them at the price fixed by the Commission 
for the other shares, viz, their par value. At par, the value of the 
68,863 shares to be transferred to the United States by the canal com- 
pany is $6,886,300. 

Showing that we have paid (and it is included in the $40,- 
000,000) $6,886,300 for the stock of this company, and in addi- 
tion $150,000 for the 1,100 shares purchased subsequently, when 
there was a mortgage of between $6,000,000 and $7,000,000 on 
the property. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
not intend it. 


I so understood. If I stated otherwise I did 
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Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa whether 
or not in the list of directors of the Panama Railroad Company 
Mr. William Nelson Cromwell appears as one of the directors? 

Mr. ALLISON. I must confess we did not ask for the 
names of the gentlemen who are directors of the railroad com- 


pany. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am informed that he is a director while he 
is also attorney of the Panama Railroad Company. 

Mr. ALLISON. Possibly he is. I think he signs some of 
these documents as attorney of the Panama Railroad Company. 

Mr. MORGAN. Has the Senator any knowledge of the 
amount of money he gets in this double-barrel capacity of at- 
torney and director? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not. I think that is something well 
worthy of inquiry, and I hope it will be entered upon. I think 
it ought to be inquired into. I have no doubt he gets an ade- 
quate salary. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt 
him 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. On page 27 of the hearings before the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations occurs this statement by 
Secretary Taft: 

The railroad had a most inadequate equipment even for the work 
which was to be done as a common carrier. It was agreed—I say it 
was a „ but as it was the same person Die the arrangement it 
could hardly be called an agreement except formally—it was decided to 
be fair that the Commission should double track the railroad, etc. 

That indicates, as I understand it, that the organizations were 
practically the same; I mean the organization of the Commis- 
sion and the organization of the railroad. Was not that the 
case? 

Mr. ALLISON. In point of fact I take it the Commission is 
in control of this railroad, but it is also a fact that they have 
a separate organization and a president who performs service 
either in New York or Panama, a superintendent, etc., and I 
have no doubt a salary list is carried by the railroad separate 
and distinct from the canal. That is in the nature of things so, 
because the railroad company transports passengers and freight 
across the Isthmus. As the Senator from Maine said a few 
moments ago, the railroad company contracts for through 
freight from New York to San Francisco and to other parts of 
our own country, and to Chile and the Asiatic countries. 

Mr. FORAKER. The point I wished to call attention to was 
that the properties, although separately organized, are really 
under one and the same management, 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘They are really under the same management. 

Mr. FORAKER. And all managed in the interest of the 
United States Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am sure they are. Besides, it is absolutely 
essential that this railroad should be owned by the Government 
of the United States if we are to construct the canal, as we 
would be obliged to build another railroad, if there was room 
for another on the Isthmus, if we did not control this line of 
road. 

Mr. STONE rose. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall be glad to explain any other matter. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do, with pleasure. 

Mr. STONE. The Senator adverted a short time ago to the 
fact that there had been purchased by the Canal Commission 
two transports to run between New York and the Isthmus, for 
which, I understand, $1,300,000 was paid. I saw not long since 
in reports made by the Secretary of War and the Canal Com- 
mission—the chairman of the Commission—that it was the de- 
termined policy of those having charge of the construction of the 
canal to purchase ships and supplies wherever they could be 
bought cheapest. That was stated by them in their reports to 
be considered as a part of their duty; that they were under a 
public obligation to observe and enforce that policy. There was 
a creat deal said about it in the press during the past summer. 

I have also seen where it was said, in a semiofficial way at 
least, that two ships of 6,000 tons each, suitable for this work 
had been offered to the Canal Commission for $750,000; that 
negotiations had been entered upon for that purpose. I desire 
to ask the Senator if, while the Secretary of War and the other 
executive officials were before the Appropriations Committee, 
anything was said relating to that subject, explaining why there 
was a change of this policy, and why they paid $1,300,000 for 
ships substantially of the same kind which were offered to 
them for $750,000 when officially they had declared that they 
considered it their duty under the law to buy where they could 
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17 5 Was anything said before the committee on that 
subjec 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, there was nothing said upon 
that subject, except the inquiry was made as to what proportion 
of the supplies and materials for the use of the canal con- 
struction was purchased in our country and what proportion 
was purchased abroad, and the answer was that about 2 per 
cent of the amount was purchased at Panama and at points 
elsewhere than in this country. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Iowa 
will permit me, I will state that in reference to the purchase 
of two ships the Senator from Missouri is right in saying there 
was some discussion in the public prints when the Secretary of 
War announced last year that he was going into the open 
market to buy supplies for the Panama Canal, including ships. 
The Secretary of War did attempt to buy ships abroad, but I 
think if the Senator from Missouri will make careful inquiry 
of the Department he will find that the Secretary failed to find 
any foreign ships that met the requirements of the Department. 
After exploiting that matter abroad, in England particularly, 
he turned his attention to the United States, and he found the 
Ward Line had two ships that exactly suited the purposes, and 
he purchased them for $650,000 apiece, which, it has been stated 
by experts, was a very reasonable amount. There are now 
being built, I will say to the Senator, in the United States ship- 
yards two ships to take the place of those the Ward Line sold 
to the Department. 

Mr. STONE. What was the tonnage of the ships? 

Mr. GALLINGER, Six thousand tons each. 

Mr. STONE. Does the Senator know whether two foreign 
ships, English ships I believe they were, of 6,000 tons were 
offered to the Commission for $750,000? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator I have no 
knowledge of that. I can apprehend that there might be two 
ships somewhere of 6,000 tons which would be sold for that 
amount that might be practically worthless after they had been 
bought. The fact remains that foreign ships did not meet the 


‘requirements of the Department and they purchased these 


American ships. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Secretary of War said incident- 
ally that they could find no ships abroad which covered the kind 
of transportation that they had. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is a well-known fact. 

Mr. ALLISON. It must cover locomotives and other mate- 
rial that they were sending from our country to the Isthmus. 

Mr. STONE. Do I understand the Senator to say that no 
ships could be had in all Europe that would suit this purpose? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have understood that no proper ships, 
ships such as the t wanted, could be purchased. Of 
course the Senator knows that there are a great many good 
ships, doubtless, in the service of foreign governments which 
can not be bought because they are earning more money, at 
least earning good money, and they would not sell them. I 
think if the Senator will investigate the matter carefully he 
will see that the Secretary of War acted very wisely in the 
purchase of those American ships. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I have made all the explanation that 
is needed now. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have but a word or two to say 
adverting to the matter of salaries. The Senator from Iowa 
responded to the inquiry which I made relative to that branch 
of the subject and then continued as to another branch, and 
for that reason I revert to it. 

If nothing had been said on the subject, it might have been 
concluded that the Senate in passing by tie matter of the sal- 
aries without offering an amendment, and without any sugges- 
tion of the reason why none had been offered, had in so doing 
practically indicated their approval of these salaries. The 
explanation which has been made and the discussion which 
has been had in response to the inquiry made by myself nega- 
tives any such conclusion, and while it may not be said that 
anything has been determined by the Senate adversely to the 
correctness and propriety of these salaries, certainly it can not 
be claimed that the Senate has approved of them. For that 
reason, Mr. President, I am glad that the matter has been 
brought up and that we have had the discussion on it which 
has taken place this afternoon. None of us desires to hinder or 
delay the construction of the canal. On the contrary we all 
desire to expedite it. But nevertheless it is our duty to see to 
it that the money for its construction shall be expended with 
reasonable economy and that extravagant and exorbitant sal- 
aries should not be paid. 

I think the suggestion of the Senator from Maine is decidedly 
the most practical one which has been made, and I very much 
hope that the Senate will act upon it. If no other Senator 
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does so I will myself to-morrow—as I understand this matter 
will go over until then—offer an amendment which will require 
that there shall be estimates of these salaries submitted to 
Congress for each period for which appropriations are to be 
made, so that in making appropriations for the money with 
which they are to be paid the question may be determined as 
to what is the will of Congress in regard to the amounts properly 
to be paid as salaries not only in the aggregate, but in detail, 
specifying each officer, or at least each class of officers, and the 
salaries for the same. 

I desire to repeat, Mr. President, that in calling the attention 
of the Senate to this matter and in making the inquiry I have, I 
have not designed or intended any refiection upon any officer 
who has been instrumental or had any agency in the fixing of 
these salaries, It is a matter about which there may naturally 
be very great differences of judgment, and I accord to the 
officers who have thus fixed the salaries the utmost good faith, 
although I differ from them very radically as to the correctness 
of the conclusions which they have reached. I wish to say 
further that personally I do not object to the officers of the 
Army and of the Navy who are detailed on this work receiving 
as much compensation as civilians who are employed for similar 
work.. This, I think, is clearly contemplated by the seventh 
section of the Spooner Act. But whether civilian or military, 
the compensation, while it should be liberal, ought not to be 
exorbitant. 

I desire to say further in this connection that I think this 
debate illustrates another fact. That is, that the committee 
which has charge of the appropriations must necessarily have 
charge of the question of the consideration of the propriety of 
the amounts to be appropriated in these salaries. While I think 
that the rule at present gives the consideration of this bill to 
the general Appropriations Committee, I repeat that one of 
two things must be done, in my opinion. Either the general 
Appropriations Committee must make up its mind that it must 
go through with this detail work and scrutinize all the expendi- 
tures to be made in the construction of the canal or the appro- 
priation bill for the canal must be turned over to a committee 
which will have the time thus to do. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I wish to inquire, after get- 
ting the floor, if the Senator from Iowa is willing to have an 
adjournment now? It is evident that this bill can not be com- 
pleted to-night, and I want to submit a few remarks on it. I 
should like to have an adjournment so that I can begin in the 
morning, when Senators are fresh. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hoped we would be able to finish the bill 
to-night. It is manifest that it can not be done; and therefore 
I will give way or myself make a motion to go into executive 
session or to adjourn, whichever is most agreeable to Senators. 

Several Senators. Let us adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 58 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, December 
15, 1905, at 12 o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 14, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
DECEMBER SALARIES OF CAPITOL EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. CASSELL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the joint resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask unanimous consent for 
its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers a 
resolution and asks unanimous consent for its Immediate consid- 
eration. The Clerk will report the same. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 48) to pa 
the Senate and House of Representatives their respective salaries for 
the month of December, 1905, on the 20th day of said month. 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and in- 
structed to pay the officers and employees of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, including the Capitol police, their respective salaries 
for the month of December, 1905, on the 20th day of said month. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


the officers and employees of 
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Union for the further consideration of resolution No. 42, relat- 
ing to the distribution of the President’s message. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. BUTLER of 
Pennsylvania in the chair. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, to return to the subject of this 
resolution and the amendment offered to it referring this mes- 
sage, so far as it relates to matters of insurance, to the Com- 
3 on Ways and Means, I wish to discuss that question 

riefly. 

There can be no doubt but that all bills raising a tax go to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, no matter what may be 
their nature. They go there under the rule. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] yesterday, in speak- 
ing of the matter, announced a rather novel and strange doc- 
trine. He said: 

Therefore the taxing power was resorted to. The taxation was made 
the pretext— 

And from reading the context it would seem from the tenor of 
his remarks that in various laws passed by Congress taxation 
was made the pretext to give Congress the jurisdiction of the 
subject-matter. Now, of course, it is patent to every lawyer in 
the House that if the House should enact a law and put into the 
law itself the statement that the taxation was simply a pretext 
to get jurisdiction over the matter the Supreme Court would 
promptly declare the law unconstitutional; and where any of 
these laws which the gentleman characterizes in this manner 
have gone to the Supreme Court on their constitutionality the 
Supreme Court has examined the law, and when it found that 
the law imposed a tax they have promptly said that under the 
Constitution Congress had jurisdiction, but if the tax was a 
mere pretense Congress would have no jurisdiction. No com- 
mitte would have any jurisdiction. Congress has no jurisdic- 
tion over the subject of insurance unless it can get it under the 
taxing power of the Government, as I shall proceed to show 
later on in numerous decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States where that subject was involved in the decision 
of the case. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, may I put a question 
to the gentleman? 

Mr. PAYNE. I would rather the gentleman would not inter- 
rupt me now. If he will wait until I finish, then he can put his 
question. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Very well. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] yes- 
terday cited what he said was a precedent for this action, and 
that was the bill imposing a tax on oleomargarine. I have quite 
a vivid recollection of what occurred at that time, because it 
occurred during my early service in Congress, and I was curious 
to see how the House would get at a subject when it was bent on 
doing so, rule or no rule. 

The bill came here first in 1882. That was before I broke into 
Congress, and it was referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means under the rules. It was a bill to tax oleomargarine. 
There was a suspicion in the House, as well as in the country, 
that the object of that law was to tax oleomargarine out of ex- 
istence. Nevertheless, the bill went to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. Why? Because it raised revenue; because by its 
terms it imposed a tax. No one doubted then but that that was 
the proper reference. 

In 1886 the same bill was introduced in the House and the 
same bill was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
I think it was referred there in the first instance properly under 
the rules of the House. Mr. Hatch, of Missouri, chairman of 
the Committee on Agriculture, had very pronounced views on 
the subject of the suppression of oleomargarine. I do not re- 
member whether the bill was introduced by him or not, but he 
had a suspicion that the bill would go to sleep in the Committee. 
on Ways and Means. They had not reported it. It was ruw 
mored that that committee was opposed to the bill and opposed 
to the proposed legislation, and in order to get the bill out of the 
Committee on Ways and Means and get it into more friendly 
atmosphere Mr. Hatch made the motion in the House to dis- 
charge the Committee on Ways and Means from the further con- 
sideration of that bill and to refer it to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, of which he was chairman. 

After some debate, from which it appeared that the House 
was overwhelmingly for the bill, a very large majority repre- 
senting their farmer constituents here on the floor of the House 
having gotten the idea that this law if enacted was going to 
greatly improve the condition of agriculture, and especially the 
dairy farming in the United States, anxious as they were to 
have an immediate action upon this bill and get it before a 
committee that would report it to the House, by a vote of 6T to 
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40, as I am informed, the bill was taken from the Committee on 
Ways and Means and referred to the Committee on Agriculture, 
and the bill was reported and afterwards became a law. ‘That 
is the origin of the oleomargarine law. - 

Since that time in various Congresses, since my friend from 
Iowa has become chairman of the great Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, various bills of like character—a bill 
taxing filled cheese, the bill taxing impure flour, and bills of 
that nature—have been introduced in the House and referred 
invariably to the Committee on Ways and Means and reported 
by that committee, and have become a part of the law of the 
country from such reference and reports. 

No one eyer doubted that the proper place for these bills was 
with the Committee on Ways and Means. I do not know 
whether the gentleman from Iowa claims that his committee 
has jurisdiction over the subject of insurance or not, but it 
seems to me that if any legislation is proposed on this subject 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce has- no 
more pretense to a right of jurisdiction than has the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman allow me an 
interruption? 

Mr. PAYNE. What is it? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How can the committee have 
jurisdiction over insurance when the Supreme Court has time 
and again said that insurance is not commerce? 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman from Tennessee will allow 
me to make my speech, then he can make his. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman’s speech could be 
improved upon if he puts that proposition into it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Possibly some of these things have occurred to 
the rest of the Members as well as to my astute and learned 
friend from Tennessee. The gentleman from Tennessee saw, I 
suppose, that I was coming directly to this subject. 

Now, the Supreme Court has made repeated decisions on this 
question. The first case arose in 1868, the case of Paul against 
Virginia, reported in 75 United States, page 183. Justice Field 
delivered the unanimous opinion of the court. That case arose 
in this way: An insurance corporation in the city of New York 
had issued a policy of insurance upon some property in the 
State of Virginia. It was fire insurance. Virginia had a law 
regulating the subject of insurance and making it a penal of- 
fense for a person to issue or deliver such a policy in the State 
of Virginia when the company had not complied with certain 
terms of the State law. Mr. Paul was indicted for this offense, 
and his defense was that the United States had jurisdiction of 
this question, that it was a question of interstate and foreign 
commerce, and that the State had not jurisdiction of the ques- 
tion. Upon that question alone the case turned. 

The Virginia courts affirmed the conviction of Paul, and the 
case went up to the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
in deciding that question, which, I say, was by the unanimous 
opinion of the court, the following language appears in the 
opinion of the court: 

Issuing a ncn f of insurance is not a transaction of commerce. The 

licies are simple contracts of indemnity against loss by fire, entered 
nto between the corporations and the assured, for a consideration paid 
by the latter. These contracts are not articles of N in any 
proper meaning of the word. They are not subjects of trade and barter 
offered in the market as something having an existence and value inde- 
pendent of the parties to them. They are not commodities to be 
shipped or forwarded from one State to another, and then put for sale. 
They are like other personal contracts between parties which are com- 
pinea by their signature and the transfer of the consideration 

uch contracts are not interstate transactions, though the parties 
may be domiciled in different States. The policies do not take effect— 
are not executed contracts—until delive by the agent in Virginia. 
They are, then, local transactions, and are governed by the local law. 
They do not constitute a part of the commerce between the States any 
more than a contract for the poyon and sale of goods in Virginia by a 
citizen of New York whilst in Virginia would constitute a portion of 
such commerce. 

The same question next came up in the case of Hooper v. Cali- 
fornia, reported in 155 United States, 653. 

It came up in a similar manner, Mr. Chairman. 
the opinion of the court the court said: 

The business of Insurance is not commerce. The contract of insur- 
ance is not an instrumentality of commerce. The making of such a 
contract is a mere incident of commercial intercourse, and in this re- 
spect there is no difference whatever between insurance against fire and 
insurance against the perils of the sea.“ 

. This latter case was a marine insurance case and the first case 
was a fire insurance case. 

In a more recent case, the case of the New York Life Insur- 
ance Company v. Cravens, 178 U. S., 401, Mr. Justice McKenna. 
in delivering the unanimous opinion of the Supreme Court, said: 

That the business of fire insurance is not interstate commerce is de- 
el in Paul v. Virginia, 8 Wallace, 168; Liverpool Insurance Com- 
pany v. Massachusetts, 10 Wallace, 566; Philadelphia Fire Association 
v. . 


w York, 119 U. S, 110. That the business of marine insurance is 
not is decided in Hooper v. California, 155 U. S. 648. In the latter 
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case it is said that the contention that it is “ Involves an erroneous con- 
ception of what constitutes interstate commerce.” 


I do not thing that the justice meant to be personal in respect 
to my friend the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] when 
he made that statement. He continues: 

We omit the reasoning by which that is demonstrated, and will only 
repeat, “ The business of insurance is not commerce. The contract of 
insurance is not an instrumentality of commerce; the making of such 
contract is a mere incident of commercial intercourse, and in this re- 
spect there is no difference whatever between insurance against fire 


and insurance against the perils of the sea.“. And we add, or against 
the uncertainty of man's mortality. 


There are other cases, Mr. Chairman, which I do not care to 
cite. The decisions of the Supreme Court seem to be uniform 
and unanimous, notwithstanding the opinion which my friend 
said he had from a noted lawyer, and in which he states that he 
still thinks that these contracts of insurance or the subject of 
insurance is a matter of interstate commerce. I prefer to stand 
on the decisions of the Supreme Court; I prefer to stand on the 
rules of this House. I do not believe there is any jurisdiction 
possible in this body of any matter relating to insurance unless it 
is through the taxing power given by the Constitution to the Con- 
gress. Most of the bills introduced are introduced by men who 
seem to agree with that view of the Constitution, because they 
tax the business of insurance. That seems to be the object of 
the bill. These bills have been referred by the Speaker, taking 
the same view of the subject, after examining the question, to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. The other bills which some 
gentlemen have introduced, without examining this question ap- 
parently, and which omit any reference to taxation, have also 
been referred to that committee for two reasons. One is that 
it has been the rule of the Speakers, whenever the commit- 
tee had the jurisdiction of the general matter, to refer all bills 
relating to that matter, although there was nothing technically 
in the bill sending it to that committee, to the same committee, 
and for the further reason that Congress has no jurisdiction of 
this subject unless it is under the taxing power, and no matter 
what the form of the bill it can not have life and vitality. It 
would not be passed by this House, having proper regard for 
the constitutional limitations upon our powers, unless it in- 
volved the question of taxation. Therefore this amendment is 
put into this resolution referring this part of the message to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, the only committee which 
has jurisdiction in taxation. 

It is important to preserve the jurisdiction of committees. 
We are not looking for business in the Committee on Ways and 
Means. We have enough of that, but we do not shirk our busi- 
ness. When it comes to us naturally under the rules of the 
House we do not propose to give up our prerogatives, unless the 
House amends the rules, and we propose to get jurisdiction of 
such matters as belong to us whenever they do belong to us. 
This is plainly such a matter, and I hope when the House comes 
to vote upon it it will not seek to overrule the line of decisions 
of the Supreme Court, unanimously given, in favor of the propo- 
sition that interstate and foreign commerce has no jurisdiction 
of this subject-matter. Congress can get no jurisdiction of it 
under the interstate and foreign eommerce act, but Congress can 
get jurisdiction of the subject of taxing insurance companies. 
Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Several MEMBERS rose. b 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield, 
and to whom? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman say whether 
there is anything in the President’s message respecting insurance 
in reference to regulating insurance companies by taxing them? 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not observe anything of that kind. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman give us some idea very 
briefly of how it is possible through the taxing power to regulate 
insurance companies? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to formu- 
late a bill on this subject now extemporaneously. All I con- 
tend is that the only jurisdiction we can have in regard to in- 
surance companies must come under the taxing power, and if 
there is not sufficient of that to regulate these companies, then 
Congress will not be able to carry out the suggestions of the 
President’s message in relation to insurance. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman will understand 
that I am asking only for information. 

Mr. PAYNE. But I can not inform the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman can give me information 
upon any subject. 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not undertake to say now. I can not 
formulate a bill regulating insurance on the question of taxa- 
tion on the spur of the moment, if I ever can. 

Mr. MANN. What I was trying to get at was to find out 
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whether it was on the spur of the moment the gentleman pro- 
posed to turn this over to the Committee on Ways and Means 
under the taxation theory. I say to the gentleman frankly this 
is the first time, although the gentleman spoke yesterday, that I 
ever heard suggested the idea that through the taxing powers you 
can regulate insurance companies; and for that-reason, because 
the gentleman has evidently given some study to the subject or 
he would not make the motion, I asked the gentleman in what 
manner is it possible, not in detail, to regulate insurance com- 
panies through the taxing power. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, the gentleman will remember in his recol- 
lection here in Congress that Congress has regulated the busi- 
ness of filled cheese through the taxing power, and also regu- 
lating the matter of mixed flour—impure flour—through the tax- 
ing power. 

Mr. MANN. I remember Congress has prohibited mixed 
flour except upon paying a certain tax. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, they went further than that and provided 
rules and regulations under which taxes could be collected, and 
if the gentleman will fead those provisions he will have a sus- 
picion at least that it may be a stretch of the constitutional pro- 
vision in regard to taxation that enables them to regulate the 
business as these acts regulate the business. It was done under 
the assumption that it is necessary to do that in order to levy 
and collect the tax. Whether that is an honest assumption or 
not I am not now discussing. I am only discussing the possi- 
bilities of the case 

Mr. MANN. Well, I think the gentleman, when he discusses 
it, if he ever gets to the point of discussing it, will very readily 
see it is not possible to regulate any national insurance company 
with the taxing power on the mere theory that they regulate 
the question of mixed flour, filled cheese, or oleomargarine, be- 
cause they are entirely different propositions. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is possible, when I come to study the subject, 
I will come to some conclusion other than what I arrive at 
now, but what I contended was that this is the only jurisdiction 
we have on the subject. 

Mr. MANN. I do not care where the message goes to par- 
ticularly, but if we can endeavor to regulate insurance through 
the interstate- commerce provision of the Constitution, as I 
believe we can, and I have studied the decisions to which the 
gentleman referred and others to which the gentleman has not 
referred, why should not the proper committee dealing with that 
subject have jurisdiction on that question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I have studied other decisions of the 
court, but these seemed to be so closely in point I did not think 
it necessary to multiply others from the same court, as they 
seemed to be in the same general direction. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER and Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Just a question, please. I under- 
stand the position you take is that the Congress has no juris- 
diction whatever over the subject of insurance unless it is 
through the taxing power of the Constitution? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I take that position, and especially that 
it has no jurisdiction under the interstate-commerce clause. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Well, I would like to ask the 
gentleman, in that connection, if the Congress has no juris- 
diction except by means of taxation, would it be proper for 
the Congress by act or otherwise to prescribe certain rules and 
regulations which insurance companies must comply with or be 
debarred from mail facilities? I ask him if the Congress has 
not that power? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I want to say to the gentleman, so far as 
I am advised now, I have failed to find any authority under the 
Constitution to do that thing. I may be enlightened on that 
subject, but I am only speaking now 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I wish I was able to enlighten the 
gentleman on the subject, but it has occurred to me that the 
power of Congress over all matters that pass through the mails 
is unlimited, and any act or regulation prescribed by the Con- 
grens in this regard must be obeyed. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know any decision of the Supreme 
Court that has gone so far as to decide that legitimate business 
communications can not go through the mails. Of course, I am 
aware of the lottery cases, where they have regulated the carry- 
ing of lottery tickets, and as a matter of course that is a sub- 
ject of excise, and they have sustained the idea that Congress 
may interfere with that, and properly interfere, but this is 
another matter. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 


Payne] yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crum- 
PACKER]? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I desire to ask a question in relation 
to the necessity for this amendment of the resolution. It oc- 
curred to me that the gentleman had already argued himself 
entirely out of court when he stated, or his resolution states, 
that all matters pertaining to taxation should go to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and that the only way to handle 
insurance questions is through the taxing power, and that 
under the rules as they now stand all of these questions will 
go to the Committee on Ways and Means. I would like to 
sone 8 is the necessity for this amendment of the reso- 
ution 

Mr. PAYNE. I will state it very frankly to the gentleman, 
and I do not think I am violating any committee secrets in 
making the statement. I drew the original resolution, as he 
will observe, without these words in it, but simply referring 
all matters relating to taxation to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, in general language. When the resolution came up be- 
fore the committee some of my colleagues thought we ought 
to put the words and insurance” in, in order that the matter 
might be met frankly and fully in the House; and so those 
words were put in there by way of amendment by direction of 
my colleagues in the committee. I think myself it is a new 
subject, a novel subject, one never having been presented to 
the Congress of the United States before, and in that my 
colleagues were right in suggesting that those words ought to 
go in. But in connection with that they referred me to the 
particular clause that gives jurisdiction to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce in terms “of the isthmian 
canal” and in terms “of the interoceanic cables,” and so forth. 
It goes beyond the language of the rule in that respect. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Would it not be better to leave the 
whole subject upon the standing rules of the House, so that if 
a bill proposing to regulate insurance by taxation were intro- 
duced it would under the standing rules be referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means? If an insurance bill were 
introduced in the House providing for regulation through the 
mails, or as a subject of interstate commerce, without involv- 
ing the taxing power, I think the gentleman would concede 
if Congress had jurisdiction, it ought to go to some other com- 
mittee. His committee is directed in its jurisdiction by the 
original rules of the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am afraid my friend was not paying atten- 
tion to the argument I tried to make. It has been the custom 
of the Speaker wherever a class of bills was referable to 
one committee, and that because of some particular feature 
of the bills, and those bills were so referred, to refer other 
bills upon the same general subject to that committee, so that 
there should be but one jurisdiction in the House. Now, I am 
informed that that is the custom of the Speaker. But I am 
also informed by the Speaker, and that is what I attempted 
to say to the committee a few moments ago, that, so far as he 
can see, the House has no jurisdiction of this subject unless 
the question of taxation is in every bill. So that a bill seek- 
ing to regulate this can have no life and vitality, even if en- 
acted by the Congress of the United States, unless there is 
taxation in it, and the question of taxation appears. So I say 
that all those bills, whether taxation is in them or not, should 
be referred to the only committee that can report a bill involy- 
ing taxation and bring it before the House. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Another question. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] or the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER]? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will first yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. One more question. My colleague from 
Indiana, Mr. FREDERICK Lanopts, has a bill pending providing for 
the regulation of insurance in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories and insular possessions of the United States involy- 
ing in no respect the question of taxation. The gentleman must 
admit that Congress has the power to enact that kind of. legis- 
lation. Does he think his committee ought to have jurisdiction 
of that bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will state to the gentleman frankly that it 
that bill does not involve taxation I do not think it will go to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, but it will go to another 
committee of the House. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will it not, if this amendment is not 
adopted? 

Mr. PAYNE. No; it is the President’s message that goes to 
the committee on this subject. 
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Mr, CRUMPACKER. If you only want the message, I think 
you can have it all. ` 


Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
permit another question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Payne] yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]? 

Mr. PAYNE. I certainly will. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman stated it was the custom to refer 
all bills of the same character or relating to the same subject- 
matter to the same committee. Does not the gentleman remem- 
ber when the oleomargarine question was before the House a 
bill was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means on the 
ground that it involved the taxing power; a bill was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce on the 
ground that it involved interstate commerce, and a bill was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture on the ground that it 
involved agricultural interests, all introduced in the same ses- 
sion of Congress? f 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, the gentleman may be right. 

Mr. MANN. Is not “the gentleman ” right? Does not the 
gentleman himself know that was the case? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not recollect. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman knows that the bill acted upon 
came out of the Committee on Agriculture and that his com- 
mittee did not act upon the bill referred to it. 


, Mr. PAYNE. I can not confirm the statement of the gentle- 
man. 
Mr. MANN. You can take my assurance of the facts. 


Mr. PAYNE. Oh, certainly. I know a member of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means introduced bills on the subject, and 
was probably the father of the legislation upon that subject. 
Mr. MANN. And not being able to get action by his own com- 
mittee, a bill was introduced and sent to another committee, and 
still another bill introduced and sent to another committee. 
Mr. PAYNE. My recollection does not extend so far as the 
recollection of the gentleman from Illinois, I had not the 
interest in the bill that he had. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman from New York knew what was 
being done by the three committees, 

Mr. PAYNE. My constituents did not have the same interest 
as those of the gentleman. I reserve the balance of my time, if 
I may. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will answer the gentleman as 
soon as he ascertains. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I think that this is a much 
more important question than the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Payne] seéms to think it is. I think it is important 
because I believe that the action of this committee to-day will 
be taken as a guide to be followed by the officer of the House 
who makes reference of bills on various subjects to com- 
mittees in the future; and I think that these references will 
cover within the near future a great many bills on subjects 
involving much of legislation. The annual message that is 
referred to in this resolution devotes much of time to the 
discussion of corporations, corporations that the writer of 
that message says are engaged in interstate commerce, and 
among these corporations is included the business of insurance. 

Perhaps I was unfortunate in using the word “ pretext.” 
Of course, I did not mean to be disrespectful to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, that might report a bill looking to legis- 
lation for reyenue when that was only the minor and inconse- 
quential part of the bill and was simply used for the purpose 
of giving jurisdiction of the larger, major subject that really 
was important in the bill. I used that word because it hap- 
pened to come at the moment, without thinking at the time 
that it might be a subject of criticism upon the part of the gen- 
tleman from New York. He will remember, the committee 
will remember, that at the outstart of my remarks the other 
day I did not hesitate to say that the Supreme Court had taken 
a different view on this subject from the one that I entertain 
and a great many other gentlemen in this House take; but I 
said at the same time that that opinion of the Supreme Court 
was not indorsed, as I understand, by the American Bar Asso- 
ciation, and that the gentlemen composing that eminent body 
of men took a different view on the subject from that which 
has been quoted here by the gentleman. There is no ques- 
tion 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentleman? I have 
the report of the committee of the American Bar Association 
in my hand on that subject, both the majority and the minor- 
ity reports, and the American Bar Association adopted at its 
last meeting the majority report. Will the gentleman permit 
me to say just what that was? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The American Bar 


Association- com- 


mittee is composed of five gentlemen, four of whom signed the 
majority report, one of whom made the minority report on this 
subject, and this is what they recommend: 

Legislation by Congress providing for the supervision of insurance. 

That recommendation was adopted by the American Bar Asso- 
ciation. Will the gentleman permit me to say that in furnish- 
ing this I do not mean to say that I agree altogether with the 
views of that committee or the majority report of the commit- 
tee of the American Bar Association? I have my own views, 
which, at the proper time, I may express. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman tell the House how many 
ort i of the American Bar Association voted on that reso- 
ution 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have not the minutes of the American 
Bar Association. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is it not a fact that only a very small mi- 
nority voted on it at all? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not know. I know of a committee of 
five appointed by the American Bar Association to investigate 
~~ report to it. Four reported in favor of regulation and one 
against. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I may say further that at 
least certain members of that committee and of the bar asso- 
ciation have determined the form which this control that they 
recommend should take, and have furnished me with a bill that 
I shall have the honor in a day or two to introduce. 

But I know, Mr. Chairman, that the decisions of the Supreme 
Court, respectable as they are, and entitled to our respect at all 
times as they are, are not infallible, and that they do not 
always remain the same. Every man who is familiar with the 
reports has been struck with the great number of overruled, 
doubted, and discredited cases that are contained as a list in 
every digest in this country. I remember, a little less than 
fifty years ago, when one of the most important decisions that 
ever was pronounced by the Supreme Court was rendered. 
More men, perhaps, were discussing that decision, were affected 
by it in their emotions and their convictions, than any other 
one decision that bas ever been announced. I remember that 
as great a character as Mr. Lincoln said that “while that ex- 
position of the law will be obeyed, yet we will never cease our 
efforts to secure a reversal of that decision.” One decision does 
not fix for all time the law. It takes a long period, after full 
discussion and after the subject is thoroughly understood, to 
fix permanently the law as we have it in construction. 

I remember when Congress first began the discussion of its 
right to control the great railway corporations that they all 
relied upon the Dartmouth College case. It was said that their 
rights were fixed by that decision and the series of decisions 
affirming the doctrines of that case. Their vested rights were 
recognized in the law as there interpreted. And yet I re- 
member that when the cases were presented that was not 
regarded as a controlling precedent, and that the other view 
became the rule through construction. 

I have no doubt that in cases of minor importance, where 
argument was not extended, where but little attention was 
given to the subject-matter, the Supreme Court has taken a par- 
ticular view; but that was in the absence of legislation, in the 
absence of effort, and when those cases were first decided the 
conditions were infinitely different from those of to-day; and I 
am hopeful that when the case of to-day may be presented, as 
it will be presented, that a different view will be taken. At 
least I do not want, by our action here to-day, to abandon the 
position and the claim that under the commerce clause of the 
Constitution the Congress has the right to control these great 
corporations that are engaged in commerce. I do not want to 
abandon it, and after what has been said by the gentleman from 
the Committee on Ways and Means, if we adopt this resolu- 
tion as he has amended it, we do abandon this ground; we sur- 
render everything. We say that we have no power of control 
saye that which comes from the taxing power, and I do not 
want to say that. That is what this resolution does say in 
effect, after the declaration of the gentleman from New York. 

Besides, Mr. Chairman, I understand from the gentleman, and 
perhaps I may be justified in saying that I have been informed 
from other sources, that the majority of that committee agree 
with him, and therefore I do not want this legislation to go to a 
committee where it is condemned in advance. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman that what I 
meant to say was, and what I think I did say, that the com- 
mittee, I think unanimously, were for the amendment. Whether 
they all agree with me on the taxing power or not I can not 
say. I know some of them do, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I assume that they must, for this 
reason, that that is the only way, and it is because that view 
does obtain that the gentleman could claim jurisdiction at all. 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to the rule under 
which the gentleman says this should go to his committee. And 
yet let me suggest that this resolution is an abandonment of all 
claim that there is a rule that would take this matter before 
that committee. 

Why is this resolution here if, under the rules of this House, 
the subject should go to the Committee on Ways and Means? 
The very fact that there is no rule that determines this matter, 
that there is no claim of a precedent or rule, is the reason they 
introduced this resolution. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course, the rule provides that all proposed 
legislation shall go to the various committees; there is no 
doubt about that. All bills or resolutions introduced on that 
subject go to the various committees, and this resolution is 
brought in here to send the President’s message to the various 
committees because the rules do not send it there. 

Mr. HEPBURN. “All proposed legislation shall be referred 
to the committees named in the preceding rule, as follows, 
namely: Subjects relating to the revenue and the bonded debt 
of the United States.” Is there a word in the President’s mes- 
sage referring to the revenue? Is there any pretense that this 
portion of the President's message that is assigned to this com- 
mittee proposes revenue, or can be considered as proposing 
legislation relating to revenue? I think that a strict construc- 
tion of this rule perhaps would not justify the gentleman in his 
contention. “All proposed legislation.” We legislate. through 
bills, and while I am not clear that so limited a definition should 
be given, yet I suggest it to the gentleman for his consideration. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to take up the attention 
of the House longer, but I do think that this is an important 
matter. I do believe that this subject of the control of the 
great corporations is one that the people of the United States 
demand this Congress shall take hold of and shall consider, and 
that they shall exercise all of the powers, if necessary, con- 
ferred by the Constitution on the Congress in order to secure 
proper control over them, and that our constituents will not 
be content if, at the very beginning of this great contest, we 
abandon all our claim to authority except that we may have 
under the taxing power. I am not willing to surrender the 
power that we have through the control of the postal system. 
This does it. I am not willing to surrender the control that I 
believe we have through the commerce clause of the Constitution. 
This does it. Therefore I think the amendment to the resolu- 
tion as proposed by the gentleman ought not to prevail, and, if 
this amendment is not sustained, I will, at the proper time, pro- 
pose an amendment in the third line, on page 2, after the word 
“commerce,” to insert “including Federal control over corpo- 
rations;” so that it will read: That so much as relates to 
commerce, including Federal control over corporations, shall be 
referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce.” Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LACEY rose. 

Mr. HEPBURN. How much time does the gentleman from 
Iowa want? a 

Mr. LACEY. Ten minutes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of 
the committee and the Chair to the form of the President’s 
message, and will here insert it in my remarks: 

INSURANCE. 


Recent events have emphasized the importance of an early and 
exhaustive consideration of this question, to see whether it is not pos- 
sible to furnish better safeguards than the several States have been 
able to furnish against corruption of the flagrant kind which has been 
exposed. It has been only too 8 shown that certain of the men 
at the head of these large corporations take but small note of the 
ethical distinction between honesty and dishonesty; they draw the 
line only this side of what may be called “law honesty,” the kind of 
honesty necessary In order to avoid falling into the clutches of the law. 
Of course the only complete remedy for this condition must be found 
in an aroused public conscience, a higher sense of ethical conduet in 
the community at large, and especially among business men and in the 
great profession of the law, and in the growth of a spirit which condemns 
all dishonesty, whether in rich man or in poor man, whether it_takes 
the shape of bribery or of blackmail. But much can be done by legis- 
lation which Is not only drastic but practical- There is need of a 
far stricter and more uniform regulation of the vast insurance interests 
of this country. The United States should in this respect follow the 
policy of other nations by providi sanquste national supervision of 
commercial interests which are clearly national in character. my pred- 
ecessors have repeatedly recognized that the foreign business of these 
companies is an important part of our forel commercial relations. 
During the Administrations of Presidents Cleveland, Harrison, and 
McKinley the State Department exercised its influence, through diplo- 
matic channels, to prevent unjust discrimination by foreign countries 
against American insurance companies. These negotiations illustrated 
the propriety of the Congress recognizing the national character of in- 
surance, for in the absence of Federal legislation the State Department 
could only give expression to the wishes of the authorities of the 
several States, whose policy was ineffective through want of uniformity. 

I repeat my previous recommendation that the Congress should also 
consider whether the Federal Government any power or owes any 


duty with rapo to domestic transactions in insurance of an interstate 
character. at State supervision has proved inadequate is generally 
conceded. The burden upon insurance companies, and therefore their 


policy holders, of conflicting regulations of many States, is unquestioned, 
while but little effective check is im upon any able and unscrupu- 
lous man who desires to exploit the company in his own interest at 
the expense of the policy holders and of the public. The Inability of 
a State to regulate effectively insurance corporations created under the 
laws of other States and transacting the larger part of their business 
As a remedy for this evil of conflicting, in- 
effective, and yet burdensome regulations there has been for many years 
a widespread demand for Federal supervision. The Congress has 
already es ty Seer that interstate insurance may be a proper subject 
for Federal legislation, for in creating the Bureau of Corporations it 
authorized it to publish and supply useful information concerning 
interstate corporations, “including corporations engaged in insurance. 

It is obvious that if the compilation of statistics be the limit of the 
Federal wer, it is wholly ineffective to regulate this form of com- 
mercial intercourse between the States, and as the insurance business 
has outgrown in magnitude the ibility of adequate State super- 
vision, the Con should carefully consider whether further legisla- 
tion can be had. What is said above Applies with equal force to fra- 
ternal and benevolent organizations which contract for life insurance. 

The matters discussed before the House and the committee 
this morning have involved entirely a different proposition from 
that proposed in the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne]. He has discussed the question as to 
where certain bills should be referred. The proposition before 
the House is as to where the message should go. If the Presi- 
dent is mistaken in his message, that is another thing. He pro- 
posed in his message to Congress to amend the laws in relation 
to the Bureau of Corporations so that Bureau may have control 
over interstate insurance in the United States. He discusses 
that matter, and that subject is not suggested in any other form. 
He does say that there is a question as to the constitutionality 
of such legislation, and he submits the subject to Congress. If 
nothing but the constitutional question comes to Congress, it 
would go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD rose. 

Mr. LACEY. I will yield to the gentleman in a minute. If 
the other question, which is the real question presented in his 
message, as to whether the law in relation to the Bureau of 
Corporations should be amended so as to enlarge its jurisdiction, 
if it is a proper subject for consideration by this House, it goes 
to the committee having charge of the laws on that subject, and 
it is not for us to say in advance that we can not handle this 
question in any way except by the taxing power. That would 
be saying to the President of the United States that he is en- 
tirely mistaken in suggesting any amendment to the law in the 
Bureau of Corporations, and in advance saying that the law 
can not be constitutionally amended except through the taxing 
power. That ought not to be decided in this broad way in the 
Committee of the Whole. When the bills are prepared and 
when they are introduced they will go to the appropriate com- 
mittees—to the Judiciary Committee, perhaps, if the bill in- 
volves only a constitutional question; to the Postal Committee 
if it is only a question of controlling the mails; or, if it is to 
enlarge the power of the Bureau of Corporations, to the com- 
mittee that has control of that subject. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Do I get in with this inquiry at any 
time? ; 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; right at this particular moment. I yield 
to the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What I would like to inquire about is 
this: I understand the gentleman to say that if a constitu- 
tional question is raised by the message it should go to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LACEY. If he submits to Congress the question of 
whether there is constitutional power, as he says here, then 
that portion of the message merely involving the question of 
constitutional power alone would naturally go to that eminent 
committee of lawyers whose duty it is to pass on questions of 
constitutionality, and it might be proper to refer that part of 
the proposition to that committee. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does not the gentleman appreciate the 
fact that at the very foundation of this suggestion, this recom- 
mendation, and any legislation that may take place, is this im- 
portant constitutional proposition? Is not that true? 

Mr. LACEY. Not necessarily. It will be true when any bill 
is presented. If I should prepare a bill amending the corpora- 
tion laws as to the Bureau of Corporations, that bill would go 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Now, 
there is still another proposition in this part of the message, 
that as to whether or not there should not be some arrangement 
with foreign powers. Possibly that might go to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. There is no suggestion of revenue in this 
part of the message. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But I did not ask anything about 
revenue. ‘ 

Mr. LACEY. That is what I am discussing. 


elsewhere is also clear. 
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Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And the gentleman was r F Op DIES Sel an- 
swering the question that I asked him, as I understand it. Does 
not the gentleman concede that at the foundation of all these 
suggestions in relation to the control of insurance companies by 
Congress lies the great constitutional question as to whether 
we have the constitutional power to control life-insurance com- 
panies? Is not that true? 

Mr. LACEY. That is no more true than it is with any bill. 
The question of the constitutional power to enact a bill comes 
up with every bill that comes before this House. That is one 
of the questions, and every committee can deal with that. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Would not that be fundamental there? 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. We have already dealt with the 
Bureau of Corporations, and the President in his message asks 
us to enlarge the powers of that Bureau. Now, the question as 
to whether those powers should be enlarged or not goes to the 
committee having charge of the legislation that seeks to en- 
large that power. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And he suggests in his message that his 
own recommendation is of doubtful constitutionality, and raises 
the question of constitutionality. 

Mr. LACEY. No, he does not suggest it in that way. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I understood the gentleman to so inti- 
mate. 

Mr. LACEY. No. The question of constitutional power 
is of course a matter to which he calls the attention of Con- 
gress: “That Congress carefully consider whether the power 
of the Bureau of Corporations can not be constitutionally ex- 
tended to cover interstate transactions in insurance.” 

5 — LITTLEFIELD. “Can not constitutionally be ex- 
en n 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly, but the question raised by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], and which I was endeav- 
oring to answer, is this, that this House in advance should de- 
termine that there is no way to act upon the insurance question 
except by taxation, and therefore every question connected with 
it must go to the Committee on Ways and Means. Now, that 
is not involved here. The President's message does not sug- 
gest taxation ; consequently respecting his message on that sub- 
ject, if he has made a mistake in asking a kind of relief, it is 
not for us to correct it, but to send the message to where it ap- 
propriately belongs. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I appreciate the suggestion of the 
gentleman, 

Mr. LACEY. So that the question that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne] has been presenting here is not in- 
volved at all, and it evidently did not occur to him or to the 
Committee on Ways and Means at the start that this subject 
belonged to that committee, but now comes in the form of an 
amendment. If some one wants to reach the insurance question 
by taxation and a bill is introduced, then it would go to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. If some one wants to regulate 
this question through the Bureau of Corporations, the bill 
would go to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
So that, Mr. Chairman, the whole question is one not of the 
appropriate reference of bills when they come to be introduced, 
but the reference of the message as it is written, as it stands, and 
that clearly refers to commerce, because that is the question that 
the President submits to this House. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the 
gentleman’s opinion as to what-effect the reference of subjects 
in the President’s message has upon the jurisdiction of the 
committees, as defined in the rules? 

Mr. LACEY. None whatever. The rules state the question 
of jurisdiction and the reference of the President’s message has 
no more to do with that subject than a reference of a bill to a 
wrong committee would have upon the reference of a similar 
bill to the right committee, so that this question does not bind 
the House as to future reference of bills which do not involve 
the question of raising revenue. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now, Mr. Chairman, do I get the im- 
pression correctly from the gentleman that as a matter of fact 
it is immaterial as to what is done with this resolution if it 
does not bind anybody hereafter, that it is largely an immaterial 
proposition? 

Mr. LACEY. No, I think not. I think it is very material in 
the form in which it is presented. It is presented with the 
statement of the leader of this side of the House that he pre- 
sents this as a precedent, and this precedent will control the 
action of the Chair in future reference of bills, so that it becomes 
more material and important than ordinarily it would be. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. LACEY. I yield. 
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Mr. DALZELL. I would like to ask the gentleman what, in 
his judgment, is the significance of referring so much of the 
President’s message as relates to insurance to any particular 
committee? What does it carry to the committee? 

Mr. LACEY. It carries the consideration of the message, 
that is all. It does not carry the whole subject under the rules. 
That would not disturb the functions of the Committee on Rules, 
which I think still would have power upon the question, not- 
withstanding the fact the Committee of the Whole should have 
seen fit to refer this particular subject in the manner in which 
it is presented by the Committee on Ways and Means. But it 
seems to me there ought to be as many different methods de- 
vised as possible, so that this question could be presented to dif- 
ferent committees in different ways in all of its lights, and we 
should not prejudge that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will ask unanimous consent that his 
time be extended five minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will yield the gentleman five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York yields 
five minutes of time to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. DALZELL. No committee of this House can originate 
any legislation. It must be founded upon a bill or resolution in- 
troduced in the House here.or upon a message from the Executive 
Departments through the House, as, for instance, to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. Now, is not the purpose of sending 
so much of the President’s message as relates to taxation to the 
Committee on Ways and Means to give that committee jurisdic- 
tion to report to this House a bill without the introduction of 
any bill in the House? Is not that so? 

Mr. LACEY. Possibly it may be. Then all the greater reason 
why we should not make a mistake now and give exclusive jur- 
isdiction to the Ways and Means Committee of this subject, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. This does not give it. Does the gentle- 
man claim that it does? 

Mr. LACEY. I understand the gentleman claims it does. 

Mr. DALZELL. If what the gentleman conceded is trug 
this resolution, or so much as relates to this subject, does give 
jurisdiction to the committee to legislate on the subject. 

Mr. LACEY. If the Committee on Interstate Commerce 
should conclude that the only remedy in this matter is by tax- 
ation, I presume they would scarcely report a bill upon that 
question for fear of trespassing upon the jurisdiction of the 
Ways and Means Committee. That is a question we will worry 
about when we get to it; but here is the President’s message 
that only points out one way through commerce, and that would 
go to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, not the Committee 
on Ways and Means. There is not a single suggestion any- 
where in the message that there is any thought in the mind of 
the Executive that the question can be handled through the 
taxing power. Possibly it could be legislated upon in that way, 
but the message does not consider anything of that kind or sug- 
gest anything of the kind to the Congress, and therefore it 
seems to me clear we ought not to adopt this amendment, but to 
leave revenue measures to go to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and matters connected with commerce in the message go 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois, does the gentleman from Iowa desire to reserve 
the balance of his time? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to reserve the balance of my time, 
and if I can be recognized I would desire to yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEVENS]. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. This subject is an important 
one, but the proposition to be immediately settled is not novel. 
It seems to me that similar subjects which should be precedents 
and a basis for our action here have been settled by the House 
in previous Congresses with the assent of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and especially of its distinguished chairman. 
Now, he did relate somewhat the history of the oleomargarine 
legislation, but he omitted especially the significant course of 
legistation in the Fifty-sixth and Fifty-seventh Congresses, 
which is of the greatest interest and bearing now. The history 
of that legislation in those two particular Congresses is that 
which is appropriate to the present settlement of this proposi- 
tion. There were several bills introduced in the Fifty-sixth 
Congress to regulate and control the sale of oleomargarine by 
means of the taxing power. I have here the index to the Con- 
GRESSIONAL Recorp of the first session of the Fifty-sixth Con- 
gress. From it there appears to have been six bills introduced 
in the House, three of which were referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means—H. R. 6, introduced by Mr. Tawney, of 
Minnesota; H. R. 43, introduced by Mr. Davipson, of Wiscon- 
sin; H. R. 11140, introduced by Mr. Unperwoop, of Alabama— 
two to the Committee on Agriculture—H. R. 3717, introduced by, 
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Mr. Grout, of Vermont, which was the only bill reported from 
any committee and upon which the House took any definite 
action, and H. R. 11542, by Mr. WADSWORTH, of New York—and 
one to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce— 
H. R. ——, introduced by Mr. Glynn, of New York. The Recorp 
shows that the Committee on Ways and Means took no action 
with the bills referred to them. The Recorp also shows that 
the Committee on Agriculture did take action on one of the 
bills—H. R. 3717—referred to it, and that the House received 
the report without objection by anybody as to jurisdiction, but 
no bill passed. The Recorp of the Fifty-seventh Congress shows 
that there were eight bills introduced in the first session of the 
Fifty-seventh Congress. Seven of them were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture—H. R. 1, introduced by Mr. Mc- 
Cieary, of Minnesota; H. R. 4, introduced by Mr. Tawney, of 
Minnesota; H. R. 10, introduced by Mr. Davipson, of Wiscon- 
sin; H. R. 1948, introduced by Mr. Henry, of Connecticut; 
H. R. 4613, introduced by Mr. Cooper, of Texas; H. R. 9206, 
introduced by Mr. Henry, of Connecticut; H. R. 10060, intro- 
duced by Mr. WADSWORTH, of New York—and one, containing 
other provisions, was referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means—H. R. 6534, by Mr. Unperwoop, of Alabama, which by 
its terms amended the revenue act of October 1, 1890. The 
especially noticeable fact which the House should know is this: 
There were two of the bills introduced in the Fifty-sixth Con- 
gress providing for the control and regulation of the subject of 
oleomargarine by means of the taxing power, one introduced by 
my colleague from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] and one by my 
friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Davipson], which were referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means in the Fifty-sixth Congress. 
In the Fifty-seventh Congress those almost identical bills, intro- 
duced by those same gentlemen, were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture by the officials of the House without any objec- 
tion from the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 
or from the Committee on Ways and Means itself. And the bill 
which was considered in the Fifty-seventh Congress, the bill 
which actually passed, was a bill introduced by Mr. Henry, of 
Connecticut—H. R. 9206—which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture, reported by that Committee to the House and con- 
sidered on the floor from that reference, and no objection was 
made by the Committee on Ways and Means or by anyone else to 
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Agriculture, although the 
taxing power of the Government was invoked by the measure. 
So that the history of that legislation which bears the closest 
analogy to this proposition before this committee shows, al- 
though it contained provisions for the taxing powers, which 
were even the basis for its action and existence, yet the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, although at first it assumed or 
received jurisdiction of the bills, afterwards yielded the control 
of them, for the very good reason that the main subject of those 
bills and the main purpose of that legislation was not the exer- 
cise of the taxing power, but the power to regulate and control a 
certain subject-matter which should be considered by another 
committee. Now, the House has considered and settled just 
this sort of matter. The Committee on Ways and Means has 
already considered them and yielded jurisdiction on a similar 
subject when the same question was involved, and that seems 
to me 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has expired. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 
minutes more. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Minnesota. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
yields three minutes of time to the gentleman from Minnesota 
(Mr. STEVENS]. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May I ask the gentleman from Minne- 
sota a question? f 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have listened with a great deal of 
interest to the analysis of what was or was not legislation. 
Now, what I would like to inquire is why these bills that went 
before the Committee on Agriculture and which are so parallel 
to this proposition did not go before the Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce Committee, the committee that now wants to get 
possession of this subject? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. That is just the point I wanted 
to make. The House evidently considered—and the Committee 
on Ways and Means evidently considered, and it should be con- 
sidered now—that the reference of any bill as to any subject 
should be to the committee which has general charge of the 
subject-matter which is the general main purpose of the bill. 
If the general purpose of the bill, if the general scope of the leg- 
islation, if the primary object for its enactment, is to raise 


Mr. Chairman, I ask for three 


revenue, even if it taxes insurance companies and insurance pol- 
icies, or whatever it may do, and because of that regulate them 
in certain ways—if the main purpose of that legislation is to 
raise revenue, then it unquestionably should go to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. But if the main purpose of the legislation 
is to benefit the general or any particular agricultural interests 
of the country—is to vitally affect the agricultural interests of 
the country—and its incidental purpose is to use the taxing 
power, this House has decided that bill should go to the com- 
mittee which had general charge of the agricultural interests of 
the country. 

Now, if the main purpose of this bill be to regulate commerce, 
is to regulate the business which is incidental to or may be an 
integral part of commerce, regulate the general object which 
concerns commerce, it should go to the committee which has 
general charge of the subject of commerce, even though one of 
its incidental features concerns the subject of taxation, just 
exactly as did the question of control of oleomargarine in the 
Fifty-seventh Congress go to the committee which had charge 
of the interests which were most and vitally affected. 

That has been the rule in the past. It seems to me to be a 
safe and salutary rule now and in the future, one that ought 
to be adopted in this House on all sorts of subjects. That kind 
of a rule is always safe and fair to all interests and all commit- 
tees; and under that rule this subject should go to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Nr. LITTLEFIELD. Now let me suggest to the gentleman, if 
he pleases. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That very reason you have given why 
this bill should go to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce applies with equal force to the oleomargarine propo- 
sition, as to which we could not legislate at all except under the 
interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution. Now, why did 
not your Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce at that 
time assert the jurisdiction that they are now undertaking to 
assert, when there were just exactly the same reasons for it. 
You had one bill referred to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, and that committee quietly let that bill die 
in the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota 
has expired. The gentleman from Iowa has eight minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota.may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota have five minutes in his own right. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It seems to me that the very reason you 
have given why this bill should go to the Interstate Commerce 
Committee, and all the reason you have given why it should go to 
that committee, is that it is interstate commerce; all the reason 
why you say the oleomargarine proposition went to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture was because it related to agriculture. Now, 
this proposition relates not to interstate commerce, but to insur- 
ance. There was a Committee on Agriculture, and the oleomar- 
garine proposition was one that related to agriculture, and it 
went to the Committee on Agriculture, and the only provision 
under which that committee could get jurisdiction of legislation 
of that kind was that it was interstate commerce, and that is 
exactly the same jurisdiction over that subject that you have 
over this. Why did you not assert that jurisdiction then? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I do not think the gentleman 
from Maine quite apprehends the point I make. It seems to 
me that the true rule should be that the main purpose of the 
bill should be primarily considered in its reference. The ob- 
ject which is mainly and primarily sought to be accomplished 
by the measure should be the principal consideration which 
should determine the reference of the bill. Now, in the oleo- 
margarine bill the main purpose of the bill was to assist the 
agricultural interests of the country. It was subsidiary and 
an incident that it related to the question of interstate com- 
merce. The main purpose of that legislation was to assist the 
agricultural interests; but for that it would not have been 
passed or enacted. This House did exactly right in consider- 
ing the main purpose and object of that legislation in making 
the reference to the committee which had charge of the principal 
subject-matter of agriculture. Now, in this case, insurance is 
incidental at least to commerce; it is part, an integral part, of 
a business which is concerned with the subject of commerce; 
if it exists at all it must be as a part of the great business 
interests of the country and of the great commercial interests 
of the country, and that subject-matter goes, by our rules, 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understood the gentleman to say that the 
Committee on Ways and Means yielded jurisdiction in the 
Fifty-sixth or Fifty-seventh Congress in those bills. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. The Recorp shows that your 
committee obtained jurisdiction on the introduction of several 
bills and then did not exercise it, and that no protest was made 
by your committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then all that the gentleman means is that the 
Speaker referred some of the bills to that committee, on which 
there was no report, and in a subsequent Congress he referred 
the same bills to another committee, and that it did report. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. He referred various bills in- 
troduced in the Fifty-sixth Congress by several gentlemen to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. In the Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress those identical gentlemen introduced the identical bills, 
and these bills went to the Committee on Agriculture without 
any protest by the gentlemen on the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and that subject was then acted upon by the Committee 
on Agriculture without protest on the part of the Commitee on 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman means to say that the bills were 
referred to another committee. Now, who was that by; the 
Speaker? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. In the usual course of business. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then how did the committee yield? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. That is yielding. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Capron having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate 
had passed without amendigent bill of the following title: 

An act (H. R. 299) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Columbia River by the Portland and Seattle Rail- 
way Company. 

DISTRIBUTION OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Chairman, the vote upon this ques- 
tion will be far-reaching, so far as this session of Congress is 
concerned. The adoption of the amendment proposed by the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means would be 
equivalent to approval of his argument and his judgment, that 
this House has no power to legislate upon the subject of insur- 
ance except so far as concerns the taxing power. That is the 
proposition, and the question now is as to whether we want it 
to go out to the country that this House is of the opinion that 
we have no power over the subject of insurance or the regulating 
of insurance companies except to tax them under the Constitu- 
tion. There is nothing in the message of the President referring 
to taxation of insurance companies. There is no demand on the 
part of the people from any part of this great country asking 
that we tax insurance companies, because the people know that 
that would be simply levying a tax upon themselves, and the 
policy holders, who have been robbed almost enough, are not 
asking for an additional tax upon themselves, making the cost 
of insurance higher. But recent developments, Mr. Chairman, 
have settled the question that the people of the country are ask- 
ing Congress to give them some relief from the extortion of the 
great insurance companies of this country, especially those en- 
gaged in life insurance. 

The question of life insurance is one that comes home to and 
interests more people than any other subject with which Con- 
gress has, or can have, to do. I am not one of those who be- 
lieve that Congress is powerless in the face of a great demand 
such as comes to us now for legislation in regard to insurance 
companies, and for some kind of control over the great life in- 
surance companies of the country. I do not think that we are 
limited to the taxing power under the Constitution. I do not 
believe that anybody is asking for such a tax, but I believe that, 
under the Constitution, Congress has power to legislate in cer- 
tain respects, at least as to the transaction of the business of 
life insurance in the United States. 

There can be no doubt, for instance, that we might pass bills 
regulating these companies in the District of Columbia and in 
the Territories. There is no doubt that we have the power to 
éstablish a bureau of insurance under the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor, or in the Department of the Interior, or under 
some other Department. There is no doubt that we may give to 
that bureau of insurance the power of investigation, and of 
acquiring such information as it may be able to acquire, giving 
such publicity as it can to the transactions of these great 


companies. Then, Mr. Chairman, we might provide by a bill 
that any life insurance company doing business in more than 
one State could submit to the jurisdiction of the bureau of 
insurance of the United States Government, could submit to 
examination by officers sent out from that bureau, and could 
have the benefit of a showing made under the supervision of 
the Federal Government if their business was honestly and 
fairly conducted. What company, under such circumstances, 
would undertake to go before the people and ask for business 
unless it was willing to submit to the jurisdiction of the depart- 
ment of insurance organized by the Federal Government? There 
is no taxation about. that. That would not need to go to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. It would not need to go to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce, even. I am not sure what 
committee it might go to. 

Mr. DUNWELL. . The Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FULLER. Perhaps the Committee on the Judiciary would 
he the appropriate committee under the rules as they now are. 
But, Mr. Chairman, there is an easy way out of that. I have 
this morning introduced a resolution providing for an amend- 
ment to the rules by adding a standing committee to be known 
as the “ committee on insurance,” and if the Committee on Rules 
will report out that resolution and give us such a committee 
then we will all know where these bills should go. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Maine? 

Mr. FULLER. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I understand the gentleman to suggest 
that he thinks perhaps the proper place might be the Judiciary 
Committee. I know the gentleman is an extremely good lawyer, 
and whatever views any of us may entertain upon the question 
as to whether insurance per se is or is not interstate com- 
merce, we all concede, I suppose, that it is certainly a grave 
question. Now, why, under the circumstances, would it not be 
wise to refer this provision of the message to the Judiciary 
Committee? 

Mr. FULLER. I think it would. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then I suppose the gentleman will sup- 
port us on that proposition, and I will submit an amendment a 
little bit later that the matter be referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. FULLER. That would not commit us to any policy 
whatever as to where other bills should go. 

Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FULLER. One moment. In the message the President 
himself does not seem to understand fully what jurisdiction 
Congress may have. If that part of the message were referred 
to the Judiciary Committee, they could tell the House as law- 
yers how far we might go in legislating upon this question. 
They might report under that provision of the message, by bill 
or otherwise, to this House, and that committee being composed 
of the greatest lawyers in the House we would then perhaps 
find out what our rights were and just how far we could go. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I protest against its going out to the 
country here to-day that we believe Congress has no power over 
this great question except the power of taxation. I do not 
want to accede to that proposition. I do not believe it. I will 
suggest one other power under the Constitution of the United 
States by which we may control every great insurance com- 
pany in the land, and that is under the provisions for the trans- 
mission of the United States mails. Congress has full power 
over the subject, and now when some little fraudulent concern 
undertakes to use the United States mails, when some of these 
get-rich-quick concerns or confidence games become known to 
the Post-Office Department, a fraud order is issued, and the 
company is forbidden the use of the United States mails for 
the transaction of its business. T submit, Mr. Chairman, that 
some of the developments that have become known in the last 
few months in regard to the transaction of the life-insurance 
business by some of the great companies of this country would 
justify the Post-Office Department, under existing law even, in 
the issuance of fraud orders, to prohibit their having the use 
of the United States mails, 

Under that provision of the Constitution we may legislate as 
to any kind of a corporation in this broad land that does not 
do an honest and fair and safe business, and no insurance 
company and no other great corporation can do business for a 
single day in the different States without the use of the United 
States mails. Tell me that there is no power except the taxing 
power whereby we can control these corporations! There is 
more than one provision of the Constitution which allows this 
Congress to legislate upon that subject. 

Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS rose. 

Mr. FULLER. I will yield to the gentleman from Indiana, 
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Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS. The gentleman states that he 
favors a reference of this to the Committee on the Judiciary? 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, it is impossible to hear the 
colloquy that is going on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of the gentleman from New 
York is well taken. 

Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS. The gentleman states that he 
favors a reference of this matter to the Committee on the 
Judiciary? 

Mr. FULLER. Of this part of the message. 

Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS. The gentleman favors reference 
to the Committee on the Judiciary of this part of the message. 
I would like to ask the gentleman if he would favor the refer- 
ence to the Committee on the Judiciary of a bill which I intro- 
duced the other day, which involves no interstate proposition, 
but merely gives to Congress the power to impose restrictions 
on corporations doing business in the District of Columbia and 
Territories and insular possessions. That bill amends the law 
creating the Department of Commerce and Labor, the bill creat- 
ing which Department was reported by the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. In that event would the gentle- 
man favor a reference to the Committee on the Judiciary? 

Mr. FULLER. I hardly think that bill should go to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. I should say it would go to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia or the Committee on the 
Territories, or possibly to the Interstate Commerce Committee, 
which had jurisdiction of the subject originally. But that is 
a matter purely for the Speaker of the House to decide. 

Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS. Does the gentleman think under 
any possible construction it should go to the Committee on 
Ways and Means? 

Mr. FULLER. Not by any possible construction. I do not 
believe that where the question of revenue is not at stake the 
bill should go to the Ways and Means Committee. Any bill 
the purpose of which is to raise revenue, of course, should go 
to that committee. But I object more particularly to the adop- 
tion of this amendment to-day because under the discussion 
that has taken place it would commit us to the argument made 
by the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, that we 
were willing to tell the country that in this great demand for 
legislation concerning life-insurance companies we believe the 
House of Representatives and the Congress of the United 
States to be practically powerless; that our hands are tied, and 
that no matter how great the fraud, no matter how great the 
swindle perpetrated by these companies is, we can do nothing 
unless it is to tax them, which would be putting an additional 
tax on the policy holders of these companies. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no bill on this subject. I have 
introduced no bill and I do not know that I will; but unless 
some one else does so, unless some one else introduces a bill 
that meets my views, I perhaps shall introduce one, because I 
believe that in this session of Congress, and in the coming 
sessions of Congress, the question of control of insurance com- 
panies will be one of the great questions before the country. 
It towers up to-day as great as any other question, in my judg- 
ment, which we have to meet, and we must meet it. We must 
meet it fairly under the Constitution, and under the Constitu- 
tion I believe we have the power. I do not care where this 
part of the message is referred, except that I would not like to 
have a precedent established that the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, under the taxing power, was the committee, and the 
only committee, to have jurisdiction of this subject. I do not 
believe it. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, at the beginning of my remarks 
I ask permission to extend them in the RECORD. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks per- 
mission to extend remarks which he proposes to make in the 
REcORD. 

Mr. COCKRAN. What is that request, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas proposes 
to make some remarks upon the resolution, and requests in ad- 
vance that he may have the opportunity to extend them in the 
Recorp. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, the question of the reference of 
that part of the President’s message relating to insurance seems 
to be in such doubt in the minds of the Members of the House 
as to the constitutional power of Congress in the premises that 
I am inclined to think that that part of the President’s message 
referring to the supervision or control of insurance companies 
should be referred to the Judiciary Committee, with instruc- 
tion to investigate and report to the House upon the constitu- 
tional question involved. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there has been much said, and much 
more will be said, in regard to the regulation of insurance com- 
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panies by Congressional action, and I will only take this occa- 
sion to say that I believe and hope that the great State in 
which the recent crimes, embezzlements, and frauds have been 
developed will prove sufficient in its power in the execution of 
its laws to put stripes upon the thieves who have plundered 
their policy holders with a recklessness that has startled the 
country. 

These great moneyed corporations have for the last dozen 
years contributed freely of the money they had gathered from 
the people to the Republican campaign fund. 

The conduct of these companies demonstrates the evil that 
naturally flows from the participation in political contests by 
the great corporations of the country, and should warn the 
country that immediate action ought to be taken to forever pro- 
hibit all corporations from contributing or otherwise participat- 
ing in national elections. 

Mr. Chairman, during the last session of Congress, and in 
the month of January, I had the honor to introduce a resolu- 
tion in this House, which was passed, directing an investigation 
into the conduct and course of business of the United States 
Steel Corporation. That resolution has been in the hands of 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor for practically twelve 
months, and yet no information has reached this House or the 
country as to what has been done respecting it. On the 6th 
day of this month I submitted an inquiry to that officer and I 
received a brief reply which I desire to give to the House. The 
inquiry I thought was in proper place, as I was the author of 
the resolution, and I desired to know what steps had been taken 
looking toward its execution. I received the following reply 
from Mr. Metcalf, the Secretary: 

Sin: I have your letter of the 6th instant. House resolution 448, re- 
lating to the steel industry, was referred to the Commissioner of Corpora- 
tions, under whom a thorough investigation is being conducted. 

I do not know when he began it; I do not know when he in- 
tends to conclude it, and do not know what has been done. 
For twelve months this criminal, heartless, and defenseless mo- 
nopoly has fed not only upon the industries of the country, but 
upon the people themselves, and yet when an investigation has 
been ordered we find that a thorough one is being conducted 
now twelve months after the passage of that resolution. Mr. 
Chairman, if the insurance companies are to undergo such an 
investigation through the Department of Commerce and Labor 
I am of the opinion that before it is concluded the officers of the 
great companies in New York will have ample opportunity to 
put all the money in their pockets and can continue their con- 
tributions to the Republican campaign fund. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to refer to another subject which will 
engage the early attention of this House, and as I may not 
have an opportunity of participating in that debate I desire to 
say in regard to the bill proposing to extend and enlarge the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission that I favor 
giving to the Commission the power, when a rate has been 
found upon complaint to be unreasonable, to declare what is a 
reasonable rate and enforce it. I believe also that that rate 
ought to stand as soon as notice can be had of the judgment of 
the Commission until reversed by a court of competent juris- 
diction. I desire to say, further, that I hope the measure that 
will be given to the country by this Congress will not only con- 
trol the general questions, but will give the Commission control 
over the private car service of the country. In my State and 
in the South and Southwest the great fruit industry, which is 
calling to its service the best efforts of the people in that sec- 
tion of the country, is suffering because of the blighting hand of 
the private car abuses, and if we can secure by legislation re- 
lief that will give our people fair treatment in the shipment of 
their fruits and berries we can feed the people of this Republic 
on the best fruits and berries the world ever saw or ever knew. 
But unless the outrageously high and almost prohibitory charges 
can be reduced to a just basis this great industry must be 
abandoned. 

Mr. Chairman, the question of regulation of freight traffic 
upon railroads, in my opinion, will affect directly and largely 
the pampered existence of many of the trusts and monopolies of 
this country. Sir, it would have been impossible for the Stand- 
ard Oil Company, the beef trust, the Steel Corporation, and many 
other monopolies that now infest and curse the country to 
have reached their mammoth proportions and their great power 
over the commerce of the country had it not been for securing 
the benefit of special rates, special rebates, and special privi- 
leges from the railroads. If in this country the independent 
shipper, the small shipper, and all competitors can have and 
secure the same rates and the same privileges from the railroad 
companies it will be a strong restraint upon the power of 
monopoly. Not only that, but another question arises. I refer 
to the tariff rates. As we all know, or ought to know, it has 
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fed and fostered and built up many of these monopolies, and 
but for these twin trust breeders, and the great advantages 
secured through their instrumentality, their present existence 
would have been impossible. The Steel Corporation, selling by 
far cheaper in foreign countries than it does to its own home or 
domestic customers, has grown into great power. 

One of the purposes of the resolution which I referred to a 
moment ago was directing the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor to investigate the question of how it was and why it 
was that this corporation could and did sell the products of its 
factories more cheaply in foreign countries than it would to 
its own domestic customers. This corporation, with a capital 
of one and a half billion dollars, holding within its greedy grasp 
the control of the major part of the raw material and the fin- 
ished products of iron and steel in the United States, defies the 
law, challenges Congress, stifles investigation, and continues to 
levy its lawless exactions upon every industry and upon every 
industrious hand in the country—pampered and fed by a 
tariff that is in many instances prohibitive, favored by railroad 
discrimination and rebates that give it mastery over its com- 
petitors; and yet the party in absolute control of this Congress, 
and which has been in control of the country for years, does not 
raise its hand or its voice in protest against this predatory 
combination. Not only this, Mr. Chairman, but I find that the 
greed of the day, the commercialism of the day, affects not only 
the insurance companies and the various business enterprises 
of the land; but it has gone further, and there has been organ- 
ized a trust upon the schoolbooks of the country. 

The American Book Company, capitalized at $5,000,000, it is 
authentically stated, controls to-day three-fourths of the school- 
book trade in the United States. It was organized under the 
laws of New Jersey, and absorbed the schoolbook business of 
five large competing compaines, and by trade agreements it 
controls the schoolbook trade of a large number of other con- 
cerns, So it may safely be said that it can dictate to a large 
degree the prices of all the schoolbooks used in the common 
schools of the country. It and its confederates control seven- 
eighths of the book sales in the primary and grammar grades 
of schoolbooks in the country. Not satisfied with the levying 
of tribute upon the industries of the country and the homes of 
the people, this monopoly seeks to levy tribute upon the hopes 
and the promises of the school children of the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, I rejoice at the exposure not only of the 
post-office frauds, but also that the land frauds and the insur- 
ance frauds are being called to the attention of the people. 
We find that there is an alarming condition of commercial graft 
and official graft sweeping over the country from sea to sea. 
We need an aroused public conscience that will inspire the bold 
and honest citizenship of State and nation to demand and com- 
pel the enactment in State and nation of effective legislation 
that will secure to the country official integrity and official hon- 
esty as well as business integrity and business honesty when 
enforced by brave and honest men, [Applause.] While, Mr. 
Chairman, it is true that there are insurance companies in the 
State of New York which have fed and fattened and feasted 
upon the money of the people as it has been paid into their 
coffers, but this was a voluntary payment, this is but a volun- 
tary assumption of the payment of money, yet we find that the 
great Steel Corporation under tariff laws collects its thousands 
where these insurance companies steal their pennies from the 
American people, and yet we find a struggle in this Congress as 
to which of the great committees in this House shall have juris- 
diction of the subject of insurance. Important as that subject 
is, I think if the Ways and Means Committee would take hold 
of the glaring dishonesties, the glaring outrages of the present 
tariff system that protect this mammoth monopoly it will serve 
the country and do its duty. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe there ought to be something 
done to correct the evils of life insurance. But this can only 
be done by the sovereign States. Mr. Chairman, you may trace 
the history of these institutions from their beginning until this 
time and you will find behind them, championing them and 
misleading and putting to sleep the public, a subsidized press. 
Mr. Chairman, one thing needed in this country is not only pub- 
licity with reference to the dealings of these great corporations 
and companies, but there is need of a bold, aggressive, and 
honest press to expose their abuses and frauds. Mr. Chair- 
man, a few such newspapers exist in this country, but you may 
go not only to the national press, you may go to your own 
States and find that the infamous transactions of your State 
governménts, as well as the trusts and insurance companies. 
are often championed by the State press, which is owned or 
subsidized by those who would feast upon the spoils of crimes 
against the people. Why was it that you heard the shouts of 
victory the other day as it rolled from the throats of the reform 


forces in the city of Philadelphia? Why was it you heard the 
shouts of Democratic victory in the great State of Ohio? They 
tell me in one instance it was a protest against the liquer 
traffic. They tell me in another it was a protest against boss- 
ism. I tell you, Mr. Chairman, it was a protest of the honest 
people that means more than that. They realize and they know 
that in these days of prosperity and of our greatness that we 
are sowing the seeds that promise the overthrow of our institu- 
tions unless we destroy them. 

You may run the threads of history from the earliest periods 
of free government down to this time and you will find that the 
evils that overthrew the great governments of the world have 
developed and grown up in the hours of greatest power and 
wealth in those nations. [Applause.] And to-day in this na- 
tion, boasting of our wealth and power, if we will but draw 
back the curtain, we will see the bloodhounds of corruption and 
greed gnawing at the very vitals of free government. As long 
as we can secure to the people honest public service by honest 
men there will still be security of our rights and our institutions, 
but when the public domain is swept away from the people by 
thieves, when the Post-Office Department is plundered, and 
when the insurance companies insuring the lives of the people 
openly, defiantly, and boldly plunder their policy holders and 
rob the widows and orphans whose funds they hold, it is time to 
remedy it by an enforcement of the criminal laws. I say to you 
that in the State of New York by her own power she has ex- 

these frauds, and I believe and hope that that great State 
will bring the officers of these insurance companies to justice 
and give to the country legislation correcting and controlling 
these evils that will secure the rights of the policy holders. I 
shall not enter upon a discussion of the power of Congress to 
control these insurance companies. I don't think that power 
exists, but I want to say we should control those corporations 
over which ‘we have unquestioned jurisdiction. I can see, I 
think, in the immediate future a general movement to put all 
corporations under the power and under the control of the Gen- 
eral Government, and when we do we will wipe away the juris- 
diction and power of the States. Then the corporations will be 
bulwarked behind a Cabinet officer’s department, and resolu- 
tions of inquiry into their conduct and into their crimes will 
not only sleep a year, but sleep the sleep that knows no awak- 
ening. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, the great question that confronts the country 
is how to restrain the greed and power of the great moneyed 
corporations of the country. 

Take the three great insurance companies in New York, con- 
trolling a capital of $1,225,000,000—a sum sufficient to menace 
the State and challenge the virtue and power of local self-gov- 
ernment in dealing with their abuses. If the State of New 
York will not correct the abuses of these companies, the other 
States can preclude them from doing business therein until 
such abuses have been corrected and honest administration of 
their affairs secured. 

These great companies have been fed and enriched by the 
people of the South since their organization; and now grown 
to such power that they revel in the luxuriance of their crimes 
and embezzlements and lordly salaries taken and withdrawn 
from the funds belonging to the policy holders and their bene- 
ficiaries. Let the several States take the matter in hand and 
compel honest business methods and the preservation of the 
funds of said companies for the benefit of the beneficiaries or 
compel them to get out of the States in which they are carry- 
ing on their business under the present disreputable methods. 

The Standard Oil trust, the steel trust, the trust on farming 
implements and machinery, and, in fact, all of the trusts that 
prey upon agriculture are located in the North and East. These 
institutions have managed for years and years to gather the 
earnings of our people into their coffers. They have held our 
people in their grasp with a power as inexorable as it was piti- 
less. Every year the rich earnings of our people take its jour- 
ney East to add to the colossal holdings of these companies. This 
condition must be overthrown. This mortgage of greed must 
be canceled before the progress of the great and rich South- 
land can be established upon a firm and enduring basis. 

It is time that the farmers and laboring people be recog- 
nized in national legislation. For forty years legislation has 
been enacted in the interest of the manufacturers and the 
money lenders—the shylocks, the usurers, and the protected 
plutocrats have prospered under the benefits of special legis- 
lation until their wealth and power is a menace to popular 
government, an embargo upon the healthful progress of the coun- 
try, and an invasion of every just principle of trade and com- 
merce. The time has come for a change. It must come and 
it will come. The farmers, the fruit growers, the laborers, the 
people are demanding that the yoke of greed and cunning be 
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taken off their necks, and that the great Government which 
they have established, defended, and maintained shall, if it 
does nothing else, take the felonious hands of the beneficiaries 
of special legislation out of their pockets. 

The railroads of the country have received from the Goyern- 
ment enough donations of the public land to make five States as 
big as Pennsylvania—enough upon which to build an empire. And 
now the people are only demanding legislation that will secure 
to them fair and reasonable rates in the shipment of their 
products to the markets. Equal rates; fair treatment. The 
fruit growers demand that they shall no longer be the victims 
of the extortions of the private-car companies, not only in the 
freight charges, but in the iceing and other incidental charges. 

_ These interests are not asking for special privileges, only for 
simple justice—in the language of the President, a “square 
deal.” Shall they have it full and complete or shall they be 
turned away empty-handed or with a makeshift—the railroad 
employees, the men who work, the men who move the commerce 
of the world, the men who stake their lives in a most dangerous 
occupation, men not only as faithful to their employers, but as 
faithful to the public as any band of patriots who ever marched 
under freedom's banner? [Applause.] 

They only ask for legislation that will reduce their risks to 
the minimum, and that will give them protection against the 
barbarous fellow-servant doctrine. 

I have had a fellow-servant bill pending in this Congress for 
six years, giving to the railroad boys and their families a right 
of action against the company when killed or injured by the 
negligence of the company or of its employees. I have also in- 
troduced and had pending in Congress for six years an eight- 
hour-day bill, which applies to all Government work, and also an 
anti-injunction bill to prevent the Federal courts from arresting 
and imprisoning laboring men without trial by jury. 

These measures, only involving matters of plain, simple justice, 
have up to this time been denied them, and I see no promise of 
their passage in the near future. How much longer shall these 
brave, industrious, faithful men be denied these plain and simple 
rights? They have waited, waited and endured, until the time 
has come when their plain rights should be respected by the law- 
making power in this country. 

The long denial of these just measures by Congress is arousing 
the vigilance and determination of the people. The laboring 
men are organized and organizing all over the country. The 
farmers of the South are aroused as they never were before, and 
the Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative Union and the Society 
of Equity of America are purely farmers’ organizations, not 
for political purposes, but for the purpose of demanding and 
securing fair prices for the products of their sweat and toil. 
They are numbered not by thousands, but by hundreds of 
thousands, and they are moved to this action by as lofty and 
sacred a patriotism as ever inspired our fathers in their struggle 
for liberty and free government. They are determined that 
they, themselves, shall enjoy the profits of their own labor. 
They are determined that the stock gamblers shall cease to ma- 
nipulate the prices of their cotton, corn, and wheat. They are 
tired of being pack horses for every trust and corporate inter- 
est that enjoys the privileges of special legislation. They are 
tired of having their profits eaten up by extortionate freight 
charges. ; 

They are bringing the battle on between the industrious, 
honest people and the selfish and predatory classes. I rejoice 
to see them moving. They have my sympathy and my help 
and should have the help and encouragement of all patriotic 
people everywhere. 

Our farmers and laboring people have the power to save 
the Government from an impending oligarchy of wealth. They 
can at the ballot box, with the weapons of freedom and peace, 
compel legislation that will put the commercial pirates and 
trust freebooters out of business or in the penitentiary. The 
cotton growers and farmers of the South have borne their bur- 
dens with courage and hope. Looking back over the blackened 
monuments of social, political, and material ruin which rose 
up all over their fair land; struggling and working, paying trib- 
ute to the protected factories of the East, who but they would 
not have lost hope and courage and given up the battle? Not so 
with them. They struggled on until now, and to-day, looking 
forward, they see the dawn that will dispel the darkness of 
the long night of industrial and commercial injustice and wrong 
which has enveloped them in its despairing gloom for so long. 

No one can rejoice more than I do at the approaching sun- 
rise, when the farmers and laboring people of this country will 
enjoy fair play and justice at the hands of the lawmakers of 
this country. I am linked to them by the ties of a common line- 
afe, by the memories of their struggles in the past. Their fate 
shail be my fate. No yoice or power shall lure me from my 


duty and devotion to them. The honor of no position shall 
tempt me to betray or abandon them. In representing them 
upon this floor I need only plead for justice, for right, for they 
are the fairest, the best, and bravest people in the world, giv- 
ing justice to others and demanding justice for themselves. 
Applause. 

The CHAIR MAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
rrom Arkansas [Mr. LrrrIEI did not reserve the balance of his 

. 

Mr. LITTLE. No, sir. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I desire to dis- 
cuss this question of insurance a few moments for the pur- 
pose of helping so far as I can the leaders on the other side 
to find exactly where, in right and justice to the people and 
this House, the question of insurance should be referred. 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Heprsurn] I believe in last 
Congress reported a bill establishing a bureau of corporations 
and labor, and included in that law an insurance provision; 
and he now wants this insurance proposition referred to his 
committee. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] de- 
sires that the mater be referred to the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, for the purpose, I presume, of regulating insurance by 
taxation, an unheard-of proposition as to insurance, in view of 
the fact that we have a very continuous and increasing deficit 
in the Treasury. 3 

He is now looking out for something to tax. He would tax, 
Mr. Chairman, the insurance policies that belong to the poor 
widows and orphans of the United States, and yet for years 
and years he and his great party have stood here and defeated 
Democratic efforts to place an income-tax amendment in our 
Constitution, whereby we could make the thieves that have been 
robbing the widows and orphans of this country help to con- 
tribute toward running the Government. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Again, Mr. Chairman, when the question of Federal regula- 
tion of insurance came before the last Congress, I stood in this 
House opposing it, and cited and read in this House the authori- 
ties of the Supreme Court of the United States that as far back 
as 1868 down to 1894 declared that “the insurance business is 
not commerce.” Here is my speech, reported in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD of January 15, 1903, at page 868, and in the 
course of that speech, Mr. Chairman, I read not only from the 
Paul v. Virginia case, to which the gentleman alluded and 
quoted from this morning, but I quoted from the Hooper case 
and cited the Philadelphia and Waters Pierce oil cases. I 
quoted the identical language from the Virginia case which the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] quoted this morning. 

I approached to-day the distinguished gentleman, so learned 
in economics, in tariff making, in the laws of his country, and 
adjudications of the Supreme Court, and asked the gentleman to 
yield, which he did, and I asked him this question: 


How can the committee have jurisdiction over insurance when the 
Supreme Court has time and again said that insurance is not commerce? 


He replied: 


Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES] will al- 
low me to make my speech, then he can make his. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman's speech could be improved 
upon if he puts that proposition into it. : 

Mr. Payne. Possibly some of these things have occurred to the rest of 
pac Manin as well as to my astute and learned friend from Ten- 
n o 

Now here comes the remarkable statement of the distin- 
guished gentleman: j 

The gentleman from W,. 

Air sen aia 88 ; Tennessee saw, I suppose, that I was coming 

Mr. Chairman, here is the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorp, in which 
I quote the identical language which the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Payne] quoted, and from the cases to which he re- 
ferred, in my speech of January 15, 1903. Evidently the gentle- 
man was inspired to think of the proposition of law as I ap- 
proached him, rather than myself being inspired to think of it 
when I approached and looked at him. 

Mr. Chairman, in reference to the question, where this bill 
should be referred, it is a serious matter. As to what Congress 
should do, and what Congress can do, is more serious. 

Here are the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, that not only say that “the business of insurance is not 
commerce,” but that it is not “interstate” commerce, even 
when insurance is taken out between parties of different States, 
and a contract is made that the laws of one State—New York, 
for example—shall control the insured living in another 
State—Missouri. 

I will read, now, for the edification of my distinguished 
friend from New York [Mr. Payne], a part of the officially re- 
ported statement of a case reported in 178 United States Re- 
ports, page 892, New York Life Insurance Company v. Cravens, 
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which. statement contains this so-called “interstate insurance 
contract,” as follows: 


That the contract contained in such policy and in this application 

shall be comstrued according to the laws of the State of New York, the 

lace of said contract being agreed to be the home of the said company 
the city of New York. 


The agent of the company signed the application, sent it to 
the company in New York, whereupon the policy was issued and 
returned to the insured in Missouri. 

In this suit they raised several questions. I will now read 
the main defense of the insurance company in a suit on this 
policy, from page 394 of this case, decided in 1900, as follows: 


It is urged as error against the judgment of the supreme court of 
the State that it makes the law of Missouri and not the law of New 
York the law of the contract, as provided in the application for the 
policy, thereby N to the plaintiff in error a contractual liberty 
without due process of law, in violation of the fourteenth amendment 
of the Constitution of the United States. 


Now, then, listen, gentlemen: 

And that the statute of Missouri is an attempted regulation of in- 
terstate commerce. 

What does the whole court at the conclusion of the opinion 
Say upon this subject? On page 401, United States Reports, 178, 
I will read from this same Craven's case, Mr. Justice McKenna 
speaking for the court: 


Is the statute an attempted 
States? In other words, is mu 
the States? 

That the business of fire insurance is not interstate commerce is 
l Insurance Company 
„ X ch ‘ire Association v. New 
York, 119 U. S., 110 


is decided in Hooper v. California, 155 U. S., 648. In the latter case 
it is said that the contention that it Is involves an erroneous con- 
ception of what constitutes interstate commerce,” 

We omit the reasoning by which that is demonstrated and will only 
repeat the business of insurance is not commerce. The contract of in- 
surance is not an instrumentality of commerce. The making of such 
a contract is a mere incident of commercial intercourse, and in this 
respect there is no difference whatever between insurance against fire 
and insurance against the “perils of the sea.” And, we add, or 
against the uncertainty of man’s mortality. Judgment affirmed. 


Thus giving judgment for the deceased of $8,000 or $10,000, 
the judgment of the supreme court of Missouri being affirmed. 

So, gentlemen, we have now the naked question decided 
that “insurance,” coupled with interstate contracts of that sort, 
though set out in the body of the insurance policy, the con- 
tract being signed in part in Missouri and partly in New York, 
is not “interstate” commerce. : 

Now, then, we have two distinct propositions settled. First, 
that “the business of insurance is not commerce,” local or 
State commerce; second, we have it distinctly decided by this 
great court—in a Republican court, I may add, by a Repub- 
lican judge, speaking for his Republican associates and three 
Democrats on that great bench—“ the business of insurance is 
not interstate commerce,” that there is no such thing as inter- 
state insurance, and upholding the opinion of the supreme court 
of the great State of Missouri, from which my distinguished 
friend [Mr. CLARK] hails. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man if that was a unanimous opinion? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 
cludes, “judgment affirmed,” page 401. 

Now, then, I will take up the Hooper case. That suit was 
about marine insurance and therefore interstate. The opinion 
was written by Mr. Justice White. In the Hooper case there 
was a dissenting opinion, but not on the question, “Is in- 
surance interstate commerce?” 

Now, then, on this point. It is a question of law. That is 
the point I am arguing; and being a question of law, this ques- 
tion should not be sent to the Committee on Ways and Means 
nor the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, but 
should be sent to the great law committee of this House—the 
Judiciary Committee. The men who are put on that committee 
are not put there because they know how to make a tariff or are 
learned in economics, but because they are distinguished and 
able, and supposed to be of the ablest lawyers in the House, and 
are trained in questions of law. When that committee holds and 
reports to the House, in the face of these decisions, that insur- 
ance is commerce; that there is such a thing as “ interstate” 
insurance; that Congress may regulate under the commerce 
clause, then let the question of insurance go to that committee, 
if then desirable. 

I am not speaking of the “wild-cat” insurance companies. 
I am the pioneer in trying to choke off those thieves and the 
railroad combinations, the industrial combinations, insurance 
combinations, and others, by excluding them from the mails. 
I introduced a bill several years ago and have one on my desk. 
I also introduced one excluding wild-cat insurance companies 
from the mails, but a Republican House buried it; and yet we 


lation of commerce between the 
life insurance commerce between 
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hear something from the Republican side to-day about regulating 
insurance by excluding them from the mails, as though that was 
something new. Why, there is nothing new politically that is 
good that has not emanated from this side of the House at one 
time or another. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The commerce law of 1887, which we have, emanated from a 
distinguished son of Tennessee, Judge Reagan, of Texas, who 
so long adorned a place in this House, and the people of the 
great State of Texas elevated him to the United States Senate, 
where he blazed the way for the making of our antitrust law of 
1890, and he was the first man to introduce a bill in that body 
basing the law upon the commerce clause of the Constitution, 
where it rests to-day, and was the author of the criminal section 
of that act. 

Now, gentlemen, if this great Judiciary Committee of the 
House comes back here and reports that insurance is commerce 
and that there is “interstate” commerce insurance, why then 
the distinguished gentleman, in whose ability I have great con- 
fidence and whose learning in affairs converning that com- 
mittee commands my respect, the chairman of the committee, 
Mr. HEPBURN, can then take cha ge of this question. You 
might send it to the Committee on Ways and Means; but the 
first question I make is, you must first find your power to act. 

My distinguished friend from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn] says the 
Supreme Court wabbles on questions, that the Supreme Court 
criticises its own decisions and reverses itself sometimes, and he 
quoted Abraham Lincoln as saying that he would’ reverse a 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States. My God! 
that decision has never been reversed, and it never will be 
reversed by the Supreme Court of the United States. The effect 
of it was reversed as the result of four years of bloody war. 
That was the only way it was reversed. As far as I am con- 
cerned, I do not want to talk about slavery. I am glad we have 
no more black slaves, and I am opposed to the making of any 
more white slaves, either men or women, widows or orphans, 
and hence I speak here to-day. 

Now, suppose that the committee report that this insurance 
is commerce. It looks to me as though it is saying, practically, 
indirectly, to the Supreme Court of the United States, Won't 
you please reverse yourselves? We have so many thieves in 
this country that they are about to run over us, and the Con- 
gress of the United States is the only power that is capable of 
legislating on this subject. Therefore, will you please reverse 
yourselyes just as a matter of accommodation? You would 
favor us very much if you would.” Now, I say, with all 
due respect to the gentleman who proposed to reach this ques- 
tion by Federal legislation based on the commerce clause, that 
is the way it looks to me. I have great respect for that court, 
and I have absolute respect for every member on the other 
side of the House and on this, but when the Supreme Court of 
the United States since 1868 has held, and the State courts 
from time immemorial have passed on this question and have 
held, that“ the business of insurance is not commerce,” how ean 
we come along here and say it is commerce? Can we say black 
is white and make it so? How can we say that when we know 
it is not so? That would be a legislative falsehood. I submit 
it is nothing in the world but an indirect request to the Supreme 
Court to reverse its own holdings on this question. 

But what is the effect of it? Suppose they pass a law and the 
Supreme Court should not reverse itself, but refuses absolutely 
to aid or abet, directly or indirectly, the proposition to regulate 
insurance by the commerce clause. We will then be in a worse 
fix than ever before. These corporations will say, “It stands 
confessed that the States can not grapple with this question; 
the Congress of the United States is bigger than the States, and 
the Supreme Court of the United States has decided, as Con- 
gress might have known at first, that it will not swallow its 
own decisions which it has been delivering for the last thirty- 
seven years.” Then they would say, We are unbridled. The 
States can not control us, the Federal Congress can not control 
us, and now we have everybody at our mercy,” and instead of 
obeying the divine injunction, “Feed my lambs,” their motto 
will be “ Skin the lambs,” whether they are widows or orphans. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Shear them. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. They do worse than that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, where are the reforms coming from in 
this country now? I ask the distinguished gentleman who has 
charge of this matter, Where are the reforms coming from? 
Are they coming from Congressional investigations or are they 
coming from investigations by State legislatures and local au- 
thorities? When has Pennsylvania ever undertaken to have a 
“laundry day?" We had one yesterday. The Democrats have 
laundry days, but the Republicans never do. 

I know Mayor Weaver, and I am glad that the good people of the 
city of Philadelphia have awakened from their anzsthetic condi- 
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tion that immense wealth has caused. I talked with one of the 
splendid citizens of the glorious old historic city of Philadelphia 
and asked him why it was there was so much moral decay there. 
I will get to other cities in a moment, and if I omit any, just 
tell me. He replied, “ Mr. Garnes, the thieves and the rascals 
have got charge of all the machinery, and we all have secure 
our corner lots and our money is locked up in vaults, and as 
long as they will not steal our vaults and our corner lots we are 
willing to let them have the balance, and we just go to sleep 
and wake up and live along in that way.” 

But, gentlemen, the people of Philadelphia awoke. I do not 
know exactly who started it. I hope, as a matter of party 
pride, that some good Republican started it. They awoke and 
turned the wretches out. Conditions were so decayed there 
that I am sorry as a lawyer to say that Mayor Weaver, that 
gallant little man, could not hire a lawyer in Philadelphia who 
had sense enough to conduct the investigation and had to cross 
over to the city of New York to get a lawyer to help him to 
turn those rascals out. The best lawyers, for a living, per- 
mitted themselves to be employed by unrighteous clients, pro- 
fessional grafters, who wrought this moral decay in that city. 
Honest lawyers, if you please, permitted themselves to be re- 
tained against pure government, pure governmental policies, to 
such an extent the mayor had to leave Philadelphia to get 
proper legal assistance. Shame upon the lawyers of Phila- 
delphia, or any other place under the broad canopy of heaven, 
that would permit themselves, for the loye of money, to sell 
their birthright, to hire out to defend the professional robbers 
of those people, or to fight gainst their own ideas of a righteous 
governmental policy. 

But, gentlemen, the people of Philadelphia have cleaned out 
Philadelphia. 

How did the State of Missouri stop her frauds and moral 
decay? Did they come and ask the Congress to do it? Why, 
not by a great long shot. It started from a little humble fel- 
low, and he was born in the State of Tennessee [laughter]— 
little Joe Folk. And I want you to distinctly understand, gen- 
tlemen, you may not know it, but all the great men have not 
left Tennessee yet. [Laughter.] I will tell you, gentlemen, that 
I can pick out 200 lawyers in the city of Nasvhille that can put 
the thieves and robbers and plunderers of Philadelphia or any 
other city of this country in the penitentiary, if they will give 
them the sinews of war. 

A Memaser. And a jury. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, it may be that you couldn't 
easily get a jury, but I would keep on trying until I did do it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me get back to the proposition on 
which I was dwelling. Reforms begin down among the plain 
people, and not a thousand miles away from the evils in issue. 
That is where they start. You know we have been trying to 
clean out some of the Bureaus in this Government for years. 
Have we done it? We have cleaned them out all around Wash- 
ington and left her a magnificent oasis. [Laughter.] Gentle- 
men, the Democrats will have the biggest laundry“ when we 
get in in a year or two from now that you ever heard about. 
And I tell you, gentlemen, we will show you then where the 
rascals are, and we will use lye soap. Oh, I have come in con- 
tact with some of them, and I have been after them with a 
pitchfork. I am not done with them. [Laughter.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, if Congress can, let us outlaw insurance 
thieves, but do so within the limits of the Constitution, for 
God’s sake and for the sake of the country let us at least take 
care of its dismembered parts. If Congress can help out, 
legally, the States who are trying to help themselves in this 
great struggle, let us not turn our backs upon the effort. Surely 
the people of this country are asking for it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, what distresses me is the fact that because 
the President, a straightforward, honest, courageous man, has 
found a lot of frauds and rascals in the Departments and turned 
them out and is trying to punish the guilty, and because he is 
trying to enforce the law the people are reflecting upon them- 
selves and upon us by saying that “it seems as if the Presi- 
dent is the only honest man in office in the country.” To tell 
the truth, they are sending to him and asking his advice, asking 
him to help clean out the Augean stables, as if he was the only 
officer in the whole country who is honest. Shame upon the 
morals of the people in the States! The law can make no man 
an honest man. It may prevent him from being a desperado, 
but God Almighty makes the honest man. [Applause.] The 
law helps the honest man to put the dishonest one where he 
ought to go. It is a sad commentary that the people are looking 
at this one man in the White House to lead them out of this 
horrible and terrible abyss of corruption, fraud, and oppression 
of all sorts done by Democrats and Republicans, 
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The President has his faults. I have told him of some of 


them to his face and on the floor of this House. [Laughter.] 
I haye extolled his virtues on the floor of this House and on 
a hundred “stumps” this summer, on the ground, and in the 
train, and on horseback. [Laughter.] I hope and believe he 
will stand firm. I haye done what I could to put that infernal 
outlaw—the head of Duke’s Tobacco Company—in the peniten- 
tiary, where I believe he belongs and will at a near day go there. 
So long as the great God gives me a voice, so long as he gives me 
the little gray matter that is left in my head, the little spark 
of love I have for my mother and my country, I shall never 
let up on that vampire until I see him behind the bars. He 
has been robbing my people under the forms of law. He has 
been at the head of an international and Federal trust, and the 
tobacco farmers have been stirred up in Tennessee and Kentucky, 
in decency and in order, and within the limits of the law, 
thirty thousand strong, blacks and whites, old and young, rich 
and poor, have banded together to defend their homes and 
firesides, waiting until the Attorney-General can give them 
relief, by injunction, and indictments against this vampire. 

Now, as I say, the people were stirred up, and when they were 
what did they do? 

They said, “ You haye got to give us a living price for our 
tobacco; it cost us 6 cents to raise it, and you have been paying 
us ‘a cent, a cussing, and nothing,” as my friend John B. 
Allen says—in fact, paid them last year an average of 4 cents. 
And what did they have to do when they got our tobacco this 
year? They paid us about 8.89 cents for every pound they 
bought. That was not the result of my efforts nor the efforts 
of any other one man. Not at all. There was John B. Allen, 
of Clarksville, Tenn.; there was STANLEY, of Kentucky, and 
OLLIE JAMES, of Kentucky; Joel B. Fort, of Springfield, Tenn., 
and Felix G. Ewing, of the farmers’ hearts, a plain, little, red- 
headed farmer down at Glenraven, Tenn., the chairman of the 
executive committee, and his five or six associates. x 

It was the stirring up of people's sensibilities to hate a law- 
breaker, that really did the work. It was arousing the people 
and telling them what their rights are. It was going home 
and stirring up the old-fashioned, genuine Americanism, which 
has brought this righteous result about. 3 

Gentlemen, before we get rid of the insurance frauds in New 
York or in Philadelphia or in Missouri or in Ohio, or dear old 
Tennessee—where, so far as I know, there are none—we must 
stir the people up at home and make them enforce the laws at 
home, just as Mayor Weaver is enforcing the laws in the great 
city of Philadelphia, and Joe Folk enforced them in the State of 
Missouri; as they are fixing to do in Ohio. 

Now, suppose you pass your insurance law based on this 
commerce clause, where are you going to get your juries to 
conyict, if the people are too rotten at home to punish under 
their home laws? As somebody said here a while ago, where 
will you get honest juries to convict under the Federal law? 
The President has said a wise thing, which some of the gentle- 
men on the other side have unwisely overlooked, in his message 
on this subject. He says: 

Of course the only complete remedy for this condition must be found 
in an aroused public conscience, a higher sense of ethical conduct in 
the 5 at large, and especially among business men and in the 
great profession of the law— 

I am glad to find that—“ in the great profession of the law ”— 
that is something he said I had overlooked. He continues: 

And in the great profession of the law, and in the growth of the 


spirit which condemns all dishonesty, whether in rich man or in poor 
man, in the shape of bribery or of blackmail. - 


The President says you may pass the law, and he does not 
say we can base it on the commerce clause either, and make it 
constitutional. He puts it, if, He says the only way to 
exterminate fraud and blackmail and stealth is to stir up the 
morals of the people; stir up the people at home, in the States. 
Now, I have said a great deal more on this subject than I in- 
tended. I did not intend to speak when I came here to-day. 

I just recall a point which I will discuss and then conclude. 

Mr. Justice White, in the Hooper case, in 1894, and Mr, Jus- 
tice McKenna, in 1900, in the Missouri case that I cited a while 
ago, reported in 178 United States, at page—let me get the page 
correctly, because I want my distinguished friend from New 
York [Mr. Payne] to read down to date; I do not want him to 
depend on himself exclusively in getting down to the kernel of 
the proposition which he did not discuss this morning—at page 
389, New York Life Insurance Company v. Crayen. Here Mr. 
Justice McKenna reviews the whole proposition, to wit, that a 
State can create and limit a corporation; that it can create and 
limit the rights of its own corporation, and that it can admit to 


418 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 14, 


or exclude from its borders a foreign corporation. Let us read 
what Mr. Justice White says: 


The principle that the right of a fore corporation to engage in 
iness within a State other than that of its creation depends solely 
upon the will of such other State has been long settled, and many 
of its application have been illustrated by the decisions of this 
court. (Bank Augu v. a Feer Pet., 519; Lafayette Ins. Co. v. 
French, 18 How., 404; Society for d Coite, 6 Wall., 594; Provi- 
dent Institution’ v. Massa tts, 6 Wall., 611; Hamilton Co. v. 
Massachusetts, 6 Wall., 632; Paul v. Virginia, 8 Wall., 168; Ducat v. 
Chi , 10 Wall., 410; State Tax on Railway Gross Receipts, 15 Wall., 
$84: Railroad Co. v. Peniston, 18 Wall., 5; Delaware d Tax 
Case, 18 Wall., 206; State Railroad Tax Cases, 92 U. S., 575; Phila- 
delphia and Southern Steamship Co. v. Pennsyivania, 123 U. S., 326; 
fornia v. Central Pacific Railroad Co., 127 Ù. S., 1; Home Insurance 
Co. v. New York, 134 U. S., 594; Maine v. Grand Trunk Railway, 142 
U. S., 217; Ashley v. Ryan, 153 U. S., 436, 445.) 


Then the opinion goes on to state that if the corporation is 
engaged in interstate commerce the State can not stop it from 
operating in that State, and it is so held in the Crutcher case 
and in the Pierce Waters oil case. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I desire to interrupt the gentleman to 
make a suggestion in an interrogative way. Does he not think 
it healthy, does he not think it a good thing, that insurance is 
not interstate commerce? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Because if it were interstate commerce 
they could protect themselves under the shield of the Constitu- 
tion and prevent the people of the States escaping this evil. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is true. The distinguished 
gentleman has interrupted me on a matter I was coming to— 
at least I thought I was coming to—with the light that he 
always sheds on every question, which even Republicans must 
acknowledge. Well, now, the next proposition that Judge White 
discussed and Judge McKenna discussed is the vital one here, 
gentlemen. It seems to me to be the crux of the legal proposi- 
tion as decided by Mr. Justice Field in the Pensacoln Telegraph 
case, that when the Government creates a corporation to engage 
and it engages in interstate business.the State can not interfere 
with it. Justice White in the Hooper case also said: 


While there are exceptions to this rule, they embrace only cases 
where a corporation created by one State rests its right to enter another 
and engage in business therein upon the Federal nature of its business, 
as, for instance, where it has derived its being from an act of Con- 
gress, has become a lawful agency for the performance of gov- 
ernmental or quasigovernmental functions or where it is necessarily 
an instrumentality of interstate commerce, or its business constitutes 
such commerce, and is therefore solely within the paramount authority 
of Congress. In these cases the exceptional business is protected 
against interference by State authority. The reasons e which the 
exceptions to the general rule are based have been often explained. 

Western Union Tel. Co. v. Texas, 105 U. S. R., 460; Gloucester v. 
n., 114 U. S. R., 122, U. S., 1 205; 1 Interstate Com. Rep. 308 ; 
McCall v. California, 104, 110; 3 Interstate Com. Rep., 178; Pickard 
v. Pullman Southern Car Co., 117 U. S., 34; Robbins v. Shelby Co., 
120 U. S., 489; 1 Interstate Com. Rep., 45; Leloup v. Mobile, 127 U. S., 
640; 2 Interstate Com. Rep., 134; Asher v. Texas, 128 U. S., 129.) 
. In. the case first cited the precedents were fully reviewed and the 
governing reasons of the law upon this subject were clearly elucidated. 

The contention here is that, inasmuch as the contract was one for 
marine insurance, it was a matter of interstate commerce, and as such 
beyond the reach of State authority and included among the excep- 
tions to the general rule. This proposition involves an erroneous con- 
ception of what constitutes interstate commerce. That the business 
of insurance does not generally appertain to such commerce has been 
settled since the case of Paul v. Virginia, supra. (See also Phila- 
delphia Fire Asso, v. New York, 119 U. S., 110 30: 342), and author!- 
ties there cited.) 

Whilst it is true that in Paul v. Virginia and in most of the cases 
in which it has been followed the particular contract under considera- 
tion was for insurance inst fire, the 53 upon which these 
cases were decided involved the question of whether a contract of in- 
surance of any kind constituted interstate commerce. The court in 
reaching its conclusion upon this question was not concerned with any 
matter of distinction between marine and fire insurance, but proceeded 
upon a broad analysis of the nature of interstate commerce and of the 
relation which insurance contracts generally (654) bear thereto. Thus 
in Paul v. Virginia, the court, speaking through Mr. Justice Field, said: 

* Tssul a policy of insurance is not a transaction of commerce. 
The policies are simply contracts of indemnity against loss by fire, 
entered into between the corporations and the assured, for a consider- 
ation balg by the latter. hese contracts are not articles of com- 
merce in any proper meaning of the word. They are not subjects of 
trade and barter, offered in the market as something having an ex- 
istence and valne independent of the rties to them. They are not 
commodities to be shipped or forwarded from one State to another 
and then put up for sale. = are like other personal -contracts 
between parties which are completed by their signature and the trans- 
fer of the consideration. Such contracts are not interstate transac- 
tions, though the parties may be domiciled in different States. The 

licies do not take effect—are not executed contracts—until delivered 

the agent In Virginia. They are, then, local transactions, and are 
governed by the local law. hey do not constitute a rt of the 
commerce between the States any more than a contract for the pur- 
chase and sale of in Virginia by a citizen of New York whilst 
in Virginia would constitute a portion of such commerce.” 

This language was reiterated in the case of Philadelphia Fire Asso- 
ciation v. New York, supra. In Crutcher v. Kentucky, supra, the court, 
in applying the exception to the general rule, held that the State of 


Kentucky was without power to prevent a ration engaged in inter- 
state commerce from anatomy | that State and carrying on its business 
therein, and also pointed out the distinction between the making of con- 
tracts of insurance and interstate commerce, or the necessary instru- 
mentalities thereof, as follows: 

The ease is entirely different from that of foreign corporations seek- 
ing to do a business which does not beiong to the regulating power of 
Congress. The insurance business, for example, can not be carried on 
in a State by a foreign c ration without complying with all the 
conditions Imposed by the ation of that State. So with regard to 
manufacturing corporations, and all other corporations whose business 
is of a local and domestic nature, which would include express com- 
panies whose business is confined to points and places wholly within 

State. The cases to this effect are numerous.” 

It is evident, then, as we have said above, that the attempt to so 
distinguish between policies of marine insurance and policies of fire 
insurance as to reach the deduction that there is a constitutional dif- 
ference between the business of a corporation 3 pokea of one 
kind and that of a corporation dealing in licies o e other kind, 
which affects the question of a State's authority to control the busi- 
ness of either, is based upon a fundamental misconception of the nature 
of the constitutional provision relied upon. It ignores the real dis- 
tinction upon which the rule and its exceptions are based and 
which consists in the diference between interstate commerce or an 
instrumentality thereof on the one side and the mere incidents which 
may attend the carrying on of such commerce on the other. This dis- 
tinction has always been carefully observed and is clearly defined by 
the authorities cited. If the power to regulate interstate commerce 
applied to all the incidents to which such commerce might give rise 
and to all contracts which might be made in the course of its trans- 
action that power would embrace the entire sphere of mercantile ac- 
tivity in any way connected with trade between the States, and would 
une State control over many contracts purely domestic in their 
nature. 

The business of insurance is not commerce. The contract of insur- 
ance is not an instrumentality of commerce. The making of such a 
contract is a mere incident of commercial Intercourse, and in this 
respect there is no difference whatever between insurance against fire 
and insurance against “ the perils of the sea.” 

The State of California has the power to exclude foreign insurance 
companies altogether from her territory, whether they were formed 
for the gy Sng of doing a fire or a marine business. She has the 
power, if s allows any such com ies to enter her confines, to 
determine the conditions on which the entry shall be made. And as 
a necessary consequence of her possession of these powers she has 
the right to enforce iy Soe yong imposed by her laws as 9 
to the transaction of siness within her confines by a foreign cor- 
poration, whether the business is to be carried on through officers or 
through ordinary agents of the company; and she has also the further 
right to prohibit a citizen from contracting, within her jurisdiction 
with any foreign compass which has not acquired the privil 0 
engaging in business therein, either in his own behalf or through an 
agent empowered to that end. ‘The power to exclude embraces the 
power to regulate—to enact and enforce all legislation in regard to 
things done within the territory of the State which may be directly 
or incidentally requisite in order to render the enforcement of the con- 
ceded power efficacious to the fullest extent, subject always, of course, 
to the paramount authority of the Constitution of the United States. 

In the argument at bar it was admitted that If the contract is to be 
considered as made in California, then this case is governed by the 
forssonig principles, unless the business of a foreign company writing 
marine insurance is protected by the interstate-commerce clause of the 
Constitution, which, as we have seen, is not the case. 


Now, then, gentlemen, let us reason together. What I have 
said is without any ill feeling to anybody m this House. If 
anything is my strong suit it is love for my fellow-man, and the 
next is hate toward those who are rotten and evil doers. I 
despise rottenness ; I despise oppression; I despise anything that 
oppresses my neighbor or the people. I may not be very reli- 
gious, but I love my neighbor very nearly as much as I do 
myself—not quite as much, I will be fair to say, as myself— 
although I do not really know how much I do love myself—and 
I will tell you who my nearest neighbor is. He is a small inde- 
pendent tobacco manufacturer, I buy my cigars of him. 
Now, gentlemen, if the public morals of my State or the State 
of Missouri or any other State of this country become so cor- 
rupt that you can not enforce your State insurance laws, will 
you please tell me how you are going to get the Federal officers, 
who are always incorruptible enough, to enforce them? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Certainly, I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to interrupt my friend 
long enough to suggest to him that the Hon. William D. Vandi- 
ver, long time a Member of this House, now insurance commis- 
sioner of the State of Missouri, is after these insurance com- 
panies hotfooted. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Exactly, as he was after every 
species of injustice when he was a Member of Congress. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And they have appealed to the Fed- 
eral courts to try to choke him off. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Exactly, and if he gets a good 
chance before the Federal court he will do the choking, and I 
hope he will choke off every rotten insurance company in his 
State. He found out they had been invading the rights of 
widows and orphans. He found it out by their own admission, 
and he said to them, Tou must come up here and show me 
clean hands or I will withdraw your licenses,” and that “If 
you fai] you shall not operate in this State.” 

We are no better than our people. Appointees are no better 
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than the appointing power, and vice versa. If we represent a 
corrupt people, we are sure to be moral cowards. Then if we are 
so corrupt in the States that they can not enforce the laws, will 
you please tell me where are we to find angels to enforce the 
law? After all, we must get back to the very mud sills of 
society, to the homes and firesides of the country that are re- 
moved from the contaminating influences of city life. From 
there you will find most of our illustrious soldiers have come; 
from there you will find the most of our best citizens have 
come, according to population. There you will find people 
have not become corrupt or debased by hunting for filthy lucre 
and have not turned their fingers into tongs of graft and greed: 
their hearts are not ulcerated with commercialism. It is in 
the sweet little homes of dear old Tennessee, where the gourd 
vine hangs, that you will find true happiness; it is in the humble 
home that you will find deep, honest convictiosn, true virtue; 
there you will find the old man, with his wife, his daughter, his 
son, talking of “the good old days”—gone forever—deploring 
public and private depravity of these days, that his son may 
avoid riches if it costs his good name. [Applause.] 

It is from the highways and byways of the country, in a large 
measure, that cities that become corrupt, receive new examples 
of strong, rugged manhood. Cities are revived and renewed by 
the country girl who comes to the town and makes a good 
mother, by the country boy who comes in and grows to be a 
great and good citizen. There, gentlemen, is the final hope of 
our country if present conditions continue. 

You may make all the laws you please to correct all the evils 
you please; but after all, with diminishing exceptions, to enforce 
them you will have to go back to the place where you find men 
who hate graft and greed, who have shed their lifeblood, who 
have shouldered the musket in the past, and if necessary will do 
so again, to defend our liberty, to maintain the Constitution, to 
uphold the law, to refine home and protect wife and children. 
God saye the country home, bless the city mansion, and save us 
all! [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. SHERLEY rose. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Surntrx] how much time he desires? f 

Mr. SHERLEY. I would like to be recognized in my own | 
right. 8 
. PAYNE. How much time? | 

Mr. SHERLEY. Probably ten or fifteen minutes. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman | 
from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman from Kentucky desire to go | 
on now or to-morrow ? 

Mr. SHERLEY. It is immaterial. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration House 
resolution No. 42, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of 
the following title: 

S. 410. An act to authorize the Rock Island, Arkansas and 
Louisiana Railroad Company to construct a bridge across 
Ouachita River and other navigable rivers in the State of 
Arkansas. 


LEAVE OF ARSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
McDermott on account of illness. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 
45 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: =. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for the Western Branch of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of deficiency appropriation for transportation of the 
Army and its supplies—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for encampment of militia, con- 
struction of cable ship and wharf at Fort Revere, Mass.—to 
the Committees on Appropriations and Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the commissioner of the Freedman’s Savings 
and Trust Company, submitting the annual report for December 
1, 1905—to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for relief of persons who sustained 
damage by reason of accident at Rock Island Arsenal—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, except 
the document of the Fifty-eighth Congress. 

A letter from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, transmitting the annual report of the Commission—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of survey of Anacostia 
River Flats, with opinion of the Attorney-General as to the own- 
ership thereof—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed, with maps. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and sur- 
vey of Cape Porpoise Harbor, Maine—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with maps. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Deckers Creek, West Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of har- 
bor at Caseyville, Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 


| ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and sur- 


vey of Occoquan Creek, Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with maps. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of resurvey of Savannah 
Harbor, Georgia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 


| ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, submit- 
ting an additional estimate for the maintenance of the assistant 
custodianship and janitor service during the present fiscal year— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: : 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
5301) setting aside a portion of the proceeds of the sales of 
public lands in the Philippine Islands for school purposes, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 4); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 8093) to extend the provi- 
sions of the pension act of June 27, 1890, to each and every 
company and organization organized for the defense of the 
Union in Missouri during the war of the rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: A bill (H. R. 8094) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions 
upon certain harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United 
Sein to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 8095) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Columbia, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 8096) to amend section 6 of an 
act entitled “An act prescribing regulations for the Soldiers’ 
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Home located at Washington, D. C., and for other purposes ”— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8097) to pro- 
vide an additional district judge for the district of Alaska, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8098) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to construct a bridge across the Spokane River, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8099) to provide for 
the construction of a bridge and approaches thereto across the 
Missouri River at or near Council Bluffs, lowa—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8100) authorizing the examination as a 
witness of the husband or wife of the defendant in criminal 
cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 8101) making an appropria- 
tion for the improvement and repair of the national cemetery 
near Fort Scott, Kans., and the improvement of the Government 
road leading thereto—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 8102) to amend sections 4886 
and 4887 of the Revised Statutes, relating to patents—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 8103) author- 
izing the construction of a bridge between Fort Snelling Reser- 
vation and St. Paul, Minn.—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 8104) to require 
internal-revenue collectors to furnish clerks of State courts 
with lists of all persons, firms, and corporations within their 
respective districts who have paid special taxes as wholesale 
or retail dealers in spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8105) to prohibit internal-revenue officers 
from receiving special taxes from any person, firm, or corpo- 
ration for the carrying on of the business of a brewer, manu- 
facturer of stills, rectifier of distilled spirits, whelesale or 
retail dealer in spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors in communi- 
ties where the carrying on of such business is prohibited by 
local laws, and to prescribe punishment for its violation—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 8106) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Charleroi, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 8107) extending the public- 
land laws to certain lands in Wyoming—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8108) to extend the homestead laws to cer- 
tain lands in the Yellowstone Forest Reserve—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ANDRUS: A bill (H. R. 8109) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at the city of Yonkers, N. Y.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 8110) to provide for enlarging 
and improving the United States building at Aurora, III.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 8111) authorizing 
the erection of a post-office building at Gainesville, Ga.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 8112) providing 
for rank and pay for certain retired officers of the Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 8113) to increase the limit of 
the appropriation for a public building at Deadwood, S. Dak.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8114) to set apart certain lands in the State 
of South Dakota as a public park, to be known as the Battle 
Mountain Sanitarium Park—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8115) to establish mining experiment sta- 
tions, to aid in the development of the mineral resources of the 
United States, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 8116) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a building 
thereon at the port of Lewes, in the State of Delaware—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 8117) to 
promote public education by giving free transmission through 
the mails to certain educational publications—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8118) to grant grazing privi- 
leges to homestead settlers and holders of small farms in the 
arid and semiarid land region, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 8119) providing for the elec- 


tion of a Delegate to the House of Representatives from the dis- 
trict of Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8120) to 
provide for the erection of a monument at the battlefield of Get- 
tysburg te commemorate the services of the Signal Corps of the 
United States Army during the war of the rebellion—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8121) to amend an act ‘to increase the pen- 
sion of Mexican war survivors to $12, approved March 3, 1903— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 8122) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Sumter, S. C.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 8128) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Americus, Ga., and appropriating money therefor—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8124) to amend section 5136 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, permitting national banking 
associations to make loans on real estate as security, and limit- 
ing the amount of such loans—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8125) to construct and build a road from 
Andersonville Station, on the Central Railroad of Georgia, to 
the Prison Park and national cemetery, and so forth—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8126) to provide for the payment of in- 
terest on all money now deposited, or hereafter deposited, in 
national banks of the United States—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8127) for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Hawkinsville, Ga., and appropriating money 
therefor—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8128) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Cordele, in the State of 
Georgia, and appropriating money therefor—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8129) to improve road from Andersonville 
railroad station to Prison Park, and so forth—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 8130) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Minneapolis, in the State of Minnesota—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 8131) to prohibit the wear- 
ing of the uniform of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, or 
revenue service of the United States, and so forth—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 8132) to amend 
an act entitled “An act making an apportionment of Repre- 
sentatives in Congress among the several States under the 
Twelfth Census "—to the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8133) to pro- 
vide for the infliction of corporal punishment upon all male 
persons convicted of willfully beating their wives, and the man- 
ner and place of inflicting the said punishment, and the officers 
by whom the same is to be infiicted—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SULZER: A resolution (H. Res. 91) concerning the 
frigate Constitution—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: A resolution (H. Res. 92) providing for the 
appointment of an additional standing committee, to be known 
as the Committee on Insurance—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LOUD: A resolution (H. Res. 93) authorizing inves- 
tigation of the United States Naval Academy at Annapolis— 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A resolution (H. Res. 94) authorizing 
the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills to appoint a 
janitor of said committee—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A resolution (H. Res. 95) authorizing the 
appointment of a janitor in the office of the file, journal, and 
printing clerks—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A resolution (H. Res. 96) 
authorizing the appointment of a stenographer to the Commit- 
tee on Revision of the Laws—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. ESCH: A resolution (H. Res. 97) concerning the com- 
pensation of the chief pages of the House of Representatives— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Memorial from the governor and 
legislature of the State of Utah, indorsing the Brownlow Dill 
for improving the public highways and urging its passage by 
Congress—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial from the governor and legislature of Utah, 
asking Congress for a grant of land for a State park—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
oe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 8134) granting a pension to 
James F. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8135) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas M. Kirken—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8136) granting an increase of pension to 
A. Scroggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8137) granting 
an increase of pension to Nina Holyenstot—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8138) granting an increase of pension to 
Similde E. Forbes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8189) granting a pension to John H. 
Wynne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8140) granting a pension to Lucy 
Thomas—to the Committee on, Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8141) granting a pension to Catharine 
Leonard—to the Committee to Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8142) granting a pension to Edward G. 
Hansen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8143) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Ann Vaux—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8144) granting a pension to Ada J. Lass- 
well—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 8145) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Eliza Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8146) granting a pension to George J. 
Kraus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8147) granting a pension to Louise Holz— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8148) granting a pension to Lena Wein- 
reich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8149) to correct the military record of 
Arnold H. Gaffron—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8150) to correct the military record of 
Balsor Gudermuth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 8151) for the relief 
of Sanford A. Pinyon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8152) for the relief of William T. Ed- 
wards—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8153) for the relief of Soloman Taylor— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8154) granting a pension to Charles C. 
Howington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 8155) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry E. Seelye—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Loren H. Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8157) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton H. Wayne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8158) granting an increase of pension to 
L. P. Storms—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8159) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Leathers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8160) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8161) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Douglas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 8162) granting an increase 
of pension to William J. Renard—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 8163) for the relief of 
Daniel F. Ritehie—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8164) granting an increase of pension to 
Jackson Mays—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 8165) granting 
an increase of pension to John Keys—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH (by request): A bill (H. R. 8166) grant- 
ing a pension to Daniel Lane—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 8167) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert A. Edwards, jr—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8168) to fix the status of the Fifth and 
Sixth Regiments of Delaware Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8169) granting 
an 5 of pension to Eliza C. Jones —to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 8170) for the relief of 
James J. Bennett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8171) granting a pension to Lucinda M. 
Hutchins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8172) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Hollman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8173) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Wiltsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8174) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 8175) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Dulieu—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 8176) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas E. Bishop—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8177) for the 
relief of John Carr—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 8178) for the relief of 
Lewis Mock—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8179) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry McLean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 8180) granting an increase 
of pension to Edwin F. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8181) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin B. Noyes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 8182) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles E. Huson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8183) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry V. Stewart—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8184) granting a pension to William S. 
Foulke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 8185) for the relief of 
Robert C. Daley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8186) granting a pension to Samuel Hunter 
Knepley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8187) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas G. Elliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8188) granting an increase of pension to 
Jackson Gearheart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8189) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas T. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 8190) for the relief of 
Mrs. Abigail A. Stover—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8191) granting a pension to John Hobart— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8192) granting an increase of pension to 
Mildred A. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8193) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry B. Sibley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 8194) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha E. Read—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8195) granting an increase of pension to 
Myra Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8196) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas A. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8197) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin W. Willson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8198) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Richardson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8199) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert L. Lindsay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8200) granting an increase of pension to 
Irene M. Bush—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8201) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Burns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8202) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Guy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8203) granting an increase of pension to 
Phoebe B. Colton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 8204) granting an increase 
of pension to Ephraim P. Golden—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 8205) granting a pension to 
Leonora Ohl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 8206) granting an increase 
of pension to Carner ©. Welch—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8207) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel A. Proctor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8208) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli Brainard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8209) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Yockey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8210) granting an increase of pension to 
Matilda E. Nattinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

' By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 8211) for the relief of the 
RE of H, S. Simmons, deceased—to the Committee on War 
aims. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 8212) to amend the act 
approved March 15, 1878, entitled “An act for the relief of 
William A. Hammond, late Surgeon-General of the Army ”—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRONNA: A bill (H. R. 8213) granting an increase 
of pension to William Monteith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8214) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Slagg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 8215) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ira Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 8216) granting an increase of 
pension to Philipp Cline—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8217) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. J. Tayman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8218) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary C. Spangler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 8219) granting an increase of 
pension to James M. McKain—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

- Also, a bill (H. R. 8220) granting a pension to Helen I. 
McCoid—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8221) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Jackson Canife—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8222) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry B. Jordan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 8223) granting a pension to 
George Hovy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 8224) granting an increase 
of pension to William Weddington—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8225) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvester G. Hunter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 8226) grant- 
ing a pension to Laura B. Ihrie—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 8227) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of the estate of Lewis M. Maney—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8228) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of the estate of Benjamin Lillard, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 8229) granting a pension 
to Amanda J, Alvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8230) granting a pension to Martha Ran- 
kin—to the Committee on Inyalid ePnsions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8231) granting an increase of pension 
Jasper N. Woods—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8232) granting an increase of pension 
James M. Jared—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8233) granting an increase of pension 
Charles A. Power—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8234) granting an increase of pension 
Peter Case—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8235) granting an increase of pension 
John D. Tincher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8236) granting an increase of pension 
William E. Frith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8237) granting an increase of pension 
Noah Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8238) granting an increase of pension 
Elihu Wolf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8239) granting an increase of pension 
Isaac B. Dowdell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8240) granting an increase of pension 
Stephen Abernath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8241) granting an increase of pension 
Mary Venard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 8242) granting an 
increase of pension to John Alyes—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8243) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Warner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 8244) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to restore and pay Mary Kilcullen for mutilated 
currency—to the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8245) granting a pension to Frank R. 
Boyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8246) 
granting an Indian wars service pension to William Alex- 
ander—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 8247) granting an increase of 
pension to Sarah J. Littleton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8248) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah J. Crew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8249) granting 
a pension to Hannah Emerson—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8250) granting a pension to John M. 
Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8251) granting an increase of pension to 
Abel S. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 8252) for the relief of the ad- 
ministrator of the estate of Gotlob Groezinger—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. * 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 8253) granting an inerease 
50 pension to John Dolan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 8254) for the relief of Thomas 
Mundy, disabled by an accident at the life-saving station at 
Charlotte, N. Y.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KLEPPER: A bill (H. R. 8255) for the relief of the 
heirs of William W. Dougherty, late Indian agent at Warm 
Springs Agency, Oreg.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 8256) for the relief of Mrs. C. 
N. Graves—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEGARE: A bill (H. R. 8257) granting an increase 
of pension to Eli Woodbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 8258) for the relief of W. P. 
Dukes, postmaster at Rowesville, S. C.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8259) for the relief of the trustees of the 
German Lutheran Church, of Orangeburg, 8. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8260) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of J. H. Brantly, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8261) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Naloti Biraghi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8262) granting a pension to John N. Long 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8263) granting a pension to Margaret 
Hertel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8264) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon P. Weed—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 8265) for the relief of the heirs 
of S. D. Fuller—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8266) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of C. M. Bozeman, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8267) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Thomas W. Johnson, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8268) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. 
Tabitha W. Reese, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8269) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Wesley Turner, deceased—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8270) granting a pension to Cynthia 
Jones—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8271) granting a pension to Adaline 
Simons—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8272) granting a pension to Udariah 
English—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8273) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Pearson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8274) granting an increase of pension to 
Matilda Burks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 8275) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert Aucock—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 8276) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Maitland J. Freeman—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8277) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel S. Garst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 8278) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to issue patent to Keystone Camp, No. 2879, 
of the Modern Woodmen of America, to certain lands for ceme- 
tery purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
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By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 8279) for the relief of 
E. J. Seeds—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8280) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
G. Wright—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8281) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah C. Jones 
and Mrs. Lucy F. Tyler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8282) granting A 
pension to Mary J. Pearson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8283) granting a pension to Tilman Giles, 
alias Robert Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8284) for the 
relief of Aimee H. Keller—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCRBARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8285) 
granting an increase of pension to Daniel Sharpley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8286) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of George W. Smith—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 8287) granting a pension to 
James Marshel—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 8288) granting an increase of 
pension to Jonathan Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 8289) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaac J. Holt—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8290) granting an increase of pension to 
Lloyd D. Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 8291) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel S. Chase—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8292) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron W. Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8293) granting an increase of pension to 
Don Carlos Sinclair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8294) granting an increase of pension to 
Lyman Vose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R..8295) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry W. Hodsdon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8296) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorenzo Rockwood, alias George Rockwood—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8297) granting an increase of pension to 
Warren S. Rand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8298) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry R. Cowan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8299) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Ladd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8300) granting an increase of pension to 
Georgia D. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8301) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Clifford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8302) granting an increase of pension to 
Maurice Hayes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8303) granting a pension to W. B. Grindle— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINBY: A bill (H. R. 8304) for the relief of 
William B. Payne—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8305) granting a pension to Martha J. 
Kellogg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8306) granting a pension to William H. 
Pritchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8307) granting a pension to William C. 
Estill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8308) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8309) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. H. Westbrook—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8310) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Dill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8311) granting an increase of pension to 
David Lemon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8312) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram Sours—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8313) granting an increase of pension to 
D. W. Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8314) granting an increase of pension to 
David M. French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8315) granting an increase of pension. to 
Martin V. Cannedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: A bill (H. R. 8316) granting an increase 
5 pension to William Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
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By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 8317) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Eliza Thompson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 8318) granting an increase 
of pension to William Plunkett—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8319) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Gardner Stocks—to the Committee 
on Pensions. ~ 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8320) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew H. Hazlett—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8321) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. Spaulding—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8322) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Parsons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8323) granting an increase of pension to 
Mathias Stoffels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8324) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8325) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8326) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8327) granting an increase of pension to 
Jasper Reno—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8328) granting an increase of pension to 
Ira Grabill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8329) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. McWilliams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8330) granting an increase of pension to 
John Ashmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8331) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah p8 Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8332) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. McCrary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8333) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Honeywell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8334) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli Roth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8335) granting an increase of pension fo 
John T. Haryey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8336) granting an increase of pension to 
William Savage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8337) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Harlen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8338) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac S. Doan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8339) granting a pension to Vienna Ward— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8840) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas K. Virtue—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8841) granting an increase of pension to 
Jefferson Kisling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8342) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Russell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8343) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a. bill (H. R. 8344) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanda McConkey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8345) granting an increase of pension to 
L. Sherwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8346) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Lake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8347) granting an increase of pension to 
Rowlin T. Parkhurst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8348) granting an increase of pension to 
L. A. Persons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8349) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam F. Emge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8350) granting an increase of pension to 
De Witt Nash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8351) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8352) granting a pension to Emanuel 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8353) granting a pension to Ellen Mur- 
phy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8354) granting a pension to Margaret 
Pendergast—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8355) granting a pension to Thomas 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8356) granting a pension to M. E. Hal- 
derman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 14, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8357) granting a pension to Howard M. 
Stiles—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8358) granting a pension to William J. 
Warne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8359) granting a pension to Lora L. 
Warne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8360) for the relief of the personal repre- 
sentative of Jacob Bogert—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8361) for the relief of Daniel J. Ocker- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8362) for the relief of Mrs. M. E. Hal- 
derman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 8363) for the relief of A. M. Ellis—to 
the Committee on Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8364) for the relief of Charles H. War- 
ren—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8365) for the relief of C. A. Berry—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 8366) to correct the military record of 
William Vickory—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8367) to correct the military record of 
Stephen T. Campbell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8368) to correct the military record of 
Henry Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8369) to correct the military record of 
James Owens—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8370) granting the Court of Claims juris- 
diction to hear and determine the claim of widow, heirs, and 
personal representative of Thomas Page for Indian depreda- 
tion—to the Committee on Claims. i 

By. Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 8371) granting an in- 
crease of pension to August L. Schultz—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 8372) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George Quien—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8373)granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Weir—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8374) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen R. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 8375) for the relief of 
John B. Ford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8576) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary J. McConnell—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 8377) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to issue an honorable discharge to Joseph Bren- 
ise, late of Company A, Fiftieth Pennsylvania Veteran Volun- 
teer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8378) granting an increase of pension to 
John Parrish—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8379) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Wilhelm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8380) granting an increase of pension to 
John Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R/ 8381) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh E. Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8382) for the relief of Frederick Gray— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8283) granting an increase of pension to 
Capt. Henry Wilhelm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 8384) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Bostick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8385) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8386) granting an increase of pension to 
William Zigman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8387) granting a pension to Joseph C. 
Boyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8388) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Kimble—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8389) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Stiffler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8390) for the relief of William H. Bell, of 
Maryland—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8391) for the relief of Emanuel Mackley, of 
Carroll County, Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8392) for the relief of W. A. Bird, of 
Harford County, State of Maryland—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8393) for the relief of the heirs of Edmund 
Wolf—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8394) for the relief of Kate Kearney 
Henry, widow and executrix of James L. Henry, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8395) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter B. Hoffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8396) granting a pension to Worthington 
Fringer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8397) granting an increase of pension to 
Bernard Bowers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8398) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Walters—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 8399) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Calvin W. Osborn—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 8400) for the relief of 
George W. Ratcliff—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 8401) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Ballard—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. x 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 8402) granting an increase of 
pension to Fred Loeffier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEMS: A bill (H. R. 8403) granting an increase of 
penmon to James L. Rector—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
ons. s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8404) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8405) to correct 
the military record of John Sanspree—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. WILEY ef New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 8406) granting 
an increase of pension to Susan W. Selfridge—to the Committee 
on Pensions. : 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 8407) granting 
s pension to Patrick Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8408) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Prost—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8409) 
granting an increase of pension to George H. Stowits—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. y 


.CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXH, the Committee on the Public 
Lands was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
380) to authorize the sale of a portion of the Lower Brule 
Indian Reservation, in South Dakota, and for other purposes; 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the Modesto Irrigation Asso- 
ciation, of California, against San Francisco having reservoir 
site in Yosemite Park—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburg, 
against revision of tariff—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Moses B. Page— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mary J. Allhands— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Richard Larence— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Abel W. Payne— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Ulisses C. Powell— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Samuel O. Tod— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also paper to accompany bill for relief of Christopher S. 
Guthrie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of John M. Wells— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of J. A. Sachler and others, of 
Princeton, Pa., and Princeton Council, No. 402, favoring restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Thomas Carney and Samuel E. McCleary, to 
get Penrose and Dalzell bills, relative to pensioning prisoners of 
war, out of committee and aid in passing same—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James R. Todd—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: Petition of the Humane So- 
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ciety, against change of present law relative to live stock in 
transit—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

. Also, resolution of the legislature of California, for a parcels- 
post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of V. L. Mason, of Passaic, N. J., for single 
statehood for Arizona and New Mexico—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of the Humane Society, 
against any amendment to present law relative to live stock in 
transit—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Modesto Irrigation „ against 
San Francisco having reservoir sites in Yosemite Park—to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Resolution of the legislature of Mis- 
souri, for an appropriation for the Wisconsin River—to the 
Committtee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the legislature of Missouri, for an appro- 
priation for improvement of the Mississippi River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the legislature of Missouri, favoring an 
amendment to the Constitution for election of United States 
Senators by the people—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Henry Heil Chemical Company, of St. 
Louis, against enactment of pure-food legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Brown Shoe Company, for establishment 
of reciprocity relations with foreign countries—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 
= Also, petition of the Norwell-Shapleigh Hardware Company 
and others, of St. Louis, Mo., favoring change of postal laws— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BEDE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas 
Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Alonzo Douglas 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: Petition of citizens of Colorado, for re- 
peal of tariff on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the American 
Humane Association, against any amendment to the present law 
relative to transit of live stock—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, petition of Triumph Lodge, Ancient Order United Work- 
men, No. 68, of Pittsburg, favoring restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Modesco Irrigation Association, against 
San Francisco having water reservoirs in Yosemite Reserva- 
tion—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of George W. Patten and others, 
against change of Grout law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of F. E. Penny and others, favoring a parcels- 
post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Petitions of Washington Camp, No. 207, of 
Bowmansville, Pa., and Washington Camp, No. 557, of Lancas- 
ter, Pa., Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of the Duquesne Heights Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, of Pittsburg, for a constitutional amend- 
ment prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Mount Washington Presbyterian Church, 
of Pittsburg, Pa., for an amendment to the Constitution pro- 
hibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Petitions of heirs of W. S. Dudley, late 
of Cass County, Mo.; heirs of James W. Gregg, late of Cass 
County, Mo.; heirs of George W. Hockensmith, late of Cass 
County, Mo.; heirs of John Ament, late of Cass County, Mo.; 
Mrs. Susan Porter; heirs of Jesse Ragan, late of Cass County, 
Mo.; heirs of George W. Yancey, late of Cass County, Mo; 
W. H. Gibson, of Jackson County, Mo., and J. S. Torbert, re- 
questing reference of war claims to the Court of Claims under 
the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: Petition of the Brotherhood of 
Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers, of Anaconda, Mont., 
relating to wood alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Petition of Painters Union No. 178, of 
Ithaca, N. Y., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ESCH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Robert 
A. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of the American Bar Association and others, 
favoring present bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the public schools of 
Brooklyn, for legislation to preserve the frigate Oonstitution— 
to the Committee an Naval Affairs, 


Also, petition of the board of trustees of the sanitary dis- 
trict of Chicago, for appropriations—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the American Bar Association, the Merchants’ 
Association, and others, favoring present bankruptcy law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburg, 
favoring tariff revision and reciprocity with certain European 
countries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Samuel J. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Daniel A. Proctor— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of George Bruner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Ella T. Hopeman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Carrie C. Welch— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
estate of H. A. Simmons—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petitions of G. F. Brooks, Araminta Goolsby, A. Enochs, 
William H. Landrum, and W. H. Stovall, all of Tennessee, ask- 
ing reference of their respective claims to the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the Bowman Act—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
Martha Kates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Hand—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Harvey J. Fulmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Modesco Irrigation Association, against 
San Francisco haying reservoir sites in Yosemite Reservation— 
to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petitions of Hoboken Council, No. 384, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Pennsylvania; Robert Duthie, 
and others, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Paper to accompany bill for relief ot 
Irad Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: Petitions of Council No. 42, of Fountain City; 
Council No. 35, of New River; Council No. 53, of London; 
Council, No. 38, of Wooldridge, and Council No. 43, of Knoxville, 
all in Tennessee, Junior Order United American Mechanics, fa- 
voring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HAY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Philipp 
Cline—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of council of Hart- 
ford, Conn., for preservation of the New Hampshire forests—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of John Alves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John W. Warner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNT: Resolution of the senate and assembly of 
California, for a parcels post—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Trans-Mississippi Commercial Congress, 
for improvement of harbors on the Gulf and Pacific coast—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Isaac Witherwax—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John Dolan—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Papers to accompany bill for promotion and 
retirement of John W. Dillenback—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Joseph Glassic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Resolution of the Massachusetts legis- 
lature, for free trade between United States and Canada—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Massachusetts EET for removal 
of duty on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Massachusetts legislature, for a con- 
stitutional amendment regulating hours of labor—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Indian Association of Stockbridge, Mass., 
for legislation in behalf of the Indians—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of George Quien—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Hartford (Conn.) city council, for preser- 
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vation of the New Hampshire forests—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
W. S. Fears—to the Committee on War Claims. f 

By Mr. PAYNE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Jona- 
than Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Joshua Parnell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of estate of H. West— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of the Bethlehem Indian 
Association, favoring legislation for Indians in California—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of the National Council of the 
Osage Indians, for one county for Osage Reservation—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Patrick Weir—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Ellen R. Graham— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petitions of the David 
Foser Company, the Western Show Company, the Minnesota 
Mercantile Company, and the Worrell Company, of Stillwater ; 
French, Finch & Henry, William Weiskopf, and Weyerhaeuser & 
Co., of St. Paul, Minn., for two kinds of mail matter only and 
j-cent postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of the retail grocers and business men of St 
Paul, against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the business men of St. Paul and Minneapolis, 
for an amendment of the bankruptcy law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Ninth District Group of Minnesota Bank- 
ers, for repeal of the bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the legislature of Minnesota, for opening 
to settlement certain lands in the Chippewa Reservatjon—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the St. Paul Rod and Gun Club, for bill H. R. 
9302, for untaxed denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the St. Paul Commercial Club, against 
amendment of the Morris bill—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Ramsey County Medical Society, of 
St. Paul, Minn, favoring the pure food and drugs bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petitions of the American Bar Association, 
the Commercial Law League of America, the Merchants’ Asso- 
ciation of New York, the National Board of Trade, and the 
National ‘Association of Credit Men, favoring the bankruptcy 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of John A. Layton—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Elijah D. Guthrie— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Henry Good—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ben- 
jamin F. Heald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 


FR max, December 15, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. Hate. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 
FRUTOS TOMAS PLAZA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting a letter addressed 
to the President of the United States, received from His Excel- 
lency the President of Ecuador, expressing thanks for the action 
of the Congress of the United States in authorizing Frutos 
Tomas Plaza, a citizen of Ecuador, to receive instruction at the 
Military Academy at West Point; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PENALTY FOR EXTORTION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, together with 
the draft of a bill to amend section 5481 of the Revised Stat- 


utes of the United States, relative to the punishment of officers 
of the United States guilty of extortion; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS’ ADDITIONAL HOMESTEADS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, together with 
the draft of a bill to repeal section 2306 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, relative to the soldiers’ additional 
homestead law; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUNISHMENT FOR EMBEZZLEMENT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, together with 
the draft of a bill to amend section 5491 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, relative to punishment of officers or 
agents of the United States guilty of embezzlement; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUNISHMENT FOR PERJURY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, together with 
the draft of a bill to amend section 5392 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, relative to the punishment of persons 
guilty of perjury; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
8 to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
Print 

ATTENDANCE OF WITNESSES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, together 
with the draft of a bill to amend an act entitled “An act pro- 
viding for the compulsory attendance of witnesses before regis- 
ters and receivers of the Land Office; “ which, with the aceom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RECEIVERS FOR LAND DISTRICTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, together 
with the draft of a bill to abolish the office of receivers of 
publie moneys for land districts, and for other purposes; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, together 
with the draft of a bill to empower officers, clerks, inspectors, 
agents, and employees of the United States to administer oaths, 
and for other purposes; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TITLE TO PUBLIC LANDS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, together 
with the draft of a bill to punish persons who fraudulently 
obtain, or attempt to obtain, title to public lands, and for other 
purposes; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROwWNINd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 48) to pay the officers and 
employees of the Senate and House of Representatives their 
respective salaries for the month of December, 1905, on the 20th 
day of said month; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the board of 
directors of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association of 
Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Columbia 
Heights Citizens’ Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the operation of street 
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railways in the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Columbia Heights Citizens’ 
Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the establishment of building lines in 
the District of Columbia on streets less than 90 feet in width; 
which was reférred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I present a petition of divers temperance 
associations, relative to the sale of intoxicating liquors. The 
petition is very brief. I ask unanimous consent that it may be 
printed in the Rxconb, together with the five signatures showing 
what associations are represented. 

There being no objection, the petition, with the signatures, 
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, and referred to the 
Committee on Territories, as follows: 

To the honorable United States Senate: 


The undersigned, in behalf of large organized constituencies, and 
representing, as we believe, the sentiments of 20,000,000 of church mem- 
bers as made known by resolutions and otherwise, respectfully petition 
your honorable body to enact the following moderate and conservative 
measures in defense of law and temperance: 

First. To fulfill the nation's treaty covenants with Indian Territory 
to protect it against saloons by attaching to any statehood bill that 
shall include Indian Territory the Gallinger twenty-one year prohibition 
which was voted by the Senate in the last Congress. 

Second. To provide in any civil government or licensin; 
Alaska that no saloon shall be licensed where a majority of 
within 2 miles are not white men. 

Third. To forbid the sale of intoxicants in old soldiers’ homes (which 
was voted by the Senate In the last Congress), and also to forbid such 
sales in-all other Government buildings and in ships, parks, and prem- 
ises owned or used by the United States Government. 

Fourth. To protect State liquor laws of all kinds against nullifica- 
tion by outside liquor dealers selling to “ speak easles under the plea 
of Interstate commerce, as was voted by the House in the Fifty-sixth 


Congress. 
FRED’K D. POWER, 
Secretary Congressional Temperance Society and International 
Reform Bureau, Vice-President of Anti-Saloon League, 
MARGARET Dyn ELLIS, 
National Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
Superintendent of Legislation, 
WILBUR F. CRAFTS, 
Superintendent of International Reform Bureau. 
CHARLES SCANLAN, 
Field Secretary Presbyterian Assembly's 
Permanent Committee on Temperance. 
O. R. MILLER, 
Field Senor National Temperance Society. 
OSHUA LEVERING, 
Of Prohibition Party. 


Mr. SCOTT presented the memorial of A. F. Southworth, of 
Huntington, W. Va., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called “ Esch-Townsend railroad-rate bill;“ which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented the petition of Rey. S. E. Quinty, 
of Derry, N. H., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED Soor, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Mount Prospect Council, No. 
16, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Plymouth, 
N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immi- 
gration; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented the petition of Jessica Randolph Smith, of 
Henderson, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation 
granting an increase of pension in certain cases to soldiers of 
the Mexican war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Augustus Saint-Gaudens, of 
Windsor, Vt., praying for the enactment of legislation to pre- 
vent the impending destruction of Niagara Falls on the Ameri- 
can side; which was referred to the Committee on Forest Res- 
ervations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a memorial of Mount Lafayette Division, 
No. 572, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Woodsville, 
N. H., and a memorial of Local Division No. 45, Order of Rail- 
way Telegraphers, of Littleton, N. H., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called“ Esch-Townsend railroad-rate bill ;” 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PILES presented petitions of Local Union No, 131, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Seattle; 
of Local Union No. 98, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and 
Joiners of America, of Spokane; of Local Council No. 3, Junior 
Order of United American Mechanics, of Bellingham; of the 
Seattle-Ballard Shingle Weavers’ Local Union, No. 12, American. 
Federation of Labor, of Ballard; of Local Council No. 2, Junior 
Order of United American Mechanics, of Seattle, and of Local 
Union No. 162, International Union of Steam Engineers, of 
Everett, all in the State of Washington, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to restrict immigration; which were referred 
to iue Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of Local Union No. 951, 
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United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of 
Brainerd, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
restrict immigration; which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. ; 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Association of 
Aitkin County, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the construction of a drainage canal from Wal- 
deck to Pine Knoll in that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Portland, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
1-cent letter postage on all mail matter; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


THE SHIPPING BILL. 


Mr. FRYE. I present a communication from the Chief of the 
Bureau of Insular Affairs, War Department, transmitting a copy 
of a report submitted by the United Chambers of Commerce of 
Manila, the Shipowners’ Association of the Philippines, and 
others, together with an excerpt from a special report submitted 
to the secretary of finance and justice on October 8, 1903, by the 
collector of customs for the Philippine Islands, relative to the 
so-called “ shipping bill” and the effect of its enforcement in the 
Philippine Islands, ete. I move that the communication and 
accompanying papers be printed as a document, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I have just noticed that the bill (S. 1801) 
regulating the creation of forest reserves appears to have been 
referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Pro- 
tection of Game. It was actually referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry, which is the proper committee to con- 
sider the bill. I ask that the bill go to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. I requested this reference yesterday. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho asks that 
Senate bill 1801 be recalled from the Committee on Forest Reser- 
vations and the Protection of Game and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

THE MERCHANT MARINE, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 529) to promote the 
national defense, to create a force of naval volunteers, to estab- 
lish American ocean mail lines to foreign markets, to promote 
commerce, and to provide revenue from tonnage, to report it 
with an amendment, and I submit a report thereon. 

It is proper I should say, in connection with this report, that 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Matitory] will probably file a 
minority report at a later day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go to the Calendar, 


IMPROVEMENT OF ANACOSTIA RIVER FLATS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 71) 
requiring the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to pre- 
pare a report upon the improvement of the Anacostia River, to 
report it favorably without amendment. The bill relates to the 
health of this District and I ask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration. There is no appropriation in the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. It directs the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to submit to Congress a report upon the improvement of 
the so-called flats of the Anacostia River from its mouth to the 
District line, with recommendations and estimates of cost. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

FISH-OULTURAL STATION IN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 653) to establish a fish-cultural station 
in the State of Illinois, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

INVESTIGATION OF BLACK SANDS OF PACIFIC SLOPE. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, by mistake a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from 
the Director of the Geological Survey, forwarding a report on 
the progress of the investigation of the black sands of the Pacific 
slope, etc., was referred to the Committee on the Geological Sur- 
yey. I should like to have it referred to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. The investigation is as to whether the 
sands contain gold or not. I will say for the information of the 
Senate that I care nothing about it, but the gentleman who made 
the report asked me to have the communication transferred 
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from the Committee on the Geological Survey to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. HALE. Is it the report of a committee under a reso- 
lution? 

Mr. SCOTT. It is a paper. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is a communication. 

Mr. HALE. It is a pretty wild and vague proposition, any- 
way. We have had it up in some of the other committees, and 
they never considered that it had substance enough to entitle 
it to much consideration. I do not think it is very important 
to which of these committees it goes. If it is only a paper 1 
shall interpose no objection. 

Mr. SCOTT. I shall withdraw the request. I was requested 
by the gentleman who made the report to make it. He sug- 
gested that it had gone to the wrong committee and he wanted 
to appear before the committee. As I have made a request to 
be relieved of further service upon the Committee on Mines and 
Mining, the question of reference is nothing to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request of the Senator from 
West Virginia is withdrawn. 

Mr. HALE. The difficulty in the matter is that all these 
new schemes for extending governmental authority and inves- 
tigation involve not simply an initial appropriation but a 
constantly increasing appropriation, and when you grant the 
first lodgment the bureaus having charge of the subject invari- 
ably increase their estimates and demands, and before you know 
it there will be a division or bureau in the Department devoted 
to the examination of sands, to see if there is any gold in the 
sands; and the Government is doing it. There is no reason 
why the Government should exploit this matter. If the sands 
are rich or auriferous, private enterprise will do it. 

I have seen so much of this disposition to extend the govern- 
mental intrusion into all branches of business life that I per- 
haps am much prejudiced against it. I hope nothing will come 
out of this matter to whatever committee it goes. I hope it will 
be allowed to die, and that we shall not be called upon for ap- 
propriations to build up a bureau to find if there is gold in the 
sands. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, just one moment, if the Senate 
will indulge me. I think the Senator from Maine has forgot- 
ten that he probably voted for an appropriation for this pur- 
pose some time ago, and that this investigation has been going 
on. The machinery, as I understand it, is now on the coast 
and the work is under way at the present time. 

I do not know what this report is. I have not read it. The 
request came to me from a departmental officer to have the ref- 
erence changed from the Committee on the Geological Survey 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know of any appropriation in this di- 
rection having been made, but it may have gone through in some 
way, and it appears that silently and in the fugitive way I have 
indicated this matter has been growing. They will get the 
machinery and be ready to come to Congress for a large amount 
of money. Well, we will meet that, Mr. President, when it 


comes up. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I do not know what this re- 
port is, but I understand it has some relation to a prior appro- 
priation, and that it is proposed to continue an investigation of 
the black sands of the Pacific coast. Is that the report, I will 
ask the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. SCOTT. That is my understanding. 

Mr. FULTON. I do not intend at the present time to discuss 
the question, but I can not consent to allow the matter to go by 
on the suggestion of the Senator from Maine that no appropria- 
tion ought to be made for this purpose. 

There was appropriated at the last session of the last Con- 
gress, as I recall, $25,000 to prosecute these investigations. The 
result which has been accomplished by the Geological Survey in 
carrying on those investigations is most remarkable. They have 
demonstrated throughout the mining States the possibility of 
saving immense quantities of gold, the exact percentage I can 
not now recall, but immense quantities that they were losing 
before by the processes that were in vogue. 

Mr, GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator will per- 
mit me—— 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that the investigations conducted 
in Portland during the recent exposition developed the fact that 
they extracted platinum, which is a very valuable and a very 
rare metal, and I have in my possession, not here, a beautiful 
piece of steel that was made from those black sands in a State 
where there is not any iron. It seems to me that it is an in- 
dustry which ought to be developed in some way. 
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Mr. FULTON. I was just coming to that. They have dis- 
eovered in one locality on the Pacific coast sand that carried 
platinum in such quantities that Doctor Day, who is in charge of 
the investigation, is of the opinion that that field alone will 
supply sufficient platinum for the commerce of the United States. 
They have also demonstrated that the black sands carry iron 
ore in sufficient quantities to supply, I think, something like 
600 pounds of iron ore to the ton of sand. 

I only refer to this to show the wonderful success that has 
met all their investigations so far. When this matter comes 
up again I shall probably ask the attention of the Senate while 
I make some observations upon it, but I simply make this state- 
ment at the present time in response to what the Senator from 
Maine said. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor from Oregon a question for information only. How does 
this investigation differ from the other investigations conducted 
by the Geological Survey except in name? 

Mr. FULTON. They have gone out to the field near where the 
sands are and they have invited people who had experimental 
machines to come there and set them up, and under the super- 
intendence of the Survey they have given the machines practical 
tests. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not speaking of the methods employed 
by the Geological Survey, but the substance. How does the 
investigation of the black sands of the Pacific coast, with ref- 
erence to ascertaining whether they are auriferous or not, differ 
from any other subject investigated by the Geological Survey? 

Mr. FULTON. They are simply being investigated on a 
larger scale; larger machines are being handled to show that 
their use is practicable, and also, as I have said, different 
machines have been given an opportunity to make tests. The 
great difficulty heretofore has been to secure the proper ma- 
chinery for separating the mineral from the black sand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, in answer 
to the Senator from Wisconsin, I will ask the Senator from 
Oregon if it is not a fact that these investigations have been 
conducted under the direction of the Geological Survey by 
Doctor Day? 

Mr. FULTON. Yes; they have. 

Mr. SPOONER. But my question, going to the subject-mat- 
ter, was this: How does this investigation differ from a great 
many other investigations which are regularly conducted by 
the Geological Survey under the appropriations by Congress? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have had an impression, I may be 
wrong, that this is the first time this particular investigation 
has been conducted. 


Mr. HALE. I will say this in answer to the Senator. The 
discussion is very illuminating. It is an extension 
Mr. SPOONER. I want some illumination; that is all. Like 


the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TiILuAxNx] I want light. 

Mr. HALE. It is an extension of what the Geological Survey 
is doing in a great many branches of private industry, in pro- 
moting information to be taken advantage of by private indus- 
tries. Nobody ever thought of this investigation until lately 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. NxwWIAN DS] thought about it. 
This is the first opportunity. Ft adds to the jurisdiction of the 
Geological Survey. I had forgotten that $25,000 had already 
gone into it. It will soon be $50,000. There is no doubt but 
that the investigation has shown that this machinery can be 
improved. It is not governmental machinery; it is private 
machinery. 

I should like to have the Government investigate and show 
to the lumbermen of the State, which my colleague and I repre- 
sent here, processes by which they can utilize sawdust. It 
would be a very valuable thing for that great industry, and if 
the Government should do it, it would prevent expense being 
incurred, which is done constantly by my constituents who are 
spending money in finding out how machinery can be improved 
in mills by which the waste material ean be utilized. 

Now, that is just one of the things that this does. The Geo- 
logical Survey asks to take not governmental machinery, but 
private machinery, and, after its investigations, which are paid 
for by Congress, to report how these machines can be improved 
so that they will save in this way, not save to the Government, 
but save to individuals. 

The Senator is a lawyer, a better lawyer than I am, and he 
knows something about constitutional limitations and the proper 
limitations. If we are going on and the Government is to 
take in hand all of these things, I want the industries in my 
State to have the fostering care of the Government. and I want 
them to be able to cluster under the wings of the Government. 
I want the Government to help pay, so that their business can 
be more profitable than it is now. But I have never asked that 
that shall be done. 
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. Mr. FULTON. I suggest that so long as the distinguished 
Senator from Maine occupies a seat in this body there is no 
doubt that the citizens of Maine will cluster under the wings 
of the Government all right. They have been clustering there 
for a good many years; and I observe that whenever some 
people from the western portion of the country like to get in 
and do a little clustering the constitutional limitation steps 
in and prevents them. 

Now, I do not know of anything in particular that this Goy- 
ernment does in the way of developing industries that it is 
not for the individual, and when it is for the individual if it 
is a sufficiently large number of individuals it becomes for 
the benefit of the public. This is for the benefit of the miners 
throughout the entire West, I may say throughout the entire 
country, for the mining regions are located in the West. It is 
not for the benefit of any particular locality. It is for the 
benefit of one of the greatest industries of this nation. 

It is proposed by a great many and advocated very earnestly, 
and I believe very properly, that there should be established a 
department of Government under which should be placed the 
mining industries and interests of this nation, so great are 
those industries. Then is it improper or is it a waste of the 
money of this country to spend, if we do spend, $50,000 or 
$100,000 in developing better processes by which the minerals 
of the country can be collected and sayed? 

I do not wish to take up the time of the Senate this morning 
in discussing the matter, but, Mr. President, I could not con- 
sent that it be passed by and sneered at as if it were without 
merit. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there are no further reports of 
standing and select committees, the introduction of bills and 
joint resolutions is next in order. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 1810) for the erection of 
a memorial on the grounds of William and Mary College, 
Williamsburg, Va., in honor of Hon. Peyton Randolph, first 
President of the Continental Congress: which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1811) to establish the Fred- 
ericksburg and Adjacent National Battlefields Memorial Park, 
in the State of Virginia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1812) for the relief of Lieut. 
James M. Pickrell, United States Navy, retired; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a bill (S. 1813) to remove 
the charge of desertion standing against the name of John 
Murphy, alias John Martin; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1814) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Weller; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1815) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph L. Ber- 
nard and Anna Holmes Bernard, both deceased; and 

A bill (S. 1816) for the relief of the Citizens’ Bank of Loui- 
siana. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1817) granting an increase of pension to Nellie 


ray; 

A bill (S. 1818) granting a pension to Edward T. White; and 

A bill (S. 1819) granting a pension to Minerva Kenney. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 1820) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the 
. Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1821) granting an increase of pension to Samuel L. 
Andrews (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1822) granting an increase of pension to L. C. 
Sheppard ; 

A bill (S. 1823) granting an increase of pension to Ira G. 
Foster; and 

A bill (S. 1824) granting an increase of pension to James P. 


y. 
Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1825) for the exten- 
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sion and improvement of Massachusetts avenue to Western ave- 
nue NW., District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 
= A bill (S. 1826) granting an increase of pension to Rufus H. 

aine; 

A bill (S. 1827) granting an increase of pension to George C. 
Chase; and 

55 bill (S. 1828) granting an increase of pension to Alvin 
Abbott. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 1829) granting a pension 
to Rebecca Pritchard; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FLINT introduced a bill (S. 1830) making appropriation 
for the removal of the quarantine station at San Diego, Cal, 
and to acquire a new site, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Health and National Quarantine. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 1831) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Eureka, Cal.; and 

A bill (S. 1832) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at San Diego, Cal. 

Mr. FLINT introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 
eS bill (S. 1833) granting an increase of pension to Henry 

obin ; 

A bill (S. 1834) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
W. Partridge; 3 
85 bill (S. 1835) granting an increase of pension to James G. 

ane; 

A bill (S. 1836) granting an increase of pension to Abel 
Fleming; 
aoe (S. 1837) granting an increase of pension to Philip 

avin; 

A bill (S. 1838) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 8. 
Harriman; 

A bill (S. 1839) granting an increase of pension to Jennie 
Long Overton; and 

A bill (S. 1840) granting an increase of pension to James 
Prettyman. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1841) granting a pension to Robert Catlin; and 

A bill (S. 1842) granting an increase of pension to Ransom 
O. Thayer. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1843) to extend the provisions of the act of June 
27, 1902, entitled “An act to extend the provisions, limitations, 
and benefits of an act entitled ‘An act granting pensions to the 
survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known 
as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and 
the Seminole war,’ approved July 27, 1892:” and 

A bill (S. 1844) granting a pension to all surviving officers 
and enlisted men of the United States Army and Navy, both 
Regular and Volunteer, who were serving on board the sloop of 
war Cumberland on March 8, 1862. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 1845) to authorize the 
paving of Twenty-third street NW. between S and U streets; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (S. 1846) for the relief of 
Louis Benecke; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 1847) granting a pension to 
Nelson J. March; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (S. 1848) for the relief of 
Joseph Hemmerback; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 1849) granting an increase 
of pension to David T. Pettie; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 1850) for the relief of W. 
D. B. Dodson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 1851) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles A. Broadman; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions : 

A bill (S. 1852) granting an increase of pension to Milton 

Marsh; 

3 ra bill (S. 1853) granting an increase of pension to Sarah L. 
rist ; 

A bill (S. 1854) granting an increase of pension to David M. 
Taylor; . 

A bill (S. 1855) granting an increase of pension to J. J. 
Brown; 

A bill (S. 1856) granting a pension to Wilson Zurmehly (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1857) granting an increase of pension to William 
Van Tilburgh (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 1858) granting a pension to Lina V. Dietz (with 
accompanying papers). 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 1859) for the relief of 
O. P. Cobb's heirs and others; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 1860) to provide for the 
establishment of an annex to all National Homes for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1861) for the relief of George 
Schild; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1862) for the relief of 
Joshua T. Reynolds; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1863) for the relief of the heirs 
of Capt. James Holland; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 1864) for the relief of James 
H. Oliver, a commander on the retired list of the United States 
Navy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE introduced a bill (S. 1865) granting an 
increase of pension to Solomon H. Baker; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 1866) granting a pension to 
Jefferson Wilcox; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 1867) for the relief of the estate of Henry Banks, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1868) for the relief of Honora Ryan; 

A bill (S. 1869) for the relief of the estate of John W. An- 
derson, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1870) for the relief of Sarah Jane Bellah, adminis- 
tratrix of the estate of James W. Bellah, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 1871) for the relief of the trustees of Pleasant 
Grove Baptist Church, of Ringgold, Ga. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1872) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
A. White (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1873) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
M. Carey; and 

A bill (S. 1874) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Faulkner (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 1875) to fix the liabili- 
ties of common carriers, railroad and transportation companies, 
for negligence in certain cases; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1876) for the relief of the estate 
of Alexander F. Beckham, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1877) for the relief of J. C. 
Brooks; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 1878) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
in the city of Provo, State of Utah; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1879) granting an increase of 
pension to Lorenzo F. Harmon; which was read twice by its 


title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 1880) for the relief of 
John H. Myers; which was read twice by its title, and with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

INTRODUCTION OF REINDEER INTO ALASKA. 

Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby 
authorized to return to the Commissioner of Education the original 
photogra hs which were sent to the Senate for publication In the fol- 
owing documents: Senate Executive Document No. 70, Fifty-third 
r, Bose second session; Senate Executive Document No. 92, Fifty- 
third, third; Senate Document No. 111, Fifty-fourth, first; Senate Docu- 
ment No. 49, Fifty-fourth, second (being Sixth Annual Report of Intro- 
duction of Domestic Reindeer into Alaska); Senate Document No. 30, 
Fifty-fifth, second; Senate Document No. 34. Fifty-fifth, third; Senate 
Document No. 245, Fifty-sixth, first; Senate Document No. 206, Fifty- 
sixth, second; Senate ment No. 98, Fifty-seventh, first; Senate 
Document No. 70, Fifty-seventh, second; Senate Document No. 210, 
Fifty-eighth, second; Senate Document No. 61, Fifty-eighth, third, the 
ene being the annual reports on the introduction of reindeer in 

aska. 

INVESTIGATION OF HAZING AT NAVAL ACADEMY. 

Mr. CARMACK. I submit a resolution, which I send to the 
desk, and ask unanimous consent for its immediate consid- 
eration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs of the Senate be 
authorized and instructed to inquire into reports of recent brutalities 
practiced by students of the United States Naval Academy at Annapolis, 
and to report the result of such Investigation with such recommenda- 
tions as may be deemed necessary to put an end to such practices. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HALE. I did not hear the first part of it. Does the reso- 
lution direct the Naval Committee to make an investigation? 

Mr. CARMACK. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. I think that is very proper. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 48) to pay the officers and 
employees of the Senate and House of Representatives their 
respective salaries for the month of December, 1905, on the 20th 
day of said month was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

CANADIAN ELECTRIC LIGHT COMPANY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


| The Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a report by 
the Secretary of State submitting a claim of the Canadian Electric 
Light Company, of Levis, Quebec, on account of damages caused by 
the U. S. S. Essex to the company’s cable on gay 17, 1904. 

HEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tue WuHite House, December 15, 1905. 

SETTLEMENT OF SAMOAN CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message. from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of State concerning 
this Government's obligation to pay to that of Germany the sum of 
20,000, under the convention between the United States, Germany, and 
reat Britain for the settlement of Samoan claims, signed at Washing- 


ton on November 7, 1 a 
Prompt action should be taken to discharge this conventional obli- 


gation. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, December 15, 1905. 


CLAIM OF FRENCH CABLE COMPANY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was - 
read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a report by 
the Secreta of State resubmitting a claim of the Campagnie Fran- 
cais des Cables Télégraphiques for — og done to their cables by 
United States military and naval authorities during the Spanish-Amer- 


ican war. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
THe WHITE House, December 15, 1905. 


POSTAGE ON PERIODICAL PUBLICATIONS. 

Mr. STONE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate at this 
time the resolution which I submitted yesterday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further resolutions, 
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concurrent or other, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolu- 
tion yesterday submitted by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Strong]; which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to inform the 


Senate whether under the construction placed by his Department upon 
existing law prescribing the postage for 2 — ical blications, and 
under the rules and practice of his Department, periodicals published 


by collezes and universities, or by alumni associations or students of 
colleges and universities, are admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; and also to inform the Senate whether a discrimination has 
been made or —— allowed any such ications over other 
similar publications in admitting them to the mails; and if so, to 
inform the Senate in detall, so far as practicable, to what extent and 
in what particular instances such discriminations have been made or 
preferences allowed, and how long the same have been continued, with 
the reasons therefor. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I wish to detain the Senate a 
few moments in an effort to explain the occasion for this reso- 
lution and its object. 

I desire to say at this point that there is no purpose in sub- 
mitting the resolution to criticise the Post-office Department, 
but I think, on the information I have, that a condition has 
grown up in the Department concerning matters such as I am 
proposing to inquire about, which ought not to exist, which is 
wrong, and my purpose is to bring the facts before the Senate as 
a basis for some action, if it can be had, to correct that condition. 

If there be no objection, Mr. President, I will ask the Secre- 
tary to read a letter which I received from the editor of a pub- 
lication known as The Missouri Alumni Quarterly,” issued at 
Columbia, Mo. This letter I received some weeks ago, shortly 
before I came to Washington to attend this session of this 

ress, and it quite fully explains the matter in hand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri sends 
to the Secretary’s desk and asks to have read a certain letter. 
Without objection, it will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

ALUMNI ASSOCIATION, UNIVERSITY OF MISSOURI, 
Columbia, Mo., November 16, 1905. 
Hon. WILLIAM J. Sroxn, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Stn: You will, we trust, pardon this intrusion upon your valua- 
ble time, but we must call your attention te a recent ruling of the 
Post-Office Department, which involves us in serious financial loss and 
those authorities in a grave injustice. 

The Alumni Association of the University of Missouri has recently 
begun the publication of an “ Alumni Quarterly,” a magazine of from 
60 to 70 pages, published four times a year at stated intervals, 

rice $1.50 per annum, and devoted to any and all things of interest 
o former students and graduates of the university. It is, in all 
See yni similar to 5 such as the Harvard Graduate Maga 
zine,” the “ Michigan umnus,” the “ Brown Alumni 5 
“Yale Alumni Weekly,” and scores of other publications which are 
freely allowed entry to the mails as second-class matter. The “ Van- 
derbſit University Quarterly,” published, not independently like our 
m: ine, but by the authorities of that university, frankly as a kind 
of bulletin of news and at the purely nominal subscription price of 
50 cents per year, receives those rates. Even the “ Independent,” a 
purely student publication at this very University of Missouri, secures 

em. But—and this is our point—when we recently, In September, 
when our first number appeared, made application for such rates, our 
application was turned down. Now, we feel keenly that this action 
is a very grave Injustice to us, to the interests of our great and wW- 
ing university, and therefore to our entire State, and we wish to 
protest against it. And we protest all the more vigorously because 
the money loss involved, besides the petty annoyanees to which we 
will be subjected by this ruling, may mean the failure of our publica- 
tion. All we want is “a square deal,” a fair field, and no favors. 
If we are to be excluded from the benefits of the second-class rates, we 
demand that similar publications be treated in the same way. If the 
others are to enjoy them, we demand them also as our right. And we 
speak in behalf of 25,000 former students and graduates of the Uni- 
versity of Missouri. 

We trust that amid your many more Important duties you will find 
time to have this wrong righted. 


Very sincerely, 
W. W. ELwaxd, Editor. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, on arriving in Washington I 
visited the office of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General and 
discussed this matter with him and his chief clerk. The Third 
Assistant Postmaster-General said he would have it examined 
and would write me concerning it at an early date, which he 
did. I will ask the Secretary to read his letter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


THIRD ASSISTANT PoSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, December 7, 1905. 
Hon. W. J. STON à 


E, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Sim: Referring to your personal call 2 relative to the recent 
denial of admission of The Missouri Alumni Qnarterly to the second- 
class of mail matter at Columbia, Mo., I have the honor to inform you 
that, judged by the copy of the September, 1905, issue submitted with 
the application, this publication clearly comes within the class referred 
to in the inclosed marked copies of Circulars II and XIII as inadmis- 
sible to the second class of mail matter. 

The law (act of March 3, 1879) does not prohibit the admission of 
publications blished by or for colleges, schools, etc., as a class, but 
only those whose scope is restricted to such an extent that they are 


8 local bulletins of personal information and not Information of 

a — le character in the particular sense contemplated wd the law. 
he claim made by the publisher that other publications 9 
similar in character are passing in the mails at the second-class rates 
of pons is undoubtedly well founded, but this is one of the abuses 
of second-class mailing 3 which this office is endeavoring 
ly as cireumstances In each particular case 


The letter addressed to you by the editor of The Missouri Alumni 

Quarterly is returned herewith as requested. 
Respectfully, 
Epwin C. MADDEN, 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I might have let the matter rest 
at that point and left the correction of the whole matter to the 
Department except for what follows. In one of the circulars 
referred to in the letter just read, inclosed to me, is what I 
hold in my hand—the one referred to as Circular No. XIII. It 
is a reply made by the Postmaster-General of date February 
26, 1902, to a resolution of the Senate, and from this I desire 
to read. The resolution was passed by the Senate February 4, 
1902, and is as follows: i 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to inform the Sen- 
ate what is the construction placed by his tment upon the exist- 
— Chal prescribing the postage for periodical publications like those 
— ished by churches, parishes, missionary and other associations, con- 

ning in advertisements, in part general intelligence or miscella- 
neous articles, and in rt items of news of special interest to the 
members of the e. ar organizations under whose authority the 

g 


are published, gi either, as may be found convenient, a list of sue 
83 in regard to which special rules have been made by 785 
> 0! e 


rtment, or such examples as will illustrate the position 
Department. 

It will be observed that this resolution is similar in form to 
the one I have offered and covers substantially the same ground. 


in reply to that resolution, amongst other things, the Postmaster- 
General said: 


come within the ie 
inherent qualities o 
originated and publis 
public character“ in the sense contemplated by law. 
not be admitted to the second class. 


Mr. President, I have no wish to question at this time the 
accuracy of this construction of the postal law. It may be correct; 
for my present purposes, I am willing to consent that it is correct. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it a college monthly? 

Mr. STONE. In response to the Senator, I will say that I 
hold in my hand the issue of September last of the publication 
I am speaking of, and concerning which this correspondence was 
had. It is called the Missouri Alumni Quarterly.” It is printed 
at Columbia, Mo., at which place our State university is located. 
It is printed under the auspices of the alumni association of 
the university. There are some 25,000 former students of that 
university, not all graduates, and therefore not members of its 
alumni association, but men and women who haye gone out 
from the university and who are scattered broadcast over the 
country and are engaged In all the multitudinous activities rep- 
resented in the industrial and professional life of the country. 

It would seem to me, Mr. President, that a publication of this 
character, having some 70 pages of reading matter, original and 
selected, and a great deal of which is of general interest, should 
have the privilege of the mails as second-class matter. Even 
if true that the larger part of the contents of this publication 
be of special interest to the students, former students, and 
officers of the university—even if that were the entire character 
of its contents—it clientele is so large, embracing some 25,000 
people, that it is, in my opinion, of such importance and dignity 
as to entitle it to the mailing privileges it seeks. 

Mr. n It is not printed for the purpose of making 
money 

Mr. STONE. It is not printed, as the Senator says, to make 
money. s 

But the particular point E desire to present and emphasize is 
this: I hold in my hand the other circular referred to in the 
letter of Assistant Postmaster-General Madden—Circular II— 
inclosed to me with his communication, from which I wish to 
read. This is a circular letter bearing date December 18, 1902— 
three years ago. It is directed to the postmaster at Chicago, 
Ill., and is a letter written in reply to an inquiry made of the 
Department by that postmaster. The inquiry evidently con- 
cerned publications of the very character of the one printed by 
the Alumni Association of the Missouri University. I read as 
follows: 

The Department has uniformly held that publications like— 

The one which is being considered, the name of which is not 
given— 


published by students and whose columns are composed almost entirel. 
of purely local items concerning the students themselyes, or the ae J 


Hence they may 
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3 college, or school to which they are attached—no different 
indeed, from gil en ps or periodicals published by the employees of 
any mercantile establishment by themselyes and for the dissemination 
among themselves of items of interest solely to them—are not pub- 
lish “for the dissemination of information of a public character” 
within the meaning of the law; nor are they devoted to literature, 
the sciences, arts, or some special industry ;™ and, inasmuch as their 
urpose and object are not such as the provisions of the law prescribe 
© entitle them to the subsidized second-class rates of postage, they are, 
therefore, not admissible to the second-class of mail matter. 


Now, I call special attention to this clause in that circular: 


The claim that publications similar in character to this publication 
fre passing in the mails as second-class matter is no doubt well founded; 
but the mailing thereof at the subsidized second-class rate of postage is 
one of the many abuses of the second-class maili: privilege which the 
Department is endeavoring to eradicate as speedily as possible and as 
the circumstances in each individual case will warrant. 

The language I have just quoted from this letter of the Third 
Assistant Postmaster-General, Edwin C. Madden, of date De- 
cember 18, 1902, is almost identical with the language used by 
the same officer in one paragraph of his letter to me, read by the 
Secretary. 

Now, Mr. President, assuming that the construction of the law 
as made by the Department is correct and should stand, I have 
a right to protest, not in a spirit of resentment, but as a matter 
of justice and equality, that if publications like this Missouri 
Alumni Quarterly and identical with it are admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter, and are to-day enjoying that privi- 
lege, then it is a privilege that ought to be extended to all such 
publications. It ought to be extended to all or denied to all. 

The statement in the letter of the Third Assistant Postmaster- 
General to me that an effort is being made by the Department 
to correct the abuse complained of as rapidly and speedily as 
possible loses its force when I find that exactly the same ques- 
tion was submitted to the Department nearly four years ago by 
a Senate resolution, and that three years ago the same Assistant 
Postmaster-General, in a letter to the Chicago postmaster, 
stated, as he does in his letter to me, that such publications 
were being admitted to the mails; that it was an abuse of the 
law; that they were improperly and unlawfully admitted, and 
that the Department was striving to correct the evil as speedily 
as it could be done. It seems to me that three or four years 
ought to be ample time to correct this abuse, if it be an abuse, 
and if there is a real purpose to correct it. It ought not to 
require much time to make the correction and the process for 
doing it simple. 

Now, we are told by Mr. Elwang, the editor of this Missouri 
periodical, that several publications—the names of which he 
gives, and of identically the same character as the one with 
which he is connected—are edmitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; and I have a letter from him this morning stating that 
n similar publication issued from the University of Wisconsin 
has been enjoying this privilege for more than seven years. 
That is the thing I protest against; not that I object to the 
privileges enjoyed by other college publications, but to the fact 
that like privileges are denied to similar publications. I want 
to know, and I think the Senate ought to know, Mr. President, 
whether this condition exists and the reason for permitting it, 
and to find that out I have offered this resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. STONE]. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownrna, its Chief Clerk, returned to the Senate the bill (S. 
1475) to provide that the 2 per cent bonds issued under section 
8 of the act entitled ‘An act to provide for the construction of a 
canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,’ 
approved June 28, 1902, shall have the same rights and privileges 
that are accorded by law to other 2 per cent bonds of the United 
States,” being, in the opinion of the House, as respects the first 
clause of the seventh section of the first article of the Constitu- 
tion, an infringement on the privileges of the House. 


PANAMA CANAL BONDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
resolution from the House of Representatives; which was read: 


IN THE HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
December 15, 1905. 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 1475) to provide that the 2 per cent 
bonds issued under section 8 of the act entitled ‘An act to provide for 
the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans,’ approved June 28, 1902, shall have the same rights and 

rivileges that are accorded by inw to other 2 per cent bonds of the 

nited States,” in the opinion of this House, as respects the first 
clause of the seventh section of the first article of the Constitution, is 
an infringement on the privileges of this House, and that the said bill 
be taken from the Speaker's table and be respectfully returned to the 
Senate with a message communicating this resolution, 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the resolution may lie on the 
table for the present. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


PANAMA CANAL APPROPRIATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning 
business that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII 
is in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of House bill 480, being the defi- 
ciency appropriation bill for the Panama Canal. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 480) sup- 
plemental to an act entitled “An act to provide for the con- 
struction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, and making appropria- 
ion for isthmian canal construction, and for other purposes, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 
i ME RACON: Will the Senator from South Carolina yield 
o me 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ido. 

Mr. BACON. I wish to offer an amendment to the bill. I 
offer it as an amendment to come in as a separate section at 
the close of the last section of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Georgia will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill 
the following as a new section: 


Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Treasury, within ninety days from the 
passage of this act, and thereafter at the . of each regular 
session, shall submit to Congress estimates in detail covering all sal- 
aries and compensation for all rsons, except laborers, employed in 
the construction of the Panama Canal, or in connection with the same, 
by the Isthmian Canal Commission, including all officers and officials 
of said Commission. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the bill we have under consid- 
eration deals with a very important matter, and the more we 
discuss it the greater its importance grows, because we find that 
it involves other serious and grave questions. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] yesterday, in dis- 
cussing this bill, declared that the annexation of the Philip- 
pines and their government since the war, with all its conse- 
quences, had cost us $800,000,000. He expressed his opinion 
that the benefits were nothing. I do not know whether his esti- 
mate is correct—I presume it is approximately so—but it seems 
to me that the annexation of the Philippine Islands has in- 
volved this Government in far more serious trouble than the 
mere expenditure of hundreds of millions, though that were 
done wantonly, uselessly. 

We have lost our simplicity as a republic; we have thrown 
away the ideals of the fathers; we have abandoned all the fun- 
damental principles of self-government and of free government 
to enter upon will not say the downward road, but certainly, 
unless something is done to check it, it will prove to be a down- 
ward road that will grow very steep the farther we travel that 
way. Virgil tells us that the descent to hell is very easy— 
facilis descensus averni—but it is the retracing of one’s steps, 
the returning, the getting back, that involves labor and work; 
and it appears to me that it is opportune for the Congress to 
consider gravely whether there is not here in this bill and the 
policy involved cause for serious and careful study. It opens 
up an issue that must be met some time. The sooner.it is met 
the better for all concerned. 

In his maiden speech, as it was called, the brilliant Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] gave the Senate an exhibition of 
his marvelous powers as a rhetorician and the faculty which he 
possesses of coining fine phrases and words, probably licking 
them into shape after considerable time and labor, and then re- 
producing them as an orator. I have no criticism to make of 
the Senator. I do not possess that happy faculty. I am sorry 
for it. I only envy him the ability to prepare a speech and then 
deliver it after he has been able by time and labor to perfect it, 
to polish it, to make it glitter in all its parts, and have it joined 
together logically and neatly in the very best literary style. 

I wish to quote a brief paragraph which I recollect. It struck 
me very forcibly at the time, so I got the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
and looked it up. I will read it as illustrating something of 
the new faith that not only obtains but is being put into prac- 
tice, and as I am an old fogy I want to take issue with this 
new doctrine of government. 


I repeat that our Government and our administrators must be ex- 
amples. You can not teach the Filipino by precept. An object lesson 
is the only lesson he comprehends. He has no conception of pure, 
orderly, equal, impartial government under equal laws justly adminis- 
tered, because he has never seen such a government. He must be 


shown the simplest results of good government by actual example in 
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order that he may begin 


home. 


Mr. LODGE. When was that, let me ask the Senator? 

Mr. TILLMAN. January 9, 1900. 

Here we have the new evangel of imperialism—Czesarism— 

the doctrine that the Constitution of our fathers and the laws 
of Congress are not altogether essential to the best government. 
I am interpreting liberally, because I shall give examples to 
show that I have foundation for my interpretation. 
- Now, to get a little nearer home, or to come back home after 
this excursion into the East, I wish to call attention briefly to 
two or three things which have struck me as illustrating the 
idea of the Senator from Indiana in regard to the improvement 
on our past methods of governing ourselves, which our experi- 
ence in the Philippines has brought to us. 

The President of the United States, as every man recognizes, 

is a brilliant man, an able man, and a hard worker. I will go 
further than that, and say that I believe he is a patriotic man, 
and that he has at heart nothing but the best interests of his 
country, as he sees them. Now, in saying this I am very liberal. 
But I want to direct your attention to two or three actions of 
his which, in my judgment, prove beyond dispute that he is, 
when his heart is set on anything, absolutely oblivious of, the 
law, indifferent to the Constitution, and in the determination 
to have his own sweet way he tramples under foot ruthlessly 
the Constitution of his country, or else, which would be almost 
an impossible supposition, he does these things without know- 
ing. He is ignorant.” 
- I will illustrate by reference to his action in the Panama Re- 
public business, when, without any authority of law or of Con- 
gress, he sent an armed vessel of the United States to.a harbor 
belonging to the Republic of Colombia, which Government was 
preparing to reduce to subjection her rebellious province— 
Panama—and gave notice, after he had recognized the Panama 
Republic, that any attempt on the part of Colombia to bring 
troops to the Isthmus or to come within 50 miles of it, as I recol- 
lect the order, would be prevented by arms. If that was not 
an act of war, I do not understand the meaning of the term. 

Mind you, those of us who were anxious for the Panama 
Canal—and I was among the number—did desire to get it in 
some decent and honorable way. There were some of us who 
wanted it so badly.we did not care whether or not there was 
any. decency or honor in the transaction. Therefore we ruth- 
lessly pressed forward, or the President did, the Government 
backing him up by a large majority, and set up this Panama 
Republic which possessed the jewel we wanted, as Senator Hoar 
phrased it—that is, the Isthmus across which we proposed to 
cut the canal. The result has been that we have got what we 
claim to be a good title to the Isthmus and the right to cut the 
canal through it or across it, and that is all. 

I merely cite that to illustrate my opinion that the President 
had no authority or right as Chief Executive of this Republic to 
do what he did. But we indorsed his action. We approved it— 
I mean a majority of the Senate and of Congress did—we appro- 
priated money to purchase the title of the French company, and 
we are at work under their franchise cutting through the Isth- 
mus. 

To come down a little further—to illustrate my contention 
that the Chief Executive ignores the Constitution, tramples the 
law under his heel, exercising in his own person both executive 
and legislative functions, ignoring the Senate—he sent to this 
body the past winter a treaty with the Republic of Santo Do- 
mingo. That treaty was not ratified by the Senate. The Senate 
refused to give its approval to the proposal that this Govern- 
ment should enter upon the untried path of being policeman for 
the Western Hemisphere and debt collector for all Christendom. 

But as soon as the-Senate adjourned and “Congress was no 
longer on his hands,” to use a phrase which I believe was orig- 
inated by Mr. Cleveland, the Chief Executive goes forward 
along the lines laid down in his treaty, taking the ports of Santo 
Domingo under control, through American officers, and puts a 
fleet there to protect the Morales Government and to protect 
the Americans in collecting the duties on imports into that 
island; and that condition is in full force and effect now. The 
treaty, if it had been ratified, would have authorized this, but 
the Senate refused to ratify the treaty, and yet the treaty is 
being carried out just as though it had been ratified. 

This is an illustration of what I haye said is a new departure 
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in controlling our destinies and haying the Executive become 
the one factor in Government, while the Senate sits here to 
servilely submit and the House is gagged. Even if it wanted to 
speak it could not. I do not think it wants to very much. So 
we have an exhibition of the rapidity with which we are travel- 
ing toward one-man power and centralized government and the 
abolition of any law but executive authority wherever the Chief 
Executive chooses to usurp power. Give a man an inch, I haye 
always heard, and ‘he will take an ell. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow 
me to ask him a question for information? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am glad to have the Senator from wis- 
consin ask me a question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator be good enough to. say 
what power he understands the President to have usurped in 
any arrangement which has-been made with Santo Domingo or 
in respect of Santo Domingo since the adjournment of Congress? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I assert that practically the President is 
carrying out the treaty with that so-called “ Republic.” 

Mr. SPOONER. In what respect, may I ask the Senator? 

Mr. TILLMAN. He has a fleet there protecting the Morales 
Government in control of the island and protecting the American 
officers who are collecting the revenues from imports in the 
exercise of unlawful authority. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator think under the Consti- 
tution the President is to ask the Senate where he shall send 
ships of the Navy? 

Mr. ‘TILLMAN. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then wherein, because our ships are in or 
about the harbors of Santo Domingo, by order of the Com- 
mander in Chief of the Army and Navy, has he usurped any 
power in that respect? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, it is not the fleet being there that I am 
speaking about. I am speaking about carrying out the treaty 
which has not been ratified. ` 

Mr. SPOONER. And I ask the Senator to be kind enough to 
indicate, in order that the Senate and I may fully understand 
him, in what respect the President has carried out the treaty 
or any part of it since the Congress adjourned? 

Mr. TILLMAN. - The Senator from Wisconsin is a very adroit 
antagonist in a law court, and he is a supple acrobat in playing 
with words, if that is not an Irish bull of a simile. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a bull all right. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want to ask the Senator a question. Is 
not the present condition of affairs in respect to Santo Do- 
mingo the very relation which the treaty would have produced? 

Mr. SPOONER. Not at all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What would it have been? 

Mr. SPOONER. The President states in his message. If 
the treaty had been ratified the custom-houses of Santo Do- 
mingo would be in the custody of officers of the United States, 
serving under the designation or appointment of the President. 
The Senator so understands it, does he not? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Les. 

Mr. SPOONER. The President states in his message, which 
I understand to be the fact, that the officials now acting in Sauto 
Domingo who are Americans are acting under appointment of 
President Morales. 

Mr. TILLMAN. By what authority? 

Mr. SPOONER. By authority of President Morales, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Who suggested their names? 

Mr. SPOONER. The President probably recommended them 
as honest and efficient men. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ah! It is all beating about the bush. It 
is accomplishing indirectly and by trickery, if I may use such a 
phrase, what the Executive proposed to do if the treaty had been 
ratified, and when the Senate would not give him the legal 
authority, he took the authority in his own hands to go forward 
and do what he wanted to do; and now the whole programme is 
to play on words and to deny that he has usurped authority, 
although in effect and in fact he has done it. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator asked me a question. 
endeavoring to answer it. There is no trickery about it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, no. It is bold, brazen. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not a nice thing to impute in the 
Senate to the President of the United States, to whatever party 
he may belong, trickery. 

Mr. TILLMAN. When a man accomplishes something by 
indirect methods, by unlawful methods, that he can not get at by 
direct methods, I call it trickery. I may be wrong; I sometimes 
say things rather bluntly and maybe my words are too blunt, 
but I still have that impression; and I can not get rid of it 
unless the Senator can convince me that I have misunderstood 
the situation, 
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Mr. SPOONER. First, while I do not want to take the Sena- 
tor’s time, that is a nasty and undignified word to be applied 

Mr. TILLMAN. Just suggest something that is not nasty and 
undignified, because I do not like to use nasty and undignified 
phrases. 

Mr. SPOONER. To be applied in one of the coordinate, inde- 
pendent branches of this Government to the head of another. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Suggest something better. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator's idea is so utterly wrong that I 
do not think it can be repaired and made right. 

I want to say this to the Senator: If the President of the 
United States had appointed Americans to go there and the 
Americans under his appointment had taken the custom-houses 
of Santo Domingo and administered them, distributing the funds 
received as provided by the treaty, the President would be carry- 
ing out the treaty and it would be an utterly indefensible thing 
a thing that could hardly be imputed to any President we have 
ever had. He has not done that, he says. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yet the Senator acknowledges that these men 
are there doing this thing. The money is being distributed; as 
the treaty provides, it is being put in bank. 

Mr. SPOONER. The President has not done that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The 45 per cent which was to go to the Do- 
minican Government is being delivered to the Dominican Gov- 
ernment, and the 55 per cent which was to go to the creditors 
pro rata, or something like that, is being held. 

Mr. SPOONER. He has not done that. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Tell us what he has done. 

Mr. SPOONER. As I understand his message, he says what 
he has done. As I understand the fact to be, he has done this: 
In order to maintain the status until the Senate could act upon 
the treaty-—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. When the Senate had adjourned, having the 
whole summer to sit here and deal with the treaty and had re- 
fused peremptorily to take it up or consider or ratify it, what 
excuse did he have for not withdrawing and coming away and 
leaving the Senate to deal with the subject this winter? It 
was just his own idea; the necessity of the situation. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will not attempt to answer any further 
the Senator’s question, if he will not permit me 

Mr. TILLMAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. - But I insist 
that he shall answer it. Tell us what he has done. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me I will proceed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will be quiet and sit down until the 
Senator gets through answering. 

Mr. SPOONER. That encourages me to proceed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator does not need very much en- 
couragement to proceed. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will say this and very briefly, for I do 
not wish to interrupt the Senator. 

The Senate adjourned without action upon the treaty. I do 
not mind saying in the open, Mr. President, although perhaps 
its propriety may be challenged, that, in my opinion, the Senate 
ought not to have adjourned without acting upon the treaty in 
the circumstances, either by ratifying it or rejecting it, for it 
left the President of necessity in a position of embarrassment. 
It is well settled, and it has always been, and in the nature of 
things must be, that it is the duty of a government which has 
entered into a treaty with another government to do nothing, 
or to permit nothing to be done, pending its ratification which 
would change the status so as to render ratification unavailing 
or rob either of the parties to it, if ratified, of the advantages 
contemplated in its negotiation. 

The Senate adjourned without acting upon the treaty. It 
was the duty of Santo Domingo under international law to 
maintain that status, to keep all foreign governments, cred- 
itors of Santo Domingo or representing creditors of Santo 
Domingo, from seizure of the custom-houses or sequestration of 
its revenues. It was easy for us to maintain on our part the 
status quo, for we had nothing to do, and the President could 
fold his arms and wait. But Santo Domingo could not as 
against foreign ships. In the Venezuela matter the tribunal 
at The Hague had made a decision which put upon every for- 
eign government the motive, a premium upon making haste 
with its war ships to levy forcible execution—if I may use that 
word—upon the governmental revenues of the debtor Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. When they were weak. 

Mr. SPOONER. That has nothing to do with what I am 
saying. That tribunal decided that the Government which 
first sent its ship and the second and third were entitled to 
preference in the peaceful collection of their debts later. 

Mr. TELLER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir; although I am speaking in the 


oe 15 e Senator from South Carolina, and I do not want 
e 

Mr. TELLER. I have just come into the Chamber and I did 
not know that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Go ahead. I have no objection to having the 
Senator from Colorado interrupt the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. TELLER. Does that decision of The Hague Court apply 
to cases where there was a controversy between governments as 
to the validity of the debt? Was it not to apply where the debt 
was acknowledged? 

Mr. SPOONER. It was a controversy between foreign gov- 
ernments and Venezuela as to the debt. It was a controversy 
between Santo Domingo 

Mr. TELLER. Wait a moment. Do I understand that the 
court at The Hague decided that where a government made a 
claim against another government which that government de- 
nied they were then justified to take possession with their ships? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Venezuelan claims were, a part of 
them, private claims. Germany sent her ships there, England 
sent ships there, France did it—or the third government was 
Italy, perhaps. 

Mr. TELLER. Did they not decide that the debt was owing 
and Venezuela declared it was not owing? 

Me SPOONER. Certainly they decided that the debt was 
owing—— 

Mr. TELLER. They rendered judgment. 

Mr. SPOONER. As debts were owing to other governments, 
which did not send any ships there. Debts were owing our citi- 
zens, and we did not send ships there. What they decided was 
that governments which moved first and sent ships first were 
entitled to preference—to priority of payment over those gov- 
ernments which did not employ military force by way of menace. 

Now, when the Senate adjourned, under that doctrine it left 
every motive to foreign governments to send their ships to Santo 
Domingo, and one ship was sent there to seize the custom- 
house. If the President of the United States had folded his 
arms, if he had waited until this day, does the Senator think 
that other ships of creditor nations would not have been in the 
harbor of Santo Domingo? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not want to interrupt at this stage. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator can answer that in a moment 
now. President Morales, out of his helplessness, knowing, as 
I understand it, for I am stating it as I understand it, that the 
treaty could not be carried into effect, as the President knew, 
as everyone knew, asked the President to recommend to him 
honest, capable American citizens whom he might appoint as 
the agents, not of the United States, but of Santo Domingo, to 
collect these revenues, and dispose of them, not as the United 
States should say, not as the proposed treaty provides, but as Mo- 
rales, by decree, might declare, hoping thereby, with the presence 
of American ships, which had been there more or less for some 
years, and which the President does not have to ask permission 
of the Congress to send anywhere, provided it be not as an act 
of war, that the status would be maintained. The President 
recommended officials competent, so far as ability goes, honest 
men, men who had proved themselves in our own service worthy 
of confidence. Those men were appointed by Morales. Those 
men can be dismissed by Morales. Those men are paid by 
Santo Domingo. They are the agents of Santo Domingo. They 
are disposing of the funds as decreed by President Morales; and 
undoubtedly the fact that they are American citizens, although 
acting as the agents of a foreign government, with the moral 
effect of the presence of American ships in that vicinity, have 
operated to maintain the status and send away the Italian war 
ship, and probably to keep others away. 

The President states that it is an arrangement temporary In 
its character. If it shall be the pleasure of the Senate when 
it acts upon the treaty to reject it, the arrangement is at an end. 
These agents are paying over to Santo Domingo the proportion 
of collections which Morales decrees. If the treaty were being 
earried into effect there would be some distribution being made 
of the surplus over the 45 per cent. 

Mr. TELLER. Where does it go now?- 

Mr. SPOONER. It is deposited to abide the result. 

Mr. TELLER. The result of what? 

Mr. SPOONER. The result of our action on the treaty. If 
the treaty is not ratified it belongs to Santo Domingo, and each 
government will pursue its own course toward the seizure of it 
and the collection of its indebtedness. 

So, Mr. President, the Senator from South Carolina may call 
it trickery—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is what it looks like to me. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator may call it trickery, he may 
call it usurpation. In fact there is neither trickery in it nor 
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usurpation in it, in my opinion. The President has done what, 
being left as he was left by the nonaction of the Senate, it 
was his duty to do, and that is all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Has the Senator answered the question to 
his satisfaction? 

Mr. SPOONER. I have answered it to my satisfaction in this 
respect: I have attempted to state to the Senator the facts as 
I understand them. 

Mr. MONEY. Is the Senator through? 

Mr. SPOONER. I am through. I beg the pardon of the 
Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. MONEY. I do not care to interrupt this debate, except 
that the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin has evidently 
impressed on his mind a situation different from what I have 
of Santo Domingo. As a matter of fact, the relations which 
exist between the United States and that Republic are of a 
unique character and unprecedented in the history of this coun- 

. There are, I understand, six war ships there. I do not 
know that they are needed anywhere else, and they must cruise ; 
their crews are to be paid and their expenses are to be paid. 
So I see no objection to that. I have heard it said that there 
were eleven there. Whether it is to impress upon them the 
authority of the President of the United States and the power of 
the United States to take absolute charge of that country, as the 
President has proposed to do, I do not know, and I am indiffer- 
ent about it. 

As a matter of fact, we are proceeding there now, as I under- 
stand it, not on account of any proposed treaty yet pending be- 
fore the Senate, and which, if the Senate has considered it has 
at least declined to ratify, but we are proceeding at Bahia under 
a decree made by the President there and two or three of his 

friends and not by the Congress. 

, Mr. SPOONER. When the Senator says the President, he 
means the President of Santo Domingo. 

Mr. MONEY. Oh, I mean President Morales. I said “ there.” 
I mean the colored gentleman who presides over the destiny of 
that mixed little Republic. That decree is called in itself a 
modus vivendi—a diplomatic phrase that Senators are perfectly 
familiar with, and a phrase that can only be used when there 
are two parties to a contract. 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. MONEY. If the Senator will excuse me a moment, a 
modus vivendi means an agreement between two sovereigns for 
a tentative or temporary relation pending negotiations between 
them that it is supposed will lead to a treaty ultimately. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let me say to the Senator from Mississippi 
that he is undeniably correct, in my opinion, in saying that it 
is not a modus vivendi, and that the application of that phrase 
to it is absurd. 

Mr. MONEY. Of course I am glad to accept the affirmation 
of the distinguished Senator in this matter, but I am speakiug 
of the character of the arrangement by which the fiscal matters 
are being managed there in that Republic. As a matter of fact, 
this modus vivendi is nothing of the sort. It is a decree of this 
President Morales, assisted in its make-up by two or three of his 
friends, I presume members of his cabinet. And then he appoints 
whom? A man recommended as very competent and worthy for 
the place by the President of the United States, and that man as- 
sisted by whom? By a man whom he appoints without anybody’s 
recommendation. And those two Americans are there to-day, 
dispensing the business of that country, collecting its revenues 
and making a deposit, after the 45 per cent allowed for the 
current expenses of the Government of Dominica, in a bank in 
New York, which the Senator says will be the property of the 
Republic of Santo Domingo. As a matter of fact, it is there 
subject to drafts drawn by Morales, every one of which must 
be countersigned by Colonel Colton, of the port of Bahia. 

Then these two American citizens who have been selected, one 
by the President and the other by the first, to administer these 
affairs are both borne upon the rolls as civil officers of the United 
States. They are absent indefinitely with leave and without 
pay. They are lost to the service of this country for the time 
being, but carried on its rolls to enable this black republic to 
struggle out of the maze that has been caused by twenty-eight 
revolutions in about the same number of years, having had in 
that brief space of time twenty-four Presidents, only one of 
whom was elected, the others coming in as this one did—by 
assassination. 

Now, this is a pretty mess into which the United States chooses 
to enter itself—I will not say the United States, but its Exec- 
utive Chief—without the consent of Congress, upon a treaty 


based upon an instrument that was two years old before it was 


brought to the attention of the Senate and which, in my opinion, 
would never haye been brought here if it had not been discov- 
ered that such a treaty was in existence; a treaty that, in the 
first place, is signed by an American minister who signs him- 
self as representing the Republic of the United States of North 
America—as if there was such a republic on the face of the 
globe—who did not even know the name of the government he 
represented there. 

Now, by this treaty, which is not under discussion, and it 
would be out of place to mention it if it were, except in execu- 
tive session, we are called upon to subscribe to a modus vivendi, 
a decree by this President and two of his friends, and submit to 
him for his use two officers of the United States, and to have at 
the command of those officers a fleet of six men-of-war of differ- 
ing sizes and classes, of course, and according to anotlier report 
eleven vessels of war. In other words, we are about to embark 
upon the business of taking care of other people and attending 
to other business than our own, departing from the time-honored 
custom of Washington and Jefferson to stay at home and enter 
into no alliances except those of a strictly commercial character, 
and it is expected that this Senate and the people of the United 
States are to approve of this proceeding. 

Then Venezuela comes in with her eighty revolutions in eighty- 
one years. In fact, as a traveler once said in the Revue des 
Deux Mondes, from Patagonia to Panama it was one series of 
unvarying despotism tempered by assassination. 

And now where will we end? Because the President has said 
to us that if these several republics lying south will behave 
themselves, pay their debts, abstain from disorders and riotous 
conduct, and not loosen the bonds of civilization, we will be 
very helpful to them, as he is being now in Santo Domingo; 
but if they do not pay their debts and should become in any 
manner in his judgment unseemly, then we have the “ big stick,” 
that we have heard so much about, come into play. Walk 
softly with the “ big stick ” and you will go far with the Presi- 
dent, which by recent light I interpret to mean that the “ big 
stick ” is to be displayed upon weaker republics and we are to 
walk softly among the greater nations of the world. 

Now, Mr. President, whatever may be the fate of the measure 
pending, whenever you introduce here a discussion of the act 
of the President in that regard it seems to me almost indefensi- 
ble. I do not wish to say anything that would detract from the 
power and privilege and prerogative and the constitutional 
duty of the President to do what in his mind seems best for the 
interest of this country, but there is such a thing as constitu- 
tional limitations upon his power; there is such a thing as 
limitation by the President; there is such a thing as respect 
due to the opinion of the world; but when it is believed, as he 
says he does, that he can better promote the interests of the 
country by interference without a constitutional warrant for it, 
it is time for this Senate at least to cry a halt. 

The President admitted in the message sent to this honorable 
body that he had violated international law. Why? Because 
in his judgment it was better that he should do as he did. Ac- 
cording to the decision of the Supreme Court international law 
is the law of this country. The Constitution does not say so. 
It says that the laws and treaties passed agreeably to it shall be 
the law of the land. But the Supreme Court has said in a hun- 
dred cases perhaps that international law is a part of the law 
of the land. So the President sets aside not only international 
law, but the law of the land, and substitutes his own judgment. 
I ask you, Senators, what are laws for, whether organic or stat- 
utory, but to prohibit and limit the Executive from substituting 
his will for law; in other words, in this country his will for the 
will of the whole people of the United States expressed in their 
statutes, in their treaties, and in the decsions of her courts? 

So, Mr. President, I decline to entertain the view expressed by 
my distinguished and able friend from Wisconsin. I know his 
mind is clear enough, but we have always to view things from 
different standpoints. The learned judges upon the bench will 
differ with the same facts and the same arguments presented by 
the same distinguished counsel. So I beg leave to differ yet 
antipodally with him on this question. I do not believe we 
have any business there. I do not believe the President has any 
authority to make business there. I think our business is to 
attend to our own business and let other people alone. This 
imaginary obligation imposed by the Monroe doctrine is a pure 
fiction, a mere figment of his brain. It has no lodging place in 
any conduct of any administration that I am aware of or any 
doctrine taught by any man that spoke upon the Constitution of 
the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
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Mr. MONEY. I yield so far as I am concerned. 


a TILLMAN. This debate has gone entirely away from the 
question. 

Mr. MONEY. I beg pardon. I took the floor. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I brought this question in as an illustration 
of something else, and I do not want to cut it off. It is very 
interesting and instructive, and I am obliged to my brethren on 
this side of the Chamber for coming to my assistance with their 
greater familiarity with our foreign relations and international 
law than I claim to possess. I am dealing with a concrete 
proposition, and I want to call the Senator’s attention to it 
before I leave. I will give him a chance, but I do not shut him 
off like he has done me on several occasions. The President, in 
this message which the Senator has quoted, says: 

This treaty is pending before the Senate. In the meantime a tem- 
porary arrangement has n made 

Mr. SPOONER. In what part of the message? 

Mr. TILLMAN. On page 28, near the middle. 

In the meantime a temporary arrangement has been made which 
will last until the Senate has had time to take action upon the treaty. 

Mind you, the Senate had time, and the Senate did not want 
to take action. The Senate adjourned, as it had a right to do. 
It is a temporary arrangement he made to carry out in effect 
just what the treaty provided for and that the Senate would 
not agree to. The Executive steps forward by what I called 
a trick, accomplishes his own purposes and puts the treaty in 
operation; and the Senator from Wisconsin, with his mag- 
nificent ability as a special pleader—not that he has not got 
ability that is very magnificent along logical and forceful lines, 
but with his magnificent ability as a special pleader comes 
here and undertakes to brush me aside as an ignoramus who 
knows nothing about the question, and all that kind of thing. 

Now, having called his attention to the fact that this thing 
is being done by arrangement of the President, after the Sen- 
ate would not do what he asked them to do or wanted them 
to do, if the Senator wants to pursue it I am willing to give way 
further. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not rise for the purpose of partici- 
pating further in debate with the Senator from South Carolina. 
I will have abundant opportunity to do that later on, I have 
a fairly good memory, and I am not aware that I have ever 
shut the Senator from South Carolina off much in the matter of 
debate with me. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will say in explanation that the Senator 
was so enthused with the pursuit of his own thought that when 
I saw a chance to stick, as I imagined, a little bit of a stiletto 
into his argument and knock it into smithereens or put a quietus 
on it, I think he must have had a suspicion that there was 
danger and he could not see me. [Laughter.] I have stood 
here and said, Mr. President, at least three times, as the Recorp 
will show, when he was in one of these high flights of oratory, 
of his pursuing his theme, and he did not hear me, and of course 
I could not get the ear of the Senator—not that he was not fair 
or wanted to be unfair, because he fears no man in debate and 
has no occasion for anything of that sort, but I just simply re- 
marked it in passing. I want to give him every chance in the 
world, and I want him to pursue this subject, because we have 
now the time. This is not any short session. We have from 
now until next December to discuss the question as to whether 
the Chief Executive has not trenched upon the prerogatives of 
the Senate and is not pursuing in this and a whole lot of other 
things, some of which I propose to discuss later if my time 
does not give out, where he ignores the law and does as he 
pleases, so to speak; and his brethren on the other side seem 
to be unwilling to stop him. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, only a moment. Now and 
then when I have a little time on my hands to waste I look at 
one of my speeches in the Senate and I find the time pretty 
evenly divided between the Senator and myself. I never ob- 
jected to his interrupting me but once, as I recollect it. I find 
another thing, too, that invariably whenever the Senator has 
been hard pushed, not by anything, of course, except facts or 
a sound proposition that was put at him, he has immediately 
delivered a eulogium on my magnificent ability as a special 
pleader. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TILLMAN. What is the fact in this case? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPOONER. It is the same old fact. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is not a fact, all the same. 

Mr. SPOONER. I undertook simply to relate to the Senator 
what I understood to be the difference between the situation 
as it is to-day and the situation as it would have been 

Mr. TELLER rose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair wishes to remind Sena- 
tors that the rule requires that before they can take the floor 
they must be recognized by the Chair. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 
— VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin is in 
order. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not discussing in any way the treaty. 
That is not permitted under our rules. I have only Intended to 
narrate, as I understand them, the facts, to show the Senator 
from South Carolina the difference between the situation as it 
exists and the situation as it would exist had the treaty been 
ratified and put into operation. 

Now, I do not want the Senator from Mississippi to lenve the 
inference, unchallenged by me, that I announced in the observa- 
tions I was permitted by the Senator from South Carolina to 
address to the Senate any adhesion to the theory that it is 
part of the Monroe doctrine or a corollary thereof that the 
Government of the United States shall attempt to appoint itself 
receiver of all defaulting South American republics. I have not 
understood that that is involved in this question at all. 
all I wish to say. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
go away. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator need have no alarm. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I just wanted to get through this and dismiss 
it and go on to something else. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will be bere. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I will resume before I dis- 
miss the phase of this debate, which has been emphasized by 
the Senator from Wisconsin, by reading a brief extract from the 
President’s message relating to the present situation in Santo 
Domingo: 

Under this arrangement the Dominican Government has— 

That temporary arrangement which I mentioned a little while 
ago— 

Under this arrangement the Dominican Government has appointed 
Americans to all the important positions in the customs service— 

An arrangement made between Morales and President Roose- 
mind you, and it takes two to make such an arrange- 
ment 
and they are seeing to the honest collection of the revenu turning 
over 45 per cent to the Government for running expenses and putting 
the other 55 per cent into a safe depository for equitable division, in 


case the treaty shall be ratified, among the various creditors, whether 
European or American. 


This question, I presume, will be debated at great length later 
on, and I want to say here and now I had not the slightest idea 
or purpose of precipitating any discussion of it in open Senate, 
or even to participate in it in executive session when we shall 
come to consider the treaty. But before dismissing the subject 
I want to emphasize the point that practically the situation is 
the same as though the treaty had been ratified. È 

I was trying to speak to the point, when this side issue was 
raised, that we have since we entered upon the imperial policy 
discovered that we are a great nation, governing the Philippines, 
having conquered them with the bayonet, governing them arbi- 
trarily, without any regard to the rights of the governed or 
anything of that sort, ignoring and abandoning all of our time- 
honored principles of government, turning our backs on the 
Declaration of Independence and the Constitution and all that 
kind of thing—I was pointing out that we have progressed very 
far in these seven or eight years along the line of, Executive 
usurpation and of apparent, if not actual, servility and cow- 
ardice on the part of both branches of Congress in dealing with 
the Executive in his encroachments upon the prerogatives of the 
legislative branch of the Government. I had got to that point, 
and was illustrating, simply as one of the things which had 
been done, the action in regard to Santo Domingo. I have some 
others that will relate more particularly to this appropriation 
bill which we are discussing, and I want to illustrate the trend 
of Executive thought and the conditions. 

The Secretary of War, in a speech which he delivered in 
St. Louis on November 18 last, speaks about the Panama Canal 
Commission. I will read from his speech. He said: 

The President had submitted to Congress during the winter of 1904-5 
a recommendation for amendment to the law by which he should be 
given a freer hand in the number of agents to be selected by him for the 
work which the act of Congress made it mandatory upon him to per- 
form, He informed Congress that the method of construction by a com- 
mission of seven was clumsy and ineffective. The House of Representa- 
pines Gare vee requested power to the President in a bill which it sent 

There the bill met determined opposition, and in the short session it 
was entirely possible for its enemies to defeat it. 

With the result that is mentioned by Mr. Taft. And in order 
to accomplish his purpose again, ostensibly obeying the law, 
but really not obeying it at all, he secured the resignation of 
those seven commissioners. Then Secretary Taft proceeded to 
say: 

And appointed a new Commission under certain regulations as to their 
procedure, by which he hoped to secure in practice greater centraliza- 


That is 
I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will not 
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tion of power in the hands of a chairman and an executive committee 
less than the whole Commission, with its acts subject to confirmation by 
the Commission. 

Finally, here is the accusation, baldy and boldy made, that 
the enemies of this proposed change in the character or the com- 
position of the Canal Commission had been able to defeat it in 
the Senate, an indication that there are probably malign in- 
fluences here or that the Executive will was not obeyed here 
absolutely and implicitly, and therefore it was necessary, in the 
judgment of the man at the White House, to go along anyhow 
under the responsibility imposed on him to build this canal. 

Now, it is to deal with this new Commission—some of its 
personnel—that I want to talk a little. Under the general au- 
thority given to the President to construct the canal, without 
limitations as to the number of his agents, the amount of their 
compensation, or anything like that—spending $135,000,000 at 
least, probably $335,000,000, nobody knows how much before we 
get through with it—instead of Congress taking the time and 
trouble to provide for some machinery that would have limita- 
tions and restrictions upon it, and legal bars to climb over 
before certain things could be done, everything is in the hands 
of the President. The President appoints a Commission, puts 
it under the control of the Secretary of War, and the Commis- 
sion thus constituted, under the general suprevision of the Sec- 
retary, and finally under the presonal direction and control of 
the President—the Secretary being his intermediary and agent— 
has done certain things. The first is the appointment of that 
Commission. I will read their names, though Senators are 
familiar with them, and I will state their compensation. 


Name. Position. Salary. 
T. P. Shonts............| Chairman of Commission $30,000 
C. E. Eia Te — — Commissioner and governor of Zone 17,500 
M. T. Endicott, U. S. N. Commissioner 7,500 
O. H. Ernst, U. S. A 8 7,500 
P. C. Hains, U. S. A 8 7,500 
B. M. Harro ISS ͤ ͤ[ü.üʃ?in T 7,500 


Here I note something that I want light on. Mr. Endicott, 
as we all know, is Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks in 
the Navy Department. “Admiral” is his official title. He gets 
as admiral $6,220 a year, while his compensation as canal Com- 
missioner is $7,500, an addition of nearly $1,300. Mr. Ernst, 
who is in the Army as a colonel of engineers, gets $5,220 a year 
as such Army officer, and $7,500 as a Commissioner—an increase 
of $2,300. P. C. Hains, United States Army, who is a retired 
brigadier-general, gets $4,125 a year as an Army officer, and his 
salary as Commissioner is $7,500. 

I read section 1763 of the Revised Statutes. It may not 
apply to this matter, but I want some of the lawyers on both 
sides to listen to this, and tell me whether it does not apply; and 
if not, why not. 

Sec. 1763. No person who holds an office the salary or annual com- 
pensation attached to which amounts to the sum of $2,500 shall re- 
ceive compensation for discharging the duties of any other office, unless 
expressly authorized by law. 

Now, these three men whom I have mentioned as Commis- 
sioners are only three of many, but I should like to have it set- 
tled, at least in the minds of Senators, whether or not it is a 
lawful exercise of Executive authority to make appointments 
that appear to be absolutely prohibited by the statute. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from South Carolina permit 
me to interrupt him? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. BACON. Has the Senator the Spooner Act before him? 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; I have not. 

Mr. BACON. I want to use it in reply to the question the 
Senator has asked. 

Mr. ALLISON. Section 7 of the Spooner Act. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the Senator from South Caro- 
lina has asked for an explanation of the matter. I can probably 
give it to him. With his permission, I will endeavor to do so. 

I think that the criticism made by the Senator is eminently 
proper to be made in all cases where the law does not authorize 
a departure from the restriction in the section read by him 
that is, where there is not some other statute. I have had oc- 
casion formerly to remark that in the Senate, in instances 
where officers of the Army were on duty in Cuba, and where 
very large sums of money were allowed to them, as I thought 
then and still think, in absolute contravention and violation of 
the provision of law which the Senator from South Carolina 
has read. I think, however, in this case the seventh section of 
what is known as the Spooner Act does authorize the appoint- 
ment of Army and Navy officers to these positions and does con- 


template that they shall be paid sums other than the amounts 
specified by the law as their salaries as such military and naval 
officers. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator please read it? 

Mr. BACON. I will; and I will state to the Senator that if 
he will mark the language and give it a reasonable construc- 
tion I do not see how any other conclusion can be reached. 
Of course the mind of the framer of a law as to the construc- 
tion of its provisions is not the legislative mind, and his de- 
cision is not a decision that is conclusive by any means as to 
the proper construction of a law, but his intention in fram- 
ing it may assist in such construction. As I stated a few 
days ago, when this statute was under consideration it so 
happens that that particular provision of this law was drafted 
by myself. If it does not plainly express the intention I 
have indicated it is my fault in not having used sufficiently 
plain language. But that was the intention I had in drafting 
it. I will read the entire section in order that it may appear 
in the Recorp, since the question has been raised. Section 7 
of what is known as the Spooner Act is in these words: 

Sec. 7. That “o enable the President to construct the canal and 
works spportendot thereto as proyided in this act, there is hereby 
created Isthmian Canal Commission, the same to be composed of 
seven members, who shall be nominated and appointed by the President, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and who shall serve 
until the completion of said canal unless sooner removed by the Presi- 
dent, and one of whom shall be named as the chairman of said Com- 
mission. Of the seven members of said Commission at least four of 
them shall be persons learned and skilled in the science of engineering, 
and of the four at least one shall be an officer of the United States 
Army, and at least one other shall be an officer of the United States 


Navy, the said officers respectively being either upon the active or the 
retired list of the or of the ge” a Commissioners shall 


to the members of said Isthmian Canal Commission the President is 
hereby authorized through said Commission to ree at in said service 
any of the engineers of the United States Army at his discretion, and 
likewise to employ any engineers in civil life, at his discretion, and any 
other persons necessary for the po and expeditious prosecution of 
said work. The compensation of all such engineers and other persons 
employed under this act shall be fixed by said Commission, subject to 
the approval of the President. The official salary of any officer ap- 
pointed or employed under this act shall be deducted from the amount 
of salary or compensation provided by or which shall be fixed under 
the terms of this act. 

I do not know that it is necessary for me to read the remain- 
ing part of the section, for I think the part I have read covers 
the ground and answers the question of the Senator from South 
Carolina, 

If the Senator will pardon me a moment further, I will simply 
call his attention to the provisions which were attempted to be 
expressed there as the intention of the law. 

In the first place, there is an express authorization for the 
appointment of Army officers and Navy officers, not only those 
who should be nominated or named as Commissioners, but also 
Army officers who should be appointed as engineers. There is 
also express authority to the President as to the Commissioners, 
and to the Commissioners as to the other officers, to fix the 
salaries—speaking generally—and including Army and Navy 
officers, without limitation or exception. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator pardon me a moment? 

Mr. BACON. Just one second. In the same connection there 
is the distinct statement that an officer of the Army or of the 
Navy who should be thus appointed should have the amount of 
his official salary as an Army or Navy officer deducted from 
his salary as an employee in the construction of the canal. 
This clearly indicates that the Army and Navy officers who 
should be selected for this work should have the same salaries 
as civilian officers selected for similar work. The provision 
that their salaries as military or naval officers should be de- 
ducted from the salaries thus fixed for them in connection with 
their canal work leaves no possible escape from that conclusion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, I am entirely satisfied now. I had not 
run on that fact. Of course I knew about the statute prohibit- 
ing a man holding two offices and getting paid for them, but I 
had not run on that particular provision in what is called the 
“Spooner Act,” is it? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
Srooxxn] will not misconstrue my not having stopped at the 
moment he asked. 

Mr. SPOONER. I only wanted to call the Senator’s atten- 
tion to the fact that the act referred to not only conferred upon 
the President the authority to appoint an Army officer or a Navy 
officer, but absolutely required him to do it. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; it does. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not complaining of that at all, because 
I think the Army and Navy of the United States have as fine 
engineers as the world can produce, and I am a little surprised 
that we did not find one of those officers who was competent to 
take charge of this canal as chief and build it upon the same 
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lines of thoroughness and efficiency and economy as the Con- 


gressional Library building over here was constructed. I think 
the work of constructing that building was performed under an 
Army engineer, was it not? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. As I said, I merely wanted to get light. I 
do not know whether I give any light, but I break a hole 
through the glass so that somebody else can get some sometimes. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Having disposed of the question as to the legality of the action 
of putting the Army and Navy officers under the Canal Com- 
mission at an increased compensation, the next query that pre- 
sents itself to my mind is—well, I will say the advisability of 
taking a man, as Admiral Endicott, who, while he is a very 
eminent engineer and a man of very high attainments, is about 
the hardest-worked man I know of in the Navy Department or 
in any other Department, for he has charge of the construction 
of all the great docks and other improvements at our various 
navy-yards, and I know that he is up to the eyes, if not buried, 
in work, with no opportunity to do more than possibly consult 
when any question of great engineering moment might be before 
the Commission. Then the inquiry is, If he can not in the very 
nature of things, without neglecting his present duties, attend 
to the duties of a Commissioner, why should they increase his 
salary at all? He certainly can not go to the Isthmus. He cer- 
tainly is not going to run any danger of getting malaria or 
swamp fever or yellow fever or any of the other troubles which 
might warrant an increase of compensation; and I am willing to 
acknowledge that an Army officer or Navy officer or civilian who 
goes to the Isthmus and runs the risks there ought to get better 
compensation than an employee in this country. That is all 
right. I do not object to that at all. I myself would not be 
willing to go there without getting increased compensation ; 
and I always like to treat the other fellow as I should like to be 
treated myself. 

So I am not objecting to that. But the question now is 
to get back to Mr. Shonts. He receives $30,000 a year. The 
justification for it, as set forth by Mr. Taft, who is the Presi- 
dent’s mouthpiece in a measure in this matter, besides what 
the President said in his message, is that Mr. Shonts has had 
the experience of a railroad man. He is not or was not presi- 
dent of a great railroad system, because, examining the Railway 
Guide yesterday, I found out that the Clover Leaf Railroad, 
of which he was president, only runs from Toledo to St. Louis, 
and has no forks or branches. It is a straight shoot of 500 
or 600 or may be 800 miles; I do not know exactly. Anyhow, 
I should not consider it as a very great railroad, as railroads 
go. He may have been president of other railroads; I do not 
know. He may be the very best man for this place that can 
be found in the United States; I do not know. Having his 
road, though, run through prairie, most of the way on a per- 
fectly level country, there are very few engineering problems 
that anybody connected with it has had to solve; and if his 
presidency of that railroad did not have something behind it 
in the way of experience elsewhere, or at least of qualifica- 
tions that had been shown to exist in other work, I should not 
eonsider that as being any very strong proof of his fitness. 

But I have got nothing to say about that one way or the 
other. I propose to deal with Mr. Shonts as the chief executive 
of this Commission in the light of certain things that have 
come to my knowledge and have been suggested to me in the 
hearing we had. In the first place, I have understood that 
when Mr. Shonts was appointed—sometime last April, I be- 
lieve it was—he was given to understand, or at least it was 
the common expectation and so announced, that just so soon 
as he could wind up his connection with the railroad he would 
resign and devote his whole time to canal work. Does any- 
body know whether he has resigned or not? I ask the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know. I think he has resigned; but 
I am not certain. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have looked in the Railway Guide for 
November, in the big book that we are all in the habit of looking 
into when we want to hunt up our schedules when we desire 
to roam around—and I roam around a little occasionally—and 
I saw that he was put down as president of the Clover Leaf 
Railroad. 

Mr. ALLISON. He may be. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure; always. 


Mr. HALE. From my information on this subject, I think 
the Government was very fortunate in securing the services of 
I know something about him. He is a man of 


Mr. Shonts. 


great executive ability. He had displayed that not only in 
reference to the railroad of which he was president, but in other 
railroad enterprises. He is a man after the Senator’s order 
of mind; he is courageous; he takes responsibility; he knows 
how to say “no,” and, from my acquaintance with him, I be- 
lieve he has the discrimination to settle the proper time when 
to say “no;” and he has great force and executive ability. I 
think if he is given pretty free rein he will advance that work 
ow 155 faster than anybody else ever has advanced it or is 
kely to. 

I did not mean, in rising, to interrupt the Senator to go gen- 
erally into this matter, but as special attention has been called 
to it I thought perhaps the Senator might not be unwilling for 
me to give my views about Mr. Shonts and his relation to the 
enterprise. 

Now, as to whether technically there has been a resignation 
of his presidency of that railroad, I do not know. I supposed 
that he had resigned. I know that when he took up the canal 
work it was upon the agreement that he should give his entire 
time and ability to it and that he should in great degree have 
control and not be hampered in the work. He is that kind of 
man that he does not desire any kind of work unless he can 
carry out his views to their ultimate result. I think I may 
say that, while I do not know whether technically he has pre- 
sented his resignation or not,-he has given himself faithfully 
and his entire time to this work. 

Later in the discussion I may have something more to say 
about this, but just at this time I wanted to say that in relation 
to Mr. Shonts. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want the Senate clearly to understand that 
I am not after any particular man. I had never heard of Mr. 
Shonts, except through the newspapers, until his appointment. 
I saw him the other day and was favorably impressed with him. 
I have no malice against him. I am not gunning for him at all, 
as the phrase might be. He may be the right man in the 
right place; I hope he is; but I am merely dealing with the 
general management as we find it and trying to get at the true 
inwardness of the situation. 

The Senator says he thinks Mr. Shonts has resigned. How 
many times has he been to the Isthmus in the seven or eight 
months that he has held office? ‘Twice, I understand, and then 
for a week only. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, with pleasure. If I am misstating or 
misunderstanding conditions, I should like to be corrected. 

Mr. HALE. My understanding is that the fundamental act 
requires that there be—I may be wrong—sessions held on the 
Isthmus four times a year. 2 

Mr. TILLMAN. A session might be an hour or it might be 
a month. 5 

Mr. ALLISON. The requirement in regard to sessions on the 
Isthmus is in the President’s order. 

Mr. HALE. It is in the President's order, based upon the 
Spooner Act, but I do not think it is contemplated that the 
chairman of the Commission shall spend most of his time on 
the Isthmus. The engineer necessarily has to do so, as has 
Governor Magoon. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Governor Magoon has really very little or 
no connection with the canal. It is Mr. Stevens at present, 
and it was formerly Mr. Wallace. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Stevens is engineer and does necessarily 
have to reside on the Isthmus, and Governor Magoon is part 
of the machinery of the whole thing. 

Mr. TILLMAN. He is running the civil branch down there, 
and he is at Panama. 

Mr. HALE. He is at Panama. But if the civil machinery 
runs badly it would interfere with the canal. He stays on the 
Isthmus. How much time Mr. Shonts has spent there I do not 
know, but, knowing him as I do, I do not believe he has in 
any way shirked any responsibilities and come away from the 
Isthmus when he was needed there. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not charge that he has. I am merely 
trying to find out how he is discharging the great and important 
duty that has been imposed upon him, for which he is being so 
well paid. I understand he has only been there twice—one 
week in July and one week in October; and I see in the New 
York Herald of this morning an article from a special corre- 
spondent, in which he says that all those from Washington con- 
nected with the Canal Commission, including Mr. Shonts, who 
go down there, act as though they were expecting to catch yel- 
low fever as soon as they get off the ship and they hustle at a 
double-quick to get away. I presume I would like to get away, 
too, if I was running that risk, but still a man ought net to be 
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paid for something he does not do, and at least as the important 
head of a great work it would appear necessary for Mr. Shonts 
thoroughly to familiarize himself with all the conditions there 
of any moment and to be able intelligently to direct from here 
the campaign in building the canal. That is the only contention 
I am trying to make. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has expressed that very well. He 
has expressed in words better than I could what Mr. Shonts’s 
duty is—so to inform himself of conditions there that he is able 
to manage and supervise and see that the right thing is done. 
I have no doubt Mr. Shonts has done just that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I would a heap rather have a committee go 
down there, run the risk of getting yellow fever, and have a 
fight with the mosquitoes, and not carry along a bucket of white- 
wash prepared to smear it on anything they found wrong, and 
come away and say so. There are some reasons why I have that 
opinion, and I will give them before I get through. 

I wish now to ask another question. Mr. W. Leon Pepperman, 
who is chief clerk of the Commission, or rather he is assistant 
chief, as they call it, is also, I am informed, or was, an em- 
ployee or official of the Clover Leaf road, and is still an employee 
of the Clover Leaf road, and is doing work for it. Is that true 
or not? 

Mr. HALE. I can only say that I do not know the least 
thing about it. 4 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am sorry we did not go a little more fully 
into this investigation when we had Mr. Shonts and those other 
gentlemen in the Appropriations Committee room the other 
day. The thing was so hurried there and there seemed to be 
such intense pressure to get this money available that we did 
not really probe as deeply and as thoroughly into the various 
phases of this business as I think we ought to have done. 
This phase of it will illustrate the absolute necessity, as I take 
it, for the Interoceanic Canals Committee to begin, at the very 
earliest date after it has been organized and the vacancies have 
been filled, to perform its legitimate functions as the interme- 
diary between the Senate and the canal and its control and 
direction, and give us light whenever we ask for it and be able 
intelligently to discuss these matters. 

Mr. HALE. I agree entirely with the Senator that that 
committee ought to do that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not see how they are going to do it 
unless they go down there. I do not want the Senate to order 
them off on a kind of a risky expedition that might involve 
some of them being hauled home on ice, but the duty should be 
imposed on somebody, and I confess I want to see it performed. 

Mr. HALE. Now, will the Senator allow me for a moment? 
This reference to Mr. Pepperman—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I simply ask for information whether or 
not he is still an employee or an officer of the Clover Leaf road 
and is not engaged a good part of his time in transacting rail- 


road business? 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator has investigated 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am asking. I want to know. 
somebody else to investigate. I can not investigate. 

Mr. HALE. Nobody has any absolute knowledge or is infal- 
lible about this matter. I do not believe it is true. I doubt 
if the Senator has, although he may have, information, any 
more than a statement or rumor, that this man Pepperman, 
who is employed on the canal work, employed by the Isthmian 
Canal Commission, employed by Mr. Shonts as its chairman, 
with whom he had been associated in railroad work before, who 
certainly has duties enough to absorb all his time and all his 
ability, is at the same time employed by a railroad corporation 
and is giving them a part of his time and is being paid therefor. 

I shall be very much surprised, Mr. President, if investigation 
by whomsoever it is made discloses that fact. Should it dis- 
close that fact, I should say that that is a grievance and a 
wrong which ought to be righted at once. We hear a great 
many things; we hear a great many rumors, and statements 
are made in reference to this and that which investigation does 
not disclose as being well founded. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am only sorry, as I said, that we did not 
have more time, or were not able in the brief time at our dis- 
posal, to make examination of the gentlemen before the com- 
mittee. If they swear or say on their honor that they are no 
longer connected with the road and have received no compensa- 
tion for work done for the road, that will satisfy me. 

Mr. HALE. If we had thought of it 

Mr. TILLMAN. I say it illustrates the miserable policy we 
are pursuing, if the Senator will permit me. As long as the 
House of Representatives, under its present organization—and 
I have no right possibly to mention it even, because I want to 
be entirely respectful to the coordinate legislative body con- 
tinues the policy of making bond provisions and emergency 


I want 


appropriations parts of the same bill and will not allow exam- 
ination, and the committee report it under the rule and gag 
everybody and double-quick it through and send it over here, 
and then we in less degree imitate their drastic processes and 
double-quick it through, so long the intelligent performance of 
our duties is impossthle; and having no hope that the House is 
going to change its procedure, at least in the near future, it 
impresses upon me the greater responsibility of the Senate to 
legislate intelligently and to be able to inform the country just 
what is going on, and be able to justify any appropriations of 
public money and be able also in a measure to certify to its 
honest expenditure. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is all I am trying to bring about. 

Mr. HALE. But the Senator will recognize the situation. 
We were confronted with an undoubted and an undisputed ne- 
cessity for making this appropriation early. It did not come 
within our province to go into all of the investigation with refer- 
ence to the situation. But I think the Senator will bear me out 
that as a result of the day, the long day, which we spent in 
faithful examination, in bringing these officials before us and 
searching them with such questioning as brought out the facts, 
and important facts, the committee obtained a very valuable 
education. : 

Now, I do not say that it did all that it could have done if 
it had been a committee to which was intrusted the whole sub- 
ject-matter. If it had been that kind of a committee and we 
had gone into it to that extent, it would have taken weeks, and 
the other committee of the Senate that will take it up, whenever 
it reaches it, will find its work very laborious and very ex- 
tended and most important. 

But I think the Senator, who has been long a member, and 
an active and important member, of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, will see that, confronted as we were with the neces- 
sity of making this appropriation, we could not spend more time 
on it. The holidays were impending. It is well known you can 
not keep Senators here. It will be all that the veteran chair- 
man of the committee, who has charge of this bill, can do to 
get the bill in conference before the House and Senate prac- 
tically dissolve, and the Members hie away to their respective 
homes. We had that in view, and the committee is a practical 
kind of a committee, dealing with all those questions, and I do 
not think the Senator himself, with his experience in the Senate 
and on that committee, will say seriously that he thinks we 
75 — slighted the public interest in not going into all these ques- 

ons. ; 3 

It did not occur to me that there was any question—I never 
heard it raised—that either Mr. Shonts, whom I do know a 
good deal about, and Mr. Pepperman, about whom I know little 
or nothing, was still connected in any way with any railroad 
enterprise, and not giving his entire time to the canal business. 
I hope an investigation will show to the Senator that while 
this has been stated to him, or a memorandum given to him, he 
will find he is mistaken in that regard. : 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to say in addition to what has been 
said, and so well said, by the Senator from Maine, that the in- 
quiry by the Senator now in respect to these two gentlemen is 
the first intimation I have ever had that either or both of them 
were not giving their whole time to this work in which they 
are engaged. I had not for a moment supposed that in the 
examination we had the other day it was necessary to ask Mr. 
Shonts if he was giving his attention to this business, nor did 
I for a moment suppose that Mr. Pepperman was not doing it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President j 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Care- 
lina yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. z 

Mr. CULBERSON. I wish to say to the Senator from South 
Carolina that I have no personal acquaintance with Mr. Pepper- 
man, but as a member of the Philippines Committee I know he 
has been connected for some time with the War Department. 
He was connected with the Bureau of Insular Affairs of the War 
Department before he had any connection with the Panama 
Canal, as I understand. While I am unable to state positively 
that he no longer has any connection with any railroad com- 
pany, I think it altogether improbable that he has any such 
connection. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not going to be satisfied, I will state 
right here, with anybody’s belief, because beliefs do not answer 
in this case, I will take the words of these gentlemen that they 
have severed their connection and the dates when they did it. 
That is all; and there is no need for this quasi or indirect 
defense. The best evidence, according to my knowledge of evi- 
dence, is to get it direct; and these gentlemen are available, and 
let us get it direct. 
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Mr. HALE. Indeed we will. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well—— 

Mr. HALE. I have just had this statement given me: 

Pepperman was never with the Clover Leaf or any other road. He 
has been in the Government service for ten years or more—in the civil 


33 of the Philippine Islands and chief clerk of the Insular 
ureau before being transferred to the canal work. 


That is in correspondence with the impression of the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. 

Mr. TILLMAN. By whom is that signed? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know who it is. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I would rather the Senator would not read 
it. We do not want any anonymous communications sent in 
here. 

Mr. HALE. I venture to say it is better authority and will 
be better borne out by the facts on investigation than the so- 
called authority that the Senator has launched upon the Senate 
and charged this man with what has never taken place. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have not charged it. I have made an in- 
quiry. 

Mr. HALE. No; but the Senator has stated 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; I did not state. I said it was what I 
have heard. 

Mr. HALE. That is it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Very well. 

Mr. HALE. This is what I have heard. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; you did not hear that. You got that in 
writing. You can not even tell who wrote it. 

Mr. HALE. Neither has the Senator stated how he heard that 
this man is still employed by the railroad company. The Sen- 
ator. can take this memorandum. Nobody would send me a 
memorandum unless he knew what he was talking about. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is very easy to write a thing. I want the 
Canal Committee, for which I wanted to get a job the other day, 
given some work. I am afraid they will grow rusty unless 
somebody puts them to work. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is wrong about this man. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope I am. I would be the last one to 
accuse a man of something that might be offcolor or dishonest. 
I make an inquiry that is very necessary to be made. If you 
get the Railway Guide of the United States, you will find Mr. 
Shonts’s name in it. Take the Railway Guide for November, the 
month just gone, and he is still noted as president of the Clover 
Leaf road, and is published as such. It may be that the printer 
had the type stereotyped and did not take the trouble to change 
it, but I think that the Clover Leaf Railroad keeps up with the 
changes in administration as well as with the changes in 
schedules. 

Mr. HALE. , I can say to the Senator that this memorandum 
was handed to me while on my feet by the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. Krrrrepse], who is on the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals. . It was given to him by a well-known corre- 
spondent here in Washington, who signs his name, and the Sen- 
ator can read it. I think it is Ohl. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not sufficiently interested in that to 
care to read it. 

Mr. HALE. I see the Senator is not. I am. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not, for this reason: If these men 
should state that they are not still connected with the railroad 
and are not getting paid by it for work done for it while they 
are.getting pay from the Government as canal commissioners 
and officers, I want to know it. There is so much in the shape 
of smoke—stench, I had almost said—that I should like to have 
the thing ventilated fully. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator will not make any more 
charges as serious as this one—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have not made any charges. 

Mr. HALE. Unless he has some testimony. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have not made a charge. I have asked a 
question. I thought you gentlemen on the other side would 
probably be able to answer it authoritatively, but you are not. 

Mr. ALLISON. . Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Car- 
olina yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Always. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from South Carolina says he 
has information on the subject or has learned that Mr. Shonts, 
for example, is still president of the Clover Leaf Railroad Com- 


pany. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have given the Railway Guide, which can 
be found in the Sergeant-at-Arms’s office, as authority for it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to ask the Senator if he had 
knowledge of this on yesterday. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; I did not. I went in and looked my- 
self as soon as I heard he was connected with the Clover Leaf 
road. 


—— 


Mr. ALLISON. I merely wanted to call attention to the fact 
that this information was in the possession of the Senator from 
South Carolina yesterday, and therefore he could have asked 
the question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I did not know yesterday, but if I had 
known it yesterday it would have availed nothing, as it was 
day before yesterday when we had our hearing in the Appro- 
priations Committee room. I certainly would not have gone 
out without asking the question if I had known about it then. 

So much for that. Now, let us come to another phase. In 
the hearing we had before the committee the other day it was 
brought out that among the appointees or employees of the 
Canal Commission is one gentleman by the name of Bishop, 
whose duties were pretty clearly set forth in that hearing—I 
will read them directly—but about the necessity for whose 
employment we were not entirely satisfied. I find in the 
minutes of the Isthmian Canal Commission of October 30 this 
resolution : 

Upon motion of Commissioner Ernst, seconded by 
Hains, it was x 

Resolved, That to facilitate the dispatch of current business at 
Washington office of the Commission, the chairman be, and he hereby 
is, empowered to authorize and direct in writing the secretary of the 
Commission or other employee of the Commission to approve for pay- 
ment, under the caption “By direction of the chairman,“ vouchers 
for any payments by the Commission, and to make requisition for sup- 
plies for the maintenance of said Washington office. 

Mr. Bishop is Mr. Shonts’s appointee, and it appears that 
there are occasions when both Shonts and Pepperman are absent 
from the main office here, and that it was necessary, in order to 
have the business go on, for somebody else to be authorized to 
sign. So Mr. Bishop was empowered in that resolution. I will 
deal a little more fully with Mr. Bishop by reading from th 
testimony of Secretary Taft at the hearing: ‘ 
710000. TILLMAN, I notice that the secretary of the Commission gets 

J, . 

Secretary Tarr. Yes, sir. 

Senator TILLMAN. Does the Commission sit here? 

Secretary Tarr. It does, part of the time. 

Senator TILLMAN. Practically all the time? 

Secretary Tart. Practically ; it sat here most of the time. 

Senator TILLMAN. I say, practically all the time? 

Secretary Tarr. Well, its minutes are kept here. The records are 
kept here, and a very large part of the clerical work is done here, 
though by direction it has to meet four times a year on the Isthmus. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I know the Senator has got away from Mr. Pep- 
perman, but perhaps he will allow me, as I have the official 
record from the Bureau of Insular Affairs, to state that Mr. Pep- 
perman went to the Philippines, in our civil service, in 1900, but 
for many years previous to that he had been an examiner under 
the Civil Service Commission in Washington; that after he 
returned from the Philippines, in 1901, he entered the Bureau 
of Insular Affairs, where he has remained until the present 
time; and, so far as the Bureau of Insular Affairs knows, he 
has had no connection whatever with any railroad at all, but 
has been in the service of the Government for the last ten or 
fifteen years. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is all right, but I want Mr. Pepperman 
himself to say. I am not going to take any secondary evidence 
when I can get the original man; that is all. 

Mr. LODGE. That is the report of the bureau in which he 
has been employed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not want to appear to doubt the in- 
tegrity of purpose and the perfect honesty and honorable deal- 
ing of any of these gentlemen. I do not want 

Mr. LODGE. But, Mr. President, the Senator from South 
Carolina, with no authority that I have heard him cite except 
that of rumor, has been casting very serious reflections on this 
gentleman. I never heard of Mr. Pepperman in my life until 
the other day, but I think any man is entitled to be taken on 
the official record furnished by the War Department rather than 
on the rumors of newspapers until at least he can be heard from. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I only want to have him heard from instead 
of having Senators get up, here and give us secondary evidence. 
That is all there is to it. 

I have received a communication, and I will see what it says. 
[After a pause, reading :] 

I have just talked over the phone with Mr. Pepperman, whom I 
know very well. He was never and is not now connected with the 
Clover Leaf Railroad. He has been in Government service twelve 
years, and I am sorry that somebody apparently has misinformed you. 

All right. I apologize to Mr. Pepperman. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘lhe Senator’s correspondent may have been 
talking to some other man over the ‘phone. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Hardly. We almost always recognize the 
voice. I could tell the voice of the Senator from Wisconsip, 


Commissioner 
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even from Milwaukee, at my house over the long-distance tele- 
phone. I will gamble on it. That is a little too thin. That 
is some more special pleading. 

I come back to Mr. Bishop, since Mr. Pepperman has disap- 
peared and is not.a person who is a little off on drawing two 
salaries. A 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from South Carolina was a 
little off. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will say I was a little off. I am willing 
to acknowledge it, and when that is the case will straighten up 
things any time and anywhere. I hope Mr. Shonts will come out 
of the situation with equal credit to himself—honestly I do. I 
was reading from the testimony of Secretary Taft. 

Mr. FORAKER. What page? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Page 53. 


Senator TILLMAN. I notice that particular officer [Mr. Bishop] be- 
cause 1 can not see way the mere keeping ef the records of the work 
of the Commission requires so much skill or so much brains. 

Secretary Tarr. He is the historian of the Commission. He was 
employed at a time when it was thought necessary to have a man of 
very considerable journalistic experience, for the reason that the attacks 
on the canal, its construction, and the 1 misre presentations 
concerning everything, both on the Isthmus and here, had gotten to 
such a point that it seemed necessary for the Commission to protect 
itself in some way. 

Senator TILLMAN. So he is the 
heard in the debate? 

Secretary Tarr. You can call him a pron agent if you choose to. 

Senator TILLMAN. I would not call him that, except from your 
description of him. 

Secretary Tarr. Well, that was added to his duties as the secretary 
of the Commission, the recorder of the Commission, and its historian. 

Senator TILLMAN. Is it the duty of this Commission to run a political 
campaign to defend itself? 

Secretary Tart. No, sir; but it is the duty of the Commission to 
correct impressions that are circulated maliciously for the purpose of 
interfering with its work. 

Senator TILLMAN. But ought not those to come through you, through 
ameni reports and data, ratber than through communications to the 
press 

Secretary Tarr. No; it is not a question of communications to the 
press. I can communicate matters to the press; but the question is of 
running down every misrepresentation over this country. He has a 
record there that would startle people—the stories that have been 
started with a view simply of impeding the work of the canal? 


Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure, always. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the Senator reading from page 53? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am reading from page 53 of the first edi- 
tion. I think they have added to it two or three pages, and you 
will find it on page 54 or 55 in the edition you have. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is what I wanted to interrupt the Sen- 
ator for. I have page 53, and it does not contain that state- 
ment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I got the first publication that was sent to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and I have not taken the 
trouble, having marked my copy, to go-to the newer and later 
edition. 

We have there the statement by the Secretary, who is, of 
course, at last directly responsible, for he is Mr. Shonts’s supe- 
rior officer, that the Canal Commission has in its employ a man 
of ability as a journalist and of long experience. I think in 
his own testimony he stated that he had been editor of the New 
York Herald or Tribune, or some such paper, and there is no 
doubt about his mental acumen and brightness. We found that 
out very readily when we began to cross-question him. They 
pay this man $10,000 a year. Yet he has never been to Panama 
and he has no special aptitude, as I can see, for any work that 
the Commission needs to have done. It is not, I belieye—at 
least I have never heard it before—customary, to use the 
phrase of the Senator from Maine; it is an innovation in any 
Department of the Government, however important, to take the 
public money and employ a man at a high salary—twice what T 
get—to exploit its work and to defend it through the press. 

It is very evident that his labor, from his own testimony, is 
comparatively light. The Commission meets only occasionally, 
all its meetings are short ones, and the mere keeping of the min- 
utes and the other ordinary work of a secretary, I think, could 
be done by any first-class clerk in this city at $2,000 or $3,000, 
which would appear to me to have been ample for such a thing 
or eyen for a first-class newspaper man. I presume that we 
have on the newspapers in Washington as bright a class of men 
as this country affords, and some of them get very high sala- 
ries—William E. Curtis, for one that I recall, and several others 
whose pay goes up into the thousands. But it is the purpose 
of employing this man that I am criticising or discussing; and 
he has a clerk whose sole duty appears to be, according to his 
own statement, to read some hundred and odd leading news- 
papers from all over the United States, of all the cities, and 
mark every article that is for or against the Canal Commission’s 


press agent, then, of whom we have 


work, in praise of it, or in criticism of it, and anything that 
strikes him as important he submits to the Canal Commission. 

So we find that the process of hypnotizing public opinion or 
of misinforming the people is in progress here at a very great 
expense; and the first thing that struck me when this matter 
was brought out was that people who were entirely innocent 
and who need no defense would not take the trouble to be wor- 
ried and put a $10,000 man at work upon the duty of defending 
them. ` 

The Commission undoubtedly did this by Secretary Tafts 
approval and also that of the President, and I can not for the 
life of me see what justification there is for the public money 
to be spent in that way. The press representatives in Wash- 
ington may some of them be dirty and low in their instincts, be 
disposed to lie or misrepresent. 

It is charged by Secretary Taft that this crusade, I will say, 
was an organized one, that the effort to flyblow the work of the 
Commission and to belittle it, to confuse the public mind, had 
gone to such length that he felt it absolutely necessary to do 
something to defend the Commission and keep it from losing 
the confidence of Congress. There is mention made of a con- 
certed, organized scheme of obstruction which would, as the 
Secretary feared, produce want of confidence, alarm the public 
mind as regards the probable ultimate cost of the canal, and in 
the end defeat it, or if not defeat it bring about a retardation of 
its construction that would be beneficial to these railroads that 
were mentioned as furnishing the fund. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Hinted at. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Bishop said he himself was offered 
$12,000 by this opposing organization, and he mentioned the 
three dead elements of opposition, the Nicaragua route, the 
Darien route, and the Tehuantepec route as being in the com- 
bine; but he was very tender and unwilling to locate the rail- 
road opposition. Now, that is something which our Committee 
i Canals might, if it sees fit, find out, if it is worth 
while, 

I asked Secretary Taft if he felt there was any instrumen- 
tality on earth that could defeat the construction of the Panama 
Canal now that the United States has gone about it, and he said 
he did not think it could, but that it would retard it, and that 
is all these people hope to do. If they are willing to pay 
$12,000 for Mr. Bishop to lead an organized movement of slan- 
der and abuse and misrepresentation and lying, and all that kind 
of thing, it is worth our while to see whether there is any con- 
spiracy on foot here looking to befuddle the minds of Senators 
and Congressmen to get us confused. 

I remarked, and I still think, that as soon as we get rid of 
the suspicion which is now abroad, that the Canal Commission 
and its head, the chief engineer, and Mr. Shonts and others 
occupying the higher places have gained the confidence of the 
country—and I hope they will if they have not already got it— 
that as soon as they shall have demonstrated their business 
capacity and their earnest zeal in carrying forward this great 
work successfully at the minimum of expense, all of this swarm 
of gnats, or mosquitoes, or whatever other simile you might 
use, of misrepresentation, will disappear entirely. 

But I believe the newspapers of this country would be glad 
to publish. the truth. One of them, the Herald, has now a 
special correspondent on the Isthmus who is sending home some 
very interesting reading, by the way, which I will bring to the 
attention of this body presently. While he is only a newspaper 
correspondent, I happen to know him personally, and I haye 
not the slightest doubt that he is telling the God's truth as 
he sees it. 

It looks like we are almost as far away from the Panama . 
Canal as we were from the Philippines. We never could get 
anything from there, the trouble being that the language shut 
off the plaintiff in the case, and we were the defendants, and 
there never was any indictment brought that would go very 
far. We got into the administration of the water cure and 
some cold-blooded murders through that instrumentality, and 
there were very unpleasant incidents brought out in one way or 
another; but let us hope for God’s sake, for the honor of the 
country, that we will have nothing of this sort in the way of 
dishonorable practices and peculation in Panama. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Car- 
olina yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator will bear me out in this 


statement. I think when the statement made by Mr. Bishop 
was put before the Committee on Appropriations there was this 
general feeling about it. In the first place, Mr. Bishop himself 
did not in any way hesitate or qualify or give any intention of 
He stated 


a desire to conceal his relations to the Commission. 
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in answer to questions put by the Senator, by the chairman, 
and by me that his duty was as a historian, a literary editor; 
that his connection with the Commission, so far as any actual 
clerical or secretary’s duties were concerned, was very little. 
When we followed him up he stated that his method of con- 
ducting this position as literary secretary and as historian was 
twofold—tirst, to accumulate information for the purpose of 
writing a history of the canal, which he will do in due time, 
and, next, to gather newspaper comments and intelligence from 
the press everywhere and disseminate that. We asked for 
what purpose, and I used the phrase, “ Were you doing this to 
manufacture public opinion?” His reply was, “Not to manu- 
facture,” and I said the phrase was not used offensively, but 
Mr. Bishop means that it was done for the purpose of creating 
public sentiment. 

Now, I think the feeling admitted universally was that it is 
an innovation; that for any branch of the Government to seek 
to make public sentiment by incorporating into its duties a press 
department that shall communicate with the newspapers for 
the purpose of creating public sentiment is what has never been 
done. Every great event in our history has been criticised 
mercilessly. Every great public man who has illustrated our 
history and our annals has been cruelly and mercilessly criti- 
cised, and has borne it, and has looked to time and the work 
that he has done to justify him. He has not felt it necessary 
to have a press bureau in order to create public sentiment. 
If Mr. Shonts is responsible, er if the Secretary is responsible 
for this departure from all usage heretofore, I am bound to 
say that I think they have made a mistake. 

But, Mr. President, sensitive, as we should be, to any at- 
tempt of this kind to incorporate a press agency with a De- 
partment of the Government to manufacture or to make public 
sentiment, the newspapers ought to be ten times as sensitive as 
we are to anything of this kind. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And I think-they are. 

Mr. HALE. The press of the country is a great estate. The 
newspapers make great mistakes and are sometimes cruelly 
unjust, both to men and to measures. But as a rule their 
purpose is high because the objects they seek are for the public 
good, and they are a great and beneficent power in the land. 

But, Mr. President, if the Government or any part of the 
Government establishes as a part of its duties a press agency 
to create public sentiment through disseminating their state- 
ments and their reports to the press, you have got first a 
prejudiced press; you have got a selected press. The newspa- 
pers are selected to disseminate this intelligence and make 
this public sentiment, and at last, if you have an unscrupulous 
Administration, you have a hireling press. 

The preference that is given by the selection of newspapers to 
disseminate the Government's views in order to make senti- 
ment before the public is a thing that the newspapers ought to 
be more sensitive about than we, and we ought to be very sensi- 
tive. I think it was the feeling of the entire committee that 
this was an innovation, and a most unfortunate innovation, 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Maine, in his usual force- 
ful way, has stated in better terms than I could the feeling, as 
I gathered it, of every member who was present. We do not 
think that it is the business of any department of this Govern- 
ment to take public money to undertake to bamboozle us or the 
people either, or to defend themselves, whether they are accused 
justly or unjustly. They must rely upon the integrity of their 
motives and the purity of their administration to get the confi- 
dence of Congress and the good will of the people. 

But, nevertheless, we have got this very thing which the Sena- 
tor has condemned in such strong terms, and we are paying 
$10,000 for the luxury. I do not know whether it is an oriental 
method or not, but you know what is meant by the freedom of 
the press. I rather think this is a Russian method, or a kind 
of an importation from St. Petersburg as St. Petersburg used to 
be, by which certain things were inspired. 

But Mr. Bishop has been very busy along that line, and when 
questioned specifically to point out some of the concrete things 
which his superiors felt were necessary for them to know, to 
give an illustration, for instance, of the kind of work he did 
for his money, he mentioned three newspapers as having pub- 
lished some four or five weeks or two months back some very 
false and erroneous statements in regard to what was going on 
and the attitude of this Commission, one being the Washington 
Post, one being the Savannah Morning News, and one being the 
Charleston News and Courier. I find upon examination that 
they are practically all three the same thing; that there is 
absolutely no difference in them except the little caption or 
starter. It is the same story, and I do not think them of suffi- 
cient moment to incorporate as illustrating the kind of ducks 
Mr. Bishop has been shooting. They are too pitiful and con- 


temptible for anybody to have been alarmed at or to have 
given a moment's thought to, because the newspapers are teem- 
ing with such stories every day almost, written by Tom, Dick, 
and Harry for a dollar or two, and they go in one ear and ou 
the other. : 

I have, however, here a somewhat more or less direct charge 
which occurred in the New York World of Sunday, September 
10. It relates to the action of Chairman Shonts in letting the 
contract for the eating houses on the Isthmus, or the running, 
I will say, of the hotel privileges or commissary. I will have 
this, with the consent of the Senate, incorporated in my re- 
marks without reading it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. What paper is it in? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is from the New York World of Septem- 
ber 10, and would appear to be a charge that is very serious and 
that needs investigation. If it were like those that Mr. Bishop 
illustrated with by sending to us, I would not incorporate it, 
but this came from another source and has sufficient weight 
behind it to make it worthy of the consideration of the Inter- 
oceanic Canal Committee to go to the root of it. It, as I said, 
2 to the letting of the contract by Mr. Shonts to one J. E. 

arkel. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be read. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is getting late, and I do not want to take 
all day. If the Senator wants to hear it I will send it to the 
desk and have it read. Probably it is better to do that. I d 
not want to shoot at anybody from the bushes. ‘ 
eee GALLINGER. The concession has been revoked since 

en. 

Mr. ALLISON. It never went into effect. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It never went into effect. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But the scandal, if there be scandal, comes 
in the original contract having ever been made, and the reasons 
which actuated those who let it. That is where the milk in the 
cocoanut is, if it has got any. > 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the mat- 
ter referred to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


SHONTS ADMITS TRUTH OF CANAL FOOD CHARGES—-WAS A PANAMA RAIL- 
ROAD CONTRACT, AND LAW DOESN’L REQUIRE ADVERTISING FOR BIDS—- 
MENUS SHOWN—RIVAL BIDDER SAW HUDGINS & DUMAS’S—THE CHAIR- 
MAN FAVORED J. E. MARKEL ON ACCOUNT OF HIS LARGE EXPERIENCE, 


“I turned over all those menus to D. W. Ross, the general purchas- 
ing officer of the Panama Railroad. I suggested that it was a good 
thing to let all the bidders know what menus each one turned in. 

“T am not a hotel man and I did not gee go to frame up specifica- 
tions that would have required the training of a hotel man to get up. 
I just asked all these men right in here, and around this table we 
talked over the matter of bids and what should be put in the bids.““ 
Statement made by Chairman Theodore P, Shonts, of the Isthmian 
Canal Commission, at his office, No. 24 State street, yesterday. A 

Theodore P. Shonts admitted Faa the of one of the 
charges made by Hudgins & Dumas, bidders on the contract to feed 
Panama Canal employees, that a sample copy of a menu they included 
in their bid for the Commissary concession was given to the successful 
bidder, J. E. Markel, qf Omaha, by his Cag E 

„Concerning the talk about collusion,” said Chairman Shonts, 1 
will say that if Mr. Markel put in his written offer the exact weekly 
menu that the other bidders put in theirs, that is exactly what he 
should have done. I told Mr. Ross, our 8 agent, that it 
would be well for him to get suggestions from all the bidders and put the 
specifications in the written offers as much alike as possible, so that a 
fair comparison of the bids could be made.” 

The estimate made by Hudgins & Dumas, that the contract for the 
commissary work along the canal would be worth $50,000,000 for the 
five years’ term, is too high, Mr. Shonts thinks, as many of the canal 
employees will live in houses to be built along the canal, instead of in 
the commissary hotels and camps. 

1 ve J. E. Markel the contract, it is true, without any adver- 
tising in advance,“ added Chairman onts. “It was not a Govern- 
ment matter that required any advertising, but was a Panama Railroad 
contract. I made a common-sense selection and the best I could make, 
There may not have been much red tape in sight, but it was absolutely 
necessary for us to do something in a p urry to get decent com- 
missary service along the canal. Mr. Stevens, down on the Isthmus, 
was daily asking us to send his men food. í 

“When I found one bid so much lower than what seemed to me pos- 
sible I did write a letter, just as Hudgins & Dumas say, calling atten- 
tion to some ap nt . on their part. I wrote a letter 
worded almost the same to all the bidders. The low bid was amended, 
and the bidders who are now ob ng thanked me and admitted the 
misapprehension under which I thought they were laboring. The con- 
tract was then let, after the res, the experience of the bidders, and 
the facilities they had were all considered. 

“Por instance, J. E. Markel, the successful bidder, has been in the 
commissary business for toriy years. He holds contracts for the 
commissary trains along the line of the Ilinois Central, Kansas Ci 
Southern, and other roads. He has hundreds of men ready to se 
to the Isthmus. Tag are all trained men. If he keeps a 8 there 
a few months and e climate so enervates them that they have to 
come back he has a new corps ready. 

“Hudgins & Dumas, who had the commissary contract for Ellis 

id well with it, but this Isthmus contract is a different prago: 
I thought Markel could swing it better than anyone else. e 


raisin: 


of prices all over the Isthmus the native 
storekeepers, the treaty 


ad been abrogated for a while so far as allow- 
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ing the Panama Canal commissary to sell general food supplies to all 
conen At any moment, however, the treaty rights may be again 
enforced. 

Hudgins & Dumas, in dealing with the contract had thought to make 
their money on the concessions to sell general supplies. Chairman 
Shonts said that the enforcing of the treaty clause would cut off this 
chance of profit, and that was why he wrote the firm to change Its first 
b 


Chairman Shonts declared that while J. E. Markel apparently was 
the higher in his bid he was really the lower. He offe: to feed all 
employees over 12 years of age at $30 a month in the “gold class,” which 
covers all the upper branch of labor. Between 12 and ears the 

rice per month was put for “gold children” at $10 each. Daily 
foarders were to get fare at a dollar a day, and anyone between 5 and 
12 years old was to get food for 40 cents a day. Single meals for 
adults were to cost 334 cents. For children between 5 and under 12 
years, 13 cents a meal was the rate. 

Rooms are to be cared for at $6 a month in the Markel contract, and 
for children under 12 years of age there is to be no charge. 

The “silver men” schedule by the month Markel offered to take at 
$12 a head. The “silyer men“ are common laborers. Under 12 years 
of age children were to be fed for $5 a month. Adults per day were 
to be charged 45 cents; children were to be taxed 20 cents. Adult 
single meals were to be 15 cents, with children at 10 cents. 

“As the Hudgins & Dumas bids made it $30 a month on their gold 
schedule and $5 for the care of rooms, children to pay the same all 
through, the average made the Markel bid the cheaper,” continued 
Chairman Shonts. 

At the office of the Panama Railroad Company it was said that it 
was true, as alleged by Hudgins & Dumas, that D. W. Ross, 1 
agent of the company, and Chairman Shonts were with J. E. Markel, 
the successful bidder, in Panama, and that all these came back to the 
United States together. i 

J. E. Markel has given a bond in $100,000, and is now in possession 
= the Satan it is said. He expects to get his men in Panama in 

ree weeks. 


PRESIDENT HAS PANAMA CHARGES, 
[Special to the World.] 
OYSTER Bay, L. I., September 9, 1905. 


The complaints of Hudgins & Dumas and H. Balfe & Co., alleging 
unfair influences in the awarding by Chairman Shonts, of the Panama 
Canal Commission of a $50,000,000 1 to J. E. 
Markel, of Omaha, Nebr., were received by the ident this morning. 

The President, after reading the telegrams, referred the matter to 
Shonts, with the request that a reponi be made upon the cha as 
soon as possible. The President will take no action pending the Shonts 

ile information 


report. 

Te is understood here that pesaing official and 

on the subject the President is not inclined to attach undue impor- 
tance to the mere fact that the huge Panama contract was awarded 
to the highest instead of the lowest bidder. It is pointed out that 
Hudgins & Dumas were themselves awarded the valuable Ellis Island 
commissary concession a few years ago, although their bid was much 
higher than that of competitive bidders. The awarding of the con- 
tract to them was followed by vehement protests from the defeated 
bidders, who took ‘the matter directly to the White House. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, it is to be expected that when 
bids are advertised for to do any important public work there 
will be more or less disappointment. The contention will 
usually arise from the unfortunate or unsuccessful bidder that 
he has been cheated or swindled, or something of that sort. We 
have that sort of thing coming up every day, and therefore that 
is to be expected. The point here that makes this possibly an 
exception to that is the eminent respectability of the firm of 
Hudgins & Dumas, who claim that this contract was given out 
by favoritism—a firm who have had the concession to feed the 
immigrants on Ellis Island, and who, I am informed, are per- 
fectly reliable men. I presume that if the committee see fit 
to investigate and find out whether there was any underhanded 
or dirty work in the letting of this contract to Markel they can 
find plenty of witnesses to go to the very bottom of it. The 
peculiarity about this contract is that the concession or contract 
was suddenly canceled without apparent reason. I understand 
that the excuse given was that Mr. Stevens had cabled that the 
eating arrangements which he himself had perfected were suf- 
ficient to supply the demand, so that there was no need for any 
contract with anybody: but the correspondent of the New York 
Herald, who, as I say, is on the ground, whom I know, and I 
will mention his name—Mr. Alvord—who for a while was chief 
clerk in the Congressional Library, but who felt that he was 
suffocated over there in that atmosphere of dust and literature 
and decided he would like to get back into the world, and who 
went back to his old love of newspaper correspondent and is 
down yonder, is, I understand, writing some very interesting 
letters, giving what he says is the exact condition which exists 
there. If those letters are true, and I think it is our.duty to 
find out whether they are true or not, it is very necessary, in 
the interest of economy and efficiency of work, that we find out 
whether the situation is as Mr. Alvord depicts it. 

We heard something yesterday in regard to the relation be- 
tween the Panama Railroad and the Canal Commission; that it 
had been found they are to all intents and purposes one and 
the same thing—that is, the direction and control of the rail- 
road is under the direction and control of the Commission. I 
shall not go into that branch of the subject extensively be- 
cause of the fact that the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] 
indicated yesterday evening that he would take that up. I see 


he is here and is prepared to elaborate it fully and to show just 
what the situation is, and I will only mention that the news- 
paper article which I happen to have in my hand, dated this 
morning—in fact, it is the New York Herald of Friday, Decem- 
ber 15—speaks of a condition of congestion in the management 
of the railroad down there that is simply fearful, that being a 
transcontinental line for carrying freight across the Isthmus 
intended for the Pacific coast of South America as well as of 
our own country. There are several lines of steamers from 
New York and ports of Europe that are handling freight and 
delivering it there, and I presume with the extra work that is 
put on the railroad by reason of this increase in labor or 
tax on its facilities by the canal work that is being pressed it 
has simply got buried under an avalanche of freight that it can 
not handle. That only illustrates the necessity and importance 
of double tracking the railroad while the canal is under con- 
struction to enable it not only to handle Government freight in 
the canal construction, but also to handle that transcontinental _ 
business. I think it would be very interesting to those Senators 
who have not read this article to have this plain story from Mr. 
Alvord put in the Recorp. I will ask to have it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks for the reading of a newspaper communication, which, in 
the absence of objection, will be read. 

The Secretary read from the New York Herald of Friday, 
December 15, 1905, as follows: 


CONGRESS MAY BE ASKED TO CURE PANAMA RAILROAD ILLS—PUBLICITY 
OF CONGESTED CONDITIONS ONLY PARTLY RELIEVED THE JAM OF 
FREIGHT AND CONSEQUENT LOSS TO SHIPOWNERS AND MERCHANTS, 


[Special correspondence of the Herald.] 


PANAMA, December 5, 1905. 

If you had indigestion to start with and were forced to eat four or 
five meals a day for several months, what condition would you be in?” 

That was the reply Chief Engineer Stevens made to Chairman Shonts's 
inquiry as to the freight blockade on the Panama Railroad. The dose 
of publicity given by the Herald has hel the patient, but the medi- 
cine must be continued. Mr. Stevens su y cabled Washington 
that the road was in its normal condition. It is. There are more than 
6,000 tons of delayed international freight piled ag in Colon and 
Panama, and steamships are still fo to lose days in idleness wait- 
ing until overcrowded wharves are cleared so that they may come along- 
side and discharge their cargoes. No fault can be found with the 
disposition on the part of resident railroad managers to remedy this 
condition. They are now keenly alive to the necessity of permitting 
the world's commerce to flow unhindered across the Isthmus and are 
doing all in their power to move cargoes as fast as received. 

For this improvement the shipping agents are warm in their thanks 
to the Herald, to those editorials, ba: on the facts of the case, they 
ascribe the chan of spirit that has come over the hitherto auto- 
cratic transisthmian carriers. Mr. W. G. Baird, of the Rock Island 
system, the new superintendent, has done wonders, considering the in- 
eficient subordinates he has had to help him. One of the chief mis- 
takes seems to be that he is forced to do all the work himself. 

The whole road needs reorganization. py laboring apace d night 
and day Mr. Baird has managed to reduce the congested freight from 
8,500 tons, when the Herald called attention to the glut, to about 
6,000 tons, which he promises to clear in time. 

This is pleasant news to shippers, but they know he can not do much 
under the ——.— of indifference to the rights of commerce pursued by 
the Canal Commission. 

Seeretary Taft and Chairman Shonts amuse the Zone officials and 
assistants alike. After touch and go visits of a few hours, during 
which they plainly show they almost know they are going to die of 
yellow fever, the Secretary returns to Washington to give out inter- 
views of impressions and the chairman in after-dinner speeches shows 
clearly to whom he thinks credit should go for the wonderful things 
done on the Isthmus. 

There has been p . The sanitation is better; all classes of em- 
ployees live in suitable habitations; wholesome food is furnished at 
messing ie cost; the dirt will soon fly to some purpose if Mr. Stevens is 
et alone. 

There would seem to be no need of exaggeration on the part of those 
who have prudently remained 2.000 miles away while all this has been 
brought about. r. Taft's statement that Panama is being rapidly 

aved and that the jungle has been cleared away for half a mile on 

th sides of the railroad must be impressions. e paving was begun 
in October. ber 1, by actual measurement, 380 feet had been 
laid. In no place has the jungle been cleared away for more than 30 
rods at camps, and for the most part the branches and leaves of trop- 
ical plants wave with the wind of passing trains. These are not im- 
portant facts, but they illustrate the value of impressions. The voicing 
of these Uppin on may have been to offset “ the industrious and volu- 
ble band of Ananlases which, Mr. Shonts told the American hard- 
ware manufacturers at their banquet in Washington, moves to and fro 
in the land to deny the reports he and the Secretary make at long 
range. 

Taking their cue from Assistant Secretary Rossbottom, of the Panama 
Railroad Company, who stated to a Herald reporter in New York that 
the cause of the glut of international freight on the Isthmus was due 
to the shutting of Central American ports against the railroad during 
the last season, the official impressionists in Washington ascribe the 
disgraceful condition of the freight business eighteen months after 
the Commission took charge of the road to the quarantine of Panama 
on account of the bubonic plague and yellow fever. 

FACTS V. IMPRESSIONS. 

That is their 8 What are the facts? The first quaran- 
tine for bubonic p e began on June 28 and ended on July 18. 
The dates are from the records of the shipping houses affected, as are 
the following facts: In this short three weeks only ports in Nicaragua 
and Costa Rica were cl Tot one port in all the long coast south 
of Panama, where the bulk of American and European merchandise 
is consigned, was closed a minute in consequence of the plague. 

There was another Bn of quarantine for the plague in August, 
affecting the same po) for about the same short e. At no time 
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has there been any 
ellow fever. The rs 


rantine on the Pacific coast on account of 
assert that this is true. 


An investigation of shipping conditions made on December 1 by the 

Herald correspondent show the statement that all accumulated 

ig is now cleared away to be also an impression. Current freight 

is being moved more promptly, but there still a congestion and 

22 3 be under the present system of conducting the busin 
roa 


Mr. Shonts, in his famous “ Me, Taft, and Roosevelt“ s; 
that the omiy ey valuable asset from the French was 


ess of 


h, said 
e Panama 


unable to handle the commercial business the road was bacon 
it had no mechanical appliances on the docks to assist in rece vi 
discharging steamer's cargoes; that it was lyzed by additional 
work required of it for the canal, and that “it was n , Conse- 
quently, to begin at once the construction of new wharves, 8 
with modern mechanical liances, and of terminal yards at 
ends of the road, of extensive warehouses, of new and more powerful 
locomotives, larger 8 and freight cars,“ ete. 

That was the promise eighteen months ago. The Commission started 

th three wharves at Colon, and the promise that it would line for a 
mile with new docks the magnificent water front afforded by the canal, 
which the French had dug far into the Interior. To-day there are five 
wharves, the old ones, to which little or nothing has been done, and two 
small and utterly inadequate new sheds built on the canal. At least 
ten good wharves are needed to take care of the transisthmian freight 
alone. There is one derrick crane on one of the new sheds, a steam 
transporter on the other, and two railroad or 9 cranes on flat 
cars. That is all the new mechanical appliances in sight. It is said 
that 1,100 cars have been ordered, but er eighteen months only 200 
flat cars have arrived, and they are used for canal work. 

The harbor is not eyen kept dredged. There is one old Scotch ma- 
chine left by the French, for which some new buckets arrived last week. 

The result in one instance of all the wonderful things that were to be 
done is the utter disruption of the regular sailings of vessels from the 
Pacific side. Before the Canal Commission began its work it was a 
matter of ge for gan for one line to arrive at Colon on Monday and 
sail with ca. m Panama on Thursday. It has not been able to 
do — ee Commission took hold, and the schedule has been 
abandon 


ng or 


SOME RECENT EXPERIENCES. 


The logs of the two steamers since the normal condition of the road 
Was announced in Washington indicate that the impressionists are 
still active. The Dictator, with 1,400 tons of freight, from Liverpool, 
made Colon on November 21. She should have been discharged at once. 
She was not touched for two days and was not finished until Novem- 


ber 29. Her sailing date was November 24. The bulk of this freight 
on ber 1 was still on the Colon wharf. It should all have been 
in Panama one week before. The loss to this vessel through the delay 


of the railway was about $500. 

The Isis, with 1,700 tons of freight, from Hamburg, arrived on 
November 29, She was held a day in stream, owing to the overcrowded 
condition of the wharves, and suffered a loss of $300 from the same 
cause as the Dictator. On December 2 the French and Italian steamers 


failure of the Commission to provide them. 

Its delinquency so far as — railroad facilities is concerned 
was demonstrated by an inspection of the wharves. On December 1 
wharf No. 1 was jammed with freight Siecharged by the Virginia, which 
arrived on November 24. At wharf No. 2 Isis and the Venetian, 
which arrived on November 28 and was also held a day in stream, 
were discharging. Wharf No. 4 was fairly cleared, a great improve- 
ment over two weeks before. The other wharves were badly crowded. 
The desire of the railroad compa to force steamers to berth at No. 2 
is well understood and resented by forwarders. It is a very costly 
wharf for shi Tracks have been put down the center, presumably 
to take cargo direct from vessels, but when there are no cars—as is now 
always the case—the freight has to be piled on the narrow sides that 
remain. The ship pays for puttin cargo over the side, but all other 
expense should fall on the railroad. When the cars are not there the 
wharfage room soon fills up, and the ship is a to Le labor 
to take its freight out of the way or stop unloading. To hol e ship 
idle is expensive, and the freight is piled along the sides. This costs 
about 40 cents a ton. It is expensive to the railroad, too, which is 
now a United States Government line. It costs it as much more to 
move the freight thus piled. If the cars were there, there would be no 
expense, as it could be loaded from the ship’s slings. The congestion 
makes this impossible. 

All the claims of the impressionists at the head of the Canal Com- 
mission that ample wharves have been built and railroad facilities 
provided to care for international commerce are groundless. It has 
suffered terribly since the Commission took coaree of its only avenue 
across the Isthmus. It is a case of lack of foresight in the first place 
and indifference or incapacity since the cries of the shippers began. 
The owners of one of the } t lines that has suffered wrote to its 
agents for an explanation of the insufferable conditions on the Isthmus, 
and the reply is an indictment of the Canal Commission, to which 
the attention of Congress may be called. 

These are the counts: 

First. Failure to increase the number of cars of the Panama Rail- 
road to keep pace with the traffic, or to enlarge wharves, or to pro- 
vide sufficient warehouse accommodation to allow cars and cargoes to 


Third. Failure to copor proper stevedores to 
oss 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the article just read illus- 
trates, if anything, the chaotic condition on the Isthmus by 
reason of misman t or nonmanagement of the Panama 
Railway. I said, before having the article read, that there was, 
of course, a great increase of work required of the railroad; 
but that was to be expected. This thing has been going on now 
for two years and more, and even a single-track railway with 
sufficient switches can handle a vast amount of freight when 
it has only got 46 miles to transport it. If there is now efficient 
and able management there and money is not being squandered, 
as well as the whole thing being mismanaged, it ought to be a 
source of congratulation to the people of the country that we 
appear to have gotten some one there who is better qualified 
than those we have heretofore had there. But, in view of the 
misinformation, or the contradiction in the statements which 
have been made in regard to the situation on the Isthmus as to 
docks and all that kind of thing, and about pavements that we 
have been told exist, but which this correspondent says are 
mere figments of the imagination and have no actual existence, 
there is evidently a misrepresentation going on in high places 
as to the actual conditions. While we may have the impression 
conveyed that those in authority hope for better conditions soon, 
those conditions have not yet arrived, or else this man who is 
on the ground and who, as I said, is a reputable gentleman 
whom many Senators know and who has no motive, so far as I 
can see, to tell lies, must be woefully mistaken. 

ii Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 

m? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Am I correct in the assumption that, rec- 
ognizing the necessity for better transportation facilities, the 
Commission has taken steps to double-track the railroad across 
the Isthmus? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I think Secretary Taft said as much. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think I have noticed that their plan is 
to immediately commence that work. There is undoubtedly a 
very serious blockade there now. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. I think the Senator will also observe, 
in connection with his statement, that about half of this appro- 
priation is for increased facilities on the railroad at Panama, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, in connection with this rail- 
road, I want to call attention to another phase of it that is a 
matter of very serious concern, it appears to me, to all of us, 
as marking our progress toward arriving at the end regardless 
of the legality of the path by which our officials are going. Sec- 
retary Taft has said in a speech—I have seen it somewhere 
from him, perhaps in his testimony before the Appropriations 
Committee the other day, and I am sure this is correct—that 
in order to make some immediate progress toward betterment 
of the railroad the Cana] Commission had authorized the issue 
of some bonds, six or seven hundred thousand dollars’ worth. 
I will ask the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] as to that? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Canal Commission has not issued any 
bonds; but the Panama Railroad Company 

Mr. TILLMAN. But the Canal Commission, which is in 
direct control of the Panama Railway, have authorized the Pan- 
ama Railway to issue its own bonds. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Panama Railroad Company have issued 
bonds from their treasury amounting to $628,000. That is all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I read it in the copy of the hearings had 
before the Committee on Appropriations. I do not happen to 
have my hand on it now. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is in the hearings, and I have this morn- 
ing a letter from Secretary Taft which states the amount of 
the bonds sold by the Panama Railroad. 

In accordance with the above authority— 

That is, the authority of the directors of the Panama Rail- 
road Company— 
on November 28, 1905, the 628 bonds were sold to MacKay & Co., at 
105, realizing $659,400. 

Mr. SPOONER. Can the Senator from Iowa inform me 
whether that transaction occurred before or after the acquisi- 
tion by the United States of the outstanding stock? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is a very recent occurrence. 

Mr. ALLISON. On November 8, 1905, these bonds were sod 
at $105. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Secretary anywhere in his testimony 
make any exposition of the theory on which that was done? 

Mr. ALLISON. The general reason for it was that there was 
a great necessity for money and the fact that the Panama 
Canal Commission was indebted to the railroad. They took 
these bonds and sold them. 

Mr. SPOONER. Has there been any expression by the Com- 
mission or by the Secretary about the question of the authority 
to do that thing? 
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Mr. ALLISON. I do not think any question of the authority e 1, 1906. 6 passenger cars 


has been suggested either by the Secretary or the Commission. 
The bonds were in the treasury of the Panama Railway Com- 
pany, and they needed money, and they sold them, with the 
privilege of redeeming them at the price at which they were sold. 
In the meantime they bear interest at 44 per cent. 

If the Senator from South Carolina will yield to me one 
minute more, I will ask to have this document—because it bears 
right upon this question—printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Possibly I had better make myself clearly 
understood, and the Senator can do that afterward. 

Mr. SPOONER. Were the bonds sold in the market? 

Mr. ALLISON. They were sold in the market at 105, with 
the privilege of redeeming them at pleasure at the same rate; 
and it is further explained in this letter that $540,000 of the 
proceeds which the Senator inquired about are now on deposit 
with some trust company, bearing from 3 to 4 per cent interest. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator want to put that statement 
in the RECORD? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it had better be printed in the 
REcorp, or read. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am very willing to let it go in without 
being read—it will only consume time to read it—unless the 
Senator particularly desires to have it read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the communica- 
tion will be printed in the RECORD. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, 


Washington, December 15, 1905. 


Sin: I have the honor to hand you herewith the following statements 
showing the financial status of the Panama Railroad 1 

Statement of income account and financial exhibit from January 1, 
1905. to November 1, 1905. 5 

Statement of estimated cash receipts and disbursements for the month 
of December, 1905. 

Statement of 
dates of paymen: 

Statement of proceeds from the sale of Treasury bonds. 

It is very apparent that to meet the indebtedness of the railroad com- 
pany falling due during the next few months the amount due the 
compass by the Isthmian Canal Commission should be paid at an early 


e. 
The exhibits left with you on Tuesday, being a statement of income 
account and financial exhibit and a statement of the earnings, operating 
expenses, and general statistics for the month of September and nine 
months of the fiscal year, will show full detail in respect to classified 
earnings, expenses, etc. 
Wu. H. Tart, 


Respectfully, ee or Wer. 


Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 
United States Senate. 


Estimated cash receipts and disbursements of the Panama Railroad 
Company for the month of December, 1905. 


Cash on hand December 1, 1905-------------__-_-_--__- $806, 118. 09 
Receipts : 
From transportation —~...------.------ $119, 000. 00 
From connecting carriers. — „804. 56 
Isthmus ageneyp — „ 000. 00 
Miscellaneous 8 8. 903. 22 
157, 707. 78 
Total. —:—. senate mere 903, 825. 87 
Disbursements : 
Isthmus supplies 160, 188. 24 
Steamship expenses, coal, labor, etc___.. 107, 070. 49 
General expenses 4ĩ„ũL 2. 345. 60 
Isthmian Canal Commission 4, 066. 25 
Repairs to steamships m- 15, 668. 00 
Payment on account of 12 locomotives. 8, 200. 00 
lates a ea 2, 200. 34 
Advance charges Ss 5, 164. 74 
Isthmus labor and expenses 7, 500. 
4 opun of sinking fund 6 per cent 
subsidy bonds ine 30, N 
Coupons 4. 102. 50 
Miscellaneous items 4 
618, 476.16 
Estimated cash on hand December 31, 1905 345, 349. 71 


E. S. Benson, General Auditor. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., December 15, 1905. 


Statement of payments for equipment contracted for by Panama j- 
road Company, sith estimated dates of enh Bs an 

Date due.a 
Dec. 15, 1905. 12 locomotives . ce%„½ 
Dec. 20, 1905. Payment account La Boca crane 


1, 1906. 10 refrigerator cars (estimated) 
. 2 wrecking cranes... 
le driver 

tons rails... 


——— 
$ 
88 
— 


The date of payment is based upon the present e tation of con- 
tractor as to the earliest deliveries they hope to be able to make. 


porma for equipment contracted for, with estimated 


I. 1906. 6 cabooses -.....-... 


Mar. 15, 1906. 4 — 


Apr. 15, 1906. 4 e. — 
Apr. 20, 1906. 200 er cars 
Apr. 20, 


1906. Balance due on La Boca crane.. on 
rr ·˙ m 000 
June 10, 1906. Balance due on coal-unloading plant 11, 000 

ORY oo at enn ec aled. te coe E E curse iehoe smaein 1,110, 664 


Nore.—In addition to the above it is expected that an approximate 
expenditure of $170,000 will shortly be authorized for the erection of 
a refrigeration plant, bakery, and laundry at Colon. 

E. S. Benson, General Auditor. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 14, 1905. 


PANAMA RAILROAD COMPANY, 
OFFICE OF GENERAL AUDITOR, 
Washington, D. C., December 15, 1905. 


On November 8, 1905, the board of directors of the Panama Rail- 
road Company passed the following resolution: 

“Resolved, That the executive officers be, and they are hereby, 
authorized to sell the 628 Panama Railroad 41 per cent twenty-year 
sinking fund ld bonds, now held in the Treasury, at as favorable a 
price as 8 but not less than 1044, the proceeds thereof to be 
applied ate purchase of equipment and the improvement of the com- 
pany's facilities.” 

In accordance with the above authority, on November 28, 1905, the 
628 bonds were sold to MacKay & Co. at 105, realizing $659,400. 

On account of the fallure of the Panama Railroad Company to receive 
the amount due from the Isthmian Canal Commission, they have been 
required to use part of the above sum to meet their current expenses, 
there now being on deposit of the original amount received, with 
a and trust companies $540,000 drawing interest at 3 to 4 per 
cen 

E. S. Benson, General Auditor. 


Statement of income account and financial exhibit of Panama Railroad 
Company from January 1, 1905, to November 1, 1905. 


EARNINGS. 
Railroad transportation $1, 549, 788. 12 
Railroad miscellaneous 362, 764. 78 
Steamship line 1, 165, 058. 38 
PTT a S a $3, 077, 611. 28 
EXPENSES. 
. E E EE r N Ri 
Steamship line 1, 106, 328. 27 
fo) Geni ae Biers BU aia eat oe PFN ee PTET NI 2, 319, 938. 62 
MoE es ann a ke Son eee es 757, 672. 66 
INCOME ACCOUNT. 
Wed Lt eR ee aa eae $757, 672. 66 
Interest and exchange 21, 237. 40 
Panama Railroad's proportion of ad- 
justment of freight on coffee ship- 
ments from Central America to Eu- 
rope, season of 1903-4 ________ EZ 3, 539. 15 
LON a ee eR OL ean Re PEE OS RW oy SOI OS 782, 449. 2 
— against income account: é : 
ecrued interest on first mort- 
ge —— ER RES $86, 561. 25 
Redemption of first mortgage 
— ee A SAE 125, 000. 00 
Subsidy to Republic of Panama 20, 833. 33 
Subsidy to Republic of Colombia_ 187, 500. 00 
Dividend (No, 120 350, 000. 00 
Drawback on Colombia and Pan- 
r 8, 306. 13 
r ð ae eee a 778, 200. 71 
Balance carried to credit of profit and loss 4, 248. 50 
PROFIT AND LOSS ACCOUNT. 
By balance to credit of profit and loss 
January 25> 2905s $4, 707, 423. 44 
Balance of surplus income for ten 
months ending October 31, 1903. 4, 248. 50 
Redemption of first mortgage bonds 140, 000. 00 
— ee ery nC Sears ——. La 4, 7 
To sundry adjustments, ten months ending October 31, rpc ine 
— —— ——ʃ— —ę:04 6, 628. 57 


Balance to credit of profit and loss account... 4, 935, 043. 37 
= 


ASSETS. 


Cost of road and equipment. 
Real estate on Isthmus 


715, C00, 00 
775, 365. 00 

26, 015. 36 
454, 613. 81 
455, 443. 61 
130, 969. 50 
638, 922. 54 

42,419. 26 
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Miscellaneous accounts 8137, 211. 59 
Unearned insurance and cha 32, 957. 29 
General average disbursements. vt 4, 917. 78 


h eet SE ee ere 16, 436, 901. 80 
LIABILITIES. 

By balance to credit of profit and loss account $4, 935, 043. 37 
Capital: Stock i resin <= — 7,000, 000. 00 
First mortgage bonds of 1897 —— 2, 879, 000. 00 
Sinking fund subsidy bonds —.— 715. . 00 
Bonds drawn for redemption—not presented Bee 25, 595. 00 
Interest accrued on bonds—not due 29, 970. 00 
Accrued funds for redemption ____._________. 267, 175. 36 
Accrued subsidy to Republic of Panama_ s 17, 708. 33 
Interest on bonds due and unpaid_____ 4, 950. 00 
Unpaid. wages <=. ——ʃʃ — 4, 034. 24 
Isthmus drafts—not presented — 91. 494. 28 
Due to connecting lines 60, 410. 87 
Audited vouchers and pay rolls 334, 352. 39 
Miscellaneous accounts „4 72, 167. 96 

TTT 16, 436, 901. 80 


E. S. Benson, General Auditor. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., December 14, 1905. 


Mr. TILLMAN. My only purpose in mentioning this transac- 
tion was to point out what I conceive to be the absolute usurpa- 
tion of power on the part of the Commission or the railroad 
directors, and the members of the Commission and the railroad 
directors are one and the same men. I do not understand this 
double dealing, this hocus pocus, “ now you see it and now you 
don’t.” My purpose in mentioning it was to say that they had 
no right in law to do this thing. 

Mr, ALLISON. They claim this right because the Panama 
Railroad Company is a separate and distinct corporation under 
charter of the State of New York and organized under the laws 
of the State of New York. It has a distinct organization, and 
does a commercial business as well as the business for the Gov- 
ernment. It runs ships, etc., between Panama and New York, 
as everyone knows. Therefore, as directors of the Panama 
Railroad Company they make such resolutions as 

Mr. TILLMAN. In other words, I go out and resolve that I 
have the right to do so and so, which I would not have the right 
to do as a Senator, but still I am a Senator, and while I recog- 
nize that the Senator is not authorized to do this thing, I do it 
all the same. It is just a hocus pocus. It is like the Domini- 
can treaty programme. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly what the Senator from Iowa says 
is true—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is a figment of the brain—and that is all 
as to the legality. 

Mr. HALE. It is not that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is a technicality. 

Mr. HALE. The company is organized under the laws of the 
State of New York, and that is the reason why it is done. But 
it is easy enough for us to legislate to put an end to these con- 
ditions, so that this anomaly will disappear. But you can not 
blame them for continuing an organization when it is a matter 
of statute law of the State of New York. That is what they 
have done. We can stop it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am only concerned about doing it. I am 
not talking about what we can stop. I know we can stop it, 
but the only concern is that the Executive and his agents and 
his instruments go forward and do whatever they see fit to do 
without inquiring as to the constitutional or legal right to do it; 
that is all. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are directors of the Panama Railroad 
Company. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes; but who elected them? 

Mr. ALLISON. The stockholders. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The United States is the only stockholder. 
It is nothing more or less than increasing the public debt of the 
United States, and the Senator knows in legal effect that is the 
result. It is a wholly unwarranted and improper exercise of 


power. 

Mr. ALLISON. "hat may be, although technically 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, technically! When the members of the 
Panama Commission adjourn and go into the next room and 
organize as the directors of the Panama Railroad Company, 
and the railroad directors do what the Commission can not do 
lawfully, and then say that the thing is legal and binding, I say 
it is a figment of the imagination. It is a hocus pocus that 
comes from the fact that Secretary Taft, having had absolute 
domination and control, being a regular imperator or little king in 
the Philippines, has grown accustomed to having his own way, 
and he goes forward without regard to the Constitution or the 
law, either. 

I am going back to the original contention which I made in 
my opening this morning, that we are degenerating and getting 


far away from the purposes of a free and self-governing peo- 
ple; that we have imported from the Philippines these Cæsar- 
like transactions. 

Mr. HALE. One of the things the Senator complains about 
in this particular proceeding is that this transaction did in- 
crease the debt of the United States. I hope the Senator real- 
izes that this whole business is going to increase the debt of 
the United States, and to an extent that neither he nor 1 ever 
dreamed of. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let us do it ourselves in a legal, constitu- 
tional way, and I will vote my share and take the responsi- 
bility; but I do not want any decree like that of Mr. Morales 
in Santo Domingo, to dish out money of the United States or 
contract debts for the United States, by order of the Secretary 
of War or by order of the Panama Railroad directors or by 
order of the Panama Commission. I am calling attention to a 
usurpation of authority somewhere. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure, always. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not rise to discuss the question whether 
or not the issue of bonds by the Panama Railroad Company was 
authorized, but I do understand the Senator to criticise the 
maintenance of the separate organization. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No. I think it almost absolutely necessary 
that there should be an organization, but I want it to be sufti- 
ciently distinct, so as to have one responsible to the other. I 
do not want to have the two interlocked, so that you can never 
locate any usurpation or any mistake, and so that whenever 
the railroad does something wrong they will say the Canal Com- 
mission did it, and whenever the Commission does anything 
wrong they will say the railroad company did it. Let us sepa- 
rate them by legislative enactment of some kind and create 
through law some provision for the control of this property 
under the direction of the President, if you want to, but pri- 
marily under the direction of some enactment by Congress. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course it is entirely competent for the 
Government, it having acquired the entire stock of the company, 
to assume the mortgage and take the property over, so that it 
will be owned by the Government without the intervention of 
any corporation. I understood the Senator from Maine rather 
to commit himself to the proposition that that would be wisely 
done, 

Mr. HALE. I beg pardon. 

Mr. SPOONER. I say it is entirely competent for the Goy- 
ernment, owning all the stock of the Panama Railroad Company, 
to have the property conveyed to the Government and dispense 
with the corporation. 

Mr. HALE. Obliterate it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. I understood the Senator from Maine 
rather to commit himself to that proposition. 

Mr. HALE. I think we can do that. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think that is a subject which demands con- 
siderable thought. ` 

Mr. ELKINS. Who would be the directors? 

Mr. SPOONER. That can be arranged. But I think there 
is very much to be said, and something on both sides, and that 
we ought not to be too quick about that. I do not see how it is 
possible that the situation could be other than it is, in so far as 
the corporate railroad organization is maintained as the opera- 
tor of the railroad, and I understood the Senator not to criticise 
that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Without having given any serious considera- 
tion to it, it appears to me as a practical man that it would be 
better to have the accounts of the railway company kept entirely 
separate and distinct from those of the canal. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose they are. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And that the expenditures for improvements 
and equipment and betterment should come in a separate cate- 


gory. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose they are kept distinct. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But we can not get any reports from them. 
The Senator from Iowa did not produce them here. Of course 
I presume he has them now. But I complain of this effort, by 
our new method of running the Government, to have us legis- 
late in the dark, and not trust us as part and parcel and a 
responsible part of the Government, with the necessary facts. 
That is what I am trying to impress here in my feeble way. 
We, as Senators, owe a duty to ourselves and to our constitu- 
ents and to our oaths of office to stop this control of affairs by 
the President and his agents when it is unlawful for him to act. 
That is what I am trying to impress here. 


1905. 


Mr. ALLISON. The accounts of the Panama Railroad Com- 
pany are kept distinct and separate from the accounts of the 
isthmian canal. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Would it not have been a nice thing for 
them to have sent, them along? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Secretary of War stated to me that he 
would leave with the committee a copy of one of the statements 
of the railroad company. I examined it and found it somewhat 
defective, and this morning the Secretary sent me a statement 
as respects the accounts of the Panama Railroad Company, 
showing its receipts and expenditures for a year past, I think 
by months, and giving also the debt, ete. So we have now a 
full statement of the condition of the railroad company. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I suggest to the Senator that he had better 
have it printed as a document, so that those who want to con- 
tinue the debate to-morrow can use it. We have intimations 
here—— 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a good suggestion. I ask to have it 
printed as a document, as well as in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the com- 
munication will be printed as a document in addition to being 
put in the Recorp. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will yield to me a moment 
more, I wish to say that yesterday I stated the debt of the Pan- 
ama Railroad Company at a much larger figure than it is. It 
is less than $3,000,000, as shown in the statement which I have 
had put into the RECORD. 

Mr. LODGE. Including the recent loan referred to 

Mr. ALLISON. Including the recent loan. 

Mr. LODGE. Of six or seven hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. Six or seven hundred thousand dollars, but 
not including the contract made between the Canal Commission 
and the railway company as to the double track. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have seen a copy of the contract in the 
documents here, and it has appeared to me rather a remarkable 
transaction, as I said, with the Canal Commission adjourning, 
and, without going out of the room, acting as directors of the 
Panama Railroad Company. It is very much like we used to 
do in South Carolina in some political days that I recall. The 
Alliance would hold a meeting and pass resolutions and adjourn, 
and the Democrats would then assemble; but nobody would 
leave the hall and nobody would come in. There was no change 
of personnel or principle, because we were all white men and 
were determined upon white supremacy, and were not worrying 
about any outside influence. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was regarded as a proper transaction at 
the time. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes; a proper transaction. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose this will be. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I suppose so; but this is governed by law, 
and that was governed by necessity. 

Mr. SPOONER. The trouble is this is not governed by any 

_ law enacted by Congress. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. If there is any trouble in this respect, it is 
the fault of the Congress. Congress provided that the United 
States should buy the property of the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany, and with it nearly the entire capital stock of the Panama 
Railroad Company 

Mr. TILLMAN. All of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Not all of it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We did not buy all of it originally, but we 
have it now. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator did not allow me to complete 
my statement, which will take but a moment. I refer to the 
original act and the shares owned by the new French canal 
company. Since that time it is true the Government has ac- 


quired all the shares, and the Government has thereby become | 
the sole stockholder in that great corporation, which owns and | 


operates the railroad. Now, it must have directors. We have 
made no provision of law as to how the directors shall be 
elected. It is left to the Administration—to the President for 
the time being—and it is perfectly natural and indeed inevitable 
that the members of the Commission should be directors of the 
railroad company, representing the stock of the United States 
as far as they go. We have to make some provision for that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not criticising in any adverse spirit the 
present arrangement, for it, or something nearly like it, will 
have to exist, as a matter of common sense. 

Mr. SPOONER. While it might be improved upon in some 
respects, it is inevitable. It is not to be criticised. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not criticising it. I simply want the 
whole subject to be ventilated. Let us get at all the facts and 
expenditures and see where the money has gone and know what 
is doing. I do not believe it is the business of the Senate to sit 
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here dumbly and pass laws sent to us without any light being 
given to us, especially when money is involved. That is my idea 
of duty. I want to say here that we can not afford longer to 
do it. These methods are not American, and we ought to go 
back to old-fashioned methods of legislation. 

I am nearly through. I do not know that it is altogether 
advisable to raise the issue that will be presented in this clip- 
ping, which I will have read, but I do not care to have the 
responsibility for concealments of any kind connected with the 
construction of the canal, and I do not want to appear to con- 
nive at or condone or in any wise approve or indorse certain 
things that I know the overwhelming majority of the American 
people will not indorse. I merely present it for the purpose of 
letting the country realize a phase of the canal building which 
nobody has ever contemplated or spoken of hitherto, and that 
will, I am sure, cause the Canal Commission, which is charged 
with the responsibility for it, to step about pretty lively, to use 
a slang phrase, in order to explain and defend it. 

I send to the desk an article from the New York Herald of 
November 25, written, I am informed, by the same correspondent 
whose letter of December 15 I had read a little while ago. I 
do not know whether I shall have it read or whether I shall 
have it printed. I understand that several of my fellow-Demo- 
crats want to go on with the debate. I will not be here to- 
morrow. If it is desired, I can briefly outline what the article 
relates to, and then Senators can have it read if they want. It 
is in regard to the charge, which I suppose is not denied, that 
under the authority and direction, and order, I presume, of 
those who are controlling affairs down there they have sent one 
of our ships to Martinique and brought a shipload of negro 
women and distributed them up and down the camps of the rail- 
way. It is so near akin to the African slave trade, only it is 
more infamous, that I would like to have some explanation and 
justification for it if anybody proposes or is ready to give any, 
I will read it, I reckon. 

Mr. TELLER. Who sent the ship? 

Mr. TILLMAN. The engineer, or the superintendent of labor, 
or some one down there—Mr. Burnett, I think his name is. 
will ask to have the article read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It begins on the first page and then goes 
over to the middle of the second page, and is marked with a 
pencil. It is very salty reading for Christian people. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the article, and after having 
read for some time, 

Mr. LODGE. If I may interrupt the reading a moment, I 
understood the charge to be, as outlined by the Senator from 
South Carolina, that this cargo of women was brought there in 
a vessel of the Commission under their authority. It seemed 
to me such an extraordinary charge—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is what the paper states. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well; that is what the paper states; that 
is all right. It seemed to me such an extraordinary charge to 
make that I went to the telephone and called up the Secretary 
of War. I told him the charge that was being read in this 
paper from the desk, and he said that on his authority I might 
say on the floor of the Senate that it was a lie. I use his own 
language. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the article; and, after 
having read for some time, 

Mr. TILLMAN. At the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa, 
let the balance of the article be printed without reading it. 
It is well understood what the situation is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the request of 
the Senator from South Carolina will be complied with. 

The entire article is as follows: 


[From the New York Herald, Saturday, November 25, 1905.] 


CLERGY RAISE MORAL ISSUE ON ISTHMUS—IMPORTATION BY CANAL OFFI- 
CIALS OF NEGRO WOMEN RAISES STORM OF PROTESTS—MINISTERS 
WILL MAKE AN APPEAL—THEY WILL URGE THAT THE BRINGING IN OF 
WOMEN BE STOPPED AT ONCE—DEFENDED BY AN OFFICIAL—HEAD OF 
BRANCH OF LABOR AND QUARTERS DECLARES LABORERS WOULD NOT 


OTHERWISE REMAIN. 
PANAMA, PANAMA, November 18, 1905. 

The recent importation of 300 women from Martinique and the 
statement that more are to be brought by the Canal Commission offi- 
cials in charge of the labor branch of the work have stirred up the 
Americans on the Isthmus, es coe Mrs e clergymen. 

These ministers are shocked and ignant at the course of the ofti- 
cials. 1 declare the only way to straighten out the whole transac- 
tion is to stop bringing in women and to compel those now here to 


57 are compelled to furnish the laborers 
olat out that ceremonial marriages are almost 


in Caribbean lands. 
B. Wood, in charge of the American Protestant 


Rey. Thomas 
chapel — 2 Ancon, and a prominent Methodist missionary in South Amer- 
I bave heard of this monstrous iniquity, and I make my cry, as 


Th al 
with “ wives,” and 
unknown among bla 
The 
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they say in Spanish, out of the skies. I had intended reaching the 
American people through out religious press, but welcome the oppor- 
tunity of addressing them through the Herald. 

CHURCHES WORKING TOGETHER. 


“ Here all national and church lines are wi out and all denomina- 
tions of the Protestant Church work together for general morality. 
The ministers of the Episcopal Church minister more to the spiritual 
needs of the blacks than do the ministers of other churches, but they 
will find us cooperating with them against this labor policy. We are 
all alive to its awful consequences. 

“Not without protest shall we see this Isthmus turned into a free- 
love community, for that is what it means. When that protest is 
heard by the ten millions of Methodists and the six millions of Bap- 
tists in the United States there will be no uncertain response. Ex- 
posure of the facts should raise such a storm of indignation as will 
maintain our national decency on the Isthmus as it is maintained by 
our Government at home. 

“Are we to have a sewer of moral degradation because we want a 
canai? That is what this policy will produce. I have heard it has 
been advanced that it is necessary. There is not the slightest need 
of it. Think of the degradation to our country! The eyes of the 
world are focused on us and what we are doing here. 

“Our ability, our honesty, our Protestantism, is on trial. Particu- 
larly are the eyes of the South Americans watching us. From us they 
are beginning to draw their inspirations, held back only by those who 
teach them we are loose in our marriage vows and that the United 
States and its eee do not stand for moral porig, 

If the importation of these women is not stopped by a great popu- 
lar demand started by our churches, these people and the world at 
large will conclude that we stand for all that vile, and the evan- 
gelical work of years will be undone.” 

REGARDED AS A REPROACH. 

The Reverend Mr. King, of the British Wesleyan Church, said: It is 
inconceivable that American officials should bring these women here 
without requiring them to marry. Their living in a state of free love 
in Jamaica has n felt by all the English churches to be a reproach 
to the country, and the strongest possible efforts have been made for 
years to get them to marry. e news that they are being taken to an 
American colony and allowed to continue their obnoxious custom will 
be received with sorrow and amazement in England.” 

The same sentiment was expressed by the Reverend Mr. Eskins, rector 
of St. Paul's Episcopal Church, of Panama, who added: The Martinique 
women could not have been brought here in such numbers, no mutter 
what the ascribed reason may be, without a knowledge of the great 
harm that must result. It is an awful mistake.” 

To the protest of the clergy is added an equally strong objection by 
the physicians from the standpoint of public health. 

BROUGHT BY THE SHIPLOAD. 

In order to keep the negroes at work on the canal the Commission, 
through its branch of labor and quarters, sent agents to Jamaica and 
Martinique to bring to the Isthmus as many negro women as wished 
to come. They were offered free transportation with board on an 
American vessel and the promise of food and quarters until they could 


provide for themselves. 
There was no trouble in Martinique in tting together 300, and 
Mey arrived at Colon on the steamship Floridian a few days ago. 

egro laborers along the canal were Seng excited when they heard 
the women were coming. Work was generally deserted, and thousands 
flocked to the wharf days before the Floridian was due. The steam- 
ship's hay stagger ae in the bay started a riot. The men fought with one 
another for advantageous positions on the dock. 


OFFICIAL CLAIMS TRANSPARENT. 


As a matter of form the women were told to point out their “ hus- 
bands,” but the officials themselves tell many a story of how women 
were 12 out that shows how transparent is the claim that any seri- 
ous effort was made to allow the men to take only those women whom 
they had left behind in Martinique, and how fallacious the promise 
that other women who -accompanied these so-called married women 
would be put to work in American families. 

If a woman after talking with a man asserted she was willing to 
become his wife, they were permitted to leave the dock together, with- 
out eyen a promise that they would be legally married. 

Much the larger FS gst of the cargo of women was put aboard the 
cars and distributed along the line. A few who asked for work were 
given it in the Commission hotels, but others were left at various 
camps “in proportion to the size of the camp.” The pretense was 
that they might find work in American families. 

In Bas Obispo there are ten American families, several of which had 
servants. They were left eighty of the imported women. The la- 
borers there number 300. The proportions were the same at all the 
camps in which the women were left. Quarters were given them and 
they were fed as long as they remained in them. One of the officials 
said yesterday that nearly all were already mated and off the Com- 
mission’s hands. 

LIKE DARKEST AFRICA. 


from one of the camps to the Herald correspondent 
says: “ Before ese women were brought here we had an orderly 

uiet community. The night they came it was awful, and since 
then I feel I am living in darkest ca. If I can not get a transfer 
I shall send my family back to the States. I can not allow my wife 
and children to remain in such an atmosphere. 

The importation of these women and others to come is warmly de- 
fended by Henry Burnett, who, in the absence of Jackson Smith, is 
acting chief of the branch of labor and quarters. Mr. Burnett has 
shown much ability in working out the problem of furnishing food and 
quarters for white as well as black labor. He has clean-cut features, 
a frank manner, and impresses’ one as an able and practical man. 
When asked what excuse there was for bringing these women to the 
Isthmus he replied: 

“No excuse. It was the only thing we could do to keep our laborers 
here. Anyone who has had any experience with the West Indian ne- 

oes knows they won't work any place without their women. What 
fon been done is always done by all employers of such labor on great 
works. We were losing fully a third of ours, and we had to stop it. 
The men said if their wives were brought over they would be more 


contented. 

“There was great need of servants by American families and in the 
Commission hotels. The Martinique women are cleaner in their habits 
and make better servants than those from Jamaica. So we decided, 
as we had about 2,000 8 men here and will have more, we 


would begin by bringing over thelr women. 


A man writin 


AFTER WOMEN IN JAMAICA. 


An agent was sent to tell those who had men on the Isthm and 
those who did not have, but who wanted work, that they would bé 
brought here free and given food and quarters until they were settled. 
Three hundred have come. We have an agent in Jamaica now who 
will allow every sixth laborer to bring his wife with him. Every 
third torann is granted the same privilege. It% the only way we 
can ge em.” 

“Don't you consider their relations immoral, and don't you know 
that the people of the United States may object to the continuance of. 
such relations on its soil under the sanction and by the act of its 
Government?” Mr. Burnett was asked. 

“I can't see why they should,” responded Mr. Burnett. We are 
down here to build this canal. What häve the morals of a lot of West 
Indian negroes got to do with it? I assert that they are not immoral in 
preferring to live with a woman without a n ceremony. They 
may be unmoral—that is, without morals as we understand morality— 
but they are ofttimes truer to the women they select than our people, 
who have a le e performed. . , 

“Not one in a thousand.or five thousand of the natives of those 
islands or in Central or South America gets married. They can't af- 
ford it. Marriage to them means a great and expensive ceremony, 
complete wardrobe, and a well-furnished house. ey won't marry 


without all this. 
MARRIAGE CERTIFICATES UNNECESSARY. 


“We ask them to come over here to work for us, and they ask us 
to send for their wives. It is decided to do so. All I require as the 
acting head of the branch of labor and quarters is that a woman says 
such a man is her husband and I give her to him. It isn't for me to 
ask for a marriage certificate. 

“There may have been some mistakes, but so far as we are able 
we have seen to it that only the men who have been living as hus- 
band and wife at home are allowed to obtain possession of any 01 
these women. s 

“I have heard that some of the men took the tickets given them with 
the names of their wives, selected others who could not read, told them 
it was an order for them, and took them away. The rickets, | hear, 
were in some instances retained and passed around among laborers who 
had none and who played the same trick. 
gated and straightened out.” . 

Here is a case coming under my personal observation which may or 
may not be typical: j 

Rose Montrose, who Is darker than the darkest queen in Africa, was 
found sitting on the porch »f one of the houses set apart for laborers 
in Bas Obispo. There were err af other women about the camp wear- 
ing the gay turban of the Martin que, laughing and chattering with all 
the abandonment of the French West Indian. Rose's face was sad, 
she took no interest in the others’ gayety. It was a refined face, and. 
the 4 yrs fe that flashed from her eyes and the haughty curl of her 
Ups made it striking and strong. 


ROSE MONTROSR’S STORY. 


“ What's the matter?“ she was asked. Don't you like it here?” 

“ No. I came for work,” she replied, “ but I see it was not for work 
I was brought.” 

„Who brought you here?“ was asked, and what were you told?“ 

“The people who are building this canal brought me here from 
Martinique,” she answered. “J was born on the British island of 
Dominica, but I went to Martinique to get work. There I was told b; 
the man who was getting women to come here there was 8 of wor 
here, and so I came, but it seems it was to choose a man I was wanted. 
But I shan’t do it; I will starve first.” s 

The girl's story was that on arrival on the Isthmus she was sent, 
with other women, to Bas Obispo, ostensibly to be given work in an 
American viene Days passed and no one came to tell her where to 
go or what to do. ora’ she appealed to a Zone policeman, who told 
her to choose a man, as the other women were doing. She indignantly 
refused to follow this advice, and it was supplemented by the warning 
that if she did not observe it she would be thrown out of her quarters. 

„And what shall I do?’ inquired Rose. “I can not do as they say.” 

“Rose,” asked Sanitary Inspector Davies, who had come up while she 
was talking, “are you a good girl and do you really want work?” 

The earnestness of her reply satisfled the inspector, and Rose was en- 
gaged at once. A report this evening from Mr. Davies says she has 
taken hold of her duties with an ardor which indicates that she really 
wanted work, and will make an excellent servant, 

An American who has lived many years on the Zone says several 
natives went to him with the statement that they understood the United 
States was selling Martinique women for.$25 each. They offered $50, 
and could hardly made to understand that the story was not true. 

It is currently reported that several Martinique negroes obtained two 
or 2120 ae women, and have sold them to their fellows for from $8 
to $12 each. 

Most Americans in the Canal Zone are incensed and humiliated b; 
what is going on around them. Their sense of decency is offended an 
their pride in their county deeply hurt. They can no longer point to 
it as a model when questioned by Panamans, whose amusement over 
their discomfiture is apparent. 


Mr. TILLMAN. After the emphatic denial of the Secretary 
of War I shall be only too happy if it can be shown that no such 
disgraceful condition exists there. But I contend that they 
must investigate a little. This is not the Philippines,and we can 
not take offhand statements from men in the War Department. 
however emphatic the language or however high the station, 
as covering the whole facts, until we see whether it is so or not. 

Mr. LODGE. The statement, as I understood it, was that 
these women were being brought in Government vessels. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The statement is that a ship—it does not say 
a Government ship—was sent to Martinique, and the head of the 
labor bureau there, Mr. Burnett, whose name is mentioned, has 
been said to state that it was necessary. 

Mr. LODGE. That they were being brought under Govern- 
ment auspices? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Being brought under the Canal Commis- 
sion’s auspices, under his auspices. 

Mr. LODGE. The Canal Commission’s? That I understand 
the Secretary of War to deny absolutely. 


These cases will be investi- 
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Mr. TILLMAN. I shall be only too happy if his statement 
proves to be true. 4 

Mr. LODGE. Against an anonymous newspaper statement I 
prefer for the present to take the statement of the Secretary of 
War. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I prefer to take his statement, where he 


knows it to be true. I do not prefer to take his statement in 
this case without at least having somebody else given an oppor- 
tunity to investigate the matter. Mr. President, I have only a 
few more words. I have trespassed much longer on the patience 
of the Senate than I had anticipated or desired to do. The de- 
bate ran off on various branch lines that I had not expected it 
to take, and there have been a great many things brought out 
which may be necessary or valuable. A great deal of it proba- 
bly is of no use to anyone. But my sole purpose was— 

First, to emphasize the necessity for the Senate of the United 
States to take its share of responsibility for the control of this 
great work, and so legislate as to protect the Treasury from any 
embezzlements or stealing. 

Second, it was to call attention to the fact that by reason of 
our negligence, or from other reasons or other influences which 
may have governed us, we have given an excuse for what I be- 
lieve to be Executive usurpation. If I have in ever so slight a 
degree been able to call attention to some things which need 
defense and explanation, and so cause a thorough and searching 
investigation into the canal affairs, I will have accomplished all 
that I set out to accomplish. 

During Mr. TILLMAN’S speech, 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, before that article is read, 
while I dislike to do so, I would ask the Senator from South 
Carolina to permit me to offer an amendment to the pending bill, 
which I ask to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas offers a 
proposed amendment to the pending bill, which will be read. 

The Secretary. After the word “ Congress,” on page 3, in 
line 22, it is proposed to add the following: 


Provided, That no part of the money hereby appropriated shall be 
used to pay the expenses of a literary bureau connected with the Isth- 
mian Canal Commission, or pay the salary, compensation, or allowance, 
by whatever name called, of any person who may be engaged in such 
work for or in behalf of said Commission. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will lie on the 
table and be printed. 

After the conclusion of Mr. TELMAN’s speech, 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, it seems evident that we can 
not complete the bill to-night. Several Senators have expressed 
a desire to speak briefly on the subject, and if I can have an 
understanding that a vote shall be taken to-morrow, which is 
very important, I will then ask that the bill may be laid aside 
for the moment, and I shal] move an executive session. 

I ask unanimous consent that this bill may be completed at 
the session to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that the pending bill be completed at to- 
morrow’s session. 

Mr. LODGE. That it be voted on before adjournment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before adjournment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That it be voted on before adjourn- 
ment. Is there objection to the request? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

PAY OF OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES. 

Mr. ALLISON. From the Committee on Appropriations I 
report back favorably, without amendment, the joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 48) to pay the officers and employees of the Senate 
and House of Representatives their respective salaries for the 
month of December, 1905, on the 20th day of said month. I ask 
unanimous consent that it be now considered. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I will take the liberty of making an- 
other motion. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Sat- 
urday, December 16, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian, 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 15, 1905. 
CHIEF JUSTICE OF NEW MEXICO. 


William J. Mills, of New Mexico, to be chief justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico, A reappoint- 
ment, his term expiring January 30, 1906. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICES. 


Frank W. Parker, of New Mexico, to be associate justice of 
the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico. A reap- 
pointment, his term expiring January 9, 1906. 

John R. MeFie, of New Mexico, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico. A reappoint- 
ment, his term expiring January 30, 1906. 


CONSUL-GENERAL. 


William Harrison Bradley, of Illinois, lately consul at Man- 
chester, to be consul-general of the United States at Manchester, 
England, to which office he was appointed during the last recess 
of the Senate. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Lincoln Avery, of Michigan, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Huron, in the State of Michigan. (Reappointment. ) 
Clarence A. Hammett, of Rhode Island, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Newport, in the State of Rhode Island. 
(Reappointment. ) 
DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 


Oscar Lawler, of California, to be United States attorney for 
the southern district of California, vice L. H. Valentine, whose 
term expires December 16, 1905. 

Reese Blizzard, of West Virginia, to be United States attorney 
for the northern district of West Virginia. A reappointment, 
his term expiring December 16, 1905. 

Charles A. Wilson, of Rhode Island, to be United States attor- 
ney for the district of Irhode Island. A reappointment, his term 
expiring January 20, 1906. 

Abram M. Tillman, of Tennessee, to be United States attorney 
for the middle district of Tennessee. A reappointment, his 
term expiring January 31, 1906. 


MARSHALS. 


John W. Overall, of Tennessee, to be United States marshal 
for the middle district of Tennessee. A reappointment, his term 
expiring March 8, 1906. 

Charles D. Elliott, of West Virginia, to be United States mar- 
shal for the northern district of West Virginia. A reappoint- 
ment, his term expiring December 16, 1905. 

Stephen P. Stone, of Pennsylvania, to be United States mar- 
shal for the western district of Pennsylvania. A reappointment, 
his term expiring December 16, 1905. 


SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 


Morgan O. Llewellyn, of New Mexico, to be surveyor-general 
of New Mexico, to take effect January 29, 1906, at the expira- 
tion of his term. (Reappointment. ) . 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Thomas H. Bartlett, of Grangeville, Idaho, to be register of 
the land office at Lewiston, Idaho, vice John B. West, removed. 

Manuel R. Otero, of New Mexico, to be register of the land 
office at Santa Fe, N. Mex., to take effect January 29, 1906, at 
the expiration of his term. (Reappointment.) 

Edward W. Fox, of New Mexico, to be register of the land 
office at Clayton, N. Mex., to take effect January 12, 1906, at the 
expiration of his term. (Reappointment. ) 

Walter G. Robinson, of Florida, to be register of the land 
office at Gainesville, Fla., to take effect March 15, 1906, at the 
expiration of his term. (Reappointment.) 

Howard Leland, of New Mexico, to be register of the land 
office at Roswell, N. Mex., to take effect January 29, 1906, at the 
expiration of his term. (Reappointment.) 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Frederick Mueller, of New Mexico, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Santa Fe, N. Mex., to take effect January 12, 1906, 
at the expiration of his term. (Reappointment.) 

Henry E. Bowman, of New Mexico, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Las Cruces, N. Mex., to take effect January 29, 1906, 
at the expiration of his term. (Reappointment.) 

Henry S. Chubb, of Florida, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Gainesville, Fla., to take effect March 15, 1906, at the expira- 
tion of his term. (Reappointment.) 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Infantry Arm. 


First Lieut. George H. Shields, jr., Twelfth Infantry, to be 
captain from November 2, 1905, vice Drouillard, Third Infantry, 
resigned. 

First Lieut. Eleutheros H. Cooke, Tenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain from November 15, 1905, vice Blow, Fifteenth Infantry, 
retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Harry W. Gregg, Fourteenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from November 2, 1905, vice Shields, Twelfth Infan- 
try, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Sylvester C. Loring, Twenty-seventh Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant from November 11, 1905, vice Burr, Fif- 
teenth Infantry, resigned. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Howard W. Stone, a citizen of Iowa, to be a second lieutenant 
in the Marine Corps from the 23d day of March, 1905, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Julian P. Willcox, a citizen of Colorado, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the Marine Corps from the 13th day of April, 1905, to 
fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

The following named citizens to be second lieutenants in the 
Marine Corps from the 19th day of June, 1905, to fill vacancies 
existing in that grade on that date: 

Bennet Puryear, a citizen of Texas. 

William W. Buckley, a citizen of Kansas. 

William C. Wise, jr., a citizen of Virginia. 

William D. Smith, a citizen of Pennsylvania. 

Harold B. Pratt, a citizen of New York. 

Randolph Coyle, a citizen of the District of Columbia. 

Philip H.-Torrey, a citizen of Montana, to be a second lien- 
tenant in the Marine Corps from the 18th day of July, 1905, to 
fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Benjamin B. Gossett, a citizen of South Carolina, to be a 
second lieutenant in the Marine Corps from the 18th day of 
August, 1905, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that 
date. 

‘Robert L. Denig, a citizen of Ohio, to be a second lieutenant 
in the Marine Corps from the 29th day of September, 1905, to 
fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ILLINOIS. 

Schuyler C. Rutherford to be postmaster at Watseka, in the 
county of Iroquois and State of Illinois, in place of Lorenzo F. 
Watson. Incumbent's commission expires December 18, 1905. 


CONFIRMATIONS, 


Beecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 15, 
1905. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
Jesse E. Wilson, of Rensselaer, Ind., to be Assistant Secretary 
of the Interior. 
AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 


Benjamin F. Harper, of Indiana, to be Auditor for the War 
Department. 


DEPUTY AUDITOR FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


Charles A. McGonagle, of Indiana, to be Deputy Auditor for 
the Post-Office Department. 


DEPUTY AUDITOR FOR THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


S. John Abbott, of Delaware, to be Deputy Auditor for the 
Department. 


AGENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL,. 


Lewis M. Iddings, of New York, to be agent and consul- 
general of the United States at Cairo, Egypt. 


CONSUL-GENERAL. 


Leo Allen Bergholz, of New 8 to be consul-general of 
the United States at Beirut, Turkey. 


CONSULS. 


Albert Leffingwell, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Warsaw, Russia. 

John McMackin, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Georgetown, Guiana. 

Mason Mitchell, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Chungking, China. 

Thomas P. Moffat, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at La Guaira, Venezuela. 

Edwin W. Trimmer, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Cape Gracias & Dios (Port Deitrick), Nicaragua. 


Chester Donaldson, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Port Limon, Costa Rica. 

William W. Handley, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Trinidad, West Indies. 


PENSION AGENTS. 
William V. Willcox, of Des Moines, Iowa, to be pension agent 
at Des Moines, Lowa. 
Wilder 8. Metcalf, of Kansas, to be pension agent at Topeka, 
Kans. 
William Rule, of Knoxville, Tenn., to be pension agent at 
Knoxville, Tenn. 
COMMISSIONERS OF IMMIGRATION. 
Louis T. Weis, of Maryland, to be commissioner of immigra- 
tion at the port of Baltimore, Md. 
George B. Billings, of Massachusetts, to be commissioner of 
immigration at the port of Boston, Mass. 
John J. S. Rodgers, of Pennsylvania, to be commissioner of 
immigration at the port of Philadelphia, Pa. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 
George W. Allen, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Key West, in the State of Florida. 
John E. Stillman, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Pensacola, in the State of Florida. 
Tip Warren, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Apalachicola, in the State of Florida. 
William L. Gerrish, of Maine, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Saco, in the State of Maine. 
Charles H. Darling, of Vermont, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Vermont, in the State of Vermont. 
Curtis S. Emery, of Vermont, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Memphremagog, in the State of Vermont. 
Matthew B. Macfarlane, of Florida, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Tampa, in the State of Florida. 
COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
Elam H. Neal, of Indiana, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the sixth district of Indiana. 
J. Sherman Cooper, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the eighth district of Kentucky. 
Henry P. Bardshar, of Arizona, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of New Mexico. 
David H. Moore, of Ohio, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the eleventh district of Ohio. 
Marion K. Lowry, of Virginia, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the second district of Virginia. 
William E, Glasscock, of West Virginia, to be collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the district of West Virginia. 


APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 

William P. Luck, of Louisiana, to be appraiser of merchandise 
in the district of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. 

Theodore D. Kalbfell, of Missouri, to be appraiser of mer- 
chandise at the port of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri. 

ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 

William F. Comly, of New Jersey, to be assistant appraiser 
of merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of 
New York. 

John W. Burgess, of Delaware, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise, in the district of New York, in the State of New 
York. 

Edward J. Rodrigue, of Louisiana, to be assistant appraiser 
of merchandise in the district of New Orleans, in the State of 
Louisiana. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS, 

S. W. Andrews to be postmaster at Walnut Ridge, in the 

county of Lawrence and State of Arkansas. 
IDAHO. 

J. M. Elder to be postmaster at Coeur d’Alene, in the county 

of Kootenai and State of Idaho. 
LOUISIANA, 

Louise Alvarez to be postmaster at Covington, in the parish 

of St. Tammany and State of Louisiana. 
MISSISSIPPI. 

W. T. Branch to be postmaster at Winona, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Mississippi. 

Anna Durham to be postmaster at Clarksdale, in the county 
of Coahoma and State of Mississippi. 

Alice S. McLean to be postmaster at Greenwood, in the county 
of Leflore and State of Mississippi. 

Emma Pringle to be postmaster at McHenry, in the county of 
Harrison and State of Mississippi. 

Rosa M. Ruff to be postmaster at Houston, in the county of 
Chickasaw and State of Mississippi. 
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MISSOURI. 
Francis M. Harrington to be postmaster at Kirksville, in the 
county of Adair and State of Missouri. 
Frank McKim to be postmaster at Tarkio, in the county of 
Atchison and State of Missouri. 
W. O. Keffer to be postmaster at Liberal, in the county of 
Barton and State of Missouri. 
NEVADA. 
Edward R. Collins to be postmaster at Goldfield, in the county 
of Esmeralda and State of Nevada. 
NEW YORK. 
Adam N. Finucan to be postmaster at Pittsford, in the county 
of Monroe and State of New York. 
Charles A. Fowler to be postmaster at Rome, in the county of 
Oneida and State of New York. 
NORTH CAROLINA. z 
John G. Brown to be postmaster at Red Springs, in the county 
of Robeson and State of North Carolina. 
Victoria L. Martin to be postmaster at Tarboro, in the county 
of Edgecombe and-State of North Carolina. 
C. G. Rosemond to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the county 
of Orange and State of North Carolina. 
Adolphus R. Wilson to be postmaster at Dunn, in the county 
of Harnett and State of North Carolina. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Sallie B. Gregory to be postmaster at Meshoppen, in the 
county of Wyoming and State of Pennsylvania. 
Alfred P. Laubach to be postmaster at Siegfried, in the county 
of Northampton and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Fray, December 15, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. PoLLARD was given leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of Regular Army retirement (H. R. 12306, 
Fifty-seventh Congress, first session), no adverse report having 
been made thereon. 

Also, by unanimous consent, Mr. POLLARD was given leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Nebraska State Militia (H. R. 13561, 
Fifty-eighth Congress, second session), no adverse report hav- 
ing been made thereon. 

PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and pending that I would like to get some agreement 
for unanimous consent for limit of debate. I will ask the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] if we can not agree this 
morning on some time for limiting the debate? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think there will be no trouble about that. 
I have no anxiety as to continuing the debate. 

Mr. PAYNE. There are some gentlemen who want to be 
heard on both sides, and I think if we say an hour and a half 
it will be sufficient. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It will be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. MANN. Why not make it a little longer than that? 

Mr. PAYNE. Say two hours; an hour on a side. 

Mr. MANN. I think it ought to be longer than that. There 
are a number of gentlemen that want to be heard. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let us make it two hours. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say 
a word about this. There are several gentlemen over here who 
want to make speeches, and people who want to make speeches 
want to make them, and this is just as good a chance to make 
them as I know of, or that will come up at this session. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. SHertey] wants fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. He has that time, and you can not 
take it away from him. I think that the debate ought to be 
extended. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think that if we have two hours on a side, 
to be controlled by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
and myself, it will be sufficient. 

Mr. MANN. Why not agree to vote at 4 o'clock? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Make it 5 o’clock. 

Mr. PAYNE. I dislike to take up the whole of this day. It 


keeps the Committee on Ways and Means here, and they have 
an important engagement with a gentleman from a distance. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from New York will permit 
me, we will endeavor to relieve the committee to-day, so that 
they will have more time hereafter. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to say to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne] that I am informed by the Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House that a number of gentlemen 
have appealed to him for time, and want to speak on this 
subject. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will not make any suggestion for unanimous 
consent. 

The SPEAKER. What is the request of the gentleman? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I do not make any reyuest in 
view of the opposition here. 

Then, on motion of Mr. Payne, the House resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of resolution No. 42, relating to 
the distribution of the President's message. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. BUTLER 
of Pennsylvania in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY]. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, the question of what commit- 
tee the reference to insurance contained in the President’s mes- 
sage shall be referred to is an important question, but it is an 
insignificant one in comparison with some of the other matters 
that it necessarily brings up. 

It is my purpose this morning briefly to discuss what may be 
called the “technical question“ of what committee that should 
go to, and then to voice a protest against the tendency indicated 
in that part of the President’s message relating to insurance and 
other great corporations. $ 

We have had curious arguments made by the chairmen of two 
committees of this House. The chairman of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce desires that this reference 
shall be to his committee and desires it by a vote of the Com- 
inittee of the Whole in order that the House may go on record 
as declaring that Congress should have jurisdiction of all the 
great corporations that happen to do business outside of the 
lines of the State creating them. He said that in so many 
words yesterday. 

On the other hand, the distinguished chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means presents to the House this peculiar 
proposition, that inasmuch as we can have nothing to do with 
insurance except by virtue of the taxing power—a proposition 
to which I agree—therefore we should disregard the moral obli- 
gation that is placed upon Members of this House and should 
use the taxing power immorally, to do what it was not intended 
the American Congress should do—that is, enter the domain 
of the police power that belongs to the States. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman does not attribute that position 
to me, does he? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am attributing this position to the gentle- 
man, that if his argument meant anything at all it meant. as I 
understood, that the House had no jurisdiction over the question 
of insurance except by virtue of the taxing power. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is correct. 

Mr. SHERLEY. That therefore it should go to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, the committee that has jurisdiction of mat- 
ters raising revenue; and the intimation was—because I would 
not assume that the gentleman desires to refer it to his commit- 
tee for the purpose of smothering it; I am assuming that he 
wants to be fair with the House and that he proposes the House 
shall consider the great question—that when he desires a ref- 
erence of it to the Ways and Means Committee he desires it 
sent there for the purpose of using the taxing power so as to 
affect insurance. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman’s intimation is for him to make, 
of course. I made no intimation of what my position was on 
the subject, otherwise than it was the only jurisdiction that the 
House had. 

Mr. SHERLEY. You desired it to go to that committee, as 
I understood you, for the purpose of enabling the House through 
its taxing power to legislate. 

Mr. PAYNE. I made no intimation of what that committee 
will do, or of what I myself will do. I merely stated the law of 
the House as it was, that it should go to that committee. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman say to the House 
whether he wants it to go to that committee for the purpose of 
pigeonholing it, or whether he thinks that committee will be 
justified in legislating? 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from New York ” does not make 
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any proposition with reference to that, other than what he 
has already stated. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am willing to let the gentleman’s position 
stand as he stated it. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. LITTLEFIELD having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading clerk, announced that 
the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

An act (S. 1169) for the refund of certain tonnage duties ; and 

An act (S. 1475) to provide that the 2 per cent bonds is- 
sued under section 8 of the act entitled “An act to provide for 
the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, shall have the same 
rights and privileges that are accorded by law to other 2 per 
cent bonds of the United States. 


DISTRIBUTION OF THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


The committee resumed its session, Mr. BUTLER of Pennsyl- 
vania in the chair. 
PANAMA CANAL. 


Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman from Kentucky will yield to 
me, I want to make a motion that the committee rise now, so 
that the House may consider the matter which has just been 
reported in the message from the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield 
to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. PAYNE. I am sorry to interrupt the gentleman, but he 
has just begun, and I want to move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Kentucky declines 
to yield, the Chair is of the opinion that the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York would not be in order. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask the gentleman to yield for that purpose. 

Mr. SHERLEY. As soon as I get some information perhaps 
I will yield. I do not desire to embarrass the House, but it is 
hardly fair to take me off my feet when I have but begun my 
argument. I should like to know what time the House will 
consume in the consideration of this subject. Mr. Chairman, 
having learned the purpose of the request, and with the under- 
standing that I have a right to the floor when we go into com- 
mittee again, I yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves 
that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I think the rest of the House 
would like to know what the programme is on this subject. 

Mr. PAYNE. The House will know in a moment, if the gen- 
tleman will allow us to rise. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. It may be too late then. 

. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that the gentleman from New York has been 
recognized to make the motion. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the Chair, Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration House reso- 
lution 42, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


PREROGATIVES OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I call up from the Speaker’s table 
the bill (S. 1475) and offer the following resolution, after which 
I will ask to have the bill read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls up 
from the Speaker’s table the following Senate bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 1475) to provide that the 2 per cent bonds issued under sec- 
tion 8 of the act entitled “An act to provide for the construction of 
a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” 
approved June 28, 1902, shall have the same rights and 8 that 
are accorded by law to other 2 per cent bonds of the United States. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the 2 per cent bonds of the United States 
authorized by section 8 of the act entitled “An act to provide for the 
construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, shall have all the rights and 

rivileges accorded by law to other 2 per cent bonds of the United 

tates, and every national 3 association — on deposit, as 

rovided by law, such bonds issu: under the provisions of said sec- 
tion 8 of said act approved June 28, 1902, to secure its circulating 
notes, shall pay to the Treasurer of the United States, in the months 
of January and July, a tax of one-fourth of 1 per cent each half year 
upon the average amount of such of its notes in circulation as are 
based upon the deposit of said 2 per cent bonds; and such taxes shall 
be in lieu of existing taxes on its notes in circulation imposed by sec- 
tion 5214 of the Revised Statutes. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report. the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from New York. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill S. 1475, In the opinion of the House, con- 
travenes the first clause of the seventh section of the first article of 
the Constitution, and is an infringement of the privile of this House, 
and that the said bill be taken from the Speaker’s table and be respect- 
full 3 to the Senate with a message communicating this 
resolution, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to discuss this 
resolution at any length, as the matter was fully discussed at 
the last Congress, in reference to the agricultural appropriation 
bill, which came over here with a reyenue amendment attached 
by the Senate. On that occasion the precedents were stated to 
the House, and on a yea-and-nay vote only three or four gentle- 
men voted against it, and that because of their doubt as to 
whether the bill really contained a revenue clause or not. The 
bill was sent back to the Senate, and the Senate acquiesced in 
the decision of the House, and withdrew the amendemnt from 
the bill. Now they send over here a bill which is purely a 
measure of taxation. They propose that the 2 per cent bonds 
to be issued for the construction of the isthmian canal shall be 
taxed the same as other bonds for which provision of law is 
made that they shall be used as a basis for the currency of the 
national banks. They reduce the tax on those bonds to be sure, 
but the bill authorizes a tax: This is a tax bill pure and simple. 
The Constitution has provided for the origination of these bills 
in the House of Representatives. The framers of the Constitu- 
tion thought there was a reason fur this. The House has con- 
tended immemorially, they have always contended that they 
have the right, and they have asserted the right time and again 
to institute revenne measures, They haye the only jurisdiction 
in the Congress of the United States where these measures may 
be originated. Therefore, I ask the House to adopt this resolu- 
tion; and in that connection I do not care to take up the time of 
the House by debate now. I may desire to extend my remarks 
citing some of the precedents; but the Constitution is so famil- 
iar, and this clause of the Constitution is so familiar that I do 
not think it is necessary for me to recite them for gentlemen to 
vote intelligently upon this resolution. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, this comes to me rather sud- 
denly, and is rather an astonishing thing. I saw in the morn- 
ing papers that the Senate had taken this action, but I thought 
they had taken it en route to settlement and the passage of a 
bill “for the construction of an isthmian canal.” This matter 
comes back entitled “ An act to provide for the construction of a 
canal,” etc., but there is nothing in it at all except a provision 
for putting certain bonds in another class; and in my opinion it 
is undoubtedly a violation of the privileges of this House, as 
given to it by the Constitution of the United States. [Loud 
applause.] I believe that the position taken by the gentleman 
from New York is correct, and I think we ought to pursue - 
either the course suggested by him or some other course that 
would indicate our opinion to the effect that it is a breach of the 
constitutional privileges of the House. I see no objection at the 
first blush to the resolution as read: 

Resolved, That the bill S. 1475, in the opinion of the House, contra- 
venes the first clause of the seventh section of the first article of the 
Constitution and is an infringement of the privil of this House, 
and that the said bill be taken from the Speaker's table and be respect- 


sany returned to the Senate with a message communicating this resolu- 
tion. 


{Loud applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. If there is no debate upon this question, I 
shall ask for a division, in order that we may have a rising vote 
and a count on this subject. I do not care to ask for the yeas 
and nays, but simply call for a division. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the resolution; and 
on a division there were—ayes 357, noes none, 

So the resolution was unanimously agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Payne, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

Mr. PAYNE. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DISTRIBUTION OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. BUTLER of Pennsyl- 
vania in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of House resolution 42, and the gentleman from Kentucky is 
recognized. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, it is never pleasant to find 
one's self in the position of Mahomet’s coffin, suspended between 
heaven and earth, but I was very glad to yield the floor that this 
committee might rise, in order that the House might maintain 
its constitutional rights. It is so seldom that a member of this 
body has a chance to protest against the constant disregard of 
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the constitutional rights and dignities of the House that I am 
eet willing to yield the floor for any such purpose. [Ap- 
plause. 

To return to the subject of discussion, I know of no more 
immoral practice than that which has grown up in the House of 
Representatives of using the taxing power for other purposes 
than the raising of revenue. It may be that in other countries 
the taxing power has been necessary as the weapon of liberty, 
either by denying appropriations or by taxing particular things, 
but in America the theory of our Constitution has been, and still 
is, that through other means the liberties of the people are 
guaranteed, and the taxing power was given only for the pur- 
pose of raising revenue. So, when you find upon this floor seri- 
ous discussions of the reference of a bill to the Ways and Means 
Committee, upon the implied, if not the openly expressed, 
opinion that the taxing power shall be used not for the purpose 
of revenue, but for the purpose of doing something that other- 
wise Congress could not do, and that it was not intended that 
Congress should do, I, for one, propose to protest. Therefore, 
I am opposed to the reference of this matter to the Ways and 
Means Committee. I am also opposed to the reference of it to 
the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee. It is con- 
ceded by the distinguished chairman of that committee that 
the Supreme Court will have to change its mind in order fer 
this Congress to have jurisdiction under that clause of the Con- 
stitution. He enters the domain of prophecy and says that 
they will do it. It may be that he agrees with Mr. Dooley, who, 
in the discussion of the insular cases, said to Hennessy that he 
was in some doubt as to whether the Constitution followed the 
flag, or the flag the Constitution, but it was evident that the 
Supreme Court followed the election returns. [Laughter.] 

It may be that he considers the clamor now being raised 
thronghout the land for the regulation of insurance com- 
panies by the National Government will have sufficient effect 
that, in the event of national legislation, the Supreme Court 
will sustain it and overrule itself. About that he may be a 
better judge than I am, but it is apparent to every Member on 
this floor that the discussion had for the past two days shows 
that it is the overwhelming judgment of the House that, as the 
Constitution is now interpreted, we have no such jurisdiction; 
that if we are to legislate on this subject, we must discover some 
other provision of the Constitution than the commerce clause. 

Now, we have a great committee in this House, a committee 
that not only reports bills for legislation, but is also the judicial 
adviser of the House. The Committee on the Judiciary is sup- 

to be made up in its membership of the ablest lawyers in 
the House. They are there for the purpose of not only origi- 
nating legislation, but they are there for the purpose of instruct- 
ing the House upon questions of constitutional power. What 
more proper than to do what the Senate has done, make refer- 
ence of a matter of this kind to the Judiciary Committee, that 
they may report back to the House whether, in their judgment, 
this House has jurisdiction, and if it has jurisdiction, the 
extent of it. Shall we determine now that one or the other of 
these committees may have this matter without a proper investi- 
gation? If the House is to now determine that fact, then, on 
the knowledge that the House has of the decisions of the 
Supreme Court, it ought not to refer this to any committee, 
because this House knows that it has been expressly declared 
that there can be no interstate commerce in insurance. Of 
course it can be reached collaterally, but isn’t it a humiliating 
spectacle, isn’t it such a spectacle as has been responsible for a 
whole lot of trouble in America, that men sworn to support the 
Constitution, representatives of a great body of the Government, 
are willing to disregard its plain limitations, and by subterfuge, 
under the taxing powers, do that which in their hearts they do 
not believe they are entitled to do? The fact that the House 
has done it, the fact that we have got precedents for it, only 
makes it worse. It only shows how one thing leads to another. 
The other day a statement was made in the other branch of the 
National Legislature that that provision in the law creating the 
Bureau of Commerce and Labor, relating to Insurance, crept in 
there without the knowledge of that body; that had they had 
knowledge of it, there would have been a pronounced protest; 
and now we have a marked illustration of the danger of a 
precedent. 

The President of the United States in his message says that 
because Congress has given to the Bureau of Commerce and 
Labor the power to make certain general investigations and in- 
quiry as to insurance, therefore we have presumptively de- 
clared that it is a matter proper for national governmental con- 
trol, and that declaration is used as a lever to make us go a 
ztep further. I understand that some member of the Judiciary 
Committee will offer an amendment referring this matter to 
that committee, and I hope that that amendment will prevail. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to turn from this discussion of 
a narrow proposition to the discussion of a broader one. I be- 
lieve the House will bear me out in the statement that I have 
never taken a partisan, captious position on the floor. I do not 
propose to do it now, but if I should let pass by in silence cer- 
tain portions of the President’s message without a protest, I 
should consider that I had no reason to be upon this side of the 
aisle, that I ought to go over to the other side. If I am to as- 
sume the position that seems to be taken by some, of out-herod- 
ing Herod, then I propose to go into Herod’s camp where I can 
do it effectively, and not remain outside of it. I want to pro- 
test against that modern theory so pronouncedly and ably 
stated in the President’s message that because a thing is big 
therefore it must come within the national jurisdiction. It is 
true that this whole country has been stirred from one end to 
another by the disclosures in regard to life insurance. It is 
also true that every one of those disclosures have been made 
known to the public by State agency and not by the National 
Government. It is true that the Supreme Court of the United 
States in deciding the case of Paul against Virginia, in deciding 
the cases that followed after that, plainly indicated that the 
States had complete—not only complete, but exclusive juris- 
diction over the subject. Yet we have sent us a message saying 
that the time has arrived where it is evident, in the judgment of 
the people, that the States can not manage these things and 
that we must come to the National Government. 

The President in his message says: 


The fortunes amassed 5 corporat organization are now 80 
large, and vest such power in those that wield them, as to make it a 
matter of area to give to the sovereign—that Is, to the Government, 
which represents people as a whole—some effective power of super- | 
vision over their corporate use. In order to insure a healthy social 
and industrial life, every big corporation should be held responsible by. 
and be accountable to, some sovereign strong enough to control i 
conduct, 

. . * * 


* > * 

The makers of our National Constitution provided lly that the 
regulation of interstate commerce should come within the sphere of the 
General Government. The ar; ents in favor of their taking this 
stand were even then overwhelming. But vee! are far stronger Raton 
in view of the enormous development of great business agencies usually 
corporate in form. Experience bas shown 5 that it is useless 
to try to get any adequate regulation and supervision of these great 
corporations State action. Such regulation and supervision can 
only be effectively exercised by a sovereign whose jurisdiction is 
coextensive with the field work of the corporations—that is, by the 
National Government. I believe that this regulation and supervision 
can be obtained by the enactment of law by the Congress. If this 
prora impossible, it will certainly be necessary eee to confer 
n fullest form such power upon the National Government by a proper 
amendment of the Constitution It would obviously be unwise to en- 
deavor to secure such an amendment until it is certain that the result 
can not be obtained under the Constitution as it now is. The laws of 
the Con and of the several States hitherto, as passed upon by the 
courts, ve resulted more often in showing that the States have no 
power in the matter than that the National Government has power; 
so that there at present exists a very unfortunate condition of things, 
under which these t corporations doing an interstate business 
occupy the position of subjects without a sovereign, neither any State 
government nor the National Government having effective control over 
them. Our we Megs should be by legislation, cautiously and care- 
fully undertaken. t resolutely persevered in, to assert the sovereignty 
of the National Government by afirmative action. 

> . * > > . * 


And again: 


The t insurance companies afford striking examples of corpora- 
tions whose business has extended so far beyond the jurisdiction of 
the States which created them as to preclude strict enforcement of 
supervision and regulation by the parent States. In my last annual 
message I recommended that the Congress carefully consider whether 
the power of the Bureau of Corporations can not constitutionally be 
extended to cover interstate transactions in Insurance.” 

* » . * * . 


* 

That State supervision has proved inadequate is generally conceded. 
The burden upon insurance companies, and therefore eir polic; 
holders, of conflicting regulations of many States, is unquestioned, 
while but little effective check is imposed upon any able and unscrupu- 
lous man who desires to exploit the company in his own interest at the 
expense of the policy holders and of the public. The inability of a 
State to regulate effectively insurance corporations created under the 
laws of other States and transacting the larger part of their business 
elsewhere is also clear. As a remedy for this evil of conflicting, inef- 
fective, and 20 burdensome regulations there has been for many years 
a widespread demand for Federal supervision. The Congress has 
already recognized that interstate insurance may be a proper subject 
for Federal legislation, for in creating the Bureau of Corporations it 
authorized it to 8 and supply useful information concerning 
interstate corporations, “including corporations engaged in insur- 
ance.” It is obvious that if the compilation of statistics be the limit 
of the Federal power, it is wholly ineffective to regulate this form of 
commercial intercourse between the States, and as the insurance busi- 
ness has ges ge in magnitude the ibili of adequate State 
supervision, the Con should carefully consider whether further 
legislation can be had. 


The President’s reference to the reasons that controlled the 
makers of the National Constitution in framing the commerce 
clause is, I suggest in all humility, not historically accurate. 
The fact is, the convention of Virginia and Maryland was 
called—the convention that led up to the subsequent convention 
which adopted the Constitution of the United States—for tbe 
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purpose of trying to arrive at some method of settling the con- j 
flicts that arose as to the commerce on the rivers and waters 
that divided those two States and to arrive at some method by 
which States would not be able to hamper and handicap the 
commerce of other States. As a result of that convention came 
the national convention that adopted the Constitution. Now, 
the commerce clause has two provisions in it. They are in the 
same sentence, but they are distinct in the sense that they were 
put into the Constitution. One of them relates to the power of 
Congress over foreign commerce; the other relates to the power 
of Congress over interstate commerce. It was desired at that 
time that the United States of America might have a weapon 
that she might use against England, who was then fighting her 
commerce on the high seas. It was expected that the United 
States of America should use its power through that provision 
against other nations, but that part of it which relates to the 
States was put into the Constitution for the purpose of prevent- 
ing the States from discriminating against the commerce of 
their sister States. It was put in there for the purpose of keep- 
ing commerce free, not for the purpose of shackling it. Yet to- 
day, and for many years past, it has been made the pretext for 
giving power to the National Government to hamper and con- 
trol. Now, I trust I am not a man who looks backward. I 
hope I am not speaking of the tender grace of a day that is 
dead, but I do feel that half of the evils that confront the coun- 
try to-day confront it because we have disregarded the funda- 
mental theory of our Government. I believe the way to govern 
best is not only to govern least, but to govern as near as pos- 
sible at home. [Applause.] 

That is my kind of Democracy. That is the reason I am where 
I am. If we could make the people of the States realize that 
of necessity under the Constitution 95 per cent of the things 
that relate to life, liberty, and property belong to the States, 
and unless we change the organic law must remain with the 
States—if we could make them realize that therefore they must 
make their own State governments effective in order to deal 
in nine cases out of ten with those matters that affect life, 
liberty, and property, we might hope to solve our problems. But 
what has been the result? Largely as a heritage of the civil 
war, largely as a result of the acceleration that was given to 
the national power due to the emergency that that conflict 
brought about, we have had the spectacle that whenever a con- 
dition requiring a remedy arose in a State, the people, instead 
of trying to solve it there, come to the National Government and 
undertake to have the power under the Constitution stretched 
so as to bring the matter within the national domain. 

The people, simply because the National Government seem- 
ingly acts, think that it always acts better. They think it acts 
better because they know less about its actions. They get a 
knowledge of what it does simply from the men who do it. 
The newspaper accounts which go out nine times out of ten 
necessarily go from the very source that has done the act which 
is to be reviewed by the people. Naturally the report going 
out is favorable, and they get the notion that if the action is 
by the National Government it will be better action. Maybe it 
is better, but, gentlemen, there is no reason why it should be 
as good. There is not a power contained in the Constitution of 
the United States in regard to most questions arising that is 
not contained in eyen greater measure within the State. Tell 
me that States composed of millions of people, bigger than 
some of the great nations of the world, are not able to have 
proper officers, capable of proper legislation, solving these prob- 
lems, and what is equally important, capable of enforcing the 
law! I will not admit it. 

This tendency toward centralization has gone on until, from 
having started out a hundred years ago in fear of the Executive, 
we haye become afraid of the legislative bodies; from a fear of 
the National Goyernment, to now a total disregard of State 
power. The people have a distinct contempt for the State 
legislatures, and they haye more or less contempt for the 
National Legislature. It has become so that a member of the 
State legislature has to almost prove aliundi that he is an 
honest man and a man of good ability. Gentlemen, you get the 
service you expect. The people have restricted them; they have 
hampered them. Recent State constitutions have restricted the 
meetings of the legislatures to once in two years. They have 
restricted that meeting to sixty days or some short period. In 
a special session they are restricted to considering what the 
governor desires shall be considered. All these are indicative of 
the fact that the people are fearful of these bodies. The result 
is we have brought on this floor great questions not properly 
here, and we have to spend nine-tenths of our time in deter- 
mining not what we ought to do, but how we can do it. If the 
theory of the National Government being not only supreme, but 
all embracing, if the theory as voiced by the President in his 


message is right, then I for one agree to the suggestion made in 
that message when he said that if we can not do these things, 
if we can not take charge of this insurance matter, we ought 
to amend the Constitution. I go further and say that if we are 
going to attempt this and similar things, if we must take care 
of them here, then I am in favor of abolishing State govern- 
ment. I would a great deal rather see this body dealing with 
what it should do instead of always having to consider whether 
it can do it. That is common sense. If this idea of concentra- 
tion is right, if centralization of power is right, then let us go 
on and carry it out. It is true we will be giving the lie to the 
theory which has prevailed in America since the beginning; it 
is true we will be running in the face of Anglo-Saxon history. 

If it is true the time is coming when we are to have such 
power not only given the National Government, but are also to 
have given to the executive arm of the Government the right to 
handle everything under the sun, from football up, let us abolish 
the State government outright and make a clean job of it. Look 
how this idea of centralization is working right here among us. 
Look how it is working with the two bodies of Congress, One 
body, because it was smaller and because it had in a sense 
executive power, in that it could pass upon Presidential ap- 
pointments, has grown and grown, until to-day this body is prac- 
tically ignored, and we had the spectacle a few moments ago of 
that body, in plain contravention of the Constitution, undertak- 
ing to pass a bill that only could originate here. It is simply a 
further tendency toward centralization. You are not only con- 
centrating the States out of their power, but now you are be- 
ginning to concentrate the different bodies of the National Goy- 
ernment out of theirs. Against that, as a Democrat, as a be- 
liever in the history of my nation, I protest. It is for this rea- 
son I have taken advantage in this body when the President's 
message was up for discussion to voice my protest. I had been 
in the hope that some man abler than I, some man longer in the 
service of the House, might have felt called upon to do it, but 
in the absence of that I felt I should be untrue to those motives 
which actuate me, to the position I occupy in this House, if I 
did not protest. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Does the gentleman yield for one question? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I have enjoyed the address so far very 
much, but I wish to ask the gentleman if it is not true, in his 
judgment, that gentlemen from the Southern States—Democrats 
from the Southern States—have a marked tendency to yield up 
their ideas of State rights in order that their States or their dis- 
tricts may get some benefits or emoluments out of the United 
States Government? Is not that the marked tendency with 
Democrats in the House? 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman has asked me a frank ques- 
tion. I will answer it frankly. It is true that in the past the 
ark of the covenant of local self-government has rested among 
the Democrats of the South. It is true to-day, unfortunately, 
that there are some of them, breaking the traditions, as I con- 
ceive them, of the party and of the country, who have wandered 
away after the fleshpots of Egypt. But, gentlemen, what is 
true in one instance on this side of the House is true in nearly 
all instances of that side of the House. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] That is my answer to the gentleman. 

I realize that in a large measure I stand in some particulars 
alone on the floor even as a “ voice crying in the wilderness.” 
I realize that the American people, from having been a very 
sober people, slow to form an opinion, have become a mer- 
curial people, with opinions over night. I realize that in men’s 
memory history goes back to the last edition of the paper of the 
day before, and their view of the future goes forward to the first 
edition of the day after. I realize that any clamor that happens 
to be loud enough may not only get the ear of individual Mem- 
bers, but it may get even the ear of the Executive of the 
nation; and because there is now a clamor we have sent to 
us a message saying that we must try and find a way in and 
out of the provisions of the Constitution to do certain things, 
and then if we can not do them we must do away with the 
Constitution in order to do them. 

The messags makes the surprising statement that the States 
are unable to control insurance. On what theory is that made? 
Does not every man know that if you had the right sort of 
law, and, what is better still, the right sort of enforcement of 
the law, in the States that the power exists there to control 
insurance and control nine-tenths of our other troubles? 

The President speaks of the fact that overeapitalization is 
the worst evil in connection with big corporations. Does not 


every man who is the least of a lawyer know that it is in the 
power of a State that creates the corporation to prevent over- 
capitalization? It can put all of the restrictions upon it that 
it pleases. 
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Now, it may be a sufficient answer to you—it is not a suffi- 
cient answer to me—to tell me the State has not done it. 
I say what we must do in this country is to awaken the people 
to a realization of that power at home; demand that a man 
shall exhaust the power that is given to the States before he 
comes to the nation. Why, if the President’s theory is true, 
then there is not a city in the Union that should not be put 
under the control of the State government, because they haye 
all been notoriously badly managed. Now, if the fact that they 
are badly managed, if the fact that the people of the city do 
not manage them right, do not elect the proper sort of officials 
to the common councils, is sufficient reason, then by a parity of 
argument the State should take control of the cities, and you 
should have them managed by your legislatures and the gov- 
ernors of your States. You only need to examine the proposi- 
tion to see how it strikes at the fundamentals of this Govern- 
ment. Take the history of England and see what has been 
done in her city governments. It is true that Parliament is 
all powerful, and always has been, but it is also true that there 
is more local government there to-day than there is here, 
despite our boast. They send men of the highest ability to 
the common councils of their cities; put in men capable of 
occupying any position in any legislative body, and as a rule 
all of these cities are efficiently and capably managed, and they 
do not need to appeal to Parliament. 

If the cities and the States should send into public life the 
right sort of men, making it worth while for a man to be inde- 
pendent, and keeping him in his position when he does show 
independence—if they would do that, you would find nine-tenths 
of the questions that trouble the Government would no longer be 
sent up here to trouble us. Every man in this House knows that 
the size of this House, the amount of business that comes here, 
practically prevents real judicial consideration of questions. 
{Applause.] The day has gone by when the House of Rep- 
resentatives can intelligently do affirmative work. There is no 
man here but who in his heart of hearts knows this to be true. 
What has been the result? You send important measures to a 
committee; you put into the hands of a few men the power to 
bring in bills, and then they are brought in, with an ironclad 
rule, and rammed down the throats of Members, and then those 
measures are sent out as being the deliberate judgment of the 
Congress of the United States; but no deliberate judgment. has 
been expressed by any man. Now, if you are going to bring in 
additional to that other problems that you think should receive 
consideration, where are you going to end? Will it not have a 
tendency to end altogether in a government of bureaus? No 
man that will be frank in the statement of his opinion but knows 
that that is true. We all admit and we all admire the ability 
of the President; we realize his purpose is a high and lofty 
one, and yet we permit ourselves to sit silent, voicing no protest 
against a message to Congress that contains more of centraliza- 
tion than any other message that was ever written to the Ameri- 
can people. [Applause.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will it disturb the gentleman if I make 
a suggestion or two along the line of his argument? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Not at all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Has the gentleman from Kentucky con- 
sidered in his evident study of this question how you would 
establish two jurisdictions, two supreme authorities—one su- 
preme in the State and one supreme in the United States—so as 
to administer in the form of regulation or taxation or prescrip- 
tion the duty of a corporation, it being an instrumentality of the 
States in some industry or in any other branch or business, so as 
to have both jurisdictions operating upon that corporation at 
the same time; and would it necessarily in the long run oust 
the State jurisdiction absolutely and put the whole power in 
the General Government? I am on the side of the gentleman; 
i am a Democrat in the matter of the rights of the States to con- 
trol their own local institutions, and haye always been so. 
{Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am glad to have such able support, and in 
answer to the gentleman’s question I will also try to be as frank 
as the gentleman was in propounding his question. No law- 
yer—no real lawyer—who has ever advanced beyond the mere 
citation of cases and gone into the philosophy of the law but 
what knows that the problem offered by a dual system of gov- 
ernment is one of the most difficult problems ever offered to 
a people. And a further difficulty in that problem has been 
caused in large part by the extension of national contro] to 
the exclusion of State control, because of the temporary in- 
efficiency of State governments. But the main idea that I 
wish to convey is this: Not that we do not realize the great in- 
herent difficulty, that we do not recognize that there are many 
questions that lie on the border line of the jurisdiction of the 
two governments, questions about which men must differ and 


about which the courts have differed, and that when these 


questions come up it must follow that one or the other of these 
governments will get the jurisdiction to the exclusion of the 
other, according to the trend of the times, and frequently the 
practicability of its dealing with the question, but that as to 
those things that are clearly within the State’s power and can be 
controlled by the State, that when no effort is made by the State 
to remedy the evil that that neglect should not be made an 
argument and an excuse for this Government, the National 
Government, entering the domain. Now, here is a practical 
illustration in the insurance matter. Here is a matter that has 
come to the attention of the people—this corruption, this wrong- 
doing—by virtue of a State investigation. Our States are just 
beginning to awake to a long-neglected duty, beginning to in- 
vestigate and to formulate laws to control the situation. I 
undertake to say that if persevered in the States will be success- 
ful. The condition arose simply because the States have been 
neglectful of their duties in the past, and now we are told 
that we should, in advance of any results growing out of the 
States’ activity, take the matter from them, notwithstanding 
the evil that inherently follows an entrance by the National 
Government into the State domain. It is not only true physic- 
ally and mentally, but true governmentally, that a power un- 
used becomes weakened and will in time be destroyed. 

Let any part of the anatomy of man cease to be exercised and 
used and that part goes into decay until it finally disappears. 
Let the quality of local government, let that power which rests 
in the States, fail to be used; let the people forget that they 
have in their own hands the power to remedy evils; let them 
forget that after all it depends upon the moral atmosphere of 
the people themselves, their desire to enforce the laws that they 
pass—let them forget that and come constantly to the National 
Government for aid, come up here away from the place of the 
evil, and you will find that the ability to solve problems at 
home will die because of disuse. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] Gentlemen, we make too many laws; we enforce too 
few. The trouble is that out of hypocrisy, out of cant, which 
seems to be a part and an attribute of the Anglo-Saxon, we are 
willing to pass laws that we do not believe in. There comes a 
clamor, and we yield to the clamor for fear of our jobs, and we 
put the law on the statute book when we do not think it ought 
to be there. Even although it remedies a particular evil, we 
know that it carries in its train many other evils. Then hav- 
ing put it there we wink at its being ignored. Why, gentlemen, 
we pass every year numerous temperance laws and then permit 
them to be dead letters, because we have been cowards and 
were afraid not to pass them, and yet do not want them en- 
forced. If the people will enforce the law, if we can have the 
enforcement of the law against the high as well as the low, we 
will solve many of our problems without any need for new leg- 
islation. Nothing has come out in the insurance investigation 
that the State of New York can not handle, and most of the 
problems can be handled on the criminal side of the law docket. 
[Applause.] It is a question whether the people of New York 
will have the courage, but if they do not have it that is no 
reason why we should take up their burden. We must send 
back word to them, “ You must solve your problems at home. 
If you do not do it, they will not be solved.“ [Applause,] 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 
In a colloquy with the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] 
yesterday the following occurred: 


Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman tell the House how many mem- 
bers of the American Bar Association voted on that resolution? 

8 BARTLETT. I have not the minutes of the American Bar Asso- 

Mr. Sugar. Is it not a fact that only a very small minority voted 
Win rr, I do not know. I know of a committee of five ap- 
2 by the American Bar Association to investigate and report pn 
t. Four reported in favor of regulation and one against. 

I wanted to ask the gentleman the source and extent of his 
information on the subject. I have information from a gentle- 
man who was at the meeting of the American Bar Association 
during the whole of its session, and he reports to me that when 
it came up the president ruled it out on the ground that it 
was not accompanied by any proposed bill, as provided by their 
by-laws, and without a dissenting voice the report went out, 
and no vote was taken at all upon the subject at the meeting of 
the American Bar Association. I will ask the gentleman if that 
information is correct? 

Mr. SHERLEY. My own information is not definite. I will 
say to the gentleman that I have the honor to be a member of 
the American Bar Association. I attended one of its meetings, 
and while there I saw matters of very great importance that 
happened to interest some particular member of the association 
brought into that body, and by the advocacy of that member, 


456 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 15, 


nobody else haying thought or cared about them one way or the 
other, the approval of the body was put behind them. So that 
without meaning to cast disrespect upon a very great organiza- 
tion, I do consider that in the absence of something affirmatively 
showing that the matter was considered at length by its mem- 
bership, inasmuch as only a very small minority ever attends 
its meetings, its action is not entitled to such great weight as 
to determine the position of this House. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not understand the gentleman as to 
whether he was there and could say that a yote was or was not 
taken. 

Mr. SHERLEY. No; I was with the distinguished gentleman 
on the other side of the world. I was not at the meeting this 
year. 

` Mr. PAYNE. I see. I think you will find that no vote was 
taken ; that it was ruled out by the president. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Kentucky con- 
cluded his remarks? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes. I desire to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. BARTLETT and Mr. MANN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Georgia that he promised to recognize the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to interrogate the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if it is necessary, I yield to the 
two gentlemen sufficient time for the colloquy. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, as I understand, reserves his time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand that the 
gentleman reserved his time. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I did reserve my time, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I merely want to say this in answer to the 
question asked by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 
I did not undertake to say yesterday that I was present at the 
meeting of the Bar Association, of which I am a member and 
have been for years, but I stated that the newspaper account of 
the proceedings before that association contained a statement of 
the majority report of the committee, which I hold in my hand— 
a committee appointed at a previous meeting of that association 
to consider the question—reported to the bar association and 
that it adopted. That is what I stated, and all I intended to 
state. I do not want the gentleman from New York or my 
friend from Kentucky [Mr. SHertey] to understand that I ap- 
prove of the majority report; on the contrary, I stated that I 
did not, and that my views were very different from those 
contained in the majority report. I agree with the minority 
report as to the constitutional right to regulate insurance 
business. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not understand that the gentleman from 
Georgia intended to state that he was present. I supposed, of 
course, that he spoke simply from report, and I thought he was 
misinformed. Now I have given my authority, and the gen- 
tleman and I have no difference on the subject. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER]. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I have been unable to 
satisfy myself as to the effect of the proposed amendment to 
the pending resolution, upon the jurisdiction of the Committee 
on Ways and Means. I have always regarded resolutions 
distributing the subjects contained in the President’s messages 
as somewhat perfunctory in their character, and not as affect- 
ing in any degree the jurisdiction of the several committees as 
fixed by standing rules of the House, and I would so regard 
the pending resolution, except for the fact that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Payne] has made it an important issue. 
He has announced, in support of his amendment to the resolu- 
tion, that there is no power in the Federal Government to regu- 
late or control the business of insurance excepting through the 
power of taxation, and if his amendment prevails it will be 
tantamount to a decision on the part of the House that he is 
right, and it will be notice to the country that the House of 
Representatives has decided that it has no control over the 
subject of insurance excepting through the taxing power. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, Yes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does the gentleman mean to argue that if 
the House should send this subject to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce that would be an implied judg- 
ment on the part of the committee that insurance is commerce? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. In effect it might be; it would imply 
at least that the judgment of the House was that insurance 
might be interstate commerce. Now, if it were not for the 
urgument made by the gentleman from New York in support 


of his amendment I would not take the position I do. In my 
opinion the amendment of itself does not bear any such ĵuris- 
dictional significance as he attaches to it, but in view of the 
position he takes and the issue he makes, we must meet it. 

My position is that in view of the argument and the grave 
questions presented by it the House is not ready yet to deter- 
mine that there is no power in Congress to regulate insurance 
by any other method than taxation. The House is not ready 
yet for the final decision of that question, and, in my judgment, 
while the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce is 
insisting that the subject be referred to that committee, and the 
Committee on the Judiciary contends that the subject ought to 
be referred to that committee, I say, “A plague upon all your 
houses.” The reference of this subject is in a large matter a 
ceremonial matter. Leave out the amendments altogether and 
pass the resolution in the form the distinguished chairman of 
the Ways and Means Committee first proposed it, and allow the 
Speaker a free hand to refer bills to the appropriate committees, 
according to their character and provisions, and not in pursu- 
ance of any implied direction in a resolution distributing the 
subjects connected with the President’s message. That would 
leave questions unsettled. No question would be decided, either 
directly or by implication, and it would leave the Speaker 
entirely free in the reference of bills and resolutions upon this 
important, this vital, this current question in American politics 
and morals. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If this were referred to the Judiciary 
Committee, would it not eliminate the elements of controversy 
and fail to indicate any implication on the part of the House? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It would have that effect; a reference 
to the Judiciary Committee would be a colorless reference, a ref- 
erence without significance in a sense. : 

Now, I might with equal propriety, Mr. Chairman, insist that 
this subject ought to be referred to the Committee on the 
Census 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Oh, the gentleman does not really think 
that as a serious proposition? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER (continuing). The committee of which I 
have the honor of being chairman, because the Secretary of the 
Department of Commerce and Labor in his recent report recom- 
mends that the Director of the Census be authorized by legisla- 
tion to collect statistics respecting fire insurance, marine, and life 
insurance, If the amendment of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Payne] prevails, following the custom of the authorities 
in the House referring bills or resolutions, I suppose legislation 
of that kind would have to go to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. I have in mind the reference of a bill in the last Con- 
gress, a bill extending the coastwise laws to the commerce of 
the Philippine Archipelago. That bill in no wise modified or 
changed the navigation laws of the country. It in no wise 
affected the coastwise business of the United States proper, but 
it affected simply the commerce of the Philippine Archipelago. 
It merely extended the navigation laws to the situation there, 
and I took the position before the gentleman who had control 
of references that in view of the fact that it affected the inter- 
ests and the commerce of the Philippine Archipelago, the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs, which had charge of that business, 
should have jurisdiction of the bill, because it affected no inter- 
ests except Philippine interests. But the bill was referred to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. Now, the 
duty of that committee is to promote legislation to build up and 
develop the merchant marine. The business of the Committee 
on Insular Affairs is to support legislation to build up and de- 
velop the commerce and civilization of the Philippine Archi- 
pelago. I suppose the interests of the merchant marine were 
regarded as paramount and the bill went to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and that committee reported a 
bill providirs that the coastwise laws of the United States 
should apply to the Philippine trade on the 1st day of July, 1905, 
and forever thereafter. 

The members of the Committee on Insular Affairs, who at 
least may be presumed to know something about the peculiar 
conditions of that archipelago, insisted that the coastwise laws 
ought not to apply before the ist day of July, 1909. They were 
defeated in their position in the House, but an amendment was 
made fixing the application of the coastwise laws after the 1st 
day of July, 1906. It is now admitted by everybody in the coun- 
try who knows anything about the situation that that law must 
be modified before it goes into operation, else there will be 
serious disaster to the Philippine commerce and prosperity gen- 
erally. I cite that example simply to illustrate the custom of 
references. It illustrates a method that is followed, and that 
is that where one committee has jurisdiction of a general sub- 
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ject, to refer all bills on that subject to that particular commit- 


tee. I think bills ought to be referred according to their char- 
acter. I was very much impressed with the argument of the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Stevens] yesterday, that bills 
ought to be referred, as far as possible, in accordance with the 
dominant purpose of the bill. Almost every bill that is intro- 
duced—that is, bills of any special importance—contains a num- 
ber of features, and might perhaps be referred to one of three 
or four committees. It is often that legislative measures have 
a dominant and a subordinate purpose. There may be inci- 
dental things connected with bills, but where the dominant pur- 
pose can be discovered I think it ought always to control the 
reference of the bill. Now, it has been suggested in the course 
of this debate that the regulation of insurance companies could 
be effected through the mails. It has been suggested that legis- 
lation might require all insurance companies in the United 
States to comply with certain conditions in reference to pub- 
licity, and then laws might be enacted preventing companies 
that refuse to comply with those requirements the privilege of 
the mails, and thus, indirectly at least, compel insurance com- 
panies to submit to the prescribed regulations and conditions. 
On the other hand, my colleague the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. FREDERICK LAN DIS] has a bill pending providing for regu- 
lation of insurance in the District of Columbia, the Territories, 
and the insular possessions of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes more to the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, nobody questions the 
power of the Government over the regulation of insurance in the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the insular pos- 
sessions, and the measure proposed by my distinguished col- 
league seems to be an entirely practicable one. Should a bill of 
that kind go to the Committee on Ways and Means? Onght it 
not more properly to go to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to the Committee on the Territories, or to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs? Any one of those three committees 
would have jurisdiction, but the Committee on Ways and Means 
would not naturally; certainly it would not unless this amend- 
ment be adopted. Mr. Chairman, in view of the discussion up 
to date, it seems to me there is much force in the proposition I 
made a moment ago, that there ought to be no reference of the 
subject of insurance to any committee, that the resolution ought 
to be adopted just as it was originally written, and the Speaker 
should be given a free hand to refer bills upon the subject of 
insurance to any committee that he thought they should go to 
under the definition of jurisdiction in the standing rules. 

This could harm no one. The subject of insurance is by im- 
plication distributed already. Let me ask, Mr. Chairman, Is 
not the subject of insurance already effectively distributed? 
All measures in relation to taxation or revenue go to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means now, without this amendment. If 
a bill imposing a tax upon the business of insurance in the coun- 
try should be introduced it would go to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. All matters in relation to interstate commerce 
under the rules already go to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, If a bill or resolution should be proposed undertaking 
to regulate the subject of insurance under the interstate-com- 
merce clause of the Constitution it would go to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. All matters in relation to post-office 
activities already belong to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. If a bill should be proposed undertaking to affect 
or regulate the business of insurance through the mails that 
would go to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
So, it is seen, Mr. Chairman, that in effect, without any express 
declaration upon the part of the House upon the subject, insur- 
ance in all its aspects and features is already adequately and 
satisfactorily disposed of, and by passing the resolution without 
amendment we will not go to the country as having decided this 
thing or that. We should not undertake in this manner to in- 
terpret the jurisdiction of the committees or to control the 
Speaker of the House in the reference of bills and resolutions. 
It is a practical solution of the question, and the only practical 
solution of the question in my judgment. It would be infinitely 
better to make no specifie reference of insurance, and leave this 
grave question about the power of Congress to regulate the in- 
surance business, about the power of Congress to use the taxing 
authority to regulate commerce, these grave questions that have 
been so ably discussed, to a later day in the session, when there 
can be a full opportunity for investigation, more time for study, 
that we may more intelligently dispose of them. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. BURKE]. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois yields. ten 
minutes to the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. BURKE]. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I do not know 
that I can contribute very much to this debate, but I do want to 
emphasize a little what the gentleman from Indiana who has 
just taken his seat has stated. I agree fully with the position 
as stated by the gentleman, that bills when introduced should 
take the regular course and go to the committee properly having 
jurisdiction. I have examined the message of the President on 
the subject of insurance, and there is certainly nothing in that 
part of the message that would suggest that the subject of in- 
surance should be referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. The distinguished gentleman from New York, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means, stated that when he 
prepared the resolution that he did not include the words “ and 
insurance,” which clearly indicates that there was nothing in the 
message that suggested that the Committee on Ways and Means 
was the proper committee to have jurisdiction of this subject. 
He states that one of the reasons why he proposes this amend- 
ment is because certain bills have been introduced proposing to 
cover the question of insurance regulation through the taxing 
power, and because of that fact all bills referring to the sub- 
ject of insurance should properly go to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. He has also stated that it is a rule of the House 
that when a committee has jurisdiction of a subject, that then 
all bills relating to that subject, though containing some tech- 
nical provision which possibly might send them to some other 
committee, for the sake of uniformity they should go to the 
one committee. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that his argument in 
that respect is against his position, for it can not be claimed 
that the subject of the regulation of corporations is one over 
which the Committee on Ways and Means has jurisdiction, and 
therefore the committee having jurisdiction of the regulation of 
corporations should have referred to it all bills pertaining to 
that subject. Mr. Chairman, some genius in this House might 
prepare and introduce a bill covering all the different phases 
of the question of regulation of railroads. There would be in 
that bill the rate question. There might possibly be a provision 
reaching the refrigerator or private car lines through the tax- 
ing power of the Government, and if that provision was in such 
a bill then, under the logic of the gentleman from the State of 
New York, the distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, that bill should go to his committee, and be- 
cause that bill went to the Committee on Ways and Means then, 
in order that there might be uniformity, all other bills relating 
to that subject should be referred to that committee. Mr. 
Chairman, I do not know what purpose the Committee on Ways 
and Means has in proposing this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois yields fiye 
minutes additional time. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. It is very apparent, Mr. 
Chairman, that the purpose of the committee was to get control 
and get jurisdiction of the subject of insurance, and certainly 
in view of the distinguished gentlemen who compose that com- 
mittee I would in no way cast any reflections upon their motives. 

We know that, whatever motives prompted them, they were 
honest in suggesting it to this House. We know, Mr. Chairman, 
that recent investigations have developed the fact that insurance 
companies haye spent large sums of money, if we can believe 
the reports, in haying representatives in attendance at the legis- 
latures of the different States for the purpose of influencing 
and preventing legislation. Some one might say that possibly 
one of these representatives, while on his way to some State 
capitol where a legislature is about to convene, stopped off at 
Washington and quietly suggested to some friend the committee 
that ought to have referred to it any bills that might be intro- 
duced upon the subject of insurance. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we do not believe that that occurred. 
We have too high a regard and too much respect for the mem- 
bership of this committee to believe that they would in any way 
be improperly influenced or affected by any suggestion. But we 
do find in the remarks made by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Payne] that the subject did not occur to him, and it did 
not until suggested by some member of the committee. I sub- 
mit that the Committee on Ways and Means has no jurisdiction 
of this subject, that the rules that we baye are sufficient to 
govern what shall be done with bills that may be introduced in 
this House, and that this amendment or no other is necessary at 
this time. Let the bills take their regular course and go to the 
committees that properly have jurisdiction of them. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. DRISCOLL]. 
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Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, the people of this country 
are perhaps as interested in this question as in any which has 
arisen for a long time. Relatively a few people are interested 
in railroad legislation, but a majority are directly or indirectly 
concerned in life insurance, and therefore concerned in the 
action of Congress in this matter. In my judgment Congress 
should not be foreclosed by any action at this time by referring 
all bills pertaining to insurance to any one committee. The 
Ways and Means Committee has jurisdiction of every bill the 
primary object of which is taxation, but no such bill will pass. 
For while the people are interested in controlling, regulating, 
and purifying the life insurance of our country they are not in 
favor of taxing those companies or their business, for the reason 
that the policy holders would have to pay the tax. 

For greater reasons, in my judgment, those bills should not 
be referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. It has been held that marine insurance is not coni- 
merce. Now, if marine insurance is not commerce, what can be 
said in favor of the claim that life insurance, accident insurance, 
fire insurance, employers’ liability insurance, elevator insurance, 
rent insurance, mercantile accounts insurance, and many other 
forms of business now classified under the head of insurance, 
are commerce? It will not be asserted by any man that trans- 
actions of this character are commerce, and therefore no valid 
claim can be made that they should be referred to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Many bills have been 
introduced and others will be introduced which the Committee 
on the Judiciary will not claim should be referred to them, and 
the same applies to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

But there is another idea, simply a suggestion, which I would 
offer for the consideration of this committee. I quite agree with 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Suertey] that there is a 
marked tendency of late toward paternalism, or paternal gov- 
ernment, and I am not a strong advocate of that form of govern- 
ment. I agree with him that the central Government is grow- 
ing stronger day by day relatively to the strength of the sev- 
eral State governments. Every dollar spent for canals, every 
dollar spent for irrigation, every dollar spent for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors, every rural delivery carrier started 
on a route tends to enhance the power of the National Govern- 
ment relatively to the power of the governments of the several 
Commonwealths. But this argument does not apply especially 
to the Republican party. There is a marked tendency on the 
part of gentlemen, Members of this House, Democrats from 
Southern States, to surrender the doctrine which they inherited 
from Calhoun and to abandon their ideas of States rights in 
order that they may get a little pork in the barrel, or that they 
may get some benefit from the central Government for their 
several States or districts. 

The Democratic party in the State of New York only a few 
years ago introduced a plank in its platform for ownership of 
the anthracite mines. On the 7th of last November a Member 
of this House on the Democratie side ran for mayor of New 
York on a municipal-ownership plank and received a very large 
vote, and possibly on a fair canvass and honest count he was 
elected. I say possibly because I venture no opinion as to the 
merits in that contest. There are in our country many advo- 
cates of Government ownership of railways, telegraph and tele- 
phone lines, and, in short, in favor of governmental or municipal 
ownership of all property employed in the production and dis- 
tribution of the necessaries of life. The signs of the times all 
indicate that there is a marked tendency toward paternal gov- 
ernment, and I do not know of any business where paternalism 
would be as wise or beneficial to the people as in life insurance. 
This is offered merely as a suggestion. It may come up as a 
matter of serious consideration by and by. With the central 
government as the life insurance company, as the underwriter 
of all policies, all the expense of the vast competition which is 
now being waged between the several companies would be saved. 
Those expenses are very heavy. The commissions and other ex- 
penses in securing new insurance are very large. As a result 
the cost of insurance in the great life companies is nearly as 
much again as it ought to be. It is nearly as much again as the 
real risk would justify. If the expenses of competition and the 
extravagance and waste in those large companies were elimi- 
nated, insurance could be sold for about one-half what it costs 
now, because not more than one-half the income is paid out 
as actual benefits for loss. 

Mr. COCKRAN, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Drtscoty] yield to his colleague, Mr. Cockran? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Does the gentleman include among expenses 


of insurance the wholesale swindling testified to on the part of 
officers at recent investigations? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. No. I do not include the enormous sala- 
ries. The swindling has been indirect largely. I do include, of 
course, the large salaries all along the line in those companies. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Would the gentleman make a distinction 
between this and ordinary swindling? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. There was swindling; but, aside from the 
salaries, it does not appear in the companies’ reports. I now 
refer to expenses that are accounted for and are reported in 
the books of the companies. They are very large; much more 
than they should be, and therefore the insurance is very expen- 
sive to the policy holders. If the Government were the insur- 
ance company such legislation would do away with the agents 
all over the country and with the officers who are drawing 
large salaries, and would eliminate the expensive competition 
which now prevails. Every individual could get his insurance 
directly from the Government. There would be no solicitors 
or agents, and people would take no more than they could afford. 
Many people are of sanguine temperament. If they are doing 
fairly well they think the good times will continue. They are 
often persuaded to contract for more insurance than they can 
carry when fortune turns against them a little. In such cases 
they must surrender their policies at considerable loss. Under 
this system insurance would necessarily be cheap, the security 
sound, and payment in case of loss certain. There are political 
economists who say that the government which sells the largest 
amount of bonds to its own people is the most stable govern- 
ment. If bonds have a tendency to make a government durable, 
how much more would insurance accomplish in that direction? 
Relatively few people buy such bonds, while the majority of the 
people are directly or indirectly interested in life insurance, 
and every such person would be concerned in keeping the gov- 
ernment sound and permanent. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I was interested in what the gentleman 
stated, and I notice that the gentleman said that the expenses 
of the companies were unnecessarily large, and I suppose he 
atin ned refers to the three great companies located in New 

ork? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I would like to be advised whether the 
insurance superintendent of New York has made any recom- 
mendation as to what are the legitimate expenses and as to a 
reduction that should be made. 

Mr. DRISCOLL, The superintendent of insurance of the 
State of New York commenced an investigation of the Equitable 
Life Assurance Society last spring, and I happened to be the 
counsel in that investigation, which really started this convul- 
sion which has spread all over the country. He investigated 
into the expenses incurred in the management of that company 
and made a report on that question. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have read the report and had it in 
my room, but I do not remember that that report included a 
suggestion with reference to the reduction of expenses. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I am not sure that it did. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What I wanted to get at was whether 
the superintendent of insurance had made any specific recom- 
mendation in that respect. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I do not think he did. 

Bills or resolutions may be introduced in order to give the 
Government power along the lines of this plan of insurance, and 
certainly such bills or resolutions should not be referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, nor should they be referred to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, or to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. I quite agree with 
the gentlemen who have preceded me that we should not fore- 
close ourselves at this time by referring all bills and resolutions 
on the subject of insurance to the Committee on Ways and 
Means on the theory that the only way of getting jurisdiction of 
this insurance question is by the taxing power of the Govern- 
ment. Nor should they be referred to any other one committee, 
but the reference of each bill and resolution should be deter- 
mined by its own provisions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


[Mr. MANN addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, this debate has taken a range 
far beyond a mere question of procedure in the House. It has 
touched a-most important question of Federal jurisdiction. It 
has done more. It presents a question affecting the very exist- 
ence of republican government and our power to take effective 
action for its preservation. 

A most interesting contribution to the discussion has just been 
concluded by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY]. 
With the object which he had in view I sympathize most 


1905. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


459 


heartily. The method by which he pursues it I think is open 
to question. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] 
has bemoaned the decline of State governments and the de- 
cay of representative bodies, including this one—two features 
of our evolution which I believe to be ominous in the last 
degree. But the gentleman says that he is opposed to any 
use of the taxing power as a means of enforcing authority by 
this House over important questions affecting the public wel- 
fare. So far as I could understand his argument, he stated 
that while this taxing power had been the effective weapon by 
which representative bodies had established their authority in 
the past, for some reason or other not made quite clear to me, 
and I fear not quite clear to the House, it was not proper or 
judicious at this day to invoke it for the preservation of the 
authority which had been established by its exercise. I have 
observed through ail this discussion on the part of gentlemen 
who have opposed the reference of this question to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means a disposition to treat the taxing power 
of this body as though it were a mere power conferred by law 
on some city or village government to levy an assessment for the 
support of a municipal department. It is important and, I 
think, essential to remind gentlemen that this power of taxation 
vested in the House of Representatives by the Constitution is 
the weapon by which all the importance of legislative bodies has 
been established. 

If the conception of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
SHERLEY] and other gentlemen who have spoken on this subject 
be correct, then that provision of the Constitution which places 
in our hands the exclusive right to originate revenue bills is a 
mere idle expression—superfluous, meaningless, unimportant. 
Sir, I do not believe any line of the Constitution is either super- 
fluous or meaningless. There are weighty reasons why that 
power has been bestowed on us. Sir, I think anybody familiar 
with the debates in the convention where our Constitution was 
framed will concede that through all the discussions it was 
assumed that this body would always be the important feature 
of our Government, and its importance in the judgment of the 
framers was assured when the taxing power was placed in our 
hands. If we are but a board of aldermen to decide whethe 
the rates levied to support some city or village government 
should be 1, 2, 3, or 4 per cent on the assessed value of all its 
property, then the power to originate revenue bills might have 
been placed at the other end of the Capitol without in the slight- 
est degree affecting the importance of this body. But, sir, be- 
cause all the successful battles for liberty have been fought with 
that weapon, it was intrusted to us by the wise men who estab- 
lished this Government, in the belief that privileges which heroes 
had won in the field patriots would conserve in the council cham- 
ber. That power of taxation we have a right to exercise abso- 
lutely according to our own discretion. As we use it our conse- 
quence and our dignity will stand in the structure of our Goy- 
ernment. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] be- 
moans very properly the fact that legislative bodies have sunk 
into contempt while the body at the other end of this Capitol, 
which has some share of executive power, has risen steadily 
in importance, and he assigns the reason for it correctly. The 
reason is that the Senate of the United States exercises to the 
full every function and power the Constitution has placed 
in its hands. Every day witnesses not a recession or con- 
cession, but a new and further assertion of authority. Only 
this morning we in this Chamber felt bound to rise unani- 
mously and declare that this last intrenchment of our power, 
this exclusive right to originate revenue bills, should not be 
broken down without at least a protest from ourselves. Yet 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHertry]}, while recognizing 
and, indeed, deploring the growth of the Senate and bemoaning 
the decay of the House of Representatives, tells us in the same 
breath that he disapproves any use of the one power, the one 
weapon, by which our consequence can be established. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. COCKRAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I differ simply because I do not believe that 
is the only power by which the House can assert its dignity 
and do not think the makers of the Constitution intended it 
should be the only power. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, I supposed, of course, that 
was the gentleman’s view or he would not have made the speech 
he did upon the floor, but the fact remains that he has be- 
moaned the waning dignity of this body and he has deplored, or, 
I believe, criticised, the growth of the other. My object now is 
simply to supply an explanation of what he considers a calamity 
and to suggest a method by which it can be repaired. With 
singular force he declared that powers which are not exercised 
are powers which are declining, that powers unused are perish- 


ing powers. The power to arrest our decay and reestablish our 
consequence is ours, yet that is the power which the gentleman 
even now declares is not a proper or legitimate one to be used 
in maintaining our authority and osr dignity. While that power 
is vigorously asserted there is no subject within Federal control 
on which we may not exercise the dominant influence, aye, sir, 
that we were not intended to dominate by the framers of our Con- 
stitution. The mere grant of this exclusive right to originate 
revenue bills shows that we were intended to be the principal 
feature of this Government. If we have declined and decayed, 
it is not for lack of power, but through failure to exercise the 
powers which are ours. The power of the English House of 
Commons theoretically is very little. Theoretically it is vastly 
inferior to that of the Lords; practically it is paramount 
through its control of the purse. Under the feudal system rep- 
resentative bodies had no power except the right to levy taxes. 
They had no right even to considér any other question unless it 
was expressly submitted by the sovereign through officers of 
his own selection and household, known as “lords of the 
articles,” 

The gentleman deplored a recent tendency of State constitu- 
tions to limit subjects which State legislatures can consider 
when called in extra session to those which the governor might 
submit to them. You see, sir, there is nothing original in per- 
sonal government. There is nothing original in the forms by 
which distrust of popular government seeks expression. That 
tendency, which the gentleman deplored, is but a revival here 
in this land of the power exercised through lords of the articles 
under feudal institution, when the sovereign treated the legis- 
lature, parliament, or council simply as a body whose advice he 
might ask on certain matters, but whose authority, except upon 
taxation, he did not concede. The power over the purse alone 
was always conceded to the representatives of the people; and 
yet upon this slender foundation the stately structure of the 
British House of Commons has been erected, which dominates 
the entire English system, and which furnished the framers of 
this Constitution with a model for the establishment of this 
body. 

Mr. SHERLEY. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is it not true the use of the power over the 
purse was in respect to appropriations, and not to do an arbi- 
trary and unconstitutional thing? 

Mr. COCKRAN. No, sir; the gentleman must study history 
a little more carefully. On the contrary, the power which was 
used most frequently and most effectively was the very power of 
which this House has deprived itself by special rule, the power 
to impose conditions on appropriations, to impose taxes on do- 
mains, privileges, monopolies, and other features of their polit- 
ical system which they considered dangerous to the prosperity or 
the liberty of the citizen. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does not the gentleman know that the 
National Government has no police power and it has been so 
declared, and does the gentleman not believe that the use of the 
taxing power for police purposes is unconstitutional to-day? 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, I am not conceding that this 
is a police power. The gentleman undertakes to anticipate the 
point at which I am aiming, and being doubtless innocent of the 
course of reasoning which I am pursuing, is naturally ignorant 
of the end which I seek to attain. [Laughter.] 

I trust the gentleman will possess his soul in patience and at 
the end of a very few minutes he will understand precisely 
the character of the proposition which I am seeking to estab- 
lish. I say, Mr. Chairman, that this body uow possesses suffi- 
cient power to establish its consequence and its predominance if 
we choose to exercise it. There is but one change, one amend- 
ment that in my judgment could possibly increase its efficiency in 
legislation or its capacity to defend itself, and that concerns 
simply the term for which its Members are elected. Where 
a Member is chosen practically for two sessions and by the op- 
eration of our constitutional system one session must be held 
after the election of his successor, it necessarily happens that 
the very day on which he takes his seat upon this floor and be- 
gins the discharge of his duties he is at once thrust into the 
throes of a contest for reelection. No man can perform his 
duty here wholly and efficiently when every day his mail is 
charged chiefly with information, representations, remonstrances, 
and appeals that concern not the public business at hand, but 
the prospect before him in his own district. [Applause.] If 
this democratic body is ever to acquire and exercise the 
measure of power which the builders of this Government 
believed it should possess in order that this constittuiional 
system may be safe and prosperous, there should be at least 
one or two sessions in which Members could devote themselves 
to their public duties free from the distraction of a campaign 


May I interrupt the gentleman again? 
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for reelection. Apart from that there is no effective power the 
Constitution could bestow on us that it has not already be- 
stowed when it gave us the taxing power. 

If we have no importance, it is not because we lack power, but 
because we have put away the great power which has been con- 
ferred upon us. And strange as it may seem, the gentlemen who 
are the most solicitous about the Constitution, the gentleman 
who describes that instrument as the sacred ark of the cove- 
nant—I think I am using the exact words of my friend from 
Kentucky—condemns as vicious a use of its most important 
feature, the one on which depends the importance of the body of 
which he is already a distinguished member and certain in the 
near future to become one of its most brilliant ornaments. 
[Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the suggestion which I would like to 
place before this committee is that there are various provisions 
of the Constitution which may be invoked to deal effectively 
with the abuses grown out of the maladministration of these 
insurance corporations. But before we consider the remedy 
which should be applied, let us for a moment consider the 
nature of the difficulty which confronts us. I believe that on 
any subject fairly within the authority of the Federal Govern- 
ment—any subject over which the Federal Government has 
jurisdiction—this House has the right to exercise the taxing 
power in any way it pleases for the maintenance of its own 
authority and the enforcement of its own views as well as for 
the general welfare of all our citizens, 

For no other purpose was the taxing power—the right to origi- 
nate revenue bills—confided to us. I am perfectly willing to 
admit that we should not undertake to establish jurisdiction 
by extending arbitrarily the taxing power into fields not properly 
belonging to the dominion of Federal authority. 

Mr. SHERLEY. How does the gentleman explain the case of 
Dewitt? 

Mr. COCKRAN. I beg the gentleman will not interrupt 
now by asking me to explain special cases. I entreat the gen- 
tleman to realize that, after all, he is but one Member of this 
House, though probably the best among us all, and I am address- 
ing a collective body of which at least 250 Members are present, 
I can not in the course of this discussion meet every pos- 
sible difficulty that may arise in the gentleman’s mind. If he 
will allow me to finish, and make note in the meantime of any 
question that he chooses to ask, at the end I will be glad to 
spend an hour or two hours in cheerful and, I hope, improving 
colloquy with him. [Laughter.] 

Now, a more important matter, Mr. Chairman, than satisfy- 
ing the scruples, or shall I say attempting to follow the inter- 
esting speculations of the gentleman from Kentucky, is a defi- 
nite statement of the precise question presented to this House. 

We have heard much about the difficulty of dealing with the 
matter of insurance. From the beginning it seems to have been 
assumed that the existence of large corporations, each prose- 
cuting its business in several States, and all the corruption 
and vice in the management which have recently been laid there, 
are in some way or other inherent in every insurance system, 
and that the only reform possible is to provide some means of 
regulating them. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY ] 
pleads for a State regulation; the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann}, if I understand, pleads for a Federal regulation. Now, 
I think it is possible to exercise the power of this General Goy- 
ernment so as to remove completely the conditions which have 
produced the sinister fruits of corruption which we all deplore. 
If that can be accomplished, then it is clear no regulation of a 
Federal character anyway will be necessary or advisable. 

What then, Mr. Chairman, is the question before us? 1 
believe that it touches the very existence of republican govern- 
ment. I believe that the continued existence and growth of 
these institutions are absolutely inconsistent with the safety 
of republican government in any State which charters them or 
any State in which they operate, and that the Congress of the 
United States, whether by exercising the taxing power or 
otherwise, is bound to deal with them by section 4 of Article IV, 
which makes it a duty of the Federal Government to guarantee 
a republican form of government to every State in the Union. 

Mr. Chairman, do gentlemen present understand fully the op- 
eration of life insurance under existing conditions? Here are 
corporations possessing enormous funds, whose wealth must nec- 
essarily continue to grow rapidly and steadily and whose posses- 
sions can never be distributed. Three companies in the city of 
New York possess assets amounting to a billion and a quarter 
of dollars, Half of that enormous wealth has been created 
within a span of time only one-half as long as my own memory 
covers. It is no exaggeration to say that in the course of a few 
years, if this system be tolerated, those companies will control 
from three to five billions of dollars. These three companies 


have been administered for a long time on a perfect understand- 
ing between their managers, and under the pressure of existing 
conditions there is little doubt that they will soon be controlled 
by a single hand. 

Now, here is a peril to republican government which can 
not be exaggerated. It is a feature of government in every 
State, an essential feature of its juridical system, that property 
shall not be allowed to grow and accumulate indefinitely 
by being tied up in any form or under any condition. Every 
State takes precautions to insure the distribution of property 
by prohibiting any suspension of the power to alienate it 
beyond a fixed and limited period. In our State property can 
never be tied up for more than two lives actually in being. In 
every other State some provision of kindred character has been 
established. Yet here we have already a billion and a quarter 
of wealth controlled by three men and certain in a short time to 
be concentrated in a single pair of hands. In the course of 
a very short time—not one generation—we will see five or six 
billions of dollars controlled by a single man. And this vast 
sum, which can never be distributed, must, in the nature of 
things, grow from year to year. 

Now, such a system, I submit to the committee, must sooner or 
later produce conditions absolutely inconsistent with repub- 
lican government. Suppose an individual were able to accumu- 
late such an enormous fortune as that, and suppose by the use 
of it he were able to dominate our markets, regulate prices, 
control all means of transportation. Would he not become a 
power stronger than any State government? But, sir, the very 
employment and investment of such vast funds would force 
him to assume such powers and to exercise them. He could 
hardly avoid, if he would, taking the Government into his pocket, 
or at least into his hands, and threatening, as we have already 
seen, a powerful insurance officer threaten a rival with the 
use of it as a club to beat down opposition. If a single indi- 
vidual were found owning property to an extent that made 
such an exercise of power possible, would not the ingenuity of 
every statesman, of every thoughtful man, be exercised to find 
some means of changing the conditions under which such a 
peril had been developed? Yet, Mr. Chairman, if these vast 
funds were the property of an individual owner he would be 
under the restraining influence of possession, the fear that by 
any abuse, or even a display of his power, he might risk its 
security and perhaps its total loss. But, sir, it is the most 
serious feature of this evil system that these large funds are in 
the control of men who don’t own them and who have little, if 
any, personal interest in them. 

Now, I ask gentlemen of the committee to consider a moment 
this condition. In the city of New York alone three companies 
closely connected hold $1,250,000,000, and that fund can not be 
distributed. It will not be distributed. It must continue to 
grow, and it is held and controlled at the disposition of men 
that have really little or no interest in its safety or honest 
investment. 

This condition alone, if there were, no other vicious feature of 
the system, would suffice to make it incompatible with repub- 
lican government. But that is not all. Every State in the Union, 
as a necessary precaution for its safety, provides that trusts 
can be established under its laws only for certain strictly 
limited and clearly defined purposes, and one feature that runs 
through them all, without exception, is that no trust can be 
tolerated where the cestui que trust can not see for himself the 
manner in which his trustee discharges his duty. 

Here are funds amounting to one billion and a quarter—trust 
funds—and the cestuis que trust can not tell how they are in- 
vested or employed until through chance a legislative investi- 
gation shows that they have been largely made to flow in chan- 
nels of crime and corruption. Mr. Chairman, either of these 
vicious features, both of which violate laws and principles con- 
sidered fundamental in every State, would make the system dan- 
gerous to republican government. Where they coexist—where a 
huge fund, which is steadily growing, can not be distributed, 
and where that fund is a trust the execution of which can not 
be scrutinized by the cestuis que trust, the system is absolutely 
and inevitably inconsistent with republican government. Repub- 
licun government, to preserve its own existence, must destroy 
such a system or the system will first corrupt and then strangle 
republican government. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I submit to the committee that there is but 
one remedy for this abuse. The conditions which have preceded — 
it must be uprooted. You can not regulate anything so inher- 
ently vicious as this. The features of the system which have 
made it vicious must be overthrown—destroyed root and branch. 
What objection can there be to this? I am not now discussing the 
precise method by which a remedy should be applied. I merely 
ask, Is there any reason why these great insurance companies 
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should not be restricted to guarding and prevented from 
wasting the economies of citizens by restricting them to the 
same field of operation which savings banks now cultivate? 
The huge, sinister growth of these companies comes from their 
power to do business in several States. Why should not this 
power be ended by Federal enactment? 

At this point I suppose there rises in the minds of many here 
the question, Has not this growth of assets resulted in cheap- 
ening the cost of insurance? If the answer must be in the 
affirmative there would be grave reason for moving slowly and 
with great hesitation to change a system which, however evil in 
some of its features, had yet operated to encourage economy 
among the citizens by augmenting its profits. 

But, sir, the exact opposite is the truth. As-these assets have 
grown, the rates of insurance, instead of falling, have risen. 
This growth, which has imperiled the safety of the State, has 
also imperiled and impaired the resources of the insured. I 
may be asked, Do I advocate here the prohibition of insurance? 
By no means. I should be the last to advocate any measure 
that would be calculated to discourage economy or to refuse it 
every encouragement within the power of the State. But, sir, 
it is not essential to effective insurance that these companies 
should be permitted to grow to this enormous size and to extend 
themselves all over the United States. The remedy is to confine 
them to each State, as savings banks are confined to-day. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. DRISCOLL] spoke of huge 
expenses, of $150,000 salaries, of an army of agents who are 
growing rich by soliciting business. All these are but sources of 
corruption, of crime, of waste, in no way beneficial to the insured. 
There is nothing about insurance companies essentially different 
from savings banks. They are very similar enterprises. The sav- 
ings bank accepts a deposit, pays a certain amount annually for 
it, and returns the deposit at the wish or demand of the de- 
positor. The insurance company invests not merely the deposit, 
but its earnings, and when the depositor or insured dies pays 
the deposit and all it has earned to his heirs or assigns. In 
each case the essential function is the prudent investment of 
money. 

This is not a difficult or a mysterious function involving any 
particular skill. The investement of money by the savings 
banks of the United States has been singularly successful. By 
figures furnished me this morning by the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor I find that in the United States to-day there 
are $3,093,077,357 of the savings of the poor. They are properly 
and carefully invested. By the Insurance Yearbook it appears 
that the total assets of life-insurance companies in the United 
States are $2,500,000,000. The savings banks hold funds more 
than 20 per cent greater than all the assets of the insurance 
companies. These funds have been accumulated without the 
aid of agents, without misleading or elusive pretenses of divi- 
dends, without paying $150,000 to any president of the corpora- 
tion. They do not menace the morals, they do not menace the 
laws, they do not menace the government of any State in this 
Union. Here is the field to which insurance should be con- 
fined. Believe me, Mr. Chairman, this whole investigation 
shows that a president who draws $150,000 or $100,000 a year 
is paid that enormous salary not for any peculiar capacity to 
serve the policy holders, but for peculiar skill and efficiency 
in swindling them. [Applause.] That is made absolutely clear 
by the evidence taken on the proceedings before the New York 
committee. 

It is above all in the interest of the insured—the policy 
holders—that I believe insurance companies should be placed on 
exactly the same footing as savings banks. But, sir, it is not 
alone for the safety and welfare of the policy holders, important 
though they be, that I am concerned. I repeat, Mr. Chairman, 
the main objection to this system is that it endangers a 
republican form of government. I have shown you how its 
operations, even if honestly conducted, necessarily invade two 
features of the juridical system which every State has deemed 
essential to its own safety. But, sir, in practical operation 
these enormous funds, in the hands of men who do not own 
them, have poisoned the fountains of government, corrupted 
its administration, imperiled its existence, I have said that 
it endangers republican government. Sir, it has destroyed 
the efficiency of republican government in many directions 
already. What spectacle is it that we deplore? Has it 
been merely the commission of crime, however heinous? Why, 
sir, crime occurs everywhere. Crime occurred in High Heaven 
itself, where the visible presence of the Fountain of all 
Goodness did not restrain angels from plotting offenses against 
His Majesty. I do not therefore expect that this earth, or 
any part of it, will ever be free from crime. But the dis- 
tressing feature of this spectacle is not the commission of of- 
fenses, but it was the avowal of criminality by the criminals, 
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without any apparent consciousness of their own infamy. Be- 
fore a sorrow-stricken and humiliated community they smil- 
ingly mounted the witness chair and cheerfully confessed their 
crimes, as though they were making professions of excellence. 
And whither did they go after their confessions were complete? 
Was it before a grand jury or even before a police magistrate? 
No; they went back to the very offices where they had practiced 
their abuses; and the question which men are asking every- 
where to-day is not how soon they will be in the penitentiary, 
but how soon they will condescend to take their hands away 
from what is left of the treasures confided to them for safety 
and which they have looted remorselessly. Sir, we are edified 
now by the spectacle in New York City of the attorney-general 
and the district attorney working day and night to deliver over 
to justice men who in small districts have violated the purity 
of the ballot box. Everyone bids them godspeed. The peni- 
tentiary already has received many of those accused. But there 
has not been one question advanced by an officer of the law 
to these criminals who have confessed to unblushing perjury 
and stupendous peculation. [Applause.] 

An unfortunate woman who has extracted a ten-dollar note 
from the pocket of some drunken voluptuary pursuing pleasure 
in the night is sent to the penitentiary, or is on the road to it, be- 
fore sundown the next day. These criminals by their own con- 
fessions, who have not robbed the vicious and the profligate, but 
who have robbed the industrious poor of millions, not one of 
them has been called before a competent body eyen to explain 
his infamy. It was only the other day that a negress, who had 
managed to wheedle a vicious dotard out of some property, was 
exposed in the public print, and at midnight the officers of the 
law, the chief prosecutor, surrounded by a gallery of reporters, 
detectives, spectators, and degenerates, broke down her door 
with an ax and dragged her triumphantly before the bar of a 
criminal court, where, I may add, no criminal offense was ever 
proved against her. Has one of these criminals, whose confes- 
sions of infamy were evidently based upon the cheerful assur- 
ance that the size of their fortunes gave them immunity—has one 
of that class found the door of his office battered down by an ax? 
Has any grand jury been called to consider his robberies? No, 
sir; we find that the criminals who have befouled their offices 
haye themselyes undertaken a “ housecleaning,” and the law 
stands by mute and motionless in the presence of this condition 
against which a popular yerdict of bitter condemnation has 
already been rendered and against which a popular uprising 
is absolutely inevitable. [Applause.] 

Sir, it is idle to call that a republican government where the 
law is formidable only to petty offenders and helpless or subser- 
vient before gigantic crime. Where is that equality before the 
law which is the very corner stone of our constitutional system, 
if it is still in existence, when the self-confessed thieves of mil- 
lions are still enjoying free opportunities of larceny while 
pei of small sums are languishing in our prisons? [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not here to criticise any particular prose- 
cuting officer. Believe me, I make full allowance for the condi- 
tions which confront him and confront us. I do not believe, Mr. 
Chairman, that there are at this moment resources at the dis- 
posal of society sufficient to put any man possessed of eight or 
ten million dollars in jail. It is a humiliating confession, but it 
may as well be made. The whole tone, the whole trend of pub- 
lie opinion, is to sit down helpless before vice when it is colossal. 
We all deplore it, but no man yet has raised his hand to strike 
where its perpetrators command millions. I ask any gentleman 
on this floor if this be not the most sinister, if this be not the 
most ominous, spectacle eyer presented in the history of this 
country? 2 

Mr. Chairman, distressing and degrading though these revela- 
tions may be, we have not yet been permitted to see even the 
surface of these infamies. Do gentlemen know how the ma- 
jority of these crimes are perpetrated, secure from punishment, 
and almost from discovery? I can give you some insight into it. 
You may have wondered why it is that eminent financiers, who 
seldom have sufficient time to visit their friends or even dine 
with their families, always find ample leisure to serve on the 
boards of direction of these eleemosynary companies. The ex- 
planation is very simple. Service there was always equivalent 
to a fortune. 

A financier who belonged to a board himself—or whose part- 
ner sat on it—which controlled hundreds of millions of dollars 
had no hesitation whatever in offering to take an entire issue 
of bonds by another great corporation. If the amount were 
$100,000,000 he would take them, say, at par, because he knew 
perfectly well that if he failed to dispose of them at a profit 
this insurance company with huge funds, in which none of its 
directors had any personal interest, would be made to take 
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them off his hands on his own terms. But the fact that he 
was known to have bid for them was generally sufficient to give 
value to these securities above the bid. It being known, or 
rather believed, that he was willing himself to pay- 100 for 
them other men of smaller means became eager to buy them 
at a small advance, and as they bid against each other the 
price usually advanced to 101 or 102, and thus the whole issue 
would be sold to the public at such a rate as yielded the enter- 
prising financier between one and two millions of dollars, and 
this without his being called upon to write a check for one dol- 
lar. And of that operation, with its huge profits made through 
use of funds which this financier had no right whatever to use, 
no trace whatever appears in the records of the insurance com- 
pany. It was only in the few instances, where the enterprise 
failed and resulted in loss, which the insurance company was 
compelled to make good, that any trace was left by which the 
original transaction could be established. For every one that 
failed a hundred succeeded, and thus for every infamy we have 
discovered one hundred, one thousand, infamies have been per- 
petrated. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit to this committee—I submit to 
this country—whether this system of accumulation, unneces- 
sary, unjustified, and unjustifiable, productive of nothing but 
fraud and corruption, which causes no benefit, but much injury. 
to the policy holders, which can be profitable to none but thieves, 
swindlers, and exploiters—I submit whether it must not be ter- 
minated by some method or other if republican government is 
to be preserved. I repeat that I have no desire to check insur- 
ance; on the contrary, I want to encourage it, and the best 
encouragement that you can give it is to make the funds abso- 
lutely secure which are embarked in it. It can not promote 
their safety or their profitable investment when they are in- 
trusted to the control of financiers who have made finance syn- 
onymous with piracy. [Laughter and applause.] 

Place insurance in the hands of men who realize that the in- 
vestment of funds is but the discharge of a simple function and 
you will have your insurance assets grow as have grown the 
savings bank deposits, without the intervention of agents who 
plunder the insured or of high-salaried officers who grow rich 
at their expense. But, sir, some gentlemen may still ask, Is 
there not some way by which this great business can be pre- 
served, while stripped of its pernicious features? I answer, None 
in its present extended form. It is absolutely vicious; it is the 
creation of a trust which can not be scrutinized by the cestuis 
que trust; it is the creation of a huge fund, which must grow 
from day to day and can never be distributed, in violation of 
the fundamental principles upon which the juridical system of 
every State is built. It yields no result or benefit to anybody 
except to criminals who exploit it. It must be suppressed, 
changed, brought within the limits where its operations will be 
salutary to the state by encouraging economy on the part of 
citizens without ever threatening the purity of government. 
Thus, and thus only, can this country escape from the peril 
which it has developed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as a proof that no special skill is neces- 
sary to the effective prosecution of the business of insurance, 
we have but to look at the method by which these three com- 
panies have undertaken to reorganize themselyes. What is the 
first thing they have done? Do they enlist the service of insur- 
ance experts? Not by any means. The first thing the reformers 
did was to send the experts all away. The Equitable Company 
has been reorganized on a somewhat peculiar basis. A very rich 
gentleman whom we all have the right, I suppose, to call a 


philanthropist— 
3 For he himself bath said it 

And it’s greatly to his credit— 
[laughter]—has purchased the control of this company and 
given two millions and a half for stock that can pay him $3,5 
a year. That is to say, through philanthropy he has given an 
earning power of $125,000 for an earning power of $3,500 a 
year. He is too good a business man to have done that as a 
matter of commerce. There is no explanation for it except 
philanthropy. [Laughter.] Now, in order to enlist popular 
approval for this philanthropic enterprise, what has he done? 
Has he explored the insurance world for some of this talent 
which has commanded $150,000 a year or $75,000 a year? By no 
means. He has gone outside the field of insurance altogether 
and appointed a kind of financial vigilance committee, and not 
one of the vigilantes has ever had anything to do with an insur- 
ance company except that possibly one of them may have bor- 
rowed money from it. 

A very eminent statesman, one of the most eminent of our 
time, has been called from the classic shades of Princeton, 
where he has been spending the decline of an illustrious life in 
composing philosophical contributions to the thought of the 


century, and empowered to select trustees for a company en- 
gaged in a business with which, so far as I know, he has never 
had the slightest acquaintance. Associated with him are two 
other gentlemen, one who, as I said, may have borrowed 
money from an insurance company, but certainly never had 
anything to do with the administration of one, himself a 
financier of no mean distinction, while the other is a judge, 
an eminent judge, a judge whose motives nobody wlll ever ques- 
tion, but who in assuming this peculiar function of a vigilante 
must necessarily disqualify himself from sitting in a great num- 
ber of cases which the State of New York had expected him to 
adjudicate. And to put this reform in practical and efficient 
operation a gentleman is selected who may have been a good 
railroad man- l believe he was—and we have the authority of 
the President for it that he was an excellent Cabinet officer—too 
good, in fact, to remain [laughter]—and this gentleman, who 
in the occupation for which he had been specially trained I do 
not believe could command over $25,000 or $30,000 a year, gets 
$80,000 to manage a business for which he has had no qualifi- 
eation or preparation whatever. Now, that is reform as the 
insurance companies themselves conceive it. 

In the Mutual we have the very board of trustees whose 
members had themselves either been active agents in these 
frauds—who had either been privy to them or who had tolerated 
them—choosing a new head, and that selection is generally 
attributed to the influence of a gentleman who has leaped into 
a peculiar fame through articles published in Everybody’s Maga- 
zine and which seem to describe him as the triumphant and 
successful hero of a hundred larcenies. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. | 

In the New York Life its vice-president, after avowals of 
crime, after swearing on his own oath that he had purchased 
one day bonds and sold them the next day at an advance of 
2 per cent to the company whose interests he was bound to 
place beyond his own, driven from his post by the indignation 
of the community, finds himself followed by the adulation of 
this board, and complimentary resolutions—complimentary to 
his efficiency in plunder—have been spread through the public 
press as advertisements paid for out of the funds of the policy 
holders whom he had robbed. 

Sir, remember that we have merely been permitted to glance 
at these infamies by accident. The gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. SHERLEY] asked, Is it not a State agency that has uncov- 
ered these frauds? Sir, the State agency has not uncovered 
them. It has covered them up, steadily and ceaselessly. The 
State insurance commission, as is generally believed, was neither 
a barrier nor an impediment to these frauds, Its head, nomi- 
nated by the companies themselves, its operation and examina- 
tions, in the nature of things, tended not to check, but to fa- 
cilitate the doubtful enterprises of the officers. The State stood 
supine. Nay, sir, not supine. Forgive me; it cast actively over 
these transactions the mantle of concealment, and the whole 
sickening story became public through a quarrel between the gen- 
tlemen who had been enjoying the plunder. A young man 
whose youth did not fit him for the mysteries of this temple of 
iniquity was a little too frank and candid for the associates 
with whom he was thrown. [Laughter.] 

They undertook to throw him out not because he was dishon- 
est. That fact would have tended if it existed to bring him 
close to their bosoms, but they threw him out because he was 
inefficient in plunder, and in opening the doors to eject him 
they afforded the public a view of the rottenness that lay be- 
hind it. [Applause.] Then and not till then the State reluc- 
tantly, slowly, shamefacedly entered upon the field of inquiry, 
and the result has been the discoveries which have justitied this 
debate here to-day. 

Sir, where companies grow as strong, as rich, and so utterly 
irresponsible as those under discussion, there is no agency, State 
or Federal, that can control them. When I look back at the 
opportunities these men enjoyed, when I realize that some of 
them might have helped themselves to a hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars a day instead of a hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars a year, I confess that I can not hold them to have been 
reckless or extravagant in piracy; I am rather inclined to con- 
sider them examples of moderation in piracy. I have no doubt 
that to-day Mr. Perkins and Mr. McCurdy are both echoing and 
repeating the pharse of Lord Clive, when he was examined 
before a committee of Parliament concerning the treasure ab- 
stracted from Surfjah Dowlah. After describing his walk 
through the room in which the yast treasures were stored, the 
gold and the silver, the precious stones, all piled one over the 
other, of which he took but £300,000—stole but $1,500,000 when 
the whole was absolutely at his mercy—he said, doubtless from 
the bottom of his heart: “ Considering my opportunities, by God, 
sir, I am amazed at my own moderation.” [Applause.] 
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Sir, these gentlemen may well say, “considering our oppor- 
tunities we are amazed at our own moderation.” While these in- 
surance companies are permitted to exist in their present form 
they will continue to furnish opportunities of plunder, and while 
these opportunities last they will be abused and perhaps not 
always with the same moderation. Remember that the lesson 
of these exposures is not that there is much difficulty or danger 
in perpetrating similar offenses, but that it was gross stupidity 
from the criminal point of view which led to their discovery. 
These malefactors had but to possess their souls in patience, 
to wait until the young man had been educated up to their own 
depravity and these crimes would never haye been unfolded. 
[Applause.] What lesson will you teach them now? Will you 
by a refusal to take effective action for their suppression in 
their present pernicious form confirm these rapacious officers, 
or successors chosen by themselves, in the possession of the 
powers which they have so grossly abused? Will you make 
these opportunities more secure and more abundant by allowing 
them to continue under pretense of regulation through some 
agency, Federal or State, which their billions can always con- 
trol? Will you restore these powers to them, enlightened as 
they are now by these experiences which have showed at once 
the helplessness of government and the power of public opinion? 
Will you encourage them to greater, more deadly efficiency in 
plunder by leaving them to use the arts of corruption for the 
control of public officers while exercising more prudence to keep 
the public gaze from discovering their iniquities? That, sir, is 
the lesson which will be taught them if this body take no action 
to remove this grave peril. 

Consider, Mr. Chairman, the demoralization of our civic and 
commercial life which these exposures have disclosed and which 
they illustrate. 

Everywhere we find a disposition to accept this corruption 
and this depravity as necessary features of our political system. 
I see here in the President's message something more significant 
than that which my friend from Kentucky brought to the atten- 
tion of the committee. It is the sentiment which dominates all 
his recent addresses. There are selfish and brutal men,“ he 
says “in all ranks of life. If they are capitalists, their selfish- 
ness and brutality may take the form of hard indifference to 
suffering, greedy disregard of every moral restraint, which inter- 
feres with the accumulation of wealth, and cold-blooded exploita- 
tion of the weak.” Similarly, in Richmond, Va., I think it was, 
he said that the man for whom he had the greatest contempt 
was the one who could practice wrong at the expense of his 
neighbor under protection of the law. Sir, that language is 
a confession that civilized society has failed to establish any 
effective means of preventing the commission of offenses by some 
men against others. I do not believe it is justified. There need 
not be, there should not be, in a well-organized state power in 
any man to commit a wrong at the expense of another without 
punishment by the law being quick and sure upon the footsteps 
of the perpetrator. When we find such inadequate and fanciful 
suggestions for regulating rather than preventing crime, I am 
always reminded of what I think is the besetting weakness of 
the estimable and admirable character who is President of the 
United States, 

He has a strong affection for the moral law. He wants to 
keep it constantly before him as the guiding principle of his life, 
but he commits the fatal mistake of believing that it can be 
invoked effectively to regulate the distribution of plunder. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] Sir, the time and place to 
invoke the moral law is before the exaction of plunder. If the 
gratification of greed by perpetration of wrong against morality 
and justice be once permitted, then to inyoke the moral law for 
its regulation would be like burglars calling upon a policeman to 
enforce fairness in a distribution of their booty. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] There is everywhere apparent, I think it 
is the sinister feature of our political condition—the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DRISCOLL] drew attention to it—a disposi- 
tion in this country to treat the possession of wealth as pre- 
sumptive evidence of depravity. In all of our political contests 
poverty is something of which men boast; the possession of 
wealth is something that a candidate denies or explains, if he 
can. And yet why should not the possession of a fortune 
be a source of honor, credit, and popularity in every com- 
munity? Why this distrust of success, for the possession of 
property is the fruit and badge of success? It was not 
always so. I remember thirty years ago in the city of New 
York the largest fortune was owned by a man named A. T. 
Stewart. He was not a lovable character; he was parsimoni- 
ous, hard, unneighborly; he never built a library; he never 
wrote a check for a maternity hospital, and yet his fortune, 
then as large in proportion to those of other rich men as Rocke- 
feller’s or Carnegie’s is to-day, was not unpopular. It was not 


assailed or endangered by public hate. It was guarded and 
fortified by public approval and public support. Why? Because 
it had been made by a great public service. He was the first 
person who introduced into the retail trade the principle of 
one price, so that every man, woman, and child was treated 
alike who came to his counter. And that system proved so 
profitable to him that it became the governing plan of every 
store. The community reaped immense benefit from it, while 
its originator made an enormous fortune, and the community, 
mindful of the good he did, respected his fortune as the legiti- 
mate monument to the service he rendered his fellows. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. COCKRAN. May I have a few minutes more? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman may proceed until he concludes his remarks, [Ap- 

lause. ] 

s The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cockran] may proceed until he concludes his remarks. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, I remember a conversation 
with perhaps the leading living English philosopher, a gen- 
tleman who had visited this country and had written about it 
very sympathetically. He said: There is one feature of your 
political life which I never could understand. There is no coun- 
try in the world where an idler is held in such profound con- 
tempt, and there is no country where the millionaire is viewed 
with such deep distrust. Now, since the object of industry 
is to accumulate property, it seems to me that you are trav- 
eling in a vicious circle. If you are idle you are despised, 
and if you are industrious and possess property, the result of 
successful industry, you are distrusted.” Now, there was a 
good deal of force in that suggestion. It is an extraordinary sit- 
uation, but it is capable of explanation. The reason why for- 
tunes have become unpopular here in America is that many 
of them most of the great ones—have sprung from vile sources 
and have worked grave mischief to the morals and civic honor 
of the country. [Applause.] 

The American people are not a people of levity. They have 
not, as my friend from Kentucky [Mr. Suertey] has said, 
changed from a careful and sober to a mercurial and thoughtless 
people. Their intellectual functions are not confined to what the 
newspaper said yesterday and to anticipating its remarks of 
to-morrow. i 

I think the American citizen shows absolute independence of 
the newspapers’ opinion and sometimes considerable contempt for 
it. I think he reaches his own conclusions with unerring judg- 
ment, and the soundness of his reasoning on this matter is a 
high tribute to his keen perceptions, his indomitable courage, and 
uncompromising virtue. 

Vast fortunes which have been accumulated in violation of 
law, stand as monuments, not of efficiency in industry, but of 
ingenuity in swindling and criminality. Some of the largest 
fortunes in their accumulation haye violated the fundamental 
moralities upon which the safety of our Constitution depends. 
You gentlemen on the other side have often spoken of a disposi- 
tion, recently manifested throughout the country, to distrust the 
judicial department. This is deplorable, but is the fault wholly 
with the populace? Sir, is the judicial department wholly free 
from reproach? Why is it that the judicial establishment has 
undoubtedly become an object of suspicion and distrust; not, I 
will say, Mr. Chairman, to all the people, but to a very important 
element in our community? Why, because while it has been 
singularly effective in maintaining the balance of power between 
the different departments of Government, while it has been 
bold and vigorous in maintaining individual rights against dis- 
turbance by legislature or executive, or both combined, it has not 
shown the same vigilance in preventing fraud by capitalists 
that it has shown in restraining the course of the peace by 
strikers in labor disputes. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I do not want to discuss here the wisdom of 
the judicial ingenuity by which the operations of courts of 
equity were extended to criminal offenses. That may or may 
not have been a great contribution to the security of human 
society. But I am sorry that while it has been made impossible 
for any man to run a strike of any extent without getting into 
jail or without coming into serious conflict at some time or 
other with an injunction or some other manifestation of judicial 
activity and vigilance, gigantic fortunes haye been made by pal- 
pable fraud and open lawlessness without check or hindrance 
from any judicial authority. 

Rockefeller’s fortune is a monument of crime. [Loud ap- 


plause.] He does not deny—nobody does—that it is a product - 
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of conspiracy. Yet there never has been an injunction issued 
to prevent its accumulation; no writ or other judicial process 
threatens or is likely to threaten the security of his hold on it. 
What manager of any company now hesitates to use the 
property of his stockholders as though it were his own? Where 
is the railroad president who hesitates to use private cars and 
private trains, to travel for pleasure across the continent at a 
cost of tens of thousands of dollars to his company, through fear 
that any judge or grand jury or prosecuting officer, State or 
Federal, would require him to answer a charge of wasting funds 
intrusted to him as trustee? 

Sir, these are facts, patent, obvious, undeniable, which we 
must all deplore. It is time we should consider them—time 
that we should consider how the demoralization of the public 
conscience worked by them can be cured. Mr. Chairman, I 
have said that no man can make a fortune by honest effort 
which the American people will destroy or public opinion will 
allow to be endangered. To erect around property, around 
fortunes, however large, the barrier and rampart of healthy 
public opinion is indeed an important and a pressing duty. The 
first step is to make industry—honest industry—the sole fountain 
of wealth. So, sir, when this huge enginery of fraud is before 
us, active, sinister, deadly, we must take action which will make 
its further operation impossible. We at least must say that 
whatever power we may find it necessary to invoke we shall find 
some means of making the further operation of these sinister or- 
ganizations impossible. It may be said that if we restrict the 
operation of these particular insurance companies to the States 
which have chartered them they will be unable to prosecute their 
business in view of contracts already made. Sir, if their with- 
drawal from business be the necessary result of legitimate re- 
straint, let them, in Heaven's name, go out of business. The 
problem is simplified decisively by the fact that if they liquidate 
now the policy holders will be gainers, not losers, by it. The 
only men that I know who would be subjected to any loss if to- 
day we should pass some measure making it impossible for any 
insurance company chartered by a State to do business outside 
of that State would be, first, the presidents, officers, and agents 
of those companies, whose opportunities of swindling would be 
contracted, and, second, that eminent philanthropist who, hav- 
ing risked two millions and a half of dollars for the good of 
the public, I am sure would rejoice in a dispensation that 
enabled him to make the sacrifice complete. [Laughter.] 

Sir, this being a novel subject, one that raises grave doubt as 
to how we should proceed, it seems to me that better than a 
reference of it to any standing committee would be the appoint- 
ment of a special committee to consider the whole matter in all 
its branches and report back to this body, first, whether the 
continued existence of life insurance under the present system 
is consistent with the security of a republican form of govern- 
ment, and if they find that it endangers the public safety, to 
suggest a remedy by which the abuse may be eradicated if a 
remedy be within the power of the Federal Government. 

Sir, I do not undertake to suggest the precise steps by which 
an effective remedy should be established. That I leave to the 
committee, whichever it may be, to which the House will ulti- 
mately refer the whole subject. My object now is, by pointing 
out the evil, to show the pressing necessity that some remedy, 
immediate and effective, must be provided if republican govern- 
ment is to survive. 

Sir, iť this body and this Congress take efficient action to 
correct this abuse, it will be the first step not merely in the puri- 
fication of insurance, but in the purification of our whole 
financial and industrial system. Surely it is time that we 
should take measures to eradicate this popular idea that the 
temple of finance is necessarily a den of thieves, a place where 
conspiracies are hatched against the welfare of the community. 
Unfortunately, its history for the last few years has justified 
this suspicion, but that is not its natural function. Financial 
institutions, stock exchanges, corporations, markets, are all 
devices to improve and promote the capacity of men to serve 
one another. The largest profits will be made, believe me, in 
honest industry rather than in plunder. I do not want any 
ingenious man reduced to idleness, but I want to divert every- 
one from avenues of plunder, where he is dangerous, to avenues 
of industry, where he will be valuable. And he himself will not 
suffer by the change. The fortunes that stand as monuments 
raised by honest industry are already inspiring and numerous. 
By establishing the reign of honesty they will be multiplied and 
their increase encouraged. 

All that we need, Mr. Chairman, is to perform our duty as 
the Constitution imposes it upon us, as our consciences disclose 
it to us. We should not tear down the temple, but we must 
use the scourge which our constitutional system has placed in 
our hands to drive from the temple the thieves who have vio- 


lated it. [Applause.] Then will it be a source of prosperity to 
the people, of honor to the country, and of measureless credit 
to this legislative body, which, having met these monsters of 
fraud and corruption that had defiled our whole system- politi- 
cal, financial, and industrial—has shown the courage to face 
them, the skill to overthrow them, the strength and virtue to 
slay them. [Applause.] 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the House is 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to consider 
the message of the President of the United States, but it seems 
to have resolved itself further into a committee of inquiry into 
whatever wrongs may be existing in the Union. Joining in that 
spirit of the House, I would ask their attention to one portion 
of the President’s message in which he refers to the Navy De- 
partment. After recommending the annual increase of one battle 
ship he uses the words: 

If the officers and men are not thoroughly skilled in and have not 
been thoroughly trained to their duties, it would be far better to keep 
the re 5 in port during hostilities than to send them against a 
formidable opponent, for the result could only be that they would be 
either sunk or captured. 

Mr. Chairman, in my judgment, the first duty of a solider, or 
anyone destined for the military service of his country, is to 
learn to respect the law, and, second, to obey the mandates of 
his superior officer. So greatly has this been disregarded at the 
Naval Academy of our country, where these officers are edu- 
cated and graduated for their future service, that the attention 
of the House being called to it they found it necessary in the 
appropriation bill appropriating money for the fiscal year ending 
1902, after the appropriation for the Naval Academy, to inse 
the following: ' 


Provided further, That the Superintendent of the Military Academ; 
shall make such rules, to be approved by the Secretary of War, as will 
effectually prevent the practice of hazing, and any cadet found ilty 
of participating in or urging the maintenance of such practice will be 
summarily expelled from the academy, and shall not thereafter be 
appointed to the corps of cadets or be eligible for appointment as a 
commissioned officer of the Army, magn i or Marine Corps until two 
years after graduation of the class of w ich he was a member. 


Mr. Chairman, as one of the visitors of the Naval Academy I 
know that after the passage of this act the then Superintendent 
said if Congress would stand by him he could put down this ne- 
farious practice. In pursuance of that at the first offense cadets 
were expelled from the academy and they were not allowed to 
graduate. Hazing disappeared temporarily, but when a bill was 
introduced into this Congress that these cadets be restored to the 
academy, and was passed, we felt that it was dangerous ground to 
tread upon. We knew that the bill originated in the kind- 
heartedness of the man who introduced it and of those who sup- 
ported it; but many of us who felt the same personal pity and 
regard for the cadets who were expelled felt that it would be 
injurious to the academy; that Congress, instead of standing 
behind the Superintendent and representing public opinion, 
which had forced this law upon the statute book, was giving 
notice that the cadets would be restored and that they might 
continue this practice. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, take up the daily press of to-day and 
you will see what takes place. Notwithstanding the terrible 
catastrophe that resulted in the death under this false system 
of honor which exists at the Naval Academy, which was enough 
to have appalled older people, they will find that this nefarious 
practice still continues. If, in my judgment, it had one particle 
of effectiveness in making brave men for the Navy, I would be 
the last to raise any objection against it. But, sir, in my judg- 
ment, it is the most cowardly, abject practice that can be 
entered into in any institution. The man is approached by 
hazers, and if he dares to show any resistance, if he is imbued 
in any way with the proprieties that he should obey the law 
of his country, or that he should carry out the orders of his 
commanding officer, he is hazed, and if he rebels and shows 
resistance, under this code that exists, he is obliged to go out 
within a few days and fight an upper-class man. Is that ar- 
rangement fair? Not at all. He must fight a chosen man of 
the class two years above him, one of the most skilled in ath- 
leties, and even if he prevails he must go out again and fight 
another man and be licked. If he does not then take a second 
thrashing, he is ostracized at the academy; he will be a marked 
man through all his course, and throughout the Navy, and his 
standing as a brave man is gone. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I appeal to Representatives here that it 
is time for this House to take some action. The law of the land, 
as well of the people, as expressed, as passed by Representati-es 
of this body, is being defied daily. In yesterday’s paper the 
report came to us from Annapolis that three cadets had been 
reported, and two were to be expelled. And in the very next 
paper comes the news that more hazing has taken place. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 
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Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I will yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman what 
remedy he suggests. Congress has passed very severe laws 
forbidding hazing, providing penalties, and when the cadets at 
the academies have violated that law, flagrantly and notori- 
ously violated it, they haye been expelled and then haye come to 
Congress and appealed for special exemption from the penalties 
of their own acts, and Congress has invariably forgiven them 
and put them back. Now, what remedy can the gentleman 
suggest? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman from Texas 
had waited a few minutes, I was coming to that very question, 
and that is the object of my taking up the valuable time of the 
House this afternoon. 

The gentleman will remember that I was one of those who 
fought bitterly the passage of the act at the last Congress. It 
was defeated by those who saw the necessity of possibly ap- 
pearing hard hearted against these boys at that time. It was 
defeated twice on the floor of this House. A third time it was 
brought up, when the good heart of the President had been ap- 
pealed to—and those personal appeals, we know, are hard to 
resist—and he sent in a special message to this House, and it 
was passed. But I will say my object in taking up the time of 
the House at present is that it is time for us, as the represent- 
atives of the people, to send word in no unmistakable terms to 
these young men at Annapolis, who are being educated at pub- 
lic expense by the taxpayers of the country, that if they con- 
tinue to defy the sentiment of this country this Congress 
will not repeat the mistake which, in my judgment, it made at 
the last session; and the gentleman from Texas and those 
within sound of my voice, I think, will agree with those who 
opposed the passage of this bill before, that it must be done in 
no uncertain terms. We represent the voices here of the Amer- 
ican people, and I had proposed yesterday to introduce a reso- 
lution appointing a committee of this House to go to the acad- 
emy and examine into the cases and to report remedies. But 
upon conference with the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs I found that a member of that committee had already 
introduced a resolution looking in the same direction, and I con- 
sidered that he was much more the proper person to do that, 
and that it should be done under the auspices of the committee 
which we have designated to carry out our legislation and 
methods relating to the Navy. Now, I wish to call attention, 
while I am on this subject, to that resolution. It was intro- 
duced yesterday and sent to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and I am told it will be followed up. I would also like to call 
attention to the bill that has been introduced by my colleague, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUTLER], looking to pun- 
ishment of this very crime. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Maryland? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to correct the 
statement of the gentleman to this effect, that the resolution re- 
ferred to has not gone to the Committee on Naval Affairs, but 
instead ìt has gone to the Committee on Rules, and that makes 
a difference, 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I had understood, and in fact 
I thought I was informed this morning by a member of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, that it had gone to that committee. 
I am very glad to be corrected. I hope the Committee on Rules, 
then, will not report out any such bill as the Naval Committee 
did report out last year restoring those cadets to the Academy. 

Mr. MUDD. Did not the gentleman from Pennsylvania vote 
for that? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I did not. I aided on two dif- 
ferent occasions on the floor of this House in defeating the bill, 
and although I could not have helped it, I presume, I regret to 
say that the bill was brought up on a day that I was absent. 
It was backed by the President’s message or it never could have 
passed this House. I wish further to say, Mr. Chairman, that 
these young men, in defying public opinion, are doing what no 
other set of citizens dare to do. The voice of the American 
people is potent. The gentleman asks a remedy. Let every 
cadet, whether he participates in the hazing or is on duty and 
should report the same, be expelled. The Naval Academy is not 
in the position of our other institutions of learning, who are 
seeking to increase their number of students for pecuniary rea- 
sons and for fame. But there stand 1,000 good American boys 
ready to take the place of any cadet who will not obey the law 
of his country, or not bow to public opinion, or not submit to the 
rules of his superior officers. In my judgment the whole disci- 
pline of the Navy hinges on the school where the officers are 
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taught. If an officer does not learn to obey, we can not expect 
that one below him will. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
an inquiry? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. SULZER. I am with the gentleman, and want to stop 
hazing; but, is it not a fact that there is a law now against 
hazing at West Point and Annapolis? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman had paid that 
attention to my remarks which I wish he had, he would have 
heard me read it. 

Mr. SULZER. I did; but if the law is violated who is 
responsible for the violation? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylyania. Congress is responsible for 
restoring those cadets after the provisions of the law were 
carried out by the superintendent of the academy. [Applause.] 
If the gentleman will bear with me, I wish to state that my 
whole object in taking up the time of the House at this time 
is to call the attention of the older Members, who may have for- 
gotten it, and of the newer Members, who may not be aware of 
it, to that fact. : 

Mr. SULZER. I agree substantially with the gentleman, but 
is it not true that the Secretary of the Navy the other day 
approved the findings of the court-martial which tried a young 
man for hazing, or fighting, in which another cadet, his oppo- 
nent, was killed? ; 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. In reply to the gentleman, it 
is a matter of opinion only, but in my judgment the Secretary 
of the Navy was entirely too lenient on that occasion—mark 
you, not that he was so unfortunate as to kill a classmate, 
because the testimony showed that young Branch was probably 
killed by striking his head while falling. My ardent sympathy 
goes out to Meriwether, for all through his life he will carry 
what he can not undo and what will be a source of regret to 
him; but the Secretary of the Navy should have expelled that 
cadet, in my judgment, for breaking the law of the land and not 
obeying the orders of his superior officer, for that is the strength 
and the foundation of all military service. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Pennslyvania if he does not think the ruling of the distinguished 
Secretary of the Navy rather tends to impress the people with 
the idea that he wanted to minimize the offense committed when 
he draws a distinction in the manner of the commission of man- 
slaughter between death caused by a blow of the fist and death 
caused because a man is knocked down and crushes his skull on 
the ground or on some structure? In other words, is not that a 
result that logically leads up to this; if A crushes the skull of B 
with his fist he has committed manslaughter, and if he crushes 
his skull with a club it is the club that crushes it and not the 
man? Now, is not that sort of ruling indicative of the purpose 
of practically nullifying the laws of the country? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I think the ruling of the Sec- 
retary, as I have already said, was too mild. In the incident of 
the death I sympathize and think it was unfortunate; but that 
death is part and parcel of this code that exists at the academy, 
which is responsible for the hazing and for the breach of disci- 
pline and for the breaking of laws. It is the code, and it is the 
carrying of it out and the insistence of the cadets in clinging to 
and carrying out this code that we must stamp out; and I say, 
if they will not desist, turn them out of the academy by the 
dozens or by the hundreds, for there are lots of American boys, 
as each one of us knows by the applications we have—and we re- 
gret we can not appoint them all—who are good enough and loyal 
enough Americans to go to that academy and fit themselves for 
the great naval arm of the military service. There is no diffi- 
culty in filling the places of those; and, mark my words, expul- 
sion will stop this practice, for a boy who gets his appoint- 
ment to Annapolis has too valuable a thing for life to throw it 
away by clinging to any ridiculous code that has come down to 
him from the past. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, I think I have shown my 
object in addressing the committee. This thing must be stamped 
out, and in my judgment Congress alone can do it. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman—— 

oe CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yie 4 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. With pleasure. I am glad to 
see so much interest in the subject. 
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Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Chairman, whether he does not 
think that the dignity of this House and good government at the 
Military Academy or at the Naval Academy would be subserved 
by leaving the government of ‘schoolboys to schoolmasters, 
where, in my opinion, it properly belongs? 

Mr, ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I think the dignity of this 
House would be conserved if the schoolmasters carried out their 
duty and put the thing down, but the schoolmasters do not. 
Their sentences are light, and we, as representatives of the 
people who pay the taxes for the support and education of these 
boys, have the right to know that our money is being expended 
properly and carried out for the good of the service. To refer 
to the words of the President, “ battle ships and the whole Navy 
are no good without competent and efficient officers,” and, as the 
gentleman from New York stated in regard to insurance, we 
must go to the root of the evil. We must go down to the 
training school which fits and educates officers for the Navy 
and implant some ideas of discipline and obedience. When 
you do that you are going to the root of the evil, for the future 
competency, efficiency, and bravery of the Navy—in my judgment 
better than all the rules and regulations you can make and 
leaving it to the schoolmasters, as the gentleman from West 
Virginia suggests, who, up to this time, have not succeeded in 
stamping it out. Captain Bronson, Superintendent there, said 
that if Congress would stand by him he would stamp it out, but 
Congress has not stood by the Superintendent of the Academy. 
We put back boys by a special act who had been expelled, and 
in my judgment that is a great evil, and that is why I have 
asked the attention of the House—to put this matter before 
them. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes’ time to my colleague from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MORRELL], and I reserve the balance of my 


time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania yields 
ten minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MORRELL]. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, referring to the resolution 
that at present is before the House, I would like to say that I 
am entirely in sympathy with the remarks made by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Crumpacker], and for this reason: 
There does not seem to be any logic, to my mind, in the assign- 
ment of the bills that have already been introduced in regard 
to the subject of life insurance. I had the honor, I think, to 
introduce the first bill on this side of Congress on the subject 
of Federal control of life-insurance companies. That bill I 
introduced on the 11th of December, 1903. It provided a rem- 
edy through the Post-Office Department, and it was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. On the day following of the 
next year—the 12th of December, 1904—I introduced another 
bill, which simply provided that a commissioner of insurance 
should be attached to the Bureau of Commerce and Labor. 
That bill was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
On the first day of this session I introduced three bills on the 
subject of life insurance. One of these bills was practically 
the same bill that was referred last year to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, Yet all of these three bills 
were this year, without exception, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am thoroughly of the opinion that 
either these bills should be referred to the committee according 
to the subject-matter of the bills and the remedy suggested or 
else they should be referred to an entirely impersonal com- 
mittee, such as the Committee on the Judiciary. 

As far as the constitutionality of Federal control of life- 
insurance companies is concerned, I am satisfied in my own 
mind that such control can be exercised under the Constitution. 
In connection with the bill I introduced last year I consulted 
eminent lawyers in regard to the point of constitutionality, and 
one of them, the Hon. James M. Beck, who was lately the 
Assistant Attorney-General of the United States, was so satis- 
fied in his mind in regard to the constitutionality of its pro- 
vision that he volunteered to come to Washington and to ap- 
pear before the committee and argue that phase of the question. 

Mr. FINLEY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Morrert] yield to the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. Fintey]? 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I will yield. 

Mr. FINLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman to what extent 
there can be better control, and to what extent the control the 
States now have may be assumed or taken over by the Federal 
Government? 

Mr. MORRELL. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
two questions—first, to what extent there can be better control, 


and, second, how far the National Government may assume or 
take over the control now exercised by the States, Both ques- 
tions are, I think, answered in the bill introduced by me on the 
first day of the session for extending the visitorial power of 
the United States over certain corporations organized under 
State laws and for taxing such corporations. My view is that 
the control exercised by the Bureau of Currency over the na- 
tional banks is better than that exercised by the State of New 
York over the insurance and trust companies of that State 
infinitely better. The stockholders and depositors and creditors 
of national banks and the general public are better protected 
under the national banking system than under the lax and 
crime-breeding insurance system which now prevails in this 
country. This is manifest to everybody. The reason for it may 
be, as the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Suertey] has just 
said, because the States have neglected their duties or failed to 
exercise their powers in the matter. But it seems to me that, 
in some cases, at least, the States have abused their powers; 
that they have used their powers in connivance with dishonest 
men to plunder and hoodwink the people of other States. There 
is no doubt, for instance, that the State of New York has not 
only neglected its duties in respect to the business of life insur- 
ance, but has gone on from negative wrongdoing to affirmative 
wrongdoing, and has done so to such an extent as to demand 
the intervention of Congress for the protection of citizens of 
the United States living in other States. For, as I shall show 
in the course of my remarks, that State has in its statutes 
passed in 1890 and 1892 deliberately laid the foundation for the 
very abuses that have arisen there. 

The bill which I have introduced is designed to correct 
those legal outrages. It is a very brief bill, a mere skeleton; 
but I think it covers the whole ground, including the question 
of taxation, which has plunged us into this debate. It is an 
attempt to adopt the principles and methods of the national 
banking system to the business of life insurance, and is as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sovereign visitorial power of the United 
States shall be, and is hereby, so exiended as to include the inspec- 
tion, supervision, and control of every life-insurance corporation 
organiz under the laws of any State whose assets or any part 
thereof are, or may hereafter be, invested in the capital stock of any 
trust company or banking association, and of eve trust company 
and banking association so organized whose capital stock, or any part 
thereof, is owned by any life-insurance company; and the Comptroller 
of the Currency is hereby authorized and required to ascertain by 
investigation of the affairs of insurance com les, trust companſes, 
and banking associations the facts necessary form the basis of the 
supervision and control herein provided for: Provided, That this act 
shall not be construed to deprive any State of its visitorial power 
over any such corporation, except where the State authority conflicts in 
its action with the provisions of this act: And provided further, That 
it shall not affect strictly benevolent associations or institutions insur- 
ing, only their own members. 

EC. 2. That the provisions of Title LXII of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to national Laps ag 2 associati shall be ap- 
lied in the visitation of life insurance and trust com es and State 
nking associations under this act, so far as the said provisions ma 
be appropriate. And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authori 

and required to enforce them. 

Sec. 3. That every such insurance company shall pay to the United 
State, in the month of January, a duty of one-fourth of 1 per cent 
each year upon the average amount of its gross assets for that year be- 
yond the amount invested in United States bonds; and every sach trust 
company and banking association shall, in like manner, and at like 
times, pay to the said Treasurer a duty of one-half of 1 por cent upon 
the average amount of its capital stock and of its deposits during the 
year, and also upon the average amount of its investments beyond the 
amount invested in bonds of the United States. And in order to en- 
able the Treasurer to assess the duties imposed by this section each 
corporation liable to the payment of such duties shall, within ten days 
from the Ist of January each year, make a return under the oath of its 
president and treasurer to the Treasurer of the United States, in such 
form as he may prescribe, of the arere amount of its gross assets 
beyond the amount invested in United States bonds, and the average 
amount of its investments, deposits, and capital stock for the year next 
preceding the Ist day of January; any such corporation failing te 
make such returns shall be liable to a penalty of $1,000, to be collected 
in the manner in which alties are to be collected of other corpora- 
tions under the laws of the United States. 


The day following the introduction of my bill the President, 
in his annual message, discussed the subject at considerable 
length. I quote extracts from his message relating to the super- 
vision of corporations of every kind which do an interstate 
business, and also from that portion of the message in which he 
deals specifically with insurance companies. On the subject of 
visitation in general, the President says: 


Where there is no governmental restraint or supervision some of 
the exceptional men use their energies not in ways that are for the 
common good, but in ways which tell against this common good. 
The fortunes amassed through corporate organization are now so large, 
and vest such power in those that wield them, as to make it a matter 
of necessity to give to the sovereign—that is, to the Government, which 
represents the people as a whole—some effective power of supervision 
over their corporate use. In order to insure a healthy social and 
industrial life every big corporation should be held ri msible by and 
be accountable to some sovereign strong enough to control its conduct. 
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Government. I believe that this regulation and supervision 
obtained by the enactment of law by the Congress. * * * There 
at present exists a very unfortunate condition of things, under which 
these 2 corporations doing an interstate business occupy the posi- 
tion of subjects without a sovereign, neither any State government nor 
the National Government having effective control over them. Our 
steady aim should be by legislation, cautiously and carefully undertaken, 
but 8 persevered in, to assert the sovereignty of the National 
Government by affirmative action. * The t insurance com- 
panies afford striking examples of corporations whose business has 
extended so far beyond the jurisdiction of the States which created 
them as to preclude strict enforcement of supervision and regulation 
— the parent States. The inability of a State to regulate 
effectively insurance corporations created under the laws of other 
States and transacting the larger part of their business elsewhere is 
also clear. Asa 3 for this evil of conflicting, ineffective, and yet 
burdensome blo ie there has been for many years a widespread 
demand for Federal supervision. The Congress has already recog- 
nized that interstate insurance may be a proper subject for Federal 
legislation, for in creating the Bureau of Corporations it authorized it 
to publish and supply useful information concerning interstate cor- 
porations, “including corporations engaged in insurance.” It is ob- 
vious that if the compilation of statistics be the limit of the Federal 
power it is wholly ineffective to regulate this form of commercial inter- 
course between the States, and as the insurance business has outgrown in 
magnitude the possibility of adequate State supervision the Congress 
should carefully consider whether further legislation can be had. 

The President, quoting from a previous message on the sub- 
ject, added another strong reason for Federal supervision and 
control of insurance companies—a reason which, in my opinion, 
would be conclusive, even if it were the only reason. He said: 

The United- States should in this respect follow the policy of other 
nations by provating adequate national supervision of commercial in- 
terests which are clearly national in character. redecessors have 
repeatedly recognized that the forelgn business of these companies is 
an important part of our forei commercial relations. During the 
Administrations of Presidents Cleveland, Harrison, and McKinley the 
State Department exercised its influence, through diplomatic channels, 
to prevent unjust discrimination by foreign countries against American 
insurance companies. These negotiations illustrated e propriety of 
the Congress recognizing the national character of insurance, for in 
the absence of Federal legislation the State Department could only give 
no fag to the wishes of the authorities.of the several States, whose 
policy was ineffective through want of uniformity. 

These are the practical arguments in favor of the exercise of 
visitorial power by the Government of the United States. As 
such they are sufficient. But there seems to be in Congress no 
right to deprive any State of its visitorial power over any cor- 
poration created by itself for public purposes so long as the 
activities of such a corporation are strictly confined to the lim- 
its of the parent State. Judge Story’s opinion in the Dartmouth 
College case (4 Wheaton, p. 673) has been regarded as con- 
clusive on that point. And Judge Cooley says: 

In the United States the legislature is the visitor of all corporations 
created by it where there is no individual founder or donor, and may 
direct judicial proceedings against such corporations for such abuses 
or neglects as would at common law cause a forfeiture of their char- 
ter. (1 Cooley’s Blackstone, 482, note.) 


But the maxim cessat ratio, cessat ler applies in this case as 
well as in others, so that whenever the activities of a corpora- 
tion created by any State reach beyond the territorial limits 
of that State and mingle with the business activities of the na- 
tion or of foreign countries it becomes the right and duty of the 
Federal Government to control such corporation; and the State 
which permits its creatures to work beyond its own boundaries 
must be regarded as having surrendered its exclusive visitorial 

_right over such creatures and as having voluntarily cast the 
burden of managing them upon the national authorities. 

By means of my bill the United States would adopt these 
truants of the States and place them under proper surveillance, 
It would make them Federal corporations for certain purposes, 
but would not deny to any State the right of controlling its 
own offspring within its own boundaries unless that offspring 
engages, directly or indirectly, in the business of banking. It 
would take control of corporations organized under State laws 
for conducting the business of life insurance whenever they 
form combinations with trust companies and banks whose busi- 
ness is not confined within the limits of the parent State but 
enters into the general current of our national business. This 
right of visitation is a public right existing in the Government 
for the very purpose of examining into the affairs of a corpo- 
ration with a view to keeping it within its legal powers. It 
is inherent in every government, just as the police power is. 

The relations existing between the three great life-insurance 
companies of New York and the banks and trust companies of 
that city have been very clearly shown by the testimony taken 
by the Armstrong committee. The report of its proceedings of 
the 27th of November, 1905, contains some testimony by Mr. 
George W. Perkins, who was connected with J. P. Morgan & 
Co., with the United States Steel Corporation, with the New 


show the community of interest between banks, trust companies, 
insurance companies, and speculative enterprises, to say nothing 
of the infamous methods pursued by such combinations, this 
testimony of Mr. Perkins would alone be sufficient warrant for 
extending the visitorial power of the Federal Government over 
every life-insurance company affiliated with a trust company or 
a bank. Mr. Perkins said: 

The Steel Corporation was organized in February of 1901, and at 
that time a syndicate was organized in connection with the forming of 
the corporation. It was about that time that I entered the firm of 
J. P. Mor, & Co. In addition to this syndicate formation it was 
necessary for the corporation to appoint some one the registrar of its 
$500,000,000 of 8 stock. he office of registrar was very much 
sought after by the trust companies, and I used my influence to control 
the placing of that, and the allotment of $3,000,000 in the 


syndicate. 
I then 8 the New York Security and Trust Company and 
could arrange for them to be made 55 ors of the $500,- 


told them 
000,000 of preferred stock, and to be allotted $3, the syndi- 


cate, and so, I wanted them to set aside a substantial interest in 
the syndicate participation for whomsoever I might designate. 

And he designated the New York Life, which, upon his sole 
authority, took a participation of $2,325,000, and made no record 
of the transaction. Mr. Perkins also played an important part 
in the Northern Securities concern. This was a sort of trust 
company or security-holding company, organized under the laws 
of New Jersey in November, 1901, with a capital of $400,000,000. 
There were fifteen directors, of whom eight were connected 
officially with the three great life insurance companies. These 
were James J. Hill, trustee of the Equitable Life; George F. 
Baker, trustee of the Mutual Life; George W. Perkins, trustee 
and financial manager of the New York Life; E. H. Harriman, 
a director in the Equitable; James Stillman, director in the 
Mutual; Jacob H. Schiff, director in the Equitable, and John S. 
Kennedy, trustee of the New York Life. The three life insur- 
ance companies represented in the directorate of this unlawful 
concern furnished $19,755,000 toward floating the stock of that 
concern. 

The little coterie of capitalists to which Mr. Perkins and about 
thirty others belong wield a greater power in this country by 
means of the corporations which they control than the thirty 
tyrants of Athens ever wielded. They exert a money power 
greater than eyer before existed anywhere in the world. They 
control railway interests exceeding $11,000,000,000 in value. 
They control life insurance companies whose assets amount to a 
billion and a half dollars. They control great industrial enter- 
prises like the United States Steel Corporation, the Standard 
Oil Company, the Amalgamated Copper Company, the Inter- 
national Mercantile Marine Company, the Public Service Cor- 
poration of New Jersey, the New York Consolidated Gas Com- 
pany, and the street railways of Greater New York. And, in 
addition, they control such financial institutions as the National 
City Bank, the National Bank of Commerce, and the Hanover 
National Bank, besides numerous trust companies which per- 
form all the functions of banks except issuing notes to circulate 
as money. The banks are so entangled with the other mass 
of interests under their control that the whole system, includ- 
ing the banks, must stand or fall together; and if the system 
fails, the entire national banking system will go down with it. 
A glance at the directorates of some of these institutions will 
show how they are interlaced. Thus, for instance, the National 
Bank of Commerce, in which the Mutual Life owns $4,500,000 
of stock and the Equitable $2,653,000, we find in its directorate 
Valentine P. Snyder, George J. Gould, James W. Alexander, 
H. C. Deming, James H. Hyde, and William H. McIntyre, 
of the Equitable Life; Frederick Cromwell, Richard A. Mc- 
Curdy, Alexander Iselin, jr, G. G. Haven, James N. Jarvie, 
Augustus D. Jouillard, and H. McK. Twombley, of the Mutual 
Life, and John Claflin and Alexander E. Orr, of the New York 
Life. 

Every one of these men must own, in his own right, at least 
ten shares of the capital stock of any banking association of 
which he is a director, in order to comply with section 5146 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States. So that here we 
find a partnership between the directors of these three great 
life insurance companies, as individuals, and the companies, as 
corporations, in a national bank. The profits of these directors 
of the bank depend largely upon the amount of money deposited 
in their bank by the life insurance companies, of which they are 
also directors. Is it any wonder that the Mutual Life keeps 
$7,000,000 on deposit in that bank? Or that the Equitable Life 
and the New York Life also keep large deposits there? Are 
not these men doing a banking business upon the money of the 
insurance companies? If so, are not the insurance companies 
being used as banking instrumentalities? Should they not be 
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brought under the same supervision and control as the banks 
to which they haye thus been made subsidiary? Whether the 
banks are at the mercy of the insurance companies, as Mr. Schiff 
declares, or whether the insurance companies are at the mercy 
of the banks, as Mr. Cromwell declares, in either case both 
classes of institutions should be under Federal supervision, for 
it is certain that the ruin of one class would work the ruin of 
the other, and thereby cause the derangement of the entire 
business of the country. 

Not only have the insurance companies gone directly into 
the banking business as partners of their directors, trustees, 
and executive officers, in cases like that of the National Bank 
of Commerce, but they have gone into it much more extensively 
by indirection, through “ syndicates ” and “ joint accounts.” In 
these transactions the directors and officers of the insurance 
companies enter into contracts by the terms of which they, 
on behalf of the insurance cony agree to furnish the 
ready money necessary to buy large blocks of bonds or other 
securities, and on behalf of the banks which they also repre- 
sent, to take all or any part of the profits, not less than half, 
without incurring any risks. Very often, too, the officers and 
directors of the insurance companies “ participate” in these 
“ syndicates,” with much profit and no risk to themselves. 
The testimony of Mr. Richard A. MeCurdy and Mr. Frederick 
Cromwell, of the Mutual Life; Mr. George W. Perkins and 
Mr. John A. MeCall, of the New York Life; Mr. James H. 
Hyde and Senator CHAUNCEY M. Derew, of the Equitable 
Life; and Senator Joun F. Drypen, of the Prudential, given 
before the Armstrong committee, explains these operations. 
They are clearly in violation of law, but are defended upon the 
ground of necessity. The argument in favor of them was suc- 
cinctly stated by Frederick Cromwell when he was on the 
witness stand on September 13, 1905. Mr. Cromwell said: 

We are partners in every syndicate which we into, and the syndi- 
cate has as its manager a banker. We do not a banking business, 
and I go so far as to say that unless we went into the syndicate we 
would not be able to invest our funds. 

We couldn’t make the transactions of $100,000,000 a year in the 
securities of this company without using the syndicates, I think. 

If he had said that this company was in the habit of entering 
into partnerships with bankers, in order to do a banking busi- 
ness, which it was not authorized by its charter to engage in, 
he would have expressed the truth more clearly. Mr. Cromwell 
gave a list of sixteen underwriting syndicates in which the 
. Mutual Life had participated and the names of the bankers who 
conducted them. In every case the syndicate made a profit, 
arising in part from the purchase by the life-insurance company 
of the securities it handled. Mr. Cromwell, Mr. McCurdy, and 
others participated in these profits. Mr. Cromwell’s personal 
gains amounted to $26,371. The bankers who conducted these 
syndicates were J. P. Morgan & Co., Speyer & Co., Kuhn, Loeb 
& Co., and Strong, Sturgis & Co. The securities handled in- 
cluded the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railroad bonds, 
which played such an important part in the Northern Securities 
deal; and also the Third Avenue Consolidated bonds, Southern 
Pacific bonds, Pennsylvania Railroad bonds, Oregon Short Line 
bonds, and Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe bonds. 

The New York Life and Equitable Life also participated in 
some, if not all, of these syndicates, all three of the insurance 
companies becoming in this way partners in a banking business, 
and furnishing to E. H. Harriman the ready money necessary to 
enable him to control the Union Pacific Railroad and to Hill and 
Morgan the cash needed to develop the Northern Securities deal. 

On the 24th and 27th of November, 1905, it was established 
by documentary and oral evidence before the committee that 
the New York Life was in the United States Steel syndicate 
with J. P. Morgan & Co., though that syndicate had not been 
mentioned in the list submitted as “a complete list.“ I quote 
from the New York Evening Sun’s report of the proceedings of 
November 24 and 27 an account of this affair, because it illus- 
trates the methods of the New York Life in its operations 
through its subsidiary trust companies and through its vice- 
president and financial manager, Mr. George W. Perkins, with 
J. P. Morgan & Co., of which firm Mr. Perkins is a partner, and 
because it also shows the relation between the New York Life 
and Andrew Hamilton, the notorious lobbyist of the associated 
insurance companies. The report of the proceedings of the 24th 
is as follows: 

Milton Mattison) a bookkeeper in the New York Life, took the stand. 
He presented a list of parti tions of his sompen in various syndi- 
cate transactions. Mr. Hugbes asked him why the r Meat fer in steel 
through the New York Security and Trust Sr 8 was left out. 

“That was not among our securities,” repli the witness. 

Mr. Hu then read an entry from the New York Life blotter, 
dated April, 1903; “U. 8. Steel syndicate, 3.006 per cent on $2,325,- 
000, less 4 New York Security & Trust Co., $52,417.18. The above 
amount received under their contract. Mr. R. ordered this stamped.” 
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Trust Company. 


t 
tion? Mr. Hughes. 
It didn’t pay anyth’ it put the amount in the trust company asa 
deposit. I presume $2, 5, That was No. 4 account. That is 
the natural rence.” 


e 

“ We don’t want natural inferences,” observed A s 
a natural inference that all participations were incladed n this ust 

The report of November 27 contains the testimony of Mr. 
George W. Perkins in relation to this transaction, a portion of 
which I have already quoted. Mr. Perkins had been taken into 
the firm of J. P. Morgan & Co. just before the United States 
Steel Corporation was formed, perhaps with a view to en- 
listing the New York Life in the venture. He became a mem- 
ber of the steel corporation. He went into the syndicate to 
float its stock. He then made a verbal arrangement with Mr. 
Charles S. Fairchild, president of the New York Securities and 
Trust Company, by which that concern was to take $3,000,000 
of steel stock and shift $2,325,000 of it to the New York Life, 
the latter company depositing that amount with the trust com- 
pany. No record of this transaction appeared on the books of 
the New York Life, except in the blotter of the company’s treas- 
ury department, in which there was the following memorandum: 

Commissions and profits earned by syndicate participations in 1902 
i eras of United States Steel Corporation eate dividend), 


The above amount was received from the New York 


e and 
Trust Company, account ot com tion for funds contributed (under 


their guaranty) to their cipation in United States Steel syndicate. 
Five per cent was dec , amountin 7. 107.30, trust 
company’s commission out, but o: $27,876.71 was remitted to us 

See trust company’s letter O ri. 

Andrew Hamilton received balance, $59,310.79, under Mr. G. W. Per- 
kins’s arrangement. 

In explanation of the secret arrangement for the payment to 
Hamilton, Mr. Perkins said: 

In the fall of 1901 President McCall stated to me that in connection 
with moneys expended on behalf of the New York Life he had had 
the Central National Bank and the New York Security and Trust 
Company advance Hamilton and E. E McCall, at different times from 
1896 to 1901, various sums of money, secured notes of those gentle- 
men, and that he would like to have the ce unpaid in 
both these institutions put into one account and id out of subse- 

uent profits that would result from the arrangement between the New 
e and the trust companies in the steel dicate transaction. 

I therefore arranged with J. P. Mor & Co. to pay the Central 
National Bank, as they did on December 31, 1901, the sum of $40,751.39, 
and to the New York Security and Trust Compan , on the same date, 
the sum of $15,969.16, making a total of $56,720.55. 
carried Messrs. Morgan & Co., without any obligation from Mr. Ham- 
ilten or anyone else, until it was deducted, with interest at 6 per cent, 
in October, 1902, from the profits then distributed to the trust company, 
and a statement was furnished by Morgan & Co. to the trust company, 
and in turn by the trust company to the New York Life. 

It appears further on in Mr. Perkins’s testimony that all the 
members of the finance committee of the New York Life, which 
at that time consisted of Mr. Perkins himself, Mr. Cleveland, 
Mr. Randolph, Mr. McCall, Mr. Langdon, Mr. Morrison, and Mr. 
Grace, knew fully the particulars of this steel syndicate trans- 
action, and knew also that there was no record made of it in 
the minutes. Mr. John A. McCall had previously sworn to the 
correctness of reports to the insurance departments of the States, 
in which reports there was no mention of the New York Life’s 
participation in the steel syndicate. He had also sworn to the 
correctness of a statement of the legal expenses” of the New 
York Life, from which the payments made to Hamilton and 
E. E. McCall out of the profits of that syndicate were omitted. 

It was also shown by the testimony of Mr. Perkins and Mr. 
Mattison on the 24th and 27th of November that the New York 
Life had advanced $930,000 to enable Mr. Perkins to conduct a 
syndicate or joint account transaction in Mexican Central 
bonds in 1904. The Mexican Central Railway was to be pro- 
vided with $2,000,000 immediately. Mr. Perkins agreed with 
a representative of Kidder, Peabody & Co., of Boston, to furnish 
one-half of this sum, and arranged with the New York Life 
to make the loan. On June 27, 1904, $1,000,000 worth of 
bonds were delivered to the New York Life, for which it sent 
its check to the Boston bankers for $930,000. The New York 
Life received as its compensation the interest on the $1,000,000 
worth of bonds, which amounted to a little less than $6,000. 
One-half the profits on the resale of the bonds amounted to 
$40,000. This sum was paid to the New York Life by Kidder, 
Peabody & Co., on September 17, and was turned over to Mr. 
George W. Perkins, who says that he invested it in United 
States Steel common stock for the use of the Nylic fund, of 


1905. 
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which he was trustee, but that it was not included in the 
$945,146 which the New York Life had contributed in that fund 
according to his previous statement on that subject. Mr. Per- 
kins said that no record was entered in the books of the New 
York Life to show the receipt of the $40,000 profits made on 
the Mexican Central deal. No mention of it was made in the 
sworn reports made by the company to the insurance depart- 
ments of the States. 

On September 23, 1905, when Mr. Perkins was under exam- 
ination, it was shown that there was what might be termed a 
fictitious sale by himself as financial manager of the New York 
Life to J. P. Morgan & Co., acting through himself as a member 
of that firm, of $800,000 of the stock of the International 
Mercantile Marine Company for $800,000 in cash; and that this 
sale, which took place the day before the New York Life made its 
report to the State insurance department, was reported as if it 
were a valid transaction; whereas, in fact, Mr. Perkins only had 
borrowed $800,000 from Morgan & Co. for two days, and the New 
York Life had recognized the transaction as a loan, and paid 
$266.67 interest for the use of the money for two days, and had 
not parted with the stock in question at all. It was also shown 
that two days after Mr. Perkins had made this pretended sale 
from himself to himself he resold to himself from himself the 
same stock for the same price, returned the money with interest 
to Morgan & Co., and the stock to the New York Life. In this 
way it was made to appear that the stock was selling at par 
when such was not the case, and the insurance department of 
mo State was deceived as to the real condition of the New York 

fe. 

Mr. Jacob H. Schiff, the manager of Kuhn, Loeb. & Co., went 
into the directorate of the Equitable Life and became a member 
of its finance committee. Mr. E. E. Harriman, connected with 
Kuhn, Loeb & Co.’s banking and railroad enterprises, also be- 
came a director. The sequel shows that the Equitable's funds 
were used to advance the projects of banking and railroad busi- 
ness of Mr. Schiff’s firm by participating in the $50,000,000 
Union Pacific blind pool. On November 14, 1905, when Mr. 
James H. Hyde, of the Equitable, was on the witness stand be- 
fore the Armstrong committee, he was asked by Mr. Hughes: 


“Did you go Into that transaction to facilitate Mr. Harriman's get- 
ting control of the Union Pacific?” 
: “But it was under- 


That was not discussed,” answered Mr. Hyde. 
stood, obviously,“ was the reply. m 

Mr. Hyde also testified that Harriman requested him to keep secret 
even from the directors the fact that Equitable money was being used 
In the l In Hyde's name. He said that he even refused to lose 
the fact to the superintendent of insurance. 

He also said that Mr. Schiff was present at a meeting when one of 
the participations was made. When Mr. Schiff’s testimony was re- 
called, Mr. Hyde said : 

“Well, Mr. Schiff is a little hard of hearing.” 

The New York Security and Trust Company is only a fair 
example of those subsidiary companies whose stockholders and 
officers are made up of the trustees and directors and ex- 
ecutive officers of the great life insurance companies and of 
bankers and brokers connected with them, and which form 
such a remarkable feature of the Wall street system. Almost 
every man whose name appears on the list of great financiers 
is interested in these trust companies. Some of these men are 
directors in nearly all of them, as well as in other corpora- 
tions. Mr. Frederick Cromwell, for instance, is a director in 
sixteen corporations; Mr. Peabody, the new president of the 
Mutual, is in nineteen, and Hon. Chauncey M. Depew in more 
than seventy. Acting as the directors of the insurance com- 
panies, they buy for those companies large blocks of stock in 
a bank or trust company, and then, acting in their individual 
capacities, they buy for themselves other shares; Then they elect 
themselves directors and officers of these newly acquired insti- 
tutions. Then, acting for the life insurance companies, they 
deposit immense sums of money belonging to the policy holders 
of their respective life insurance companies with these trust 
companies, and that increases the value of the stock enormously, 
because it enables them to do an exceedingly profitable business. 

When Mr. Frederick Cromwell, treasurer of the Mutual, was 
on the witness stand September 14, he admitted that the Mutual 
practically owned the Morton Trust Company, the Guaranty 
Trust Company, and the United States Mortgage and Trust Com- 
pany; that it owned 2,000 shares of the Morton Trust Com- 
pany's stock, and that he personally owned 50 shares of it. 
He said that the profit on this stock had been $22,000,000. He 
admitted that in the National Bank of Commerce, one of the 
Mutual's subsidiary institutions, the Mutual maintained a de- 
posit of about $7,000,000, which drew only 2 per cent interest, 
despite the fact that call money on the street brought 3 and 4 
per cent. The Morton Trust Company has had a deposit of 


$500,000 belonging to the Mutual ever since it opened its doors: 


in the Bank of Morristown there is $250,000; in the Bank of 


California there is an investment of $500,000 in that institution’s 
increased capital stock. 

When Mr. Richard A. McCurdy, president of the Mutual Life, 
was on the witness stand October 19, 1905, he was asked about the 
Mutual Life’s interest in the Fifth Avenue Trust Company. He 
said that the insurance company owned from 2,500 to 3,200 
shares of stock, and that it kept on deposit with the trust com- 
pany from $500,000 to $1,000,000. He was also asked if he had 
prepared a statement showing in what other financial institu- 
tions he himself held an interest, and he read from a paper a 
statement to the effect that he owned 50 shares of stock in the 
American Exchange Bank, 50 shares in the Bond and Mortgage 
and Guarantee Company, 1,132 shares in the National Bank of 
Commerce, New York; 50 share in therCommercial Trust Com- 
pany of New Jersey ; 200 shares in the Fifth Avenue Trust Com- 
pany; 100 shares in the Mercantile Trust Company; 512 shares 
in the Morristown Trust Company; 200 shares in the United 
States Mortgage and Trust Company, and 50 shares in the 
Girard Trust Company, of Philadelphia. The Mutual Life held 
stock not only in the Fifth Avenue Trust Company, but in all 
the other institutions mentioned. 

Should the’ Morton Trust Company have an opportunity to 
lend a million or two to the New York Central or some other 
railroad, but had not sufficient money on hand for the pur- 
pose, the Mutual simply increased its deposit to the required 
amount. Perhaps it got a shade more interest for the increased 
deposit, or perhaps only the regulation “2 per cent on daily 
balances.” The trust company, however, got its 5 and 6 and 
7 per cent from the railroad company. 

This is just what the Equitable has been doing with those 
banks and trust companies for years—the Mercantile Trust 
and the Equitable Trust. And it is what the New York Life 
has been doing with the New York Security and Trust Com- 
pany and its other “channels,” what the Prudential has been 
doing with its “ Fidelity Trust Company,” and what the Metro- 
politan Life has been doing with its “Hamilton Trust Com- 
pany.” 

The trust company is necessary to the syndicate, the insur- 
ance company is necessary to the trust company, and the money 
of the policy holders is necessary to both when the directorate 
of each has the same set of bankers. 

The “yellow-dog fund” of the Equitable was concealed in 
the Mereantile Trust, under the name of the J. W. Alexander 
Account No. 3. We have just seen how the steel syndicate, 
out of the profits of which Hamilton was paid $59,000, was 
concealed in the New York Security and Trust Company. The 
wild-cat speculation of the Mutual Life in the New York Dock 
Company affair was conducted through the United States 
Mortgage and Trust Company. The general public and the pub- 
lic authorities are deceived in this way as to the real transac- 
tions of the insurance companies, and the abuse calls loudly 
for some remedy. Such things could not take place with im- 
punity if the machinery of the Treasury Department of the 
United States were brought to bear upon insurance companies | 
as well as national banks. 

When life-insurance companies are so dominated or influ- 
enced by bankers that they find it impossible to do a legitimate 
business as life-insurance companies, why should they be ex- 
empt from the control of the same authority which controls 
the banks? ‘The illegitimate practices of the men who conduct 
great financial operations must be stopped. The men must be 
reached. To say that they can not be reached by the Federal 
Government because the associations into which they have en- 
tered are organized under State laws, even though their doings 
threaten the stability of our national banking system and the 
existence of the Union, is an absurdity. If Congress has not the 
power to punish them for their violations of State laws, it has at 
least the power to have their business investigated and their 
business faults corrected, so far as that business and those 
faults endanger or embarrass the financial system of the nation. 
If we can not govern them without taxing them, then it is our 
right and our duty to tax them. 

As it is nobody can feel safe, because nobody knows what 
these giants are doing. The reports which they have made to 
the State authorities have been shown to be false, and the 
reports of the insurance superintendents are clearly worthless 
or worse. The Equitable Life made its own attorney, a gentleman 
named Pierce, State superintendent of insurance. ‘The three 
great companies: have combined in order to support a corrupt 
lobby at Albany. They have been giving hundreds of thousands 
of dollars to such men as Andrew Hamilton, A. O. Fields, W. S. 
Thummel, and other lobbyists. The Equitable, according to 
the testimony, has paid $10,000 a year for a long time to Sena- 
tor Prarr for use in eleetions. The Mutual has on seteral 
occasions paid $10,000 to Senator Prarr for the same purposes. 
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In the campaigns of 1896, 1900, and 1904, the Mutual, the Equi- 
table, and New York Life, the Metropolitan, and the Prudential 
contributed large sums to the same national committee. The 
testimony of Messrs. Thummel, Perkins, McCall, Olyphant, 
Hegeman, Hon. THOMAS C. Piarr, Hon. JoHN F. DRYDEN, and 
Hon. Cuauncey M. Derew discloses these facts. 

These payments were not recorded in the books of the insur- 
ance companies. Neither were they reported to the authorities 
of any State in the sworn reports of those companies. Mr. 
Richard A. McCurdy swore that if any contribution had been 
made by the Mutual to any New York State campaign commit- 
tee he knew nothing of it. Senator Prarr in his own testimony 
contradicted this statement. Concerning such contributions, Sen- 
ator PLarr said that he had received as contributions to the Re- 
publican State committee’s campaign fund the sum of $10,000 
a year for a period of ten or fifteen years from the Equitable 
Life Assurance Society. During the same period he received 
$10,000 a year for a number of years, but not every year, from 
the Mutual Life Insurance Company. The Senator explained 
that the contributions of the Equitable and the Mutual had 
always been sent to him in cash by a messenger. When asked 
if he had ever solicited these contributions he said that he had 
not, but had talked with President McCurdy, of the Mutual, 
about funds. 

On this point the questions by Mr. Hughes and the answers 
by Senator PLATT were as follows: 

Q. How did it happen that the Mutual Life contributed the money? 
Was it in pursuance of an understanding between yourself and Mr. 
McCurdy ?—A. I simply asked him at various times when necessities 
nN very great for money, and he said he would be very glad to sub- 
E This was i the State campaign ?—A. Y 

And Mr. McCurdy so understood it?—A. 4 Nsindleretoc’ it, and 
could not understand it any other way, because I was not representing 
the national campaign. 

Senator PLATT said that he had received a few contributions 
of $10,000 a year from Mr. John A, McCall, president of the New 
York Life Insurance Company, but had no personal knowledge 
as to whether or not the money came out of the funds of the 
company or was a personal contribution from Mr. McCall. 

I submit the questions and answers as to the motives which 
prompted these contributions: 

Q. Senator, what do you understand was the quid pro quo of those 
contributions? Did you ever understand that the companies might ex- 
5 something in return? — A. I sup Nore they would expect my 

fluence in opposition to adverse legislati 

Did they ever ask you to influence legisiation ?—A. Never. 
. Could you have done so?—A. No. 

Q. Then what service could you render?—A. I suppose that they 
thought I might have had some little influence Wich my party. 

When Mr. Charles M. Turner, president of the Security Mu- 
tual Life Insurance Company, of Binghamton, N. V., was on the 
witness stand before the Armstrong committee on December 7, 
1905, he testified that a certain man named Keever was em- 
ployed as the actuary of that company while also a clerk in the 
actuary’s department of the State insurance department. 
Keever got a salary of $1,000 a year from the Security Mutual, 
but the witness didn’t know how much the State paid him. He 
thought Keever might still be holding his job in the company. 
He managed not to let one job interfere with the other, of course. 

The “legal expenses” of the Mutual were $347,000 in 1903, 
$130,000 in excess of 1902, when they were $216,000. For 1904 
they were $459,000; in 1901, $243,000. In these four years the 
“legal expenses” of the Mutual amounted to $1,265,000. Mr. 
Robert Olyphant, who is a member of its committee of expendi- 
tures, says that money for secret and confidential purposes is 
charged to the account of “ legal expenses,” 

Mr. Olyphant said on the witness stand October 10, 1905, that 
the Mutual Life had paid out $200,000 on vouchers of $25,000 
each, in 1903 and 1904, on account of “ private legal expenses.” 

This money had been turned over to E. L. Short, the general 
solicitor of the company, from whom no itemized account was 
required. Short used the money in “ dealing” with State legis- 
latures for the joint benefit of the three great life insurance 
companies. 

Mr. Robert A. Grannis, vice-president of the Mutual Life, 
testifying on the same day, said: 

mone as necessary to protect the com against adye: i 
lation thece was no hesitation in laying out iie 5 hace vee 

Mr. Walter R. Gillette, vice-president of the Mutual Life, 
said that the general solicitor of the company could get what- 
ever funds he wanted without giving any reason for it. 

Mr. John A. McCall, president of the New York Life, in his 
testimony before the committee October 4, 1905, presented the 
following statement of the expenses of the“ law department” of 
his company for the past six years, showing that nearly half of 
the gross amount of legal expenses went to Hamilton for lobby- 


ing purposes: 


0) ag Ce a ee Re em FT Mg GA 
For Hemio 89, 749. 00 
EAEE a sli le ae ELS t A a aedd a — 212, 773.55 
For Ham E A aa ETE , 809. 85 
FCC I STINE DIR CIES ORS RAN AE eer eI UE 172, 632. 37. 
Be ba Se VE eo RTS rR CS SpE tena sales beth Rn SS 50, 000. 00 

1903. 
0 ˙ AAA ³ AA AAA 254, 793. 95 
For 88, 126. 35 
For i W. 172. 698. 42 
For 140, 077. 42 
1805 
For 1 87, 222. 5 
For 2 12. 164. 
—ͤ — 
Legal ex mse total___-__-_------------.------ 1, 103, 920. 14 
r eo ee RT 476, 927. 02 


In justification of these enormous payments to Hamilton, Mr. 
McCall said: 

At the beginning of each oD dot every executive officer of every insur- 
ance company looks forwa 15 the next five or six months with the 
utmost apprehension. For with each recurring year we are simply 
5 to death in every State in the Union by a flood of legislative 

8 

Sometimes these bills are introduced by men of honor, but A rgb 
they emanate from people who alm solely at“ striking“ at insur- 
ance companies. 

I may safely say that three-quarters of the bills introduced are black- 
1 bills, simon Pant and it is the experience which we have had 
with ese that makes the management of every insurance company 
fairly tremble at the beginning of each year. 


The kind of work done by Hamilton under instructions from 
McCall is shown by the answers made by the latter to the ques- 
tions of Mr. Hughes, counsel for the investigating committee. 
Some of these questions and answers are as follows: 

Q. Was Mr. Hamilton expected to deal with the men who could se 
duce the best results?—A. Yes. He was instructed to get the t 
fellow he could get. 

. Lawyer, or any other man?—A. Yes. 
The ziar man retained in the right place could bring about the 
kind of legi ation you desired for your company ?—A., Yes. 
. You know that some of those men who are thus retained repre- 
sent other interests also in the J islatures ?—A. 

Q. And these men are so cal oot ul that any e who opposes 

their wishes is apt to f polities ?—A. can't say us to 


that, but I do leve his relations with politics do become strained. 

Mr. William Barnes, an attorney for the associated life in- 
surance companies, who cooperated with Hamilton and a man 
who had been superintendent of insurance, shows how effective 
these methods prove. In his testimony before the Armstrong 
committee, November 10, 1905, he said: 

I recollect when I was superintendent that a judge who was turned 
out of office in 1873 carried around in his poaa an injunction, a 
temporary 11 7 and the appointment of a receiver, for weeks, 
threatenin e Mutual Life, to put it in the hands of a receiver. For- 


tunately that judge was put where he could not issue any injunctions 
or receiverships. 


W. F. Thummel, a member of the “law department” of the 
Mutual Life, was on the witness stand October 6, 1905. He 
told how the States were divided up between the companies. 
The Mutual took care of legislation in Virginia, North Carolina, 
Alabama, Kentucky, Ohio, Michigan, Washington, Oregon, and 
New Mexico. The Equitable had Maryland, South Carolina, 
Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, Texas, Colorado, Arkansas, 
California, and Nevada. The New York Life had Indiana, 
Illinois, Wisconsin, Iowa, Nebraska, Kansas, Missouri, Ten- 
nessee, and Oklahoma. And the rest of the territory was gen- 
erally regarded as open to be handled as situations might arise. 
He also told how the expenses of the work were divided by the 
three companies. He favored Federal control of life insurance 
on the ground that it would relieve the companies of the neces- 
sity of combating the innumerable “strike bills;” which he 
said “ are now introduced in the State legislatures in order that 
the authors of them may get commissions from the insurance 
companies for killing them.” 

This testimony shows that the three great insurance com- 
panies of the United States, the greatest moneyed corporations 
in all the world, are managed by men so weak that they “ fairly 
tremble at the beginning of each year” lest the legislature 
which they haye corrupted should turn upon them and pass 
some law by means of which the policy holders might sue them 
for an accounting. 

This testimony of Messrs. Maine, McCall, and Thurman 
further shows that, up to the present time, the organized life- 
insurance lobby has been uniformly successful in defeating 
legislation hostile to the interests of the life insurance oli- 
garchy. It shows, moreover, that blackmailing methods have 
often been used by the oligarchy themselves; that some of the 
men retained by the oligarchy are so powerful, by reason of 
representing other great interests, such as railroads, that “ any 
legislator who opposes their wishes is apt to go out of poli- 


ties“ —“ that his relations with politics do become strained.” 
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A bill to compel life insurance companies to include the whole 
contract between the parties in the policy when issued was 
recently defeated in the New York legislature by the life insur- 
ance companies; and since they do not professedly oppose any 
but blackmailing bills, that must have been considered such a 
bill by those companies. State Senator Brackett, who intro- 
duced it, says that for many years “the simplest bill affecting 
life insurance has needed the approval of the companies before 
it stood a ghost's show of passing.” 

It is said by Mr. Alfred Maine, associate auditor of the Equita- 
ble Life,in his testimony before the legislative investigating com- 
mittee, on September 29, 1905, that Judge Andrew Hamilton, of 
Albany; Mr. W. F. Thummel, of New York City, and other emi- 
nent lawyers were paid jointly by the New York Life, the 
Mutual Life, and the Equitable to appear before the committees 
of State legislatures for the purpose of defeating all legislation 
not desired by them, and to modify or repeal all objectionable 
laws already on the State books; and that in 1886 and 1889 
Hamilton had been paid by the Equitable for the performance of 
such work in Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Missouri, and Wisconsin. 
It has since been discovered that Hamilton alone has been paid 
$711,000 for use in such work by the three companies. This 
does not include the sums paid him by the Prudential and Metro- 
politan. The Equitable, having no “law department” of its 
own, employed Mr. Hamilton, of the New York Life, and Mr. 
Short and Mr. Thummel, of the Mutual Life, and paid one-third 
of the total expense of the joint lobby system. Mr. Maine ex- 
plained this arrangement by examples. He said, for instance, 
that a payment made by the Equitable to Hamilton on April 28, 
1903, amounting to $13,333.33, for work done in Wisconsin and 
neighboring States, was one-third of $40,000, which was the 
total cost of that work; the other two companies paying 
$26,666.66. And similarly with other payments made to Ham- 
ilton—$1,333.33 on June 7, 1895; on October 12, 1897, $333.33, 
and $7,666.66 on April 8, 1899, these sums representing one-third 
of the total payment in each case; the other two-thirds being 
paid by the other parties to this lobbying compact. Some of the 
3 produced in evidence are illuminating. One of them 
runs thus: 


that a number of deductions had been made as follows: To reduce the 
book value of real estate, 2 and agents’ balances, $1,919,324, 


making a total of $2,763,715. 

Mr. H . out the fact that the agents’ balances did not 
amount that year to $1,919,324, but that the actual total was only 
$1,622,830, and that difference, $296,904, actually came from the 
company's suspense account. Mr. Perkins disputed these 2 until 
Mr. Hughes produced a copy of the New York Life’s report Decem- 
ber 31, 1901, made for the State insurance department of Massachu- 
setts. It developed that the report of the company to that State was 
different in many respects from its report made to the insurance 
department of this State. 

On yesterday (December 14) Mr. Edgar Moier, actuary of the 
Provident Savings Life Assurance Company, testified that the 
statements of the gains and losses of that company, which were 
submitted by the company to the insurance departments of Wis- 
consin and Connecticut, were at variance with the records on the 
books of the company and inaccurate. 

Then there is the matter of exorbitant salaries and commis- 
sions. For instance, the salary of Richard A. McCurdy, presi- 
dent of the Mutual Life, is $150,000 a year; the salary and com- 
missions of his son, Robert H. McCurdy, the general manager, 
amount to $127,000 a year, and the commissions of Louis A. 
Thebaud, a son-in-law of Richard A. McCurdy, and a member of 
the firm of C. H. Raymond & Co., who are the New York agents 
of the Mutual Life, amount to $147,000 a year. Robert H. 
McCurdy swore on the witness stand that he did not know what 
his father’s salary was, or how much his brother-in-law received 
as commissions; and Richard A. McCurdy swore that he knew 
nothing, “ one way or the other,” about the salaries or commis- 
sions paid either to his son or son-in-law. 

A similar condition existed in the New York Life. The salary 
of Mr. John A. McCaH, its president, was $100,000; that of 
John C. McCall, his son, was $15,000; that of Mr. Alfred Me- 
Quaid, one of his sons-inlaw, was $15,000; that of Mr. Daryin 
P. Kingsley, another son-in-law, was $15,000; that of Mr. J. C. 
Burrill, another relative, was $7,500. 

The salary of Mr. J. W. Alexander, president of the Equitable 
Life, was $100,000, and that of Mr. J. H. Hyde, first viee-presi- 
dent, was the same. 

Mr. John R. Hegeman, president of the Metropolitan, received 
$100,000 a year, and Mr. Haley Fiske, vice-president, $75,000. 

The extravagance of these salaries may be best illustrated by 
comparison. The chief executive of the Bank of England re- 
receives a salary of $10,000 a year. The president of the Bank 
of Germany receives $7,500. The Secretary of the Treasury of 
the United States receives $8,000. The President of the United 
States receives $50,000. 

As a result of the financial methods and wasteful extrava- 
gance which have characterized the management of the great 
life insurance companies of New York since 1890, the dividends 
to policy holders have been reduced to almost nothing, the sur- | 
plus earned has been steadily reduced, the ratio of surplus 
earned to income has been reduced, and all this has happened 
while the actual income has been enormously increased. For 
instance, the income of the Mutual, the New York Life, and the 
Equitable in 1903 was in the aggregate $239,371,595. ‘The sur- 
plus earned was only $3,208,085; the ratio of surplus earned to 
income was 1.34 per cent; the dividends to policy holders were 
only $12,228,000. y 

In comparison with this showing, I find that the Northwestern 
Mutual, the Mutual Benefit, the Union Central, the Connecticut 
Mutual, the Massachusetts Mutual, the Penn Mutual, the Na- 
tional Life, the Ætna Life, and the New England Mutual, nine 
companies, which are not engaged in Wall street affairs, bad 
an aggregate income of $114,676,532, while their surplus earned 
amounted to $12,925,568, and the ratio of surplus earned to diyi- 
dends was 11.27 per cent. The dividends to policy holders was 
$12,901,023. It will be seen that while these companies received 
considerably less than one-half of the income received by “ The 
Big Three,” they paid in dividends to their policy holders nearly 
$700,000 more, and that the ratio of surplus earned to in- 
come in the case of these minor companies was many times 
greater than in the case of The Big Three.” 

Exhibits of the business of the Mutual Life for 1873 and 1903, 
respectively, illustrate the lamentable decadence of that insti- 
tation: 


May 29, 1895. 
The uitable Life Assurance Society of the United States to 
Andrew Hamilton, debtor, to balance for services and disbursements in 
re nonforfeiture facts and report, statutes and amendments, $1,333.33. 


Received payment. 
ANDREW HAMILTON. 


And here is another: 
New Tonx, January r, 1895. 
The Equitable Life Assurance Society to Andrew Hamilton, Dr. 
te en in matter of two-year surrender-value repeal, etec., Mis- 
souri, = 


Received payment. 
ANDREW HAMILTON: 


Senator Jonn F. DRYDEN, President of the Prudential, was on 
the witness stand last Tuesday. I quote from the Evening 
Sun’s report of his testimony : 


President DRYDEN testified that the following political contributions 
had been made by the Prudential to the Republican national committee : 
Six thousand dollars in 1896, $10,000 in 1900, and $10,000 in 1904. 
A statement of the legal expenses of the company was read by Mr. 
Hughes. Under the item “In connection with legislation” were the 
following sums: Four hundred and eight dollars and haces Gar og cents 
in 1896, $9,187.63 in 1897, $4,560 in 1898, $15,000 in 1895, $3,843.32 
in 1900, $3,703.43 in 1901, $3,152.40 in 1902, none in 1903, $7,276.50 
peat De Deae daring Cie pe Woe vento i coat e Ss 
spent for legislation during the past ten years is abou „000. ‘he 
witness testified that the statement read was correct. 

4 5 asked how the $15,000 spent for legislation in 1899 was 

v $ 

“A payment to Andrew Hamilton accounted for $5,000 of it,” was the 
Senator's reply. “He was a man of wide authority in insurance mat- 
ters. He had written a book which attracted my attention, and I sent 
for him.“ The witness said he could not remember what was the 

articular service Leg by “ Judge” Hamilton, except that it had 
do with legislation of the usual kind“ in Illinois. 

In the same year the Prudential paid James H. Blood, of Denver, 
322 to urge the repeal of a Colorado law prohibiting the insurance 

children $ 


The Prudential also paid the Metropolitan Life $3,377 in 1899 as its 

share in legislative expenses. 
The Prudential campaign contributions, testified the witness, were 
to “expense” in two cases and to “legal expenses” in the 


Another great abuse is that different and conflicting reports 
are made under oath by the New York Life and other com- 
panies to the superintendent of insurance in different States. 
This fact was brought out by counsel for the investigating com- 
mittee on September 28, 1905, and again on the 14th of Decem- 
ber, yesterday. This point is so important that I reproduce the 
New York World's report of the testimony regarding it: 

Profits made by the New York Life on sales of its securities during 
1901 was taken up by Mr. Hughes. He read from the report of the 
to the State insurance department on December 31, 1901. in 


pan 
avhich it was declared that these profits amounted to $3,075.371.99. 
He asked Mr. Perkins to explain this entry, in view of the fact that the 
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In 1903 the aggregate expenses of the three largest savings 
banks in New York City were as follows: Salaries, $282,270; 
other expenses, $155,231; total expenses, $438,001. For the 
same year the aggregate expenses of the The Big Three” life 
insurance companies were: Salaries, $2,849,220; other expenses, 
$37,738,413 ; total expenses, $40,587,633. 

In view of all this, it is not surprising that the public has 
witnessed quarrels and scandals in the management of these 
three giant corporations, which seem to have conducted their 
business outside the domain of law and without regard to any 
moral standard. It is fortunate indeed that the country was 
not thrown into a financial panic by the methods of the men who 
managed those companies. That such a panic was imminent 
we are told by one of the greatest financiers in America. On 
the 8th of December, 1905, when Mr. Thomas F. Ryan was on the 
witness stand before the Armstrong committee, the following 
colloquy occurred between him and Mr. Hughes, the counsel for 
that committee: 

4 Will you state, Mr. Ryan, what led you to make the purchase 
had very large interests that were sure to be affected seriously 
any disturbance in the financial situation or confidence in New 
ork, or any disaster that might come. I saw in the virtual certainty 
ofa e e the Equitable Life such a disaster impending unless 


the factional differences in the company among the directors and the 
management of the company should be radically changed. To avert 


A. 
b 


this and to prevent the frightful losses that would occur from the 
violent breaking up of the Equitable, not only to the policy holders, 
but to the financial community at large—my: as well—lI thought that 


some one ought to undertake the business or- 

Q. (Interrupting.) Or the acquisition of the stock? 

A. Yes, sir; or in some way to stop the trouble that might ensue. 
The gentlemen connected with the large Insurance companies did not 
seem to be in that position—-I mean the financial people downtown—and 
I had never had any connection with the three big insurance companies 
except as a puo holder in each. I felt, therefore, free to act. 

m7 first idea was to get together a number ot policy holders who 
would take this company out of the hands in which it was going to 
destruction and give it a clean management, economical and efficient, 
¿and restore its prosperity for the benefit of all honest interests. 1 
soon concluded that the amounts that could be obtained from disin- 
terested beopie, people who had no axes to grind, would be very small, 
so I concluded to do it myself. 

Q. Had you heard that there were gentlemen in Wall street who had 
made 1 to Mr. Hyde for the purchase of his stock? 

A. There had been some such rumors, but I knew nothing about 


them. 

Q. Did you rd it as a matter of moment whether the control of 
the stock should be bought up by men interested in financial enter- 
awe who might have, as you expressed it a moment ago, “axes to 


grin 

a wer I think it might be considered—might have been considered 
unwise. 

Q. You were fully appreciative of the opportunities that might exist 
if persons desirous of furthering their own interests acquired control 
of that stock? 

i a I can imagine that it might have been detrimental to the insti- 
ution. 

Q. Yes. You understand, of course, that the control of the large 
accumulations that such an institution as the Equitable has might be a 


decided advan in connection with financial enterprises? 


A. I can im e that. 

It must be confessed that Mr. Ryan has performed a great 
service, yet only a temporary service. 

The State of New York, aroused by the criticisms of the rest 
of the world, and acting under the leadership of the great law- 
yer and honest man who has so ably and fairly conducted the 
examination as counsel for the Armstrong committee, will no 
doubt institute reforms; but those reforms will proye ephem- 
eral and evanescent. The same spiders of finance who have 
woven their webs at Albany in the past will weave new and 
stronger webs in the future, unless the incentive is taken away 
by the certainty that any scheme originating in Wall street for 
robbing the people of other States under the cloak of a New 
York statute will be futile, by reason of Federal laws for the 
protection of our national banking system and the people of 
the States against their schemes of exploitation. 

TAXATION AND SUPERVISION. 


Mr. Chairman, when I read the evidence taken before the 
Armstrong committee it appeared to me to be unjust that na- 
tional banks should be taxed on their capital stock and deposits, 
while the New York trust companies, conducted as “ channels“ 
of the insurance companies, were untaxed in respect to either. 
It occurred to me that fair play demanded the taxation of those 
institutions which were engaged directly or indirectly in the 
banking business; and hence I drew a bill with the primary 
object of taxing such institutions. And since, under our polit- 
ical system, the visitorial power usually and necessarily accom- 
panies Federal taxation, it seemed to me of no consequence 
whether the proposition was designated a bill to extend the 
visitorial power of the Government over them or whether it 
was called a bill to tax, supervise, and control them. Whatever 
you call the measure, its substance involves both taxation and 
supervision, and both are necessary. 

Taxation is necessary in order to protect honest national 
banks against unfair competition, and sdpervision and control 


are necessary to protect the Government and its agencies, and to 
carry out the scheme of taxation, also to protect the honest 
banks and to prevent the manifold abuses resulting from the 
present system. I have discussed only a few of these abuses. 
A summary of them may be stated as follows: 

(1) Secrecy in the transactions of insurance companies of 
New York State, under section 56 of the insurance law of that 
State. 

(2) The system of deferred dividends and tontine policies, 
which has arisen under section 97 of the same law. 

(3) The complex relationship between the great insurance 
companies and the so-called “trust companies,” under section 
156 of chapter 690 of the New York banking law of 1892, which 
authorized the organization of trust companies with extraordi- 
nary powers. . 

(4) The participation of certain insurance companies in 
transactions known as “ syndicates” and “ joint accounts,” by 
means of which the officers, trustees, and directors of the in- 
surance companies enter into speculations in Wall street at the 
risk of the companies and yet share in the profits, if any, but 
manage to shift the losses, when losses occur, upon the shoulders 
of the policy holders exclusively. 

(5) The unlawful practice which has arisen among the 
managers of the great life insurance companies, who are also 
the business managers of large banks, railroad companies, steel 
corporations, and the like, of acting in dual capacities, and 
diverting the money of the insurance companies into banking 
and speculative enterprises at the expense of the policy holders. 

(6) A general disregard of the laws prohibiting the falsifi- 
eation of accounts, and requiring correct annual reports of the 
business of the insurance companies to be made to the State 
authorities. 

(7) The employment of lobbyists; the use of corrupt means 
to influence legislation, and the payment of blackmailers who 
threaten or attempt to expose mismanagement on the part of 
the companies. 

(8) The payment of extravagant salaries, commissions, pen- 
sions, and bonuses to officers, trustees, directors, attorneys, lob- 
byists, agents, and favorites, and the bribing of the agents of 
competing life insurance companies. 

(9) Wasteful extravagance in efforts to get new business in 
this country and foreign countries at the expense of legitimate 
policy holders, 

If it were not for the New York legislation of 1890 and 1892, 
which I have already characterized as affirmative wrongdoing, 
none of the abuses above enumerated could have been persist- 
ently practiced. It is necessary to examine that legislation, 
33 in order to expose the mischief and provide a proper 
remedy. 

On May 22, 1890, the New York legislature passed “An act in 
relation to life and casualty insurance companies, associations, 
and societies,” which was incorporated in the revised insurance 
law of the State as section 56 in 1896. Section 56 is in these 
words: 

No order, judgment, or decree, providing for an accounting or en- 
joining, restraining, or interfering with the prosecution of the business 
of any domestic insurance corporation, or appointing a temporary or 
permanent receiver thereof, shall be made or granted otherwise than 
upon the application of the attorney ny e on his own motion or 
after his approval of a request in writing therefor of the superintend- 
ent of insurance, except in an action by a 9 creditor or in pro- 
ceedings og SET ES to execution. (See Birdseye’s R. S., second 
edition, vol. 2, p. 1622. 

Having secured this gag law, depriving policy holders and 
those for whose benefit the insurance was made of the right to 
sue for an accounting, or the appointment of a receiver, or for 
an injunction, there was in 1892 a general revision of the in- 
surance and banking laws of the State for the evident purpose 
of placing the great insurance companies in a position to 
utilize their yast income and assets for the benefit of those who 
control them. (See chapters 689 and 690 of the New York 
laws of 1892.) Section 87 of chapter 690, which has been in- 
corporated into the present insurance law of New York as sec- 
tion 97, professed to remove the restrictions as to the payment 
of dividends, and amended the previous law so as to allow the 
companies “to make and pay over dividends annually, or at 
longer intervals.” The section, as a whole, reads thus: 


Any domestic life insurance corporation which by its charter or ar- 
ticles of association is restricted to making a dividend once in two or 
more 2 may hereafter, notwithstanding anything to the con- 
trary such charter or articles, make and pay over dividends annu- 
ally, or at longer intervals, in the manner and proportions, and among 


the parties, provided for in such charter or articles. 

Only one other law was needed to make these great insur- 
ance companies complete masters of the situation in the great 
financial center of the United States; and that desideratum was 
supplied by section 156 of chapter 689 of the banking law of 
1892, which, among other privileges, conferred upon trust compa- 
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nies the right “to receive deposits of trust moneys, securities, 
and other personal property from any person or corporation, 
and to loan on real or personal securities.” 

This provision is the parent of the Morristown Trust Company, 
the Morton Trust Company, the United States Mortgage and 
Trust Company, the Mercantile Trust Company, the Equitable 
- Trust Company, the Metropolitan Trust Company, and half a 
score of others formed by the officers, trustees, and directors of 
the Mutual, the New York Life, the Equitable, and the Metro- 
politan life insurance companies. I quote the whole of this 
remarkable section of law for the information of the House: 


Upon the filing of any such certificate of authorization of a trust 
company, the persons named therein, and their successors, shall there- 
upon and thereby become a corporation, and in addition to the powers 
conferred by the general and stock corporation laws, shall have power: 

1. To act as the fiscal or transfer agent of any State, municipality, 
body politic, or corporation; and such capacity to receive and disburse 
money, and transfer, register, and countersign certificates of stock and 
other evidences of indebtedness. 

2. To receive deposits of trust mone 
property from any person or corpora 
or personal securities. 

3. To lease, hold, purchase, and convey all real property necessary 
to the transaction of its business, or which the purposes of the corpora- 
tion may require, or which it shall acquire in satisfaction or partial 
satisfaction of debts due the corporation, under sales, judgments, or 
mortgages, or in settlement or partial settlement of debts due the 
corporation by any of its debtors. 

4. To act as trustee under any mortgage or bond issued by any mu- 
nicipality, body politic, or corporation, and accept or execute any other 
reg es or corporate trust not inconsistent with the laws of this 

tate. 

5. To accept trusts from and execute trusts from married women in 
-respect to their separate property, and to be their agent in the manage- 
ment of such property, or to transact any business in relation thereto. 

6. To act, under the order or appointment of any court of record, as 

ardian, receiver, or trustee of the estate of any minor the annual 
ncome of which shall not be less than $100, and as depositary of any 
moneys paid into court, whether for the benefit of any such minor, or 
other 5 corporation, or party. 

7. To take, accept, and execute any and all such legal trusts, duties, 
and powers, in regard to holding, management, and disposition of any 
estate, real or personal, and the rents and profits thereon, or the sale 
thereof, as may be granted or certified to it by any court of record or 
by any person, corporation, municipality, or other authority; and it 
shall be accountable to all parties in interest for the faithful discharge 
of every such trust, duty, or power which it may so accept. 

8. To take, accept, and execute all such trusts and powers, of what- 
ever nature or description, as may be conferred upon or intrusted or 
committed to it by any person or persons, or by any body politic, corpo- 
ration, or other authority by grant, assignment, transfer, devise, uest, 
or otherwise, or which may be intrusted or committed or transferred to it 
or vested in it by order of any court of record or any surrogate; and 
to receive and take and hold any property or estate, or personal, 
which may be the subject of any such trust. 

9. To purchase, invest in, and sell stocks, bills of exchange, bonds, 
and mortgages, and other securities; and when moneys, or securities 
for moneys, are borrowed or received on deposit, or for investment, the 
bonds or obligations of the company may be given therefor; but it shall 
have no right to issue bills to circulate as money. 

10. To appointed and to accept the appointment of executor of 
or trustee under the last will and testament, or administrator with or 
without the will annexed, of the estate of er deceased person, and to 
be appointed as to act as the committee of the estates of lunatics. 
idiots. persons of unsound minds, and habitual drunkards. 

New York, 1892, vol. 2, pp. 1908-1910.) 


With these laws of New York before us, laws which affect 
every insurance policy holder in the United States; laws which 
render the national-banking system insecure and less efficient; 
laws which grant privileges to one set of corporations without 
the payment of any tax or duty, while the national-bank act 
taxes another set of corporations engaged in the same busi- 
ness—with all this before us, who will be so bold as to say that 
we have not as much right to tax and supervise and control the 
mongrel insurance trust companies of New York as we have to 
tax State banks of issue, or to tax filled cheese, oleomargarine, 
or patent medicines? Whether taxation is the condition prece- 
dent to visitation, as the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Payne] contends, or whether the right to supervise is the con- 
dition precedent to taxation, as the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Wurms] contends, the fact is that both rights 
exist as concomitants of the power of Congress to pass laws 
to “provide for the common defense, promote the general wel- 
fare, and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our 
posterity.” It was upon this theory that the decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in the great bank cases 
of McCulloch v. Maryland (4 Wheaton, 316), Farmers’ Bank 
v. Dearing (91 U. S., 29), and Bank v. Nebeker (167 U. S., 196) 
were predicated. This Goyernment has the right to establish 
a national banking system. If it has that right, it has, as a 
corollary, the right to safeguard that system. It may lay a 
tax or duty as a means of safeguarding it. Judge Harlan’s 
opinion in Bank v. Nebeker establishes that point. The end 
carries the means along with it if the end itself is legitimate, 
unless the means are specially prohibited. Chief Justice Mar- 
shall’s opinion in McCulloch v. Maryland establishes this point. 
Congress has the power “to lay and collect taxes, duties, im- 
posts, and excises” in order “to provide for the common 
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defense and general welfare of the United States.“ From what- 
ever point of view we look at this matter we have the power to 
pass the legislation which I have proposed. And having the 
power to do so, I am convinced that under the circumstances it 
is our duty to do so. 

As to the question of concurrent jurisdiction by the States 
and the United States, for which my bill provides, my impres- 
sion is that it is entirely analogous in principle to the concur- 
rent jurisdiction exercised by the two governments over the 
subject of pilotage or the building of bridges over navigable 
streams. The decided cases on these points are numerous. 
I think the subject falls within the scope of that class of 
legislation which the States may enact in the absence of leg- 
islation by Congress and in which State laws are abrogated 
by Federal legislation only to the extent to which such legisla- 
tion fairly construed may reach. My scheme is not predicated 
upon the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution. If it 
were, it would deprive the States of the right to tax the cor- 
porations affected by it, and that is not my object. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have answered the questions of the 
gentleman from South Carolina as well as I could. I have 
spoken plainly of the abuses that have been disclosed in New 
York, and especially of those statutes which, to my mind, con- 
stitute the ugliest and most dangerous features of the whole 
wretched business. Since I have listened to-this debate I am 
more than ever convinced of the necessity of extending the sov- 
ereign visitorial power of the United States over the corpora- 
tions which have grown up in Wall street under those statutes. 
I am of the opinion that the plan which I have proposed offers 
an effectual remedy for the mischief, and is perhaps the only 
sure remedy attainable. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I surrender the 
balance of my time. ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS rose. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WILIA s! is recognized. ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I will yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] and reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I desire 
to add much to what I said earlier in the day, but certain re- 
marks made by the distinguished gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cockran] have made it seem to me proper that I should 
say a few words. The House always listens with great delight 
to the gentleman, and wisely so, and yet I never hear him make 
a speech without being reminded of a story that was once 
told by Huxley, when he said that Herbert Spencer’s concep- 
tion of a tragedy was the destruction of a syllogism by a fact.” 
And when the distinguished gentleman declined to yield to me 
on the ground that he would illustrate the tendency and purpose 
of his speech if I would only be patient, I could not help but 
think that he was considering the possibility of a destruction of 
one of his syllogisms by a fact. And it was just such a fact 
that I think necessary to bring to the attention of this House. 

The point that I made in my speech, and that I desire to em- 
phasize because of the very eloquent denial of it made by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran] is this: That there 
can be no more immoral practice than for members of a legis- 
lative body to use the taxing power, which is given them for the 
sole purpose of raising revenue, for some other and ulterior 
purpose. I not only maintain that, but, despite the fact that 
my reading may not be as extensive or along the same line as 
that of the gentleman, I maintain that where the taxing power 
has been used in support of the liberties of the English people 
it has been along the line of a denial of appropriations rather 
than the line of diverting it from its real purpose into other pur- 
poses not germane to revenue raising. 

But if that be not historically true the gentleman overlooks 
this distinction—that in England there is not the limitation of 
power that there is in regard to our National Government. 
Here the taxing power is expressly given for one purpose and 
one purpose only, and the Supreme Court has had occasion 
repeatedly to declare that police power did not exist in the 
National Government. 

The gentleman paints a wonderful picture of certain condi- 
tions. He tells you of the enormous power wealth has, how it 
is overriding the weak and the helpless. He tells you of the 
greed and the avarice of man; and yet, pointing out as only 
his eloquent tongue can, the absolute crimes of these men of 
wealth, he would in the same breath have this House guilty of 
the immorality of disregarding the Constitution, disregarding 
its oath, and using a power that is expressly granted for an- 
other purpose. The gentleman will not set an example of high 
morality that will cure an eyil by committing another evil; it 
does not matter what object may be desired. I huve never sub- 
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scribed to that doctrine that the end justifies the means, and I 


am not prepared to do so to-day. I would hate to see this 
House go on record disregarding the Constitution for the pur- 
pose of attaining an object, however praiseworthy. 

The gentleman’s speech that action should be taken 
here, but not a word practically of what the legislation should 
be. He tells you truly what the conditions are which permit 
the accumulation of such wealth and power in the hands of a 
few men; rightly says it is an intolerable condition, but he 
might haye added that it was in the domain of the States 
to-day, as it has always been in their domain, to limit the size 
and the power of these corporations. 

ue COCKRAN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a state- 
men 

Mr. SHERLEY. Oh, I will extend the courtesy that the gen- 
tleman declined to extend to me. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Do I understand that the gentleman con- 
siders there is anything immoral in the use of a power granted 
by the Constitution for a purpose considered salutary by the 
body exercising it? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Unquestionably I do; I consider that when 
I agree to support the Constitution that 1 mean what I say, and 
I believe that the taxing power is a limited power, given to 
the Congress of the United States for the purpose of raising 
revenue only, and that I am morally guilty of a wrong if I 
use it for some other purpose than raising revenue. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Where does he find any such limitation on 
the power as he describes? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I find the limitation upon the right to levy 
taxes all through the Constitution. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Where? 

Mr. SHERLET. Oh, well, if the gentleman my 
memory to be so remarkable that I can quote the whole instru- 
ment to him I am sorry to disappoint him. 

I am not asking the gentleman to quote the 
whole instrument, but any part or one word which justifies his 
statement. 

Mr. SHERLEY: I will give the gentleman the name of a case 
where the Supreme Court of the United States has justified it, 
and that is the case of United States v. De Witt (9 Wallace), 
which the gentleman has doubtless read; and I will give him 
another case—the license cases. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I have not asked the gentleman for any 
legislative construction whatever, because the whole theory of 
my speech was that we must consider for ourselves how we will 
exercise the powers clearly bestowed on us. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Of course that makes further argument 
futile. I have not reached that point of personal egotism where 
I am willing to put my construction against the construction 
given in the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. [Applause.] 

Mr. COCKRAN. If the gentleman will allow me, I have not 
the egotism to confound myself with the House. I spoke of the 
House, not of myself. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, returning to the merit of the 
matter rather than to any exchange of witticism, in which I do 
not profess to be a match for the eloquent gentleman from New 
York, I desire to again state what is the actual proposition now 
confronting the House. If we are to permit the size of a problem 
or the evil in an existing state of affairs to make us disregard 
the powers that remain among the people in their State govern- 
ment, and to come to the National Government for aid, then 
the intelligent practical thing to do is to abolish the restrictions 
that now exist upon the national power, make our power as 
broad as the gentleman’s opinion of it is, so that we may consider 
not how to do a thing, but simply what we want to do. 

The point I wanted to make, and that I desire to emphasize, 
is that if the States do not use their power, then by not using 
it they will cease to have the capacity to use it, and as a result 
of that we will see a concentration and centralization such as 
the world never saw before. And in that connection it is a 
curious fact that the loudest advocates to-day for national con- 
trol are the same distinguished gentlemen whom the gentle- 
man from New York described in such glowing and accurate 
terms. They are the presidents of the life insurance companies 
themselves. 

Mr. COCKRAN. If the gentleman will allow me for a mo- 
ment, I do not like to interrupt so much 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield 
to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. COCKRAN. It will probably save the gentleman a great 
deal of trouble if I remind him that I have argued against 
Federal supervision. I have argued against Federal regulation. 
I have argued in favor of exercising the Federal power to 


remit life insurance to the control of each State, as savings 
banks are remitted to it now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. SHERLEY] has expired. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I hope the gentleman will be given addi- 
tional time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield to the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. SHERLEY. In response to the last suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from New York I can only say that as the law now 
stands the matter is entirely within the hands of the State, and 
was so expressly declared in Paul versus Virginia, and if we 
come into their domain we complicate the question instead of 
clarifying it. The gentleman makes quite a speech on the fact 
that the commissioner of New York, instead of investigating and 
exposing conditions there, has been one of the causes that per- 
mitted them to go undiscovered. I do not deny the accuracy of 
the statement, but if the gentleman is going to make a plea on 
the ground of the inefficiency of an individual officer, then he 
has destroyed all legislative and governmental activity. If the 
fact that that commissioner is a bad commissioner is sufficient 
ground for the State not to engage in any further investigation 
or regulation, what guaranty can the gentleman give that a 
commissioner of the United States Government will be any bet- 
ter official? 

Mr. COCKRAN. The gentleman must realize that I am op- 
posed to the creation of a United States commissioner and of 
everything with such an object in view. But will the gen- 
tleman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield 
to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes; for a question. I have only two or 
three minutes longer. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Then finish your remarks. 

Mr. SHERLEY. No; go ahead with your question. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I was going to ask the gentleman if his con- 
tention was that the present control by the States is what he 
desires to maintain? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Unquestionably. 

Mr. COCKRAN. And yet the present control by the States 
has produced these infamies? 

Mr. SHERLEY. No; the absence of control by the States 
has produced these conditions. 

Mr. COCKRAN. The absence of its exercise. I think the 
gentleman will not deny that the States have the control of the 
subject, if they choose to exercise it. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Oh, the gentleman uses the word “ control” 
in a double sense. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I will change it. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Of course, they have theoretical control, but 
they have not exercised control. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I merely wanted to get the statement of the 
gentleman before the House, so that we would all understand it. 
I will change the word from “control” to “jurisdiction.” I 
understand from the gentleman that he contends the proper 
remedy for these conditions is to maintain the existing State 
jurisdiction. Am I right in that? 

Mr. SHERLEY. With due apology, I think I can put my po- 
sition so that the House may understand it, even if the gentle- 
man from New York does not. I contend this, that it is proper 
for the States to exercise the functions that belong to them, 
among which would be the control of insurance. Whether that 
control should take the line that the gentleman suggests, of 
limiting the action of corporations to State lines, limiting their 
size, or what not, is a question of expediency about which now 
I do not profess to be able to answer. The point I make is 
this, that whenever you get to the position of saying that the 
State government is inefficient to handle a thing simply because 
it is big, and that therefore it must come to the National Gov- 
ernment, then you have struck at the very foundations of 
Anglo-Saxon government. You have by the disuse of a func- 
tion in the course of time created a condition where its use 
may not be possible, and you have produced a condition, in at- 
tempting to cure one evil, that will be infinitely worse. You 
will have a centralization of government that will be infinitely 
worse than anything this country has ever seen. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Now, may I put my question? Am I correct 
in assuming the gentleman’s contention is that the true way to 
remedy conditions is to maintain the present jurisdiction? Am 
I correct in that? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRAN. That is to say, the conditions which have 
produced this infamous state of affairs are the conditions that 
will cure it? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Oh, no; the gentleman is witty, but not 
accurate. The conditions that have produced this condition of 
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affairs have been the nonuse by the State of the powers that 
belong to it, and the cure of these conditions is the use by the 
State government of the powers that belong to it. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
has expired and the gentleman from Mississippi is recognized. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But, Mr. Chairman, did I not haye some 
time in my own right reserved? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, may I be recognized in my own 
time to yield to the gentleman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will answer the question put by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. He has reserved out of his own 
time fifteen minutes that he may occupy. The Chair asks the 
gentleman from Kentucky whether he proposes to speak in his 
own time? 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the Chair will so recognize me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky allow me a question? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes; a question. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman think 
that if the State of New York and the State of Pennsylvania 
were able to manage their own insurance affairs it would re- 
lieve the rest of the United States of this incubus? 

Mr. SHERLBY. I think there is power in the States to con- 
trol the entire situation. Now, it is plausible to say that inas- 
much as these corporations extend outside of the State line that 
you had better come to the National Government, whose juris- 
diction also extends beyond State lines. I say that is plausible. 
Of course it has its advantages, but the disadvantages will lie 
in the fact that by virtue of it you are taking the government 
away from the people; you are putting it where it will not have 
the effectiveness it would if the power remained at home. You 
are enabling these very people, who are so powerful—as the gen- 
tleman says, more powerful than any government now—to deal 
with one particular government, with one power, instead of 
having to deal with the governments of the various States. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I base my question on the as- 
sumption that about two-thirds of all the insurance done in the 
United States is written by companies in New York and Penn- 
Sylvania. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Of course, and when we create a condition 
of State morality that will not permit the organization of a cor- 
poration in a State for the purpose of preying upon the citizens 
of other States we will have solved one-half of the problems pre- 
sented to the American people. And until you do create a State 
sentiment that will give you proper laws in your State you can 
not solve the question by giving over the power of control to 
the National Goyernment. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, I am not sure that I under- 
stood the gentleman from Kentucky. I should be greatly obliged 
if he will make one or two points clear. Now, before the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee occupied his attention, I understood the 
gentleman from Kentucky to say that he believed in maintain- 
ing the present jurisdiction of the State upon this question of 
insurance. Under this jurisdiction the conditions of which we 
complain have arisen. Is not that so? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Oh, the gentleman from New York is too 
good a logician to expect me to answer a question—what might be 
termed almost a trick question. It is true that these conditions 
baye arisen where the States have had the jurisdiction they now 
have, but I said to the gentleman from New York that it was 
not because they had the jurisdiction; it was because they had 
not used the power that is given to them. 

Mr. COCKRAN. And now the gentleman’s remedy is to leave 
the State to pursue the same system of disuse of powers as they 
have heretofore? 

Mr. SHERLEY. No; but I haye a little more confidence, a 
little more faith, in the people than even the distinguished com- 
moner who has interrogated me. I believe under the lash of an 
aroused public opinion the State legislatures will awake to 
their duty and do their duty, and I do not want them to be 
checked in their newly awakened activity by the National Goy- 
ernment stepping into the domain. [Applause.] 

Mr. COCKRAN. Now, go a step further. If the gentleman’s 
anticipations are correct and the rosy picture he has drawn 
should be realized, his position would be unquestioned. But 
suppose he is disappointed. Suppose, two years from now, this 
investigation having ceased to be a nine days’ wonder and this 
house cleaning having resulted, as is not improbable, in mere 
substitution of new agents to carry on the same old practices, 
what, then, would be his conception of a remedy? 

Mr. SHERLEY. My position about that is my position about 
the great subject of government in general. Because I have 
seen the people fail, because I have seen abuse prosper, because 
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I have seen the wicked and the powerful flourish as the green 
bay tree, it has not made me believe less in the people, but only 
more. The day may be postponed, but the day is not going to be 
brought nearer by saying to the people, “ You must not use your 
power.” It is not going to be brought nearer by concentrating 
the power a long way from home. It is going to be brought 
nearer and made more certain by making the people realize 
that in their own hands, on their own heads, the sin and the 
saving lies. They must go to work themselves, and they must 
do it through their agencies at home. [Applause.] 

Mr. COCKRAN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. SHERLEY] if the power of the Federal Government is 
any less the power of the people than the power of the town, 
the power of the county, or the power of the State? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I shall answer the gentleman in this way, 
and when I have answered I shall not further detain the House 
by this dissertation between the two of us, because I remember 
the gentleman’s suggestion that I should not have the egotism to 
think that I constitute the House or that my private views and 
an explanation of them was the only matter of discussion. I 
will answer the gentleman in this way, that my conception of 
government, and the Democratic conception of government, has 
been, first, that that government which governs least governs 
best; second, that that government which stays closest home to 
the people is most democratic and less liable to abuse, less liable 
to get beyond control. It is easier for the people of the State of 
New York to know something of their State government than it is 
for them to know something of their National Government. It 
is easier for the people of Kentucky to know more about their 
State government than they do about the National Government. 
The fact that they do not know it is not a contradiction of my 
statement. They could know it. This I know, that when this 
country started on its career the State legislatures contained 
the ablest of men; that the time was when men resigned from the 
National Congress to take a seat in their State legislature. 
That may have been a false position, but it is not half so false 
a position as that which to-day makes your State legislature a 
disregardable body, and to which are sent men who are not 
capable of broad statecraft. And I say to you if there is any 
hope for the redemption of America, though the picture be as 
black as the gentleman has painted it, the hope lies in going 
back to the people and letting them learn the old lesson that 
they can not shirk responsibility, can not shift it off to another 
forum and expect relief; they must get it at home, and that 
thought was the cause of and excuse for my speech this morn- 
ing. [Applause.] 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. McMorran having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, sundry messages in 
writing from the President of the United States were com- 
municated to the House of Representatives by Mr. BARNES, one 
of his secretaries. 


DISTRIBUTION OF THE PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, it is great good fortune to 
have listened to two such addresses as we have heard to-day, 
one from the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY], contain- 
ing a clear analysis and sound and philosophical exposition of 
the status of this question in its relation to the Federal and the 
State governments—a statement of a lawyer, founded upon 
law, cool and clear; the other, an eloquent denunciation of 
wrong and vice and criminality in high place and an exposition 
of the underlying ethics, excelled by nothing that I have eyer 
heard upon this floor. The gentlemen from New York and from 
Kentucky agree in their conclusion, to wit, that the Federal 
Government has no jurisdiction over the subject-matter of in- 
surance. Now, Mr. Chairman, these speeches have been a pub- 
lic benefit, but they haye been to some extent a personal injury, 
because they have cut out from under me many of the things 
that I desired to say, because these gentlemen have said them 
better. I shall, however, begin by saying that I agree with the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] that what the Irish 
call “home rule” is, as a rule, the most honest rule. [Ap- 
plause.] It is honest for the reason that the men who are the 
“rulers,” so called, the men in whom power is lodged, are 
neighbors of the men who lodge it, personal acquaintances of 
theirs—their characters intimately known—and because they 
exercise the power under the eyes of their neighbors and friends, 
who can at interyals withdraw it. I believe in it in an ascend- 
ing scale, leaving power—in as far as can with safety be left— 
first to the individual, second to the family, third to the town, 
fourth to the county, fifth to the State, and sixth, and then 
only when the Constitution expressly or by necessary or obyi- 
ously proper intendment delegates it, to the Federal Govern- 
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ment. Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran] 
has correctly said that all the liberties of the English-speaking 
people were founded upon the assertion by the legislative body 


of the taxing power. That is true; and while he can argue 
by analogy to some extent between the British House of Com- 
mons and the American House of Representatives, he must 
remember the distinction between the two. While it is abso- 
Iutely true that the House of Commons exercised its taxing 
power for the strengthening and enforcement and execution of 
the power which it had—a legislative power—it is also true 
that the British House of Commons had an unlimited and 
original and inherent legislative power and therefore the exer- 
cise of the taxing power in order to execute that legislative 
power was totally a different and a larger thing than ought to 
be the exercise of the taxing power by the House of Representa- 
tives, which has only a limited power, a delegated power. 

Mr. Chairman, it can never happen that the power to tax can 
give jurisdiction over a subject-matter of taxation when dealing 
with the subject-matter is neither delegated to the General Gov- 
ernment nor prohibited to the States. You must first have the 
jurisdiction over the subject-matter. Then there follows, as the 
auxiliary or enforcing clause, the power to tax, not only to raise 
revenue, but, if actual need be, to enforce the power. If you 
have the power over the subject-matter, you may tax, not only 
to bring a revenue, but to execute the power, if that be an 
obviously proper or necessary means to the end of exercising 
the power. For example, if the Federal Government has the 
power to forbid certain things, it may forbid them by taxation, 
let us say. I do not think the di ed gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cockran] intended to leave the impression 
which he left upon the mind of the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. SHertey], to wit, that the Federal power had any specific, 
substantive power of taxation independently of all other powers 
granted or denied in the Constitution of the United States. 
The power to deal with the subject-matter must be there first. 
You ought never to form a nexus between a subject-matter over 
which you have no constitutional power and the Constitution 
itself by the assertion of it through the taxing power. Taxes are 
always means to an end, not in themselves an end. The end 
itself must be constitutional. 

Now, I am perfectly aware of the fact there is a little weight 
in the Supreme Court decisions that would seem to squint the 
other way if unstudied, but it amounts to nothing if studied. 
Here is the Supreme Court of the United States stating in effect 
that it would not undertake to investigate the motives of Con- 
gress when exercising the taxing power. In other words, it is 
a compliment to Congress, to the legislative body from a coor- 
dinate branch, stating that it would not attribute to it the bad 
motive of obtaining jurisdiction simply by the assertion of the 
taxing power. It takes for granted integrity of motive, intel- 
lectual integrity. Now, Mr. Chairman, there are two forms of 
centralization by the Federal Government, one of which I am 
afraid we can not help and the other one we can help, I think. 
That centralization which proceeds from the exercise of clearly 
delegated power is a form of centralization which, I fear, must go 
on. In so far as Congress has not already exercised to the full 
its clearly delegated power it will in the course of history 
exercise it. Nor is there anything undemocratic in maintaining 
in full integrity the expressly delegated powers of the General 
Government. Jefferson said as much. 

The other form of centralization, which is always vicious and 
an usurpation, is to assert Federal jurisdiction by a pretext, 
whether it be by the mere pretext of interstate commerce 
where no interstate commerce exists or whether it be by the 
pretext of the taxing power asserted as a connecting link with 
the trust that the court will not examine our motive; it is all 
the same; it is vicious and an usurpation. Now, let us come to 
this particular question, Mr. Chairman. The Supreme Court 
has spoken in this case and it has declared that insurance is 
not commerce of any sort and especially is it not interstate com- 
merce. That disposes of the question as to whether there is 
any jurisdiction under the rule in the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. To what committee it should go I myself am a 
little in doubt. My opinion was that it ought to have gone to 
the Committee on the Judiciary with instructions to investigate 
the jurisdictional power of the Federal Government and to 
report to this House, but the chairman of the Committee on the 
Judiciary not having made a fight for the jurisdiction and the 
committee making none, we are faced with the alternative of 
sending it to the Interstate and Foreign Commerce or the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do. 

Mr. MANN. Why can not you let it go without making any 


special reference of the resolution? Why not let it go according 
to the rules? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I was about to say along that line that 
perhaps the best of all references. would be to refer it to the. 
Committee of the Whole House and let it be thrashed out there 
and done with, but I have not the power to do that here. I am 
reduced to this alternative of advocating one of these motions 
or the other before the House, and if I offered the other motion 
to go to Committee of the Whole to be there disposed of it would 
be voted down simply because a Democrat had offered it. I 
think this ought not to be a partisan question in any sense 
whatsoever. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I have been informed there will be an 
amendment offered to send it to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary, and on the strength of that statement I declined myself to 
offer an amendment. I understand such an amendment will be 
offered by the gentleman from Maine from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If this motion is coupled with instructions 
to the committee to examine and ascertain if Congress has any 
jurisdiction over the subject-matter, it seems to me it would be 
the proper committee to which it should go. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. NORRIS. I want to say, in answer to the gentleman’s 
query about an amendment being submitted to refer it to the 
Judiciary Committee, that I have such an amendment in my 
pocket that has received the approbation of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD], who is expecting to be called away 
before we reach that point of the resolution, and I am going to 
offer it as soon as opportunity is presented. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Is it accompanied with instructions to the 
committee to report upon the question whether Congress has 
any jurisdiction—— 

Mr. NORRIS. No, sir; it refers the whole matter of insur- 
ance to the Judiciary Committee. Now, if the gentleman will 
permit a further interruption, I was endeavoring to get the 
floor in order to explain the situation all afternoon, but haye 
not been able to do so—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I can not yield now except for a question. 

Mr. NORRIS. As I understand, the Judiciary Committee 
have not taken an active part in it because they thought it 
would be perhaps out of place to ask that something should 
come to them, and they would rather the motion came from 
somebody else. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, if the gentleman will let me finish. 
If that motion is coupled with instructions to the Committee on 
the Judiciary to report to this House whether the Federal Goy- 
ernment has jurisdiction over the subject-matter, I shall indorse 
it, but if it is merely generally sent to the Judiciary Committee 
I do not see much advantage over sending it to that committee. 
There will arise the suspicion it was sent to the committee 
merely for the purpose of being smothered. There ougth to be 
a report upon the question of jurisdiction from whatever com- 
mittee it comes before, and the proper committee to determine 
a jurisdictional fact is the Judiciary Committee, and therefore 
there ought te be instructions to that effect if it goes to the 
Committee on Judiciary, and I hope the gentleman will amend 
the resolution by embodying such instructions. 

Mr. NORRIS. I wanted to suggest to the gentleman, if he 
will permit me, that I will have no objection to adding to the 
motion any instruction, as far as securing action is concerned 
from the Judiciary Committee. I would not want to instruct 
any specific action by way of bill or anything else, because I 
want to leave the committee perfectly free, so that they may 
give us their opinion, as a judiciary committee, as to what the 
proper course is, or whether we have any jurisdiction whatever. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, that the Members of 
the House may catch the reason for the distinction I have made, 
I will say that the Committee on the Judiciary has jurisdiction 
for the purpose of reporting to the House whether or not the 
Federal Government has jurisdiction. But, if they were to re- 
port to the House that the Federal Government did have juris- 
diction, then the Judiciary Committee would not be the proper 
committee to deal with the subject-matter, because that would 
depend upon what ground they placed the constitutional juris- 
diction of the Federal Government. If they placed it, for exam- 
ple, on the ground that it was interstate commerce, then the mat- 
ter would go to that committee; if they would place it upon the 
ground that the exercise of the taxing power made a jurisdic- 
tion—an inconceivable thing for a lawyer to do—then it would 
go to the Committee on Ways and Means; if they said the Fed- 
eral Government had no jurisdiction at all, then that would 
settle the matter. That is the reason why I would not vote for 
a general committal to the Judiciary Committee, while I would 
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vote for a committal to the Judiciary Committee with instruc- 
tions to report upon our jurisdiction. Now, let me proceed. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Does not the itself submit the 
question to the House simply? I find on page 16 the following: 

peat my previous recommendation that the Congress should also 
consider whether the Federal Government has any power or owes any 
duty with respect to domestic transactions in insurance of an inter- 
state character. 

Is not the question submitted by the message, whether or not 
we have the power, and would a simple reference be a reference 
of that question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It would not. Unless it is a committal re- 
quiring investigation and report on the question of jurisdic- 
tion, then it is a committal for legislation as well. The Presi- 
dent is no lawyer, I will say, in answer further to the gentle- 
man. He admits that he is not. That is one of the things 
which he is not, which is accompanied by an omission on his 
part to that effect. There are not many things of that sort. 
[Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, to go further in connection with this tax- 
ing power nexus between the subject-matter and the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, just suppose you could have jurisdic- 
tion over any possible subject-matter simply because you had 
the power of taxation, where would it stop? Why, it would be 
a blanket clause that would cover everything. Congress might 
to-morrow pass an act ordaining a direct tax upon lands and 
apportioning it between the States, and then, incidental to the 
power of taxation (if any power is to be exercised as inci- 
dental to taxation, when really taxation is itself only inciden- 
tal to other and substantive powers, or itself substantive only 
to raise a revenue), the Congress could go on and in the same 
act enact the Henry George system of single tax. It could do 
anything, I do not care what. It could to-morrow tax barrels, 
and then it could legislate that the barrel should hold only 
much, or should not hold less than so much, or should have so 
many hoops, or should contain nothing but water. The minute 
that gentlemen, on this side of the Chamber especially, ever 
surrender the idea that the taxing power can make a nexus 
between the subject-matter and the Constitution where no other 
nexus exists, then we have surrendered to federalism, and 
we might as well go out of business, because we as a party 
would have no right whatsoever to exist. [Applause on the 
Democratie side.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to talk a little about the subject- 
matter, although my friends from New York and Kentucky have 
left me no opportunity to grow eloquent upon the crimes and 
abuses of the present conditions, nor the advantages of preserv- 
ing inviolate the reserved rights of the States as the sheet 
anchor of individuality and local self-government. 

Mr. HEPBURN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Cocks in the chair). Does the gentle- 
man from Mississippi yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN]? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. : 

4 Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me an interrup- 
on? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman from Mississippi has already 
spoken with relation to the taxing power and to the power that 
might be exercised under the commerce clause of the Constitu- 
tion. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran] has sug- 
gested that there is another power, lodged in the fourth section 
of the fourth article of the Constitution, that each State shall be 
guaranteed a republican form of government. Will the gentle- 
man, before he leaves this branch of the subject, give us his 
views as to the power that the Government of the United States 
may have to control an insurance company through its un- 
doubted power to secure to a State a republican form of govern- 
ment? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will reply by saying that a republican 
form of government does not mean an honest government or 
incorrupt government, as all of us have ascertained in these 
latter days, and that the constitutional guaranty of a repub- 
lican form of government is not a guaranty of honest admin- 
istration of government. It is a high tribute to my friend from 
New York, his morals and his high ideals of republican govern- 
ment, that he should have led to an unconscious confusion of 
the two in that matter. There are a great many sorts of repub- 
lican governments. Historically we find that there have been 
democratic republican governments like that of Athens, aristo- 
cratic republican governments like that of Sparta, plutocratic 
republican governments like that of Venice, and a mixed-up re- 
publican government like that we have—a republic of lesser 
republics, with two different sets of republican governments 
working; along different lines with the power of the people 


over both checked—materially blocked in the Federal Gov- 
ernment—by the Senate, and checked by the absolute veto of 
the Executive, neither of which is consistent with a pure de- 
mocracy, but both quite consistent with a republican form of 
government. Undoubtedly what our forefathers meant by the 
phrase was a government of law and not a government of one- 
man power—a monarchy, or any arbitrary government—a gov- 
ernment in which the people, or at least those of them - com- 
petent for governing, should be the source of power and law, 
the form of its expression. They had just come out from under 
the Monarchy of England. 

Mr. COCKRAN. If the gentleman will permit me, I did not 
discuss the corruption of the Government in regard to that. 
The point I made was about a trust where the parties to the 
trust could not scrutinize the methods of administration, and 
a fund which must grow, without any possibility of distribu- 
tion, were both elements in conflict with the judicial system 
established by every State and inconsistent with the security of 
republican government, which had nothing to do with its 


growth. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let me state what I understand by cor- 
ruption, because your supposition involves necessarily a pre- 
sumption of corruption controlling or annulling government of 
the people. It presumes the case of one man, or a few men, who 
had immense amounts of money, enough to buy everything, 
that the people themselves had lost their vote and their voting 
power because that one man or that one corporation controlled 
everything and voted everybody by influencing or buying the 
voters, or else by influencing or buying legislators, judges, or 
juries. That would undoubtedly be corruption, but it would 
be corruption under “a republican form of government.” The 
republican governmental spirit might have departed, true 
enough. If there were any law that gave that man or corpora- 
tion the sole power, that would not be a republican form of 
government; that would simply be a corrupt monarchical form 
of government. If you let the State of New York alone; if you 
leave it to itself; if you carry the government right to the 
door of her people and let them alone, they will root up and 
eradicate this evil. They won’t have it long. Where you carry 
responsibility you give experience, and where experience is 
gained you find ability, and with both you haye watchfulness, 
and with watchfulness virtue, courage, and honesty. That 
has always been the case. [Loud applause.] 

I have forgotten who it was, perhaps it was Lord Macaulay, 
who said you can not teach your child how to walk by never 
allowing it to walk; you ean not teach it to walk by always 
making it crawl; and you can not teach a State government 
fully how to grapple with vice and fraud and cunning greed 
unless you allow it to exercise the power of attacking and 
fighting them. They have got it now. Do not deceive them 
into the belief that the Federal Government alone has it 
or even concurrently has it. I wish to God they were untram- 
meled by Federal power to attack and uproot all these trusts. 
In regard to all these trusts, would that we could let the States 
at them. If you could let the State at the trusts they would not 
long exist. What protects the trusts is the shield of the inter- 
state clause of the Federal Constitution and consequent judicial 
injunction. They would not have undertaken to do the things 
they do if it were not for the fact they are protected by the 
existence of the interstate- commerce clause of the Constitution 
of the United States. [Loud applause.] There would not be 
one now in Texas, in Arkansas, in Mississippi but for the consti- 
tutional inhibition on the action of the State. I thank God that 
there is no constitutional power now in the Federal Government 
dealing with insurance iniquities, because if there were I know 
the iniquities would last forever. [Renewed applause.] 

Let the State governments loose at insurance officials; let 
Jerome begin a prosecution against them in New York and put 
them in the penitentiary. I believe he will do it. I know he 
can do it. He could put them in the penitentiary for a malver- 
sation of trust funds, or embezzlement of what did not belong 
to them. The single act of contributing $50,000 to the Repub- 
lican campaign fund, not of their own money, but money of the 
widows and orphans, the trustees for whom they act, would lay 
them liable to criminal indictment and send them to the peni- 
tentiary in most States, and I suppose would in the State of 
New York. I will tell you what is the matter. It is not law. 
It is public opinion, commercialized and pregnant with condona- 
tion of the crimes of “ high finance.” If Tom Jones is a corrupt 
State examiner, he would still be a corrupt Federal examiner; 
and if Tom Jones is an incorruptible man as a Federal ex- 
aminer he would still be an honest man as a State examiner. 

The nearer Tom Jones is to the people the nearer their knowl- 
edge of him, whether he be honest or dishonest, bought or un- 
bought. The more indirect their control of his getting in or 
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toppling out the more apt is he to surrender to the temptations 
of those ever ready to offer temptation. 

As the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garnes] said yester- 
day, and he said it well, law does not make an honest man; 
God makes honest men. And when you take it in the broad and 
the proper sense it is true. Heredity and environment, the in- 
strumentalities through which God works, do make honest men. 
You have got to have the right environment. Public opinion in 
administrative and financial circles is his environment; and the 
trouble is with public opinion itself. The trouble is with the 
American people. Down at the bottom of our hearts, God help 
us. nearly all of us somewhat respect and enyy a fellow who 
has “financed” a half million dollars. We are like Thack- 
eray’s snob was about the nobility when he exclaimed, “I 
dearly love a lord.” The poor devil to whom the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cockran] referred, or some poor darky in 
striped clothes who had stolen over $25 worth of something to 
eat and been condemned to the penitentiary, you shrink from as 
he passes you in his convict suit, drawing your skirt aside be- 
cause you do not want him to touch the hem of your garment; 
and yet if you are invited to-day—the membership of this 
House, and I take this House because it is the average of the 
American people, not a bit worse and perhaps a little bit better— 
if every Member of this House to-night should receive an invita- 
tion to dine with McCurdy or with McCall nine-tenths of you 
would cynically say: “Is the wine good? Does he roast his 
ducks well?” And you would go, the most of you. A great 
power of social regeneration and moral regeneration in the 
world, one which your ancestors always exercised, you do not 
exercise these days. Social ostracism is that power. That is 
the refusal to associate with men who are not honest. [Ap- 
plause. } 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi introduce a resolution—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi introduce a resolution in the last Congress calling on the 
Attorney-General to prosecute the defendants in the merger 
case, all of whom were millionaires? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Les; and also the anthracite-coal barons, 
who were in partnership with the railroads, contrary to the laws 
of Pennsylvania and of the United States. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Were any of them indicted? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have not heard of it if they were. Now, 
to go ahead, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SIMS. Is it any more immoral for the president of a cor- 
poration to contribute to funds for political purposes than it is 
for the campaign committee that solicits those funds to receive 
them? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, it is; because morals are a matter of 
how people feel—it is a subjective question to a large extent. 
When a man goes and solicits a campaign contribution it is on 
a slightly different plane. Theoretically and technically there 
is no difference, but practically, of course, you and I know that 
there is a difference. But I say this: If I was a guardian to- 
day of three or four helpless children, holding in trust for them 
a sacred fund which I was instructed by their father to hold 
together until a certain time and then distribute, with its accu- 
mulation, and if I were to take $10,000 out of that fund and 
give it to the Democratic State or national committee, there could 
not be found eighteen men on a grand jury, there could not be 
found twelve men upon a petit jury, who would not say that I 
was a thief, and they would render a right verdict. [Applause.] 
Why, the man who solicited the money may not have known 
whence it was coming. I would not have asked Mr. McCall for 
a contribution to the Democratic fund, but if I had done it and 
Mr. McCall had given it to me, I would have taken it for 
granted not that he was stealing it, but that it was his own 
money. 

Mr SIMS. Does not that presuppose that the national com- 
mittees who solicit the funds from those officers imagine that 
they were getting these large contributions from them as indi- 
viduals, and is that a supposable case? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not know, because I suppose they may 
haye gotten at some time or another a larger contribution from 
some individual who was giving his own money. I know that 
in past times I haye heard that one great Republican, now dead, 
gave to the Republican campaign fund a sum larger than $50,000, 
and these people might have thought that this was being given 
in that way. 

Mr. SIMS. Is it not a remarkable coincidence—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. McCall was exceedingly wealthy; McCurdy 

was exceedingly wealthy, or supposed to be, and, besides that, all 
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of his nephews, his cousins, and his aunts, and all the balance of 
the family, were drawing immense salaries from his company, 
and it may have been supposed that these were individual con- 
tributions. Anyhow, I do not want to inject that. I only want 
to go as far as I can go upon a certainty of facts. Mr. McCall 
knew it was not his money; Mr. McCurdy knew it was not his 
money, no matter who else did or did not know it. He knew he 
was taking money from a trust fund. He knew he was doing 
an act no higher and no more moral than mine would be if I 
had put my hands into a safe and taken out the money belong- 
ing to a sacred trust fund placed in my hands by a father to be 
kept together for his children. They knew they were taking and 
giving away that which was not theirs, but mine and yours and 
our children’s. And that is not all. They knew when they put 
their hands into this fund for the purpose of pensioning all their 
cousins and brothers and brothers-in-law and nephews that they 
were doing what they ought not to have done. They may not 
have been stealing. It was not that; but it was the abuse of a 
trust, a misappropriation of a fund; and there is some remedy 
for that, too, somewhere in the world. There is under the Mis- 
sissippi statute and there must be in New York. 

Now, my friends, I decline to believe that the people of New 
York are corrupt. My friend from New York asked the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky if the present jurisdiction has led to 
the present results, what right did he have to expect any im- 
provement. That was the substance of his question. The 
answer seemed to me perfectly simple. Every great piece of 
remedial legislation that ever existed in the world has come 
about after the revelation of some great abuse. It is one of 
God's laws that abuses breed remedies. Why, every remedy 
that has ever come in the physician’s practice even, comes 
about generally after some great trouble with some great dis- 
ease—trouble directing the attention of all the doctors in the 
world to that particular question. The great smallpox epi- 
demics on the continent of Europe led to the discovery first of 
inoculation and afterwards to vaccination. The annual recur- 
rences of yellow fever at Habana, and its danger to us when 
we went down to take possession, directed the intelligence of 
scientific men to that particular question, and led to the dis- 
covery of the fact that the mosquito was the sole cause of yel- 
low fever epidemic, if not the sole cause of yellow fever itself. 
And so when you discover a great abuse like this, and when, 
incidentally, you discover it running all through what they 
call “ high finance,” then you awaken every man of intelligence 
to discern and every man of honesty to execute to the observa- 
tion and consideration of that particular question and to the 
attempt to find a cure for it. You will not find anything like 
that in the State of Mississippi, because ours is a home govern- 
ment of a plain people, leading not a strenuous but a simple life. 
The environment is different. 

Mr. SIMS. I would like to ask the gentleman if he thinks 
that when a man receives a check drawn upon the funds of the 
insurance company he ought not to know that it is the insurance 
company’s funds? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; he may not know it always, because 
the man signing the check may have money on deposit with the 
insurance company. I do not want to go into that. I only 
want to go as far as we can without any possible fear of con- 
tradiction. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to ask the gentleman from Mississippi a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. I understood the gentleman 
from Mississippi to state that the only medium of protection 
now existing between the law officers of the various States of 
the Union and the American people and trusts was the inter- 
state commerce clause of the Constitution. Will the gentleman 
not admit that embezzlement and conspiracy—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I did not say that that was the only one. 
I said that with that out of the way we could get rid of them. 
There are two others, railroad rebates and the tariff law. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. You are not discussing those 
now. The gentleman will admit that embezzlement and con- 
spiracy are both common law and statutory offenses. The 
punishment of both lies with the courts of original jurisdiction 
in the city and county of New York. All the courts of original 
jurisdiction in that city and county, I, believe, are under the 
control of the party which the gentleman from Mississippi so 
ably represents on the floor of this House. I ask the gentleman 
if that is true? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman will let me 
finish my question—if that is true, what power is there in exist- 
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ence in New York or elsewhere to prevent the courts of that 
county from punishing the. very crimes which the gentleman 
mentions? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, there is nothing to prevent 
it, and they are going to be punished. The State examiners 
in New York, who for years refused to report this iniquitous 
state of affairs, were Republicans. Mr. Jerome, who can prose- 
cute, is an independent. He is an honest man and will prose- 
cute., If Jim Osborne had been elected he too, an honest man, 
would have prosecuted. Oh, what a fall there is, my country- 
men, from the discussion of a great, broad, public question to 
a partisan fling in the shape of a question like this, to which I 
might make return in kind if I wished to. I believe the gentle- 
man is from Pennsylvania. Is he also from the city of Phila- 
delphia? 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. I hope that the gentleman 
from Mississippi is not under the impression that exists in 
some places in Pennsylvania, that the Commonwealth is com- 
posed exclusively of the city of Philadelphia. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; the gentleman from Mississippi is not, 
but the gentleman from Mississippi is under the impression that 
prevails in many parts of this country that the absolute Repub- 
licanism of the State of Pennsylvania has been very largely due 
to the sardine-packed condition of things in the city of Phila- 
delphia [laughter]; and when the gentleman stoops from the 
great dignity of this debate to ask whether I am a member of 
the party which will fail in New York City, in his opinion, to 
prosecute, and which did not, by the way, elect its district attor- 
ney this last time—when the gentleman stoops to that I have a 
perfect right to ask him if he is not from the same State and of 
the sanie party of the notorious Philadelphia stenches now in 
the nostrils of all men, that have surpassed in gravity of odor 
anything in the history of Boss Tweed, or anybody else that 
ever wore the uniform or bore the name of Democrat in New 
York City, so that these old characters are all farthing rush- 
lights of corruption when contrasted with the great sun of the 
recent reeking rottenness of Republican Philadelphia. [Ap- 
plause and laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have been betrayed out of the line of 
my argument, and to get back to it would be of itself a diversion, 
so I believe I shall thank the House for its attention and sit 
powa [Applause and laughter.] I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Seyeral MEMBERS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. Norris]. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, it has been suggested that 
the committee rise at this time and that we adjourn until to- 
morrow. I have no objection to that, reserving my right to 
the floor. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. BUTLER Of Penn- 
sylvania, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that that committee had had under 
consideration House resolution 42 and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 

CANADIAN ELECTRIC-LIGHT COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Con a rt by 
the Secretary of State, submitting a claim of the Canadian Biectric- 
Light Company, of Levis, Quebec, on account of dama caused by the 
U. S. S. Esses to the company's cable on July 17, 1908. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tun Warre House, December 15, 1905. 


SAMOAN CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of State concernin 
this Government's obligation to pay to that of Germany the sum o 

20,000 under the convention between the United States, Germany, and 
reat Britain for the settlement of Samoan claims, signed at Washing- 


ton on November 7, 1899. 
should be taken to discharge this conventional obli- 


Prompt action 
gation. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 


THE Warre House, December 15, 1905. 
COMPAGNIE FRANÇAIS DE CABLES TÉLÉGRAPHIQUES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the ac- 


companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, a report by 


the 8 of State, resubmitting a claim of the Compagnie Francaise 
des Cables e for damages done to their cables by United 
States’ military and naval authorities during the Spanish-American war. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tus Warre House, December 15, 1905. f 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. WATCHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 299. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Columbia River by the Portland and Seattle Rail- 
way Company. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appro- 
priate committee, as indicated below: 

An act (S. 1169) for the refund of certain tonnage duties— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
: By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
ows: 

To Mr. Stevens of Minnesota, for five days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to extend in the RECORD 
some remarks which I made this afternoon on the subject of 
insurance, while in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks leave to 
extend his remarks in the Rxconb. Is there objection? : 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ADJOURNMENT. uw 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. - 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 
45 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, at 12 
o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
H. L. Briscoe, heir of estate of Maria Shirley, against the United 
ret Be the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
print 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy submitting an estimate of deficiency in appropriation for 
the Navy and Marine Corps—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Auditor for the 
War Department submitting a recommendation for reappropria- 
tion for payments of amounts for arrears of pay and allowances 
on account of the services of officers and men in the war with 
a the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
prin 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy submitting an estimate of deficiency appropriation for 
medals for officers and men of the Navy and Marine Corps in 
the war with Spain—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Attorney-General 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for the Department of 
asi eB the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
prin 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the President of the Republic of Ecuador thanking 
Congress for admitting Frutos Tomas Plaza to the Military 
Academy as a cadet—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, a draft of a bill to-punish persons who obtain 
or attempt to obtain fraudulently the title to public lands—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
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a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, a draft of a bill to authorize certain officers to 
administer oaths and compel disclosures—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
with a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, a draft of a bill to provide for punishment 
of special agents for embezzlement—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
with a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, a draft of a bill to amend the law relating 
to the compulsory attendance of witnesses before registers and 
receivers of the Land Office—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
with a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, a draft of a bill to abolish the office of 
receivers of public money for land districts—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
with a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, a draft of a bill for the repeal of the 
soldiers’ additional homestead law—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
with a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, a draft of a bill to provide for the pun- 
ishment of special agents for extortion—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
with a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, a draft of a bill to amend the law relating 
to perjury—to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the 
Interior submitting an estimate of appropriations for the es- 
tablishment of demonstration farms in connection with the 
yarious reclamation projects—to the Committee on Agriculture, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting statements 
of expenditures, and of arms, etc., fabricated and repaired at 
the Springfield Armory and Rock Island Arsenal during the 
year ended June 30, 1905—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Humboldt Bay, California—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of North- 
east River, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a draft of a 
bill for increasing the efficiency of the Medical Corps of the 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Delaware River at Philadelphia, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, recommending legisla- 
tion to enable Maj. Cassius E. Gillette to enter the service of 
the city of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a fa- 
yorable recommendation, a draft of proposed legislation to ac- 
quire a new roadway to the Chalmette National Cemetery, 
Louisiana—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
report of the disbursements in aid of colleges of agriculture and 
the mechanic arts—to the Committee on Agriculture, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memori- 
als of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: - 

By Mr. LEGARE: A bill (H. R. 8410) to authorize the 
Charleston Light and Water Company to construct and main- 
tain a dam across Goose Creek,-in Berkeley County, in the State 
of South Carolina—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8411) providing for the length of service 
and date of retirement of clerks to pay officers of the Navy— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H. R. 8412) to regulate the prac- 
tice in criminal cases in the United States district and circuit 
courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 8413) for the improvement 
of Elk River, in Tennessee—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bin (H. R. 8414) to supplement and 
amend the act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved 
February 4, 1887, and the acts amendatory thereof—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 8415) providing for an 
addition to the public building at Utica, N. Y.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WALDO: A bill (H. R. 8416) for a survey of the 
waters of New York Harbor opposite Bay Ridge—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 8417) to fix the compensa- 
tion of light-house keepers and to provide for their retirement 
ou half pay—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8418) making provision for a memorial to 
Matthew Fontaine Maury—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8419) to pension civil employees of the 
Government navy-yards when injured in the performance of 
duty to such an extent as to be incapacitated to earn a living— 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 8420) for the 
erection of a public building at Marion, Ind.—to the e 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8421) to — 
porate the Economic Heating and Refrigerating Company, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8422) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to regulate the immigration of 
aliens into the United States,” approved March 3, 1903—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8423) to amend the immigration laws of 
the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 8424) to prevent the fraudu- 
lent naturalization of aliens—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8425) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
regulate the immigration of aliens into the United States ”—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania; A bill (H. R. 8426) pro- 
viding for changing the title of warrant machinist, United States 
Nayy, to machinist, for the promotion of machinists after six 
years from date of warrant, according to law governing the pro- 
motion of other warrant officers, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8427) relating to the pay of mates in the 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 8428) to regulate the construc- 
tion of dams across navigable waters—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8429) to amend an 
act entitled “An act appropriating the receipts from the sale and 
disposal of public lands in certain States and Territories to the 
construction of irrigation works for the reclamation of arid 
lands ”—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8430) amending 
section 61 of an act entitled “An act to reduce taxation, to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved August 27, 1894, and repealing internal-revenue tax on 
potato alcohol used in the arts or in medicinal compounds and 
for light, fuel, and power purposes—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8431) granting to the State of Washington 
50,000 acres of land to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and 
maintenance of the Washington State Soldiers and Sailors’ 
Home, at Orting, Wash.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8432) to establish a fish-hatching and fish 
station in Yakima County, in the State of Washington—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 8433) to repeal section 38 
of an act entitled “An act to increase the efficiency of the per- 
manent military establishment of the United States,” approved 
February 2, 1901, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 8434) for the extension and 
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improvement of Massachusetts avenue to Western avenue NW., 
pen of Columbia—to the Committee on tlie District of Co- 
umbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8435) for the opening of Fessenden street 
NW., District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
‘of Columbia, 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 8436) to erect a monument in 
memory of the Union soldiers who are interred in the national 
cemetery at Fort Scott, Kans.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8487) to encourage 
and promote commerce among the States and with foreign na- 
tions, and to remove obstructions thereto—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. * 

By Mr. FRENCH (by request): A bill (H. R. 8438) to in- 
crease the saloon license in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 8489) to amend “ An act ap- 
propriating the receipts from the sale and disposal of public 
lands in certain States and Territories to the construction of 
irrigation works for the reclamation of arid lands,” approved 
June 17, 1902—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8440) granting 5 per cent of 
the land sales on military land warrants to the public-land 
States—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8441) to author- 
ize the Mobile Railway and Dock Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge or viaduct across the water between the end 
of Cedar Point and Dauphin Island—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 8442) permitting the building of 
a dam across the Rock River at Grand Detour, Ill.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 8443) for establishing a 
light vessel off Nantucket Shoals, Massachusetts—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 8444) providing for the 
recoinage of abraded and uncurrent silver dollars into sub- 
sidiary coins—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8445) to 
encourage private salmon hatcheries in Alaska—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8446) 
to increase the salaries of rural free-delivery carriers of mail— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 8447) to increase pen- 
sion for total deafness—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 8448) to establish a fish- 
culture station in the State of Ohio—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8449) to acquire certain ground in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for a Government reservation—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 8450) to regulate postage 
on pension vouchers and communications relating thereto, and 
to amend section 4764 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8451) 
to establish a fish hatchery and fish station in the State of 
South Carolina—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8452) repealing 
an act entitled “An act to extend the time for presenting claims 
for additional bounties,” and its amendments and extensions, so 
far as they limit the time for presenting claims for additional 
bounties granted to soldiers by the twelfth and thirteenth sec- 
tions of the act of July 28, 1866—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 8453) to establish and create 
the Department of Highways—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 8454) to increase 
the limit of cost of a public building at the city of Gainesville, in 
the State of Florida, and to authorize the erection and com- 
pletion of such building—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

' By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8455) 
providing for the erection of a public building at the city of 
Aiken, S. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8456) establishing regular terms of the 
United States circuit and district courts at Aiken, S. C.—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 8457) to set aside 
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certain Federal revenues for the Territory of Hawaii, and for 
other purposes —to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 8458) to establish a court 
of patent appeals, and for other purposes to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8459) to 
regulate the immigration of aliens into the United States—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 8460) to amend the immi- 
gration laws and regulations approved March 3, 1903, entitled 
“An act to regulate the immigration of aliens into the United 
States ”—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DEXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 8461) to amend 
chapter 1495, Statutes of the United States, entitled “An act 
for the survey and allotment of lands now embraced within 
the limits of the Flathead Indian Reservation, in the State of 
Montana, and the sale and disposal of all surplus lands after 
allotment,” as amended by section 9 of chapter 1479, Revised 
Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 8462) to amend section 1 of 
chapter 538 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 8463) for the erection of a Fed- 
eral building for the United States courts and other Government 
offices at Greenwood, Greenwood County, S. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 8464) prohibiting the issuing 
of special-tax stamps to retail and wholesale dealers in liquors 
in prohibition districts—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8465) requiring collectors of internal reve- 
nue to give information in certain cases—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8466) 
to provide for the erection of a public building at the city of 
Beaufort, S. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts (by request): A bill 
(H. R. 8467) providing for certain changes in the pension laws 
relating to the time of paying pensions—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8468) establishing an 
additional recording district in Indian Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 8469) to extend the pro- 
visions of section 21 of the act of July 24, 1897, to the produce 
of the forests of Minnesota—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8470) to extend the provisions of section 
21 of the act of July 24, 1897, to the produce of the forests of 
Minnesota—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 8471) to provide for the 
education of the blind—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8472) to fix and regulate 
the salaries of teachers, school officers, and other employees of 
the board of education of the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 8473) to authorize the re- 
covery of the value of unlawful rebates and discriminations and 
penalty therefor, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 49) to 
amend the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act 
approved February 3, 1905, relating to the contingent fund of 
the House—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 50) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution to authorize the 
United States to insure the lives of citizens thereof—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 12) 
fixing the time for the adjournment of Congress from December 
21, 1905, to January 4, 1906—to the Committee on Ways ‘and 
Means. 

By Mr. MANN: A resolution (H. Res. 99) providing a ste- 
nographer for the journal clerk—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8474) to cor- 
rect the military record of Daniel Graeher—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 8475) granting a pension to 
John F. Tathem—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8476) for the relief of Mrs. R. N. Pharr 
and Mrs. H. B. Faut—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 8477) granting an increase of 
pension to Fannie L. Edgerton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 8478) for the relief of Joshua 
T. Reynolds—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8479) granting a pension to Nellie A. 
Batchelder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 8480) granting an increase 
of pension to Laura C. De Vane—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BARCUFELD: A bill (H. R. 8481) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Richard Callaghan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 8482) for the relief of 
the estate of John W. Gregory, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8483) for the relief of the Masonic 
lodge of Bexar, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8484) for the relief of Ransom Day— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8485) for the relief of Thomas J. Naugher, 
jr., administrator of Thomas J. Naugher, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8486) for the relief of the surviving heirs 
of Isaac Hulse, deceased—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8487) for the relief of the heirs of Davis 
Knight, of Fayette County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8488) for the relief of Dora Terrell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8489) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
McWhirter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8490) granting a pension to Janie Atnip— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8491) granting a pension to Oliver Owen 
Ball—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8492) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin V. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8493) granting an increase of pension to 
Sallie F. Sheftield—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8494) granting an increase of pension to 
David A. Jones—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8495) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of Hardin P. 
Cochrane, Louisa Cochrane, and William G. Cochrane—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8496) for the 
relief of W. J. Meadows—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8497) for the relief of Travis Stull— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8498) for the relief of Delilah Dobbins— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8499) for the relief of James R. Penning- 
ton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8500) for the relief of Thomas Columbia— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8501) for the relief of Francis McGuire— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8502) for the relief of W. J. Flanery, jr.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8503) granting an increase of pension to 
David C. May—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8504) granting a pension to James H. 
Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8505) granting a pension to James T. Hol- 
comb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8506) granting a pension to Andrew E. 
York—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8507) granting an increase of pension to 
Kate Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8508) granting an increase of pension 
James S. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8509) granting an increase of pension 
Horace Applegate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8510) granting an increase of pension 
William Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8511) granting an increase of pension 
John C. Bierly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8512) granting an increase of pension 
Jennie Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8513) granting an increase of pension to 
William Warden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8514) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan Hardin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8515) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamine Puckett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8516) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Cordell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8517) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8518) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Meadows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8519) granting an increase of pension to 
John E. Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8520) granting an increase of pension to 
Alffed F. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8521) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew W. Grimes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8522) granting an increase of pension to 
Byron Rudy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8523) granting an increase of pension to 
David S. Trumbo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 8524) to correct the naval 
record of John Rohrer—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8525) re- 
moving the charge of desertion against the name of John Thomp- 
son—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8526) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. 
Schultz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. $527) for 
the relief of George Rushberger—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8528) for the relief of Pacific Pearl Mullett, 
administratrix of the estate of the late Alfred B. Mullett—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8529) for the relief of Pay Inspector E. B. 
Rogers, United States Navy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURGESS: A bill (H. R. 8530) granting a pension to 
Benjamin Q. Ward—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8531) granting a pension to John Calhoun 
Greathouse—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 8532) granting an increase 
of pension to Retta M. Fairbanks—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8533) for the relief of Alfred H. Rose—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 8534) for the relief of 
e estate of William Burgess—to the Committee on War 

aims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8535) for the relief of Onesiphor Dela- 
houssaye, sr., of St. Martin Parish, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8536) for the relief of E. H. Flory—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8537) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph 
Piernas, deceased—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8538) for the relief of the estate of Louisa 
Breaux, deceased, late of Lafayette, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8539) to fix the grade on the retired list of 
Col. James W. Powell, United States Army—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8540) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Spencer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 8541) granting an increase 
of pension to E. H. Pinney—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8542) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam Rose Proctor—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 8543) granting an increase 
of pension to Orville S. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8544) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles R. Korn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COCKS: A bill (H. R. 8545) for relief of Gottlob 
Schlecht and heirs and legal representatives of William Bind- 
hammer and Valentine Brasch—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8546) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Dixon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8547) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Madison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8548) for the relief of the estate of Benja- 
min H. Howell, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8549) for the relief of the estate of Eliza- 
beth Howell, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8550) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Bierer—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8551) granting 
2 pension to Jane K. Hall to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
slons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8552) granting an increase of pension to 
Elisha G. Horton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 8553) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas E. Aylesworth—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8554) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. P. Shannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 8555) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of James Baldwin—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 8556) granting an increase 
of pension to Ethan Blodgett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DALE: A bill (H. R. 8557) granting an increase of 
pension to Cornelius W. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 8558) granting an increase 
of pension to Elias Riegle—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8559) granting an increase of pension to 
Mahlon L. Angle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8560) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Sanderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8561) granting an increase of pension to 
Comfort M. Slawson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8562) granting an increase of pension 
William Ostermann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8563) granting an increase of pension 
William H. Hays—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8564) granting an increase of pension 
Edward Creech—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8565) granting an increase of pension 
Andrew La Forge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8566) granting an increase of pension 
Margaret C. De Cow—to the Committee on Invalid Pénsions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8567) granting an increase of pension 
Ephraim A. Bard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 8568) for 
the relief of Samuel L. Landers—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8569) granting a pension to Oscar F. 
Renick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8570) granting an increase of pension to 
William Conoway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8571) granting an increase of 
pension to Sarah J. Drummond—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 8572) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the naval record William Berry—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8573) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel C. Callon—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8574) granting a pension to Elymas F. 
Wilkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 8575) for the relief of 
Justus M. Curtis, of Monroe, W. Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 8576) granting an increase 
of pension to Martin Funk—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8577) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Robins—to the Committee on Invaild Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8578) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin G. Mattern—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8579) granting an increase of ‘pension to 
Joseph S. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8580) granting an increase of pension to 
W. W. Watson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8581) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaiah Coplin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 8582) to correct the record of 
Joseph Clark—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8583) to correct the record of William T. 
Mefford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 8584) granting an increase 
of pension to John Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8585) granting an increase of pension to 
Arthur McGuigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 8586) granting an increase of 
pension to Milton J. Timmons—to the Committee on Invalid 
Penstons. 
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By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 8587) granting an increase 
of pension to William J. Mull—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8588) granting an increase of pension to 
Ezra Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8589) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael W. Hoerauf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8590) granting 
a pension to Albert E. Lackey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8591) granting a pension to Della 8. 
Easton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8592) granting a pension to Joseph 
Brandle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8593) granting a pension to Rutherford M. 
Beetley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8594) to 
remove the charge of desertion standing against the name of 
Thomas Rainey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8595) granting a pension to Oscar J. 
Bigelow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 8596) granting an . 
of pension to John C. Messerschmidt—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 8597) for the relief of 
Thomas Monteith—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8598) for the relief of D. C. Cunningham 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8599) for the relief of John T. O. Wilbar— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8600) for the relief of W. N. 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8601) granting a pension to David Wad- 
kins, John Wadkins, and Jacob Shope—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8602) granting a pension to Robert Byrd— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8603) granting a pension to Robert Gar- 
rett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8604) granting a pension to Elijah P. 
Hensley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8605) granting a pension to Thomas J. 
Bradshaw—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8606) granting a pension to Alfred M. 
Hooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8607) granting an increase of pension to 
Arthur Haire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8608) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Ward—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 8609) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8610) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8611) to complete war record of B. R. 
Trull—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 8612) for the relief of D. Frone- 
berger—to the Committtee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8613) for the relief of the personal repre- 
sentatives of Horace L. Bradley, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8614) to do justice to the survivors of the 
shipwreck of the Sultana—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8615) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Derious O. Bibee—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 8616) granting an increase 
of pension to Delia A. Honey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8617) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan J. F. Joslyn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 8618) granting an increase of 
pension to John G. Rowan—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 8619) granting a pension to 
Susan Welsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8620) granting a pension to Thomas B. 
Lucas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8621) granting a pension to J. H. Persh- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8622) granting a pension to Jacob Ly- 
barger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8623) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel E. Cormany—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8624) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Beatty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8625) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Snively—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8626) granting an increase of pension to 
William Ralston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8627) granting an increase of pension to 
David Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8628) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel W. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8629) to correct the military record of 
Aaron Loughner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Br. Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8630) for 
the relief of Simon W. Scott—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8631) for the relief of James M. Darling— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8632) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of James B. Boyd—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 8633) for the relief of George 
F. Schild—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KLEPPER: A bill (H. R. 8634) granting a pension to 
Jacob Leobo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8635) granting a pension to Benjamin F. 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 8636) granting a pension to John Carrol— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8687) granting a pension to Eri B. Mul- 
len—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8638) granting a pension to Allen Place— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8639) granting a pension to Thomas 
Brewer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8640) granting an increase of pension to 
Marion H. Motsinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8641) granting an increase of pension to 
Hlcania McClure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8642) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Crandall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8643) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8644) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham Park—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8645) granting an increase of pension to 
William T, Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8646) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Mick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 8647) granting an increase of 
pension to William Kress—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8648) granting an increase of pension to 
Solomon R. Ruch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOPF: A bill (H. R. 8649) granting an increase of 
pension to William Bode—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 8650) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sewell F. Graves—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 8651) granting an exten- 
sion of Letters Patent No. 436073—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8652) granting an increase of pension to 
Egbert J. Olds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: A bill (H. R. 8653) granting an increase 
of pension to Fannie A. McKee—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8654) granting a pension to Esther Miner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEGARE: A bill (H. R. 8655) for the relief of the 
legal heirs of Raphael L. David, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8656) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis N. Bonneau—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 8657) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Prame—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8658) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Willard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 8659) granting an increase of 
pension to James Powers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 8660) granting a pension to 
William Mabery—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 8661) referring the 
claim of Arthur W. Kelley, of Jamestown, N. Dak., for damages 
for personal injuries sustained, to the Court of Claims—to the 
Oommittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 8662) granting an increase of 
pension to E. F. Paramore—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 8663) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederick A. Amende—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8664) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Wuescher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8665) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8666) granting an increase of pension to 
William Shoup—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8667) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Larick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8668) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen II. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 8669) for the relief of Joseph 
H. Curran—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8670) for the relief of the Davison Chem- 
ical Company, of Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8671) for the relief of the heirs of Nicholas 
Stonestreet, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8672) granting a pension to Waters A. 
Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8673) granting an increase of pension to 
Marcena C. S. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8674) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter E. Little—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 8675) granting a pension 
to Anarintha M. Clarke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8676) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Hair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8677) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson Hyatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8678) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew McInturff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8679) granting an increase of pension to 
G. W. Stipp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8680) granting an increase of pension to 
Joel Maxwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 8681) granting a pension to 
A. L. Armstrong—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 8682) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James P. Bledsoe—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8683) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Voris—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8684) 
for the relief of the heirs of Richard Reynolds, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8685) for the relief of Charles E. Danner 
& Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8686) 
for the relief of Sadie Thome—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8687) granting a pension to William I. 
Lusch—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8688) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Charlesworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8689) granting a pension to Frank P, 
Haas—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8690) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8691) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Horn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8692) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8693) to remove charge of desertion from 
miy record of John Lucid—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8694) to authorize the President to appoint 
John J. Washburn assistant quartermaster with rank of captain 
and to place him on the retired list of the Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8695) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
procure medals for the Massachusetts and Pennsylvania sol- 
diers whose organizations were the first to tender their services 
and the first who arrived in Washington in response to Presi- 
dent Lincoln’s call, April 15, 1861, for 75,000 volunteers, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 8696) for the relief of the 
estate of Thomas Walters—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 8697) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry J. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8698) granting a pension to Stephen Tib- 
betts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 8699) for the relief of James 
A. Carroli—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 8700) granting a pension to 
Clarence E. Haney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8701) for the relief of William H. Roach, 
of Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 8702) for the relief of 
John W. Gummo—te the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8703) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Shoup—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8704) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Kegg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8705) granting an increase of pension to 
Dison Ramsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8706) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Sparks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8707) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Welch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8708) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Brant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8709) granting an increase of pension to 
George B. Hotchkin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8710) granting an increase of pension to 
J. Levi Roush—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8711) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8712) 
granting an increase of pension to Josiah Hall—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 8713) granting an increase of 
pension to P. 8. Lynn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8714) granting an increase of pension to 
George Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8715) granting an increase of pension to 
W. O. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8716) granting an increase of pension to 
J. L. Coffey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: A bill (H. R. 8717) for the relief of 
Jacob Pickens—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 8718) granting a 
pension to William T. Rowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8719) for the relief of Sophronia E. Ramm, 
formerly Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8720) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles A. Kraaz—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8721) granting an increase of pension to 
George R. McDonald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8722) granting an increase of pension to 
Arthur M. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8723) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas C. Elliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 8724) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Curtis C. Whittier—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8725) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses B. Dayis—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8726) 
for the relief of James A. Chamberlain—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Als», a bill (H. R. 8727) for the relief of James W. Kenney 
and the Union Brewing Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8728) for the relief of William R. Boag— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8729) for the relief of John Quigley—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8730) for the relief of Robert J. Faulk- 
ner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8731) granting a pension to Clara L. Me- 
cuen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8782) granting a pension to Ellen S. Gif- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8733) granting a pension to Moses E. 
Angell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8734) granting a pension to Mary Bell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8785) granting a pension to Clara D. 
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8736) granting an increase of pension to 
Lowell Mason Maxham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8737) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace A. Manley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8738) granting an increase of pension to 
Ernest A. Billings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8739) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank N. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8740) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles I. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8741) to correct the military record of 
Reuben D. 'Terry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8742) to correct the naval record of Ste- 
phen Shorthill—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 8743) grant- 
ing a pension to Flora T. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8744) granting an increase of pension to 
C. J. Humanson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 8745) to refund legacy taxes 
illegally collected from the estate of Susan C. Warren, late of 
Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 8746) granting a pension 
to Satira Perry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1766) granting an increase of pension to John 
T. Stone—Committee on Pensions diseharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7218) granting an increase of pension to Laura 
Kohlhase—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Phebe Anna Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of Milwaukee, favoring power of Interstate Commerce 
Commission to fix railway rates—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of the American Bar Associa- 
tion and others, favoring retention of present bankruptcy act— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BATES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Nellie 
A. Batchelder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Robert McCoy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Petition of Laborers’ Protective Union 
of Middletown, N. J., favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Oxisville, N. V., for suppression of liquor traffic in Govern- 
ment buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Ancient Order of Hibernians, of Rockland 
County, N. Y., for a monument to Commodore Barry—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of citizens of Port Jervis, N. Y., relative to 
“fraud order” of the Post-Office Department—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Highland Council, No. 5, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Newburgh, N. Y., favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

Also, petition of Hudson River Council, No. 86, of Newburgh, 
N. V., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Local Union No. 818, Painters, Paper Hang- 
ers, and Decorators of America, of Suffern, N. Y., favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Elmer E. Smith and others, 
for a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of F. G. Tenney and others, against repeal of 
the Grant law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the American 
Bar Association and others, of New York, favoring present 
bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHANEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Orville S. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of John Bierer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburg, 
against tariff revision—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of joint executiye committee on 
improvement of the harbor of Philadelphia, for a 35-foot chan- 
nel in the Delaware River at Philadelphia—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 
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Also, resolution of senate and assembly of the State of Cali- 
fornia, favoring parcels-post legislation—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Alonzo S. Whitley, of Jermyn, Pa., favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Petition of twenty-sixth annual en- 
campment of the Michigan Grand Army of the Republic, ask- 
ing for better dormitory at the National Soldiers’ Home—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Austin Grange, of Mecosta County, Mich., 
and S. P. Lapp and 76 others, for no change of the Grout bill 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Sunday School Convention of Isabella County, 
Mich., against repeal of the anticanteen act—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of N. C. Mason and other merchants of Blanch- 
ard, Mich., against the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Federation of Women’s Clubs 
of Muscatine, Iowa, against commercial spoliation of Niagara 
Falls—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William Conoway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of George Muldoon and 50 
others, of the Iron Molders’ Union of Wheeling, favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of Modisto Irrigation Asso- 
ciation of San Francisco, against San Francisco obtaining reser- 
voir site in Yosemite Valley—to the Committee on Irrigation of 
Arid Lands. 

Also, petition of Morse & Rodgers, for removal of duty on 
hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the American Humane Society, against any 
change in the law now governing live stock in transit—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLACK: Petition of W. D. Brennan Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Malone, N. Y., for a service pension 
and a minimum pension of $12 per month for soldiers’ widows— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Joseph 
D. Tate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of Rutherford M. Beetley—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Joseph Brundle— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Thomas J. Pavy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Thomas Sallade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of George Washington Council, No. 423, of 
Pennsylvania, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of the Shipping Society of 
America, against suspension of coastwise laws between Philip- 
pines and the United States—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the Municipal 
Art Society of Hartford, Conn., against commercial spoliation 
of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Municipal Art Society of Hartford, 
Conn., for preseryation of American forests—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburg, against revision of the tariff—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: Paper to accompany Dill 
for relief of Cate E. Cobb—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of W. L. Harris—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John G. Davis—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William O. Gil- 
lispie—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KLUTTZ: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
David L. Horton—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
W. D. Bollard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of the city council of Sioux City, 
Iowa, relative to atrocities upon Russian Jews—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Henry C. Willard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry Prame— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Carpet Workers’ Union No. 332, of Amster- 
dam, N. Y., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Washington Council, 
No. 62, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Woodbury, N. J., 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MACON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of J. 
William Mabery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John Frett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: Petition of citizens of Kansas, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of the Merchants and Manufac- 
turers’ Association of Milwaukee, favoring power of Interstate 
Commerce Commission to fix railway rates—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Iron Molders’ Union No. 121 of North Amer- 
ica, of Milwaukee, and Richard Sexton and others, favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of James P. Bledsoe—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAGE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Sterling 
Rose—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Petitions of Wash- 
ington Camp, No. 507, and Washington Camp, No. 112, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, of Shenandoah, Pa., favoring restriction 
ee A the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
zation. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Charles Fisher— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of the Young Men’s Christian As- 
sociation mass meeting at Oil City, against liquor selling in 
Capitol of the United States—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. STERLING: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Nathaniel N. Winslow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Elizabeth Bre- 
mer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Elam Skivers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER : Petition of the American Mining Congress 
at El Paso, Tex., for a national Department of Mines and Min- 
ing—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
H. Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James L. Rector— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: Petition of Montgomery Divi- 
sion, No. 98, Order of Railway Conductors, against Interstate 
Commerce Commission having power to fix railway rates—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. : Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Wilford Troyman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 


Saturpay, December 16, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. HALE. 

Henry C. HanssrovueH, a Senator from the State of North 
Dakota, appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. TILLMAN, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

SPRINGFIELD ARMORY AND ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, statements submitted by the Chief of Ordnance, United 
States Army, of the expenditures at the Springfield Armory, 
Springfield, Mass., and at the Rock Island Arsenal, Rock Is- 
land, III.; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
eation from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
Maj. Gen. Leonard Wood, in connection with a letter submitted 
from the War Department on the 7th instant, relative to the en- 
actment of legislation to increase the efficiency of the Medical 
Corps of the Army, etc.; which, with the accompanying paper, 
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was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 
MAJ. CASSIUS E. GILLETTE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from Hon. 
John Weaver, mayor of Philadelphia, requesting that Maj. Cas- 
sius E. Gillette, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, be per- 
mitted to accept the appointment of chief of engineers of the 
bureau of filtration in that city, and recommending that the Sec- 
retary of War be authorized by Congress to issue a leave of ab- 
sence for one year to Major Gillette; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ENDOWMENT OF AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report of the disbursements for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1906, made in the States and Territories under the 
provisions of “An act to apply a portion of the proceeds of the 
public lands to the more complete endowment and support of 
the colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts 
established under the provisions of the act of Congress approved 
July 2, 1862,” approved August 30, 1890; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brow NING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a concurrent resolution providing that when the two Houses 
adjourn on Thursday, December 21, they stand adjourned until 
12 o’clock meridian, Thursday, January 4, 1906; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Congressional 
Temperance Society and International Reform Bureau of the 
United States, praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Indian Territory 
when admitted to statehood; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented a petition of 40 citizens of the State 
of North Carolina, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a petition of the legislature of 
Counecticut, praying for the enactment of legislation consolidat- 
ing third and fourth class mail matter; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be printed in the Rxconb, as follows: 

STATE or CONNECTICUT, 
Office of the Secretary. 
GENERAL ASSEMBLY, 
January session, A. D. 


Resolution concerning the 9 of third and fourth elass mall 
matter. 


Resolved by this assembly, That the consolidation of third and fourth 
class mail matter, as 88 in the United States Senate amendment 
to the postal appropriation bill, and in House of Representatives bill 
No. 15983, is of the 3 importance to the interests of the public, 
and the Senators and Representatives from this State in the Congress 
of the United States are hereby respectfully requested to exert their 
influence to secure the immediate enactment into law of the proposi- 
tions embodied in said amendment and House of resentatives bi 

Passed house of representatives February 23, 1905. 

Senate concurs February 23, 1905. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a petition of the Municipal Art 
Society of Hartford, Conn., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prevent the impending destruction of Niagara Falls on 
the American side; which was referred to the Committee on 
Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the Municipal Art Society of 
Hartford, Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
establish a forest reserve in the White Mountains of New 
Hampshire; which was referred to the Committee on Forest 
Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the Shipping Society of 
America, remonstrating-against the suspension of the coastwise 
laws of the United States in the trade between this country and 
the Philippine Islands after July 1, 1906; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


PUBLICITY OF ELECTION EXPENDITURES. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I send to the desk an article by Mr. Perry 
Belmont, from the North American Review, on publicity of elee- 
tion expenditures, and ask that it be printed as a Senate docu- 
ment. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from South Carolina-that the article referred to by 
him be printed as a Senate document? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1244) to amend sec- 
tion 605 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, relat- 
ing to corporations, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 54) to provide a public park on Georgetown Heights, in 
the District of Columbia, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HEYBURN, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 93) to amend section 2326 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to mining 
claims, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1373) to provide for the 
construction of a memorial bridge across the Potomac River 
from Washington to the Arlington estate property, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BURROWS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1881) 
to acquire certain ground in Lanier Heights for an addition to 
the National Zoological Park, District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committce 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1882) granting an increase of pension to John 
Broad ; 

A bill (S. 1883) granting an increase of pension to Nellie 
Raymond; 

A bill (S. 1884) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
W. Swift; 

A bill (S. 1885) granting an increase of pension to Elijah J. 
Goodell; and 

A bill (S. 1886) granting an increase of pension to Annie B, 
Jackson, 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1887) to restore the 
name of California avenue, in the city of Washington; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1888) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Patton; and 

A bill (S. 1889) granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
Thompson. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 1890) to correct the mili- 
tary record of H. J. Rowell; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1891) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
F. M. Morgan (with accompanying papers); and 5 

A bill (S. 1892) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Yarton. 2 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 1893) to provide for the 
final disposition of the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes in 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. NIXON introduced a bill (S. 1894) for the relief of P. S. 
Corbett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FULTON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1895) granting a pension to William P. Arble; and 

A bill (S. 1896) granting a pension to Smith Bledsoe. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

. —. (S. 1897) granting an increase of pension to Lydia A. 

A bill (S. 1898) granting a pension to Albert A. Daniels; 

A bill (S. 1899) granting a pension to Thomas Magee; 
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oe bill (S. 1900) granting an increase of pension to Elihue 
ey; 5 

A bill (S. 1901) granting an increase of. pension to Ahimaoz 
E. Wood; 

A bill (S. 1902) granting a pension to John Stokes ; 

5 bill (S. 1903) granting an increase of pension to Jefferson 
oover ; 

A bill (S. 1904) granting an increase of pension to Scotha 
Whitlock Bennett; 

1 — bill (S. 1905) granting an increase of pension to Edgar Tib- 
ts; 

A bill (S. 1906) granting an increase of pension to John M. 

Garrett; 

A bill (S. 1907) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Russell ; 

A bill (S. 1908) granting an increase of pension to Francesco 
Del Gindice ; 

A bill (S. 1909) granting a pension to David D. Jones; 

A bill (S. 1910) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
McClellan ; and 

A bill (S. 1911) granting an increase of pension to Gunnerus 
Ingebretson (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 1912) granting a pension to 
Benjamin F. Zell; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1913) granting a pension to Clara 
F. Leslie; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MoENERX introduced a bill (S. 1914) to remove the 
charge of desertion now standing against the military record of 
Oliver Jackson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 1915) to provide for 
filling in the United States quarantine station at Honolulu, 
Hawaii; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1916) to provide for filling in 
that portion of the naval station at Honolulu, Hawaii, known 
as the Reef; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE introduced a bill (S. 1917) for the relief of 
the representatives of M. F. Merritt, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1918) granting an increase of 
pension to William C. Beebe; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Fensions. 

Mr, TELLER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1919) granting an increase of pension to Louise M. 
Wynkoop ; ` 
A bill (S. 1920) granting an increase of pension to George E. 
Smith; and 

A bill (S. 1921) granting a pension to Helena A. Edic. 

Mr. TELLER introduced the foHowing bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1922) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of William Cameron; 

A bill (S. 1923) removing the charge of desertion from the 
name of Joseph D. Campbell ; 

A bill (S. 1924) granting an honorable discharge to George W. 
Casey ; 

A bill (S. 1925) granting an honorable discharge to Peter 
Fleming (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1926) granting an honorable discharge to Charles 
Coburn, alias Adolphus Gobell ; 

A bill (S. 1927) granting an honorable discharge to John 
Holderby ; 

A bill (S. 1928) granting an honorable discharge to John 
Kinchlow ; 

A bill (S. 1929) removing the charge of desertion from the 
name of Frank A. Land; 

A bill (S. 1930) removing the charge of desertion from the 
name of George A. McKenzie, alias William A. Williams (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1931) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Charles L. Thompson. 

Mr. HBYBURN introduced a bill (S. 1932) for the relief of 
Mrs. C. A. Hale; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1933) for the relief of George 
T. Pettengill, lieutenant, United States Navy; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (S. 1934) increasing the 
pay of officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service who served cred- 
itably with the regular and volunteer forces during the civil 
war; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. : 

He also introduced the following bills; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions : 

A bill (S. 1935) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Church; 

A bill (S. 1936) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
W. Smith; 

A bill (S. 1937) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
E. Worthington; and 
te bill (S. 1988) granting an increase of pension to Dayid 

anna. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 1939) for the relief of Celia 
Ford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1940) granting a pension to 
George G. Greusel; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1941) granting an increase of 
pension to Elvira A. Kelley; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1942) to correct the military 
record of George A. Winslow; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1943) to correct the military 
record of Edward R. Vanderslice; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1944) granting an increase of 
pension to Frederick O. Graffam; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1945) granting an increase of 
pension to Gideon F. Pond; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 1946) to amend the 
military record of Ephriam P. Evans; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: ; 

A bill (S. 1947) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
S. Snyder ; 

A bill (S. 1948) granting an increase of pension to William J. 
Conrad ; 

A bill (S. 1949) granting a pension to Edward T. White; and 

A bill (S. 1950) granting an increase of pension to Ransom L. 
Harris (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr, LONG introduced a bill (S. 1951) to correct the military 
record of Talton T. Davis; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 1952) granting an 
inerease of pension to Jesse Alderman; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


CHARLES L. EATON AND OTHERS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Charles L. Eaton, Alonzo B. Eaton, 
and Edward II. Baton, only children of Alonzo J. Eaton, late a mem- 
ber of the Capitol police force, a sum equal to six months’ salary at 
the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his demise, said sum 
to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
B. F. Barnes, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had, on the 15th instant, approved and signed : 

S. 410. An act to authorize the Rock Island, Arkansas and 
Louisiana Railroad Company to construct bridges across Oua- 
chita River and other navigable rivers in the State of Arkansas, 


TRANSPORTATION OF COAL AND MINE SUPPLIES. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I send to the desk a resolution calling for 
certain information, for which I ask immediate consideration. 
Ii will not cause any debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be directed to 
send to the Senate the records and testimony and opinion of the Com- 
mission in the matter of alleged unlawful rates and practices fn the 
transportation of coal and mine supplies by the Atchison, Topeka and 
Santa Fe Railway Company, decided February 1, 1905. 


1905. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 

agreed to. 

: HOLIDAY RECESS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 

concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 

was read, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations : 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 

e 


That when two Houses adjourn on Thursday, December 21, they 
stand adjourned until 12 o'clock meridian, Thursday, January 4, 1906. 


GREAT NORTHWESTERN TELEGRAPH COMPANY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a report by 
the Secretary of State, submitting a claim of the Great Northwestern 
Telegraph Company, of Canada, on account of losses sustained through 
the fouling of cher telegraph cable by the U. S. S. Esser on July 17, 

De 
Tun WHITE HOUSE, December 16, 1905. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 299) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Columbia River by the Port- 
land and Seattle Railway Company; and it was thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President. 

PANAMA CANAL APPROPRIATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 480. ; 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 480) 
supplemental to an act entitled “An act to provide for the 
construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, and making appro- 
priation for isthmian canal construction, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 

Mr. BACON. I ask that the Secretary may read the amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment for the information of the Senate. 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of the bill the following as a 
new section: 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury, within ninety days from 
the passage of this act, and thereafter at the beginning of each regular 
session, shall submit to Congress estimates in detail covering all sala- 
ries and compensation for all persons, except laborers, employed in the 
construction of the Panama Canal, or in connection with the same, by 
the Isthmian Canal Commission, including all officers and officials of 
said Commission. 7 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, it will be noted that my amend- 
ment requires these estimates to be submitted by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. That is, as I understand, in accordance with 
the general law, which requires that all estimates for ex- 
penditures, for whatever Department they may be, shall come 
from the Secretary of the Treasury to Congress, 

I do not intend, Mr. President, to detain the Senate with any 
extended remarks upon this subject, but it does strike me that 
this is a most important matter. As the law now stands there 
is no requirement for the submission of estimates in such 
detail as would enable the Congress to deal with the question 
as to whether any particular salary is or is not exorbitant. 
In other words, the estimates can be made in a more general 
way and still comply with the present requirement of law; 
and if they are made in the general way in which they were 
submitted during the progress of this bill in either House, 
and after the measure was under consideration, the opportunity 
is entirely lost to the House of Representatives or the Senate 
to properly scrutinize the question of the propriety of the allow- 
ance for salaries made in any particular case or in regard to 
any particular class of officers. 

Now, Mr. President, that is more necessary in the case of 
the appropriations for the canal than it is for appropriations 
for any of the regular branches of the Government, for the 
reason that in the regular Departments of the Government the 
officers to be compensated are specified by the law, and being 
thus specified by the law it is entirely competent and prac- 
ticable for Congress to fix what shall be the salary of each 
officer. But it is impracticable to specify in advance all the 
officers who shall be employed in this gigantic work with all 
its varied details and changing conditions and developments. 
That must be left largely to the discretion of executive and 
administrative oflicers. Therefore it is necessary that some 
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method should be adopted by which Congress may still keep 
its hand upon the important matter of determining whether 
allowances for salaries are exorbitant or whether they are of 
proper proportion. 

That can only be done, I repeat, when the question of appro- 
priations comes up. The estimates are then made for so many 
Commissioners, so many officers in the engineering depart- 
ment, and so on; and then it is perfectly practicable for 
Congress in making the appropriations upon these estimates 
to fix the amounts which are to be paid. 

I do not suppose that it is the intention of Congress to be 
extra critical upon the subject, because much must necessarily 
be left to the discretion of those who are on the ground and by 
whom the conditions are probably better known and more accu- 
rately appreciated than they can be by those of us at this 
distance. But it is not only proper, but I will say necessary, 
that there should be the opportunity for Congress to correct 
anything in the matter of expenditures which is exorbitant. 

The necessity for that, I think, is clearly disclosed by the 
salaries which are being paid now—many of tnem, not all of 
them. I have not the list before me. I am sorry I have not. 
If any Senator has it I wish he would let me have it. Speaking 
generally, I may be in error, but I think that the general scale 
of compensation, not with exactitude, but approximately 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator means the list used in the de- 
bates in the House? 

Mr. BACON. The one that gives the salaries of the officials. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Here itis. [The paper was handed.] 

Mr. BACON. I was saying that I think the general scale of 
compensation which the Government observes in the payment of 
its civil officers, while not exactly followed, should be largely a 
guide to those who have the fixing of salaries in this important 
work. : 

Now, what is a fact with reference to the salaries which have 
already been fixed and which are now being paid? We have, in 
the beginning, the man who is put at the head of the Commission 
with a salary which, outside of ambassadors to foreign coun- 
tries, is twice as large as that of any civil officer of the United 
States except the President of the United States. If I recol- 
lect aright, the salary of the Chief Justice of the United States 
is $15,000, and it has only been raised recently to that amount; 
it was much less than that up to a few years ago. The salary 
of $30,000 is paid to the head of this canal work. 

As I was saying yesterday, Mr. President, I do not think that 
the salaries which are paid by large corporations to their 
officials ought to be the guide by which is to be determined the 
scale of salaries to be paid to these officials. I repeat what I said 
yesterday or the day before, that we have every reason to believe 
as to these corporations—and I am no man to inveighi against 
corporations, and my record in the Senate will show it—we 
have every reason to believe that the salaries paid by these cor 
porations are largely matters of favoritism and are not meas 
ured by the proper scale of the value of those services. In my 
humble judgment, the man does not live whose personal sery- 
ices are worth $150,000 a year for any work. I mention that 
salary as an extreme one. I might say the same thing of a 
great many other exorbitant amounts which are being paid by 
these large corporations to their officials, very far in excess, in 
my humble judgment, of the value of any man’s personal sery- 
ices in any capacity. 

It is very easy to be liberal in the expenditure of the money 
of other people. And these particular corporations which of 
late have had such an amount of public advertising in this 
regard haye been dealing with the money of other people—peo- 
ple of every class, scattered all over the United States—and they 
have squandered these trust funds to the point of criminality 
in heaping these vast sums upon themselves and their favorites. 
The immense salaries thus paid by them have been far in excess 
of the value of the services rendered by these favorites. 

Whether that be true or not, the policy of this Government is 
well known. It has been settled by more than a hundred years 
and is shown in the salary lists of the officials of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. While it may not be necessary to 
strictly conform to it, still the general policy of the Government 
in the payment of moderate salaries to its officials cught to be 
observed as a guide in the fixing of these salaries, at least 
approximately. 5- 

Why, Mr. President, what is the salary paid to the auditor of 
the canal expenditures? I have forgotten. Some Senator here 
will tell me. 

Mr. TILLMAN. For the Canal Commission? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ten thousand dollars. 

Mr. BACON. Ten thousand dollars is paid to the auditor, and 
his work comes here for supervision and correction and ap- 
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provål by an auditor in the War Department, an officer who 
gets $4,000 per annum under the Government. The auditor of 
the canal expenditure gets $10,000. The Secretary of War, at 
the head of all this business, gets $8,000; and the clerks in the 
auditor’s department, who are ready to do the work and whose 
knowledge and skill and experience is that upon which the head 
auditors in the Departments rely in determining as to the cor- 
rectness of expenditures—the clerks, more competent or fully as 
competent as the man in Panama to do the work, are men who 
get from twelve hundred to fourteen hundred dollars and sixteen 
hundred dollars, and in rarest of instances $2,000 a year. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ‘There is not any evidence that this auditor 
has been at Panama, or that he stays there. 

Mr. BACON. That may be true, but I am stating the case in 
the most favorable light in which it can be stated for him and 
for those who allow him this exorbitant salary. I say even if 
he is on the Isthmus, and that is stating it as strongly as it can 
be stated for him. The Secretrry of the Treasury, the man at 
the head of the great financial interests of this Government, the 
man to supervise all, the man to contro! all beneath him, gets 
$8,000, and, forsooth, an unknown man, the appointment not con- 
firmed by the Senate or required to be confirmed by the Senate, 
is to receive more money than the head of the financial De- 
partment of the Government. 

So I might go on through, Mr. President. I am not niggardly 
in my ideas as to salaries, I would be perfectly willing to pay 
the salaries which I see are paid, if I recollect correctly, to the 
Commissioners, $7,500. I Would be perfectly willing to do that. 
I am quite frank to say that I think the officials of the Govern- 
ment are largely underpaid, When I say “largely,” I mean a 
great many of them, using the word “largely” not as to the 
amount but as to the classes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. SPOONER. Would the Senator fix the salary of the chief 
engineer, the officer who is to reside upon the Isthmus, upon 
whose skill and knowledge of the profession depends very much 
the successful 

Mr. BACON. What is it? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know what it is. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Thirty thousand dollars. 

Mr. BACON. The chief engineer? I certainly do think it is 
too high. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator would limit it? 

Mr. BACON. I certainly would. 

Mr. SPOONER. How would the Senator limit it? 

Mr. BACON. I would not pay any official connected with that 
business more than is paid the Chief Justice of the United 
States—not one of them. That is the highest salary paid to 
any civil officer of the Government outside of foreign am- 
bassadors. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me a momeut, 
the commission feature of the canal act was, as the Senator from 
Georgia stated yesterday, his amendment. The original propo- 
sition, as I drew it and introduced it, contemplated the con- 
struction of the canal without the intervention of a commis- 
sion. On the passage of the bill the Senator offered the amend- 
ment providing for the commission, and it was adopted. I 
think I voted for it. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator signified his acquiescence in it 
before I offered it. 

Mr. SPOONER. One reason why I voted for it was that the 
Senator’s amendment left the matter of salaries within the 
power of the President, in order that he might be able to adjust 
the compensation which he could pay to engineers and others 
of a professional character with reference to the sum which 
might, in view of the competition of great corporations needing 
such services, be necessary to procure the men. 

Now, does the Senator think that it would be in the interest 
of the public, that it would be wise policy, to limit the salary 
of the chief engineer of the canal to the salary of the Chief 
Justice? Upon what theory? What similarity in conditions 
exists between the two propositions? The railway corpora- 
tions of this country make a great market for engineering tal- 
ent. They bid against each other for great civil engineers. 
Every few days you will find a successful, scientific, and tal- 
ented chief engineer leaving one corporation with which he has 
long been, and going to another because he will draw a better 


salary. 


Mr. BACON. The Senator, I understood, asked me a ques- 
tion. He does not let me reply to it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the President of the United States, 
in ehoosing a chief engineer to take charge of this great work, 
so far as the plan is concerned, and to conduct the operations, 
ought to be permitted to get the best talent that can be found 
in the United States, and to pay the necessary price to induce 
such a man to go there and do that work. Does not the Senator 
think so? 

Mr. BACON. Now, will the Senator—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. BACON. Will he please give me his question. The Sena- 
tor did not state his question. 

Mr. SPOONER. I asked the question in the first place. 

Mr. BACON. One question at a time. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I thought I would explain the ques- 
tion to the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. I am very much obliged to the Senator. 
sure I would not have understood it otherwise. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Georgia draws an unfair 
inference from a joking remark. 

Mr. BACON. Perhaps the Senator from Georgia rejoined in 
the same spirit. 

Mr. SPOONER. My question is whether the Senator is sure 
that he would limit the salary of the chief engineer to $12,500. 

Mr. BACON. I did not say that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Or limit it at all? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the Senator has accompanied 
his question with a considerable statement, and therefore it is 
necessary that I should do more than give him a categorical 
answer. 

As to the amendment which is now found in the seventh sec- 
tion of the Spooner Act, the Senator correctly states what oc- 
curred with reference to that amendment. The bill as originally 
introduced by him and which was pending in the Senate did not 
contain any provision for the Commission or for any machinery 
by which the President should proceed with the execution of 
the work. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was to be done under the War Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; it simply devolved the duty upon the 
President, and the only limitation was that he should do it 
through the War Department. I became satisfied, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that machinery would be required, and I thought it was 
better that machinery should be prescribed by Congress and 
have somewhat of a legal status and something permanent in its 
nature rather than that the machinery should be left to the con- 
struction entirely of the Executive Department, with the liabil- 
ity to constant changes. 

I drafted the amendment, and having every confidence in the 
judgment of my distinguished friend, the author of the bill, £ 
submitted it to him before I introduced it. If he will remem- 
ber, the amendment as originally drawn by me contained specifi- 
cations as to the salaries of the Commission. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. So I am not taking any position now whieh I 
did not originally occupy. Upon the suggestion of the Senator, 
however, that that should be left open, I yielded to his judg- 
ment in the matter for two reasons. In the first place, as it 
was his measure and one the success of which would redound 
to his honor and his credit and the want of success of Which 
would be to his disadvantage, I felt it was due to him that in 
putting an amendment upon the bill which should contain this 
somewhat radical change there should be such provisions as 
would meet with his approval. That was one reason. The 
other reason, possibly a more practical one, was that I did not 
think in the face of his opposition I could secure the adoption 
of my amendment. 

For those two reasons, Mr. President, the amendment was 
changed to conform to the view of the Senator from Wisconsin, 
the number of commissioners and their character simply being 
prescribed, and the right to fix their salaries being left to the 
President of the United States. 

Then the amendment further provided, and it is now a part 
of the law, that the Commissioners should appoint all the sub- 
ordinate officers, subject to the approval of the President, which 
was manifestly correct. In framing the amendment, leaving 
the salaries unfixed, it was never in my contemplation, nor do 
I suppose it was in the contemplation of the learned and dis- 
tinguished Senator from Wisconsin, that Congress would en- 
tirely surrender its right to determine whether the salaries 
fixed were proper or whether they were exorbitant. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
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Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is partly right about that. I 
supposed, of course, and the language of the Senator’s amend- 
ment contemplated it, that the salary to be paid to the mem- 
bers of the Commission would later, when it could be intelli- 
gently dealt with, be fixed by Congress. 

Mr. BACON. Exactly; I recollect that now. 

Mr. SPOONER. I supposed, also, that the salaries of the 
employees of the Commission in Washington would be fixed by 
Congress. But if the Senator will pardon me a moment I will 
say that I preferred his plan, although with some misgivings as 
to the Commission, to my original proposition to have this work 
done under the War Department, for the reason that it gave to 
the President greater freedom in ebtaining what obyiously was 
needed and will be needed—the highest talent in various direc- 
tions for utilization on the Isthmus—and I did not suppose at 
all that at any time, at any rate not until the plan had been 
adopted and the work was well along, that Congress would 
attempt to limit the salary or compensation to be paid to such 
officials as the chief engineer. You can not get the best men at 
a low price. Men who can make $50,000 a year in the employ of 
great corporations will not put that behind them. They will 
feel that they can not in justice to their families and to them- 
selves work for the Government in the Tropics at $12,000 a 
year. This very elasticity of the Senator’s amendment, so far 
as it applied to the men who were to be employed on the Isth- 
mus, was what commended it to me as very much superior to 
the proposition which I had made, that the work be done under 
the War Department, where the salaries would be fixed and the 
President would be tied down by the limited number of people 
whom he could select for the work of the engineering depart- 
ment, and so forth. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I had not finished my reply to 
the interrogatory of the learned Senator, and, while I am always 
delighted to hear from him, I will resume where I left off. 

I desire to say that so far as this question is concerned I 
regard the question of the payment of salaries, which some may 
think to be exorbitant to the higher officials, as the least impor- 
tant one in the question of exorbitant salaries. I repeat what I 
said, that I think any officer connected with this gigantic work 
ought not to be paid higher than the amount of the salary of the 
Chief Justice. While I repeat that, I say in this connection that 
I regard that as the least important one in regard to the matter 
of salaries, because there are only one or two of them, and they 
stand out clear and distinct from the others; and there may 
be reasons such as those which have been so forcefully pre- 
sented by the learned Senator from Wisconsin, which will 
obtain in their case which do not apply to others. 

I think nevertheless, Mr. President, that the question of the 
salary of the chief officer in charge and of the chief engineer is 
influenced very largely by the same considerations which influ- 
enced the learned Senator from Wisconsin to accept a salary of 
$5,000, when he can make ten times as much at the bar. It 
is because it is an honor to him to sit in this body which, if you 
please, he also honors by serving as one of its members. So it 
is an honor to these men to stand before the world as worthy to 
be in charge of the execution of such a work, the accomplish- 
ment of which is to be for them through all the ages an im- 
perishable monument. 

It is not merely a matter of dollars and cents. It may be 
said that is not a correct argument, that that is not a legitimate 
argument, but it is the argument upon which the Government 
proceeds when it fixes the salary of the learned Senator from 
Wisconsin; when it fixes the salary of the Chief Justice of the 
United States; when it fixes the salary of the Cabinet officer, 
and even that of the President of the United States. Why, Mr. 
President, should we abandon it in this important work, and 
why should we make an exception to it? 

I repeat, I do not desire that it should be held down to exact 
figures or that we should be niggardly; but as to these chief 
officers there is something else besides the mere matter of 
money. It is a matter of imperishable fame and honor to the 
man who is the chairman of that Commission if he shall be 
retained, if he can go through in the successful prosecution 
and ending of this work; and it is a matter of only less fame 
and honor imperishable in its character to the engineer who, 
under his chief officer, shall successfully prosecute that work to 
a favorable termination. It is not simply a question of the 
money he is receiving. He is not simply getting compensation 
in money, but he is getting it in that which is worth more than 
money to every man of honorable and exalted ambition. 

Do you say the Government seeks to get services for less than 
they are worth on the ground that the honor of such services is 
compensation? My only answer is that is what the Government 
does year after year. It does it as to the other departments, 


and this work is equivalent to a department of the Government, 
and it ought to be governed in a large measure by the same con- 
siderations. J 

But, sir, I repeat I will not stickle on the question of the 
compensation for the chief officer or for the chief engineer. I 
yield on that if it is necessary, although I abate in no particular 
the view I have to-day expressed. But the alarming thing 
with which we are confronted is the fact that the most exor- 
bitant salaries have been paid and provided for for men of only 
such capacity that there are hundreds and thousands of others 
of equal capacity whose services can be had. That is the point. 
We have one—I do not know the gentleman, and I do not desire 
to do him an injustice—we have one of them right here in this 
town to whom we pay $10,000 a year for a very indefinite kind 
of work that he is to do and has done in the capacity of a press 
agent. 

But leaving that out as an exceptional case, if you please, 
we come down to the more important matter of compensation 
of this army of officers—because there must be an army of 
them—all upon a scale absolutely disproportioned to the pay- 
ments made by this Government to other officers performing the 
same character of services and services of greater responsi- 
bility, because while these canal officers have only a subordinate 
responsibility, their work is supervised by these Government 
officers in Washington for approval or for condemnation—in 
the simple fact that the man who holds a subordinate position 
gets $10,000, while the auditor, who is to supervise his work, 
gets but $4,000, and so on in proportion. I only mention that 
because that is right at hand and within touch; but you may 
go through the scale, and it is the same way. I haye no doubt 
that it is true, although I have not the figures before me, that 
the subordinate officers of the auditor of the canal work receive 
just as great a disproportion in salaries paid to the subordinate 
officers of the auditors here as the auditor of the canal work 
receives in proportion to the salary paid to the auditor here. 

The statement is perfectly monstrous that an officer who is 
not only subordinate, but doubly subordinate, should get 250 
per cent more than the Government officer who supervises him 
and 25 per cent more of salary than the head of the Treasury 
Department of the United States or of the War Department, 
each of which has to deal directly or indirectly with this work. 

Mr. President, it is not simply a matter of squandering the 
public treasure. When I say “squandering” I do not mean 
any offense to those gentlemen who have fixed these salaries, 
because I have said twice, and I will say a third time, that I 
do not attribute any improper motive to those who have fixed 
these salaries, and therefore I will modify the word which 
sounds harshly and say “improvidently spending the public 
money.” I think it was an error of judgment upon their part, a 
difference of judgment between them and ourselves; but, Mr. 
President, I venture the suggestion that there is not a Senator 
in this Chamber who will rise in his place and say that he 
thinks these salaries are proper and should be continued. If 
there is one, I pause to give him an opportunity to say it. 
[A pause.] Well, Mr. President, nobody answers. When in 
this body, clothed with our high trust to see that the public 
money is properly expended, no man arises in his place and 
says that he thinks these expenditures are just and proper, is 
it true we are to pass the matter over without taking some 
measures to correct it? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Georgia yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not propose to say, in response to the 
Senator’s interrogatory, that in my opinion all those salaries 
are proper, because I am not clear on that point; in fact, I am 
inclined to agree with the Senator that some of them are un- 
reasonable; but I think if the Senator will read the testimony 
of Secretary Taft, on pages 54 and 55 of the hearings before the 
Committee on Appropriations in reference to the purchasing 
agent and the auditor, he will find that there were very good 
reasons for employing men that ought to be paid a much larger 
salary than an auditor in the War Department should be paid. 
Secretary Taft goes on to show that it is impossible to get an 
audit in one of these Departments in less than six months; and 
he ought to know, being at the head of one of the Departments. 
The Canal Commission desired to have their accounts audited 
up to date. He also states that, after investigating the matter, 
he found that he could not get a man who could do that work 
eit id for less than the amount of money that is being 
paid, 

After the Senator is through I will put in the Rxconp pre- 
cisely what Secretary Taft said about all these large salaries, 
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Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me a moment 
further, in the matter of the chief engineer, Secretary Taft 
shows that Mr. Wallace, although he received a salary of 
$25,000 a year, resigned, and Mr. Stevens, who was selected to 
succeed Mr. Wallace, refused to go. to the Isthmus for less than 
$30,000 a year. Possibly they could have found some other en- 
gineer who would have gone for a less amount, but the Com- 
mission thought in their wisdom that Mr. Stevens was the best 
equipped man, and they selected him at that salary. 

Then, again, Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me 
a moment further, the Senator makes a comparison between 
the salaries paid the Secretary of War and these officers. 
The Congress of the United States fixed the salary of the Sec- 
retary of War and the Chief Justice of the United States. 
May we not have fixed those salaries too low? Is it not a fact 
that the heads of these Departments ought to receive more 
than $8,000 a year if we dealt with them as justly as we ought 
to do? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I repeat what I said in an earlier 
stage of my marks, that I think many of the salaries paid 
by the United States Government are on too low a scale; but 
I will say that is the policy of the Government; and if it is 
the policy of the Government in one Department, there is no 
reason why there should be an exception in this case. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that there is any scarcity of 
competent men in the United States to do this work, as I have 
suggested, but I repeat that the payment of the two principal 
officers is a minor consideration to me, because I am more con- 
cerned about the subordinate positions. There is where I say 
the evil is shown. 

But before I pass from the subject suggested by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], I desire to say this: 
At the time the Spooner Act was passed we already had a Canal 
Commission. It was presided over by a naval officer. When 
this amendment was drawn there was not only a permission, but 
a requirement that both Army and Navy officers should be upon 
this Commission. I am very frank to say that I think it was 
not only my contemplation, but the contemplation of other 
Senators, that possibly it might be continued in the future as it 
had been in the past, and that the Commission would be pre- 
sided over by an Army officer or by a naval officer; but no 
requirement was made in that regard. I am confident, however. 
of the fact—I will say that I will not permit myself to doubt 
the fact—that there are engineering officers in the Army of the 
United States fully competent to occupy the position of chief 
of this Commission; but whether or not a naval officer is 
equally competent, by reason of the different character of his 
work upon the sea, I am not prepared to say. It may be that 
a naval officer would be equally competent for the chief posi- 
tion as chairman of this Commission. I am equally confident 
that there are engineering officers in the Army of the United 
States who are fully competent to occupy the position of chief 
engineer of the canal. 

Mr. President, it was intended by this law that the Army offi- 
cers and the Navy officers, when they were appointed upon this 
Commission, should not be limited to their regular salaries. 
It was intended that they should have just as much as civil 
officers should have in similar positions. But while that is true, 
it was never the intention or the contemplation, so far as I 
know, of the Senate that the salaries should be exorbitant, 
whether enjoyed by military and naval men or by civilians. 

But I am constantly brought back to the proposition that the 
thing which presses upon me is not so much the compensation 
of these higher officers, for there are very few of them, but the 
scale of compensation for men in subordinate capacities. 

I was saying, Mr. President, when I was interrupted by one of 
the learned Senators, that it is not simply a question of dollars 
and cents. It is more than a question merely of money. In 
my humble judgment there is nothing which has done more to 
debauch the public conscience and to demoralize the young men 
of this land—and not only the young men, but some of the older 
men, also—than the knowledge of the fact ever present before 
them that while they have to dig and delve and toil for a pit- 
tance there are other men who do not do half the work they do 
who are enjoying each year what would be to them a princely 
fortune for all life. Therefore we have these irregularities, 
these defaultings, these efforts to get rich by gambling of one 
kind or another to acquire quickly large wealth. 

Sir, these depraving and debauching influences are destructive 
of the high ideals and beneficent designs upon which our Gov- 
ernment was founded. This was a Government in its inception 
designed for the happiness and peace and content of a simple 
and a frugal people. It was not designed for the aggrandize- 
ment of officials, much less was it designed for the enrichment 


of officials; and in the scale of compensation of its officers the 
door was shut in the faces of those who would seek public pre- 
ferment in high places with no higher motive than to gain money 
thereby. And these same exalted considerations should not be 
entirely ignored in fixing the salaries of these higher canal offi- 
cials, upon whom a great and an honorable public trust is de- 
volved, and who are to win imperishable fame and honor if they 
succeed in their great undertaking. And as to the officers of 
less rank their salaries ought to be measured, approximately, at 
least, by the scale of salaries that the Government pays to its 
officials of corresponding grade and responsibility. If conditions 
in that tropical climate make it proper to do so, then let the 
salaries of such officials be higher by a certain per cent than 
corresponding salaries of Government officials at home, as is 
done in the case of officers serving in the Philippines. But let 
not these differences in conditions cause all considerations of 
economy to be thrown to the winds. 

Sir, we have no control over the question as to what salaries 
some profligate corporations shall pay to their officers, except 
so far as the authority having jurisdiction shall see that certain 
things which trench upon the domain of dishonesty are not 
permitted to pass with impunity. Nevertheless their example is 
debauching and demoralizing upon the public in witnessing the 
riotous prodigality with which unearned luxury and wealth is 
lavished upon their favorites. And, sir, it does not become us 
to follow in the same track, and it does not become us, when we 
have entered upon a great physical and material enterprise, to 
be establishing a scale of salaries for its officials which shall 
have a demoralizing and debauching influence upon the young 
men of this country when they contemplate the pitiful amounts 
they receive for their labor in comparison to what these men 
enjoy. 

Mr. President, we are at the beginning of this great work. 
It has to continue for years—how many years we do not know— 
and right in the inception of it, right at the first stages of it, 
we are met with these startling facts. Now, imputing no im- 
proper design to anybody, what has been developed shows to us 
the absolute necessity that Congress shall lay its hands upon 
this matter. 

It is the contemplation of our Government that all expendi- 
tures shall be only such as are authorized by the Congress, and 
whenever you fix it so that the executive department has no 
check upon the amount which it can undertake to pay and which 
it can contract to pay you at once surrender the purse to the 
Executive. ‘Therefore, while we must of necessity in this case 
leave the matter largely to the Executive, at the same time it 
is our duty, so far as we can practically do so, to arrange the 
progress of this work in a manner that Congress shall keep its 
hands upon the question of expenditure and shall determine 
what shall be the scale of wages, of salaries, and of other dis- 
bursements. 

The amendment, Mr. President, which I have introduced has 
been suggested to me by what fell from the lips of the learned 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Hatz] two days ago as to the pro- 
priety of estimates being made and submitted to Congress at 
the beginning of each session showing what officers are to be 
employed and what amounts of money are estimated to be 
required for thpir compensation. I said then that the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Maine was an eminently practical one 
and that unless the amendment was introduced by some other 
Senator I would introduce it myself. 

There is in this bill language under which the Secretary of the 
Treasury would be authorized to make that which this amend- 
ment more specifically requires, but it is not necessary under the 
language of the bill, as I construe it, that he should do so. He 
might do so and he might not do so; in other words, the esti- 
mates might be such as they are at this time. I will read the 
language of the bill as it stands: 

The President shall annually cause to be made— 

I am reading from the third page of the bill, section 2— 

The President shall annually cause to be made, by the persons ap- 
pani and 8 him in charge of the government of said Canal 
Zone and the construction of said canal, estimates of expenditures and 
appropriations, in detail as far as practicable. 

That, I say, is language under which the estimates might be 
made with the particularity which we require or they might not 
be; and it is for the purpose of setting it at rest and, further- 
more, of putting these estimates upon the same ground that 
other estimates are put, which the law requires shall come 
through the Secretary of the Treasury, that this amendment is 
offered. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 
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Mr. HALE. I think the intention is to cover everything; but, 
as the Senator says, it might not be so construed. Suppose that 
in line 14, after the word “ estimates,” we should insert “ shall 
cover all salaries and compensation paid to persons employed in 
this work, excepting laborers, and such estimates“ shall be sub- 
mitted to Congress, etc. 

That, I think, is substantially the language of detail in the 
Senator’s amendment— which estimates shall cover all salaries 
and compensation paid to persons employed in this work, except- 
ing laborers.” 

Mr. BACON. The suggestion of the Senator from Maine 
thoroughly accomplishes what this amendment proposes to ac- 
complish in every respect, except one, The concluding lan- 
guage, as I understand it, in lines 16 to 19, refers to the provi- 
sions of the law which requires these estimates to come through 
the Secretary of the Treasury. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly; all do come through him. 

Mr. BACON. That is what that refers to? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. So that that provision of the amendment is 
also met; but there is one other provision which is not met, and 
that is this: The Senator will observe that the requirement of 
the language which he just read is for a report and estimate 
annually. That also might be covered by the subsequent pro- 
vision that it should be in accordance with the act of June 30, 
1902. 

Mr. HALE. The fundamental act declares that these esti- 
mates shall be sent in to Congress at a certain time before each 

session, 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. That is covered. 

Mr. BACON. I am simply sifting this out and coming down 
to the point. There is still one other provision in the amend- 
ment which would not be met by the amendment suggested by 
the Senator from Maine, and that is the one which requires that 
in this year there shall be an estimate made within ninety days 
from this time. The reason for that requirement is that we 
have already been put upon notice that within ninety days we 
are to have another deficiency bill, when this very question is 
to come up again; and the purpose of the ninety-day provision 
is to put us in a position where, when that bill comes up before 
us, we will have the information necessary for us to deal with 
it, information which it was confessed in the other House and 
admitted in this House we have not. 

Of course I recognize the fact, Mr. President, that in the emer- 
gency it is our duty to go forward and make this appropriation 
without waiting for that information, because the work of the 
canal requires that the appropriation should be made at once. 
Therefore I recognize the propriety of pretermitting this ques- 
tion of salaries, so far as this bill is concerned, because of the 
impossibility of dealing with it. I would not pretermit one or 
two items, in regard to which the information is within our pos- 
sesson. I think the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CuLperson] ought to be adopted as to any other 
salary we may appear competent to deal with; but it is mani- 
festly impossible for us now to take up this subject and prop- 
erly scrutinize all these thousands of salaries and fix them 
without delaying beyond the proper time the appropriation, 
which the immediate, prompt progress of the work requires. 
Therefore, I say, with possibly these two or three exceptions, 
we should pretermit the question of salaries and go on and make 
this appropriation. 

I have stated to the Senator from Maine the reason why I 
think the amendment suggested had possibly better stand, but, 
of course, I would yield to the superior wisdom and judgment 
of the gentlemen in charge of the appropriation bill if they 
seriously object to this amendment and prefer that there should 
be that interlineation as suggested by the Senator from Maine. 
But I think the importance of it and the necessity that we 
should have this information within ninety days, and not sim- 
ply at the beginning of the next session or at the of 
the fiscal year, would justify that there should be this sep- 
arate amendment. However, I will yield to whatever the gen- 
tlemen in charge of the appropriation bill may say so long as 
there is accomplished substantially the purpose of the amend- 
ment which I have offered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I think there is no dissent 
from the opinion suggested by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon] as to the importance of having annual detailed esti- 
mates of proposed expenditures, but if the Senator will care- 
fully examine the text of the bill as it came to us from the 
House, I think he will be satisfied that the provisions in the bill 
are amply sufficient to cover his desire as respects this question. 
I think the House provision, which was left in the bill by the 
Senate committee, is ample, and, I think, more effective than the 


suggestion made by the Senator from Georgia. Now, I wish 
to read the provision as it stands in the bill: 


The President shall annually cause to be made— 


This is directed to the President because he is the responsible 
person in charge of the construction of the Panama Canal— 


The President shall annually cause to be made, by the persons ap- 


inted and employed by him in charge of the government of said 

me and the construction of said canal, estimates of expenditures and 
appropriations, in detail as far as practicable, which estimates shail 
be submitted to Congress in the manner provided in section 5 of the 
act entitled “An act making appropriation for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial ex of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1902, w other purposes.“ 

That requires the President to cause to be made, as far as 
practicable, a detailed estimate of every expenditure, in accord- 
ance with the fifth section of the act of 1902. I wish to read 
the fifth section : 

Sec. 5. That hereafter it shall be the duty of the heads of the 
several Executive Departments, and of other officers authorized or re- 
quired to make estimates, to furnish to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
on or before the 15th ty of October of each year, their annual esti- 
mates for the public service, to be Included in the Book of Estimates 
ee by law under his direction, and in case of failure to furnish 
estimates as herein required it shall be the duty of the Secretary of 
the Treasury to cause to be prepared in the treasury Department, 
on or before the Ist day of November of each year, estimates for such 
appropriations as in his judgment shall be requisite in ev: such e 
which estimates shall be Included in the Book of Estimates pre 
by law under his direction for the consideration of Congress. 

This provision requires the President to cause to be submitted 
annually estimates under this clause. The amendment of the 
Senator from Georgia provides that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall, within ninety days, make such estimates. I submit 
to the Senator from Georgia that it is impossible for the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, under his phraseology, to make the esti- 
mates as proposed. It is the duty primarily of those having 
these expenditures in charge to make the estimates, and this 
bill provides that the President shail do it. So, under the exist- 
ing law, and under the provisions in the pending bill, these 
estimates must be made in absolute detail, not only with re- 
spect to salaries, but with respect to every other item that is 
practicable. 

The Senator criticises the words “as far as practicable,” and 
has fear that the President, in the execution of this provision, 
will not estimate for the salaries. That is the easiest and the 
most practicable thing for the President to do in connection with 
this matter; and is it required of us that we shall go beyond 
the provisions that are here and specify a particular salary or 
particular salaries in order to get this information and secure 
the estimates under the provisions of the fifth section of the 
law? So, Mr. President, as I understand, this provision is 
ample to accomplish every purpose that the Senator from 
Georgia, and the Senate as well, have in mind. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want to ask the Senator if he understands 
the language of the bill which we are considering to mean that 
before we appropriate regularly for the next fiscal year for the 
construction of the canal we shall have the estimates of which 
he speaks? The language employed there is “annually,” and 
under it I imagine the President, if he were indifferent, might 
defer the estimates until the next session of Congress. We 
have already met, and have had this measure brought in as an 
emergency appropriation, but I now have reference to the regu- 
lar appropriation which will come in later, as I understand the 
Senator, either from the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, if 
the Senate shall give it to that body, or on the sundry civil 
bill; and I wish to know from him now whether or not he 
expects to get any estimate for the coming year. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly, Mr. President. These estimates 
are not included thus far in the Book of Estimates. They were 
not included because they were not fully prepared under the 
conditions that surround the construction of the canal, but ap- 
propriations must be made for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1907, and in order that they shall be made under the provisions 
of the fifth section, estimates therefor must be made to the two 
Houses of Congress. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Immediately or as soon as practicable; cer- 
tainly before we pass the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. Immediately, I should say. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is all I want. 

Mr. ALLISON. Within a very few weeks or months. 

Of course the amendment of the Senator from Georgia, if it 
has any power at all, is a limitation, it seems to me, upon the 
law as proposed by the provisions of the pending bill. It says 
there shall be an estimate within ninety days, but that is wholly 
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unnecessary, because there may be an estimate within ninety 
days for the additional deficiency of the current year, as 


appears from the testimony of the Secretary of War. Surely 
there will be an estimate—whether we make it imperative or 
not—for the next fiscal year. That will come in as soon as it is 
possible to prepare it. 

So, Mr. President, while sympathizing with the Senator from 
Georgia in everything he suggests, and believing that it is neces- 
sary for Congress to have these detailed estimates, I think they 
are amply provided for in the bill as it stands, and I regard the 
amendment proposed, except that part requiring the Secretary 
of the Treasury within ninety days to make the estimates, as 
rather restrictive than enlarging the present proyision. There- 
fore, while I do not object to the suggestions made by the 
Senator from Georgia, I think his amendment is wholly unneces- 
sary, and I shall be glad to have him withdraw it, as I think 
its purpose is clearly covered by the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. President, I wish to say one word and one word only as 
respects the salaries to which the Senator from Georgia has 
alluded. I do not think the canal can be constructed on the 
basis suggested by the Senator from Georgia as to this higher 
class of service. I happen to know two men who had an 
opportunity, or at least it was suggested that they had an 
opportunity, of securing the position of chief engineer. Neither 
of them would accept the position because they were doing 
better in other employments as engineers. I think I am not 
mistaken when I say that this place was offered or suggested 
to a distinguished engineer who is now the chief engineer of the 
great work that is going on for the Pennsylvania Railroad in 
the city of New York, and though I do not know what he 
receives, I have no doubt he gets a larger compensation than is 
paid to Mr. Stevens, the chief engineer of the canal. It was 
said by some Senator that he absolutely refused to accept the 
place at a salary of less than $30,000. 

I do not know how many engineers there are in this country 
who are fit to take charge of that great work as an engineering 
problem; but I do not believe there are many, and I believe that 
an engineer of the experience and with the qualifications of Mr. 
Stevens can earn for his engineering work in this country an 
amount equivalent to the salary he is now receiving from the 
Panama Canal Commission. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to interrupt the Senator from 
Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. What is needed in the building of the canal is 
not an engineer; it is a man of executive ability. First, you 
want your engineers to determine what the canal shall be, de- 
termine all the facts connected with it, and which an engineer 
must necessarily determine before the work begins. Then you 
want a man who is accustomed to handling men. There are 
plenty of men in this country who are not engineers who would 
fill that bill. But first of all you now lack data that can only 
be furnished by engineers. 

For the time being, at least, we must have a first-class engi- 
neer, and not only one, but several. I feel somewhat like the 
Senator from Georgia. I do not object to men of high talent 
receiving high salaries. It is the men who do work that might 
be done by any one of ten thousand men. There are few men 
who are fit to be engineers in charge of such a work. We had 
better pay one of them $50,000 a year than an inferior man 
$10,000 a year. I am not going to complain of that. If I were 
President, I would pick the best engineer; then I would pick his 
associates, and let them go to work, and then I would look 
around for a man who has ability to command men and organ- 
ize. He will have all the facts before him. He will have his 
engineer with him. That is the kind of man you want for su- 
perintendent and general manager of the canal. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Colorado has said, in much 
better form than I could, what I was trying to say as respects 
the engineering work. 

Mr. TELLER. I beg pardon for interrupting the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. When we enter upon the construction of the 
canal, it may be we can employ at a smaller salary an engineer 
who has not the skill and experience and genius of a great en- 
gineer, but I apprehend that even in the course of the construc- 
tion of the canal very great and new engineering questions will 
arise as to the disposition of water, the construction of dams, 
and all the intricate problems that are involved in its construc- 
tion. 

And the Senator from Colorado is exactly right when he says 
what we want is a high-class man, familiar with construction 
work, in giving direction to it in a business way. I undertake 
to say that that was just what the President had in mind when 
he employed Mr. Shonts as director of the canal. 

Mr. GALLINGER. He is not an engineer. 


Mr. ALLISON. He is not an engineer, but he has had large 
experience. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In business matters. 

Mr. ALLISON. In business matters, and particularly in con- 
struction work. He knows how to handle men and how to dis- 
pose of the questions that arise in connection with the employ- 
ment of men. I believe that Mr. Shonts is eminently qualified 
for that work, both from the experience and the opportunities he 
has had in similar work. It is easy for us to criticise the sal- 
aries of these two gentlemen, who receive large sums, I admit, 
but they are engaged in a very important work, each in a sep- 
arate and distinct branch of it. 

Now, as to salaries, I said the other day, and I believe, that 
as to the salaries of the people who are employed here and only 
here in the departmental work of the Commission, they should 
not be paid as large salaries as some of them are being paid 
now. I haye no doubt that, attention being called to it, the 
matter will be disposed of very soon in a manner satisfactory 
to Congress. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to ask a question for information. 
I have been glancing over the report of the expenses paid by the 
Commission. I do not find such a division of expenditures as 
will enable me to ascertain just what I wish to know. 

There are practically three items of expense—salaries, the 
purchase of material, and labor. Can the Senator inform me 
approximately what proportion of the expenses so far incurred 
is for salaries, what proportion is for material, and what pro- 
portion has been paid for what we understand to be common 
labor? In these reports the labor seems to be included in the 
salaries, but a glance at the whole thing upon the face of it 
would indicate that there are about $3 paid for salaries where 
there is a dollar paid for actual labor; and if that is true, 
it seems to me about three-fourths of the expenses paid for con- 
structing the canal will be for salaries rather than for the 
actual labor in digging the ditch. 

I appreciate the fact that the large expenses for material as 
indicated in this report are for such material as can be used in 
the entire period of the construction of the canal, but there does 
seein, upon the face of it, to be a great disparity between the 
enormous amount for salaries and what would seem to indicate 
the amount paid for labor. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is in the testimony a statement subdi- 
viding the expenditures, perhaps not quite in as much detail as 
the Senator would desire. But as to salaries, there is an esti- 
mate in the testimony on page 10 which shows the salaries of 
the Commissioners and the employees at the Washington office, 
ete.; and salaries, incidental expenses, rent, etc.; inspecting 
materials and supplies. 

Mr. McCUMBER. But I will say to the Senator that it al- 
ways includes something else with the salaries, such as the in- 
cidental expenses. So far as I can find, the item of labor is 
always considered as a part of and in connection with salaries. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will turn to page 8, he will see 
an estimate first of the expenditures already made, amounting 
in the aggregate to $4,000,000, which is stated, I think, in as 
much detail as is possible under the circumstances. That is 
wholly for material. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes; I understand that is wholly for 
material. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then the second provision is for “ Equip- 
ment purchased or contracted for delivery,” amounting to 
$3,350,000. 

Mr. McCUMBER. And most of that will be something that 
will not have to be duplicated. 

Mr. ALLISON. Most of it is equipment for the purposes of 
the canal. 

The next item, about $2,300,000, is in detail, and is chiefly for 
articles of a miscellaneous character necessary in conducting 
the work. I do not see in that estimate any special item re- 
ferring to labor. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Nor do I see, if I may disturb the Senator 
further, anything that divides the salaries in such a way that we 
can tell just what the amount of the continuing salaries wiil be 
per month or per annum, so that we may get some estimate of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think there is any estimate of the 
salaries separate and distinct from the labor, although it is 
easily ascertainable, I believe. I was trying to find the three- 
fourths for salaries and the quarter for labor whic]: the Senator 
suggested. : 

I find another estimate of $800,000 in the agyregate, which 
includes transportation of labor and local transportation, hotel 
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and hospital supplies, miscellaneous supplies and service, in- 
cluding lumber, etc. There seems to be very little labor in any 
of these items. 

Then comes the estimate of the amount due through the Pan- 
ama Railroad Company for material and services. That, of 
course, does not include labor. Then there is another one of the 
amount due the Panama Railroad Company from December to 
June, 1906. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will say to the Senator that I do not 
think he will find it. I have looked and I can not find it, and 
I merely asked the question because I did not know but that the 
Senator had the facts at hand, independent of the report. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood the Senator to say that he had 
discovered that a very small amount of this money was for 
labor. 

Mr. McCUMBER. No; I have not discovered the amount, 

Mr. ALLISON. The pay roll on the Isthmus is estimated at 
$600,000 a month. That is chiefly labor. There may be a few 
salaries included in it, but very few. So the labor cost in this 
appropriation will average about $600,000 a month. I believe 

there are 17,000 persons employed. 

I think we will be able to secure a reasonably fair estimate 
of the amount of labor 

Mr. McCUMBER. I call the attention of the Senator to an 
item which reads: 

Estimated Isthmus pay rolls from December 1, 1905, to June 30, 1906. 
. I suppose that includes the entire pay rolls, as well as labor, 
does it not? 

Mr. ALLISON. I presume it does. The greater portion, of 
course, is for labor or for the pay of persons who are to super- 
vise the labor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, on page 
14 of the testimony Secretary Taft testifies that the pay roll 
amounts to between six and seven hundred thousand dollars a 
month. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very good. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I understand that includes the entire pay 
rolis, including labor and salaries. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt it does, but the chief portion 
is for labor. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Neyada? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I fear I may repeat some of the questions 
asked by the Senator from North Dakota, because I did not 
clearly hear the colloquy, but I wish to ask the Senator from 
Iowa whether the item of $4,875,000 covers all of the pay rolls, 
both for labor and salaries, and whether or not any itemized 
statement was given of the salaries allowed the different classes 
of officials—engineers, topographers, etc.? 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Iowa will permit me, 
the Senator from Nevada will find that in detail on pages 270 
and 271 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. ALLISON. Those statements are in the RECORD. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Pages 270 and 271 of the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp. It was submitted to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. ALLISON. That covers all of the salaries. If the Sen- 
ator will turn to the Recorp of December 6 he will find a com- 
plete statement of all the salaries. 

Mr. GALLINGER. December 11. 

Mr. ALLISON. December 6. It was put in the House by a 
Member. 

Mr. KEAN. I find it on page 270. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I think we have pretty full information 
on the question of salaries. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. May I ask the Senator what salaries are 
particularly criticised here? I find, for instance, that the salary 
paid to a physician is from $2,400 to $3,000. Is that regarded 
as excessive? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think not. I have not heard any criticism 
of it. The criticism, I should say, is of salaries of $10,000 or 
more. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. May I ask how many salaries of that kind 
there are? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘There are three or four salaries of $10,000. 
The purchasing agent receives $10,000 per year, the auditor 
receives $10,000, and the secretary receives $10,000. 

Mr. BACON. May I ask the Senator from Iowa from what 
page of the Recorp he reads.? 

Mr.-ALLISON. Page 138 of the Recorp, beginning on page 
137. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 


Mr. ALLISON. I do. 

Mr. CULBERSON. While the Senator is on the question of 
salaries, I noticed in the celebrated interview with the Secre- 
tary of War at the Manhattan Hotel, in New York, that the 
distinguished lawyer, Mr. William Nelson Cromwell, was pres- 
ent as an adviser of the Commission. I should like to ask the 
Senator, if he has information on the subject, what the duties 
of that gentleman are in connection with that matter, and what 
salary he receives? 

Mr. ALLISON. Is he regarded as the attorney of the Com- 
mission? 

Mr, CULBERSON. He was present at this interview be- 
tween the Secretary of War and Mr. Wallace, and represented, 
as I understood, the Commission. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh! 

Mr. CULBERSON. What I desired to know is his real rela- 
tionship to the Commission and what compensation he is paid 
and whether it is included in this appropriation we are to make. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not, as I understand. Mr. Cromwell, I 
understand, is one of the directors of the Panama Railroad 
Company. The directors consist of the seven members of the 
Commission and six other persons, of whom Mr. Cromwell is 
one, I see by reference to their reports that Mr. Cromwell is 
the attorney of the Panama Railroad Company, and I have no 
doubt if he was present in New York at the time stated it was 
in his capacity as director and adviser of the Panama Railroad 
Company. 

Mr. STONE. In some correspondence between Mr. Shonts 
and Mr. Brown, who was the agent through whom the ships 
Havana and Mexico were purchased, Mr, Shonts refers to Sulli- 
van and Cromwell as the counsel of the Commission. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I do not know how that is. He 
may also be the counsel of the Commission. 

Mr. STONE. I wish to know how much he receives as salary. 

Mr. ALLISON. But I would hardly think that the Com- 
mission needed counsel, unless in some special matter. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I beg the Senator’s pardon for interrupt- 
ing him again, but my attention was diverted for a moment 
and I did not catch his answer to the Senator from Missouri, 

Mr. ALLISON. I stated that if it appears in the record he 
signed himself as counsel of the Commission he must at the 
moment have been the counsel of the Commission, but I sup- 
pose it was for some special employment. I do not understand 
that he is the counsel of the Commission, as I do not think 
they would have a great amount of legal business to do which 
could not be done by their own counsel. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator, if I understood him cor- 
rectly a moment ago in reply to the question which I asked him, 
stated his understanding to be that the compensation of 
Mr. Cromwell was not included in this appropriation. If that 


-be the correct statement I will ask the- Senator out of what 


money he is then paid? 

Mr. ALLISON. If he is the counsel of the Commission un- 
doubtedly he will be paid out of this appropriation. My state- 
ment was that he was the counsel of the Panama Railway Com- 
pany, as I understood, and, if so, I suppose that.as such counsel 
he will be paid by the railroad company. But if he is the coun- 
sel of the Commission, of which I have no evidence other than 
the statement of the Senator from Missouri, which was that he 
appeared in New York when this particular transaction occurred 
and was the counsel for the Commission in drawing up some 
contracts—is that the statement of Mr. Brown? 

Mr. STONE. He was the counsel in drawing up contracts, 
and I understood that the whole subject-matter was in a 
measure to be submitted to his discretion. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I have no doubt he was paid for 
that service. I did not know he rendered that service. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Can the Senator give us any information 
as to the amount of compensation, as we are on the question of 
salaries? 

Mr. ALLISON. Of Mr. Cromwell? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. I could not. I have no information on that 
subject. I was not aware that he was counsel for the Commis- 
sion until it was suggested to me now by the Senator from 
Missouri. But if he is the counsel I suppose he receives pay, 
and he would have to receive it out of this appropriation, if he 
has not already received it. 

Mr. STONE. I do not wish to be understood as asserting that 
he was general counsel. I limit my statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. To the particular transaction? 

Mr. STONE. To this particular transaction, as it appears 
in the minutes of the Commission. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see no statement here of compensation to 
counsel. 
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Now, I want to say a word about the salary of Mr. Magoon, 


who receives a compensation of $17,500. I believe a part of 
that compensation is $10,000 as governor of the Canal Zone, 
and he receives a salary of $7,500 as commissioner. He is min- 
ister to the State of Panama, for which an appropriation of 
$10,000 is annually made in the diplomatic and consular appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. BACON. In addition, making $27,500? - 

Mr. ALLISON. Not in addition to it. I was about to place 
to his credit that previous appropriation of $10,000. 

So it seems that even in the judgment of Congress, which 
is always careful about such matters and inquires into them 
particularly, they thought it worth while to pay $10,000 to a 
minister at Panama. 

Mr. BACON. I will state to the Senator—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do. 

Mr. BACON. When that appropriation was under considera- 
tion and it was fixed at $10,000 instead of $7,000—$7,000 being 
what the minister to Morocco gets, or something of that kind, 
if I am not mistaken. I recollect distinctly it was fixed at that 
sum in view of the disorganized condition of affairs down 
there, the climatic conditions, etc., but with no possible contem- 
plation of the fact that the minister to Panama was to receive 
nearly an equal amount in addition from some other source. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was only calling attention to it by way of 
illustration, that even in the judgment of Congress it was 
thought worth while to give a man a salary of $10,000 for the 
mission to Panama. Now it turns out that the President, with 
a view to economy, of course—I suppose so—has appointed Mr. 
2 our minister to Panama as well as governor of the 

ne. s 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Judge Magoon, it seems to me, is holding 
a number of offices down there. He would seem to be rather a 
versatile man. I ask the Senator if he is the same gentleman 
who wrote the two celebrated opinions, one on one side and the 
other on the other side of the colonial question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Very probably. I know of a great many 
lawyers who have expressed different opinions on topics at dif- 
ferent times. 

Mr. BACON. This was on the same topic though. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does show that he is versatile, if that be 
true. I am told also that he is a very accomplished man and 
the author of some books upon law questions, and is recognized 
as one of the leading lawyers upon questions of international 
law that we have in our country. 

So, Mr. President, I am merely illustrating this matter of 
salaries to show how easy it is to criticise without a full knowl- 
edge of the situation and of the subject. Now, take Mr. Benson. 
He is the auditor, I believe, of the Canal Commission. Mr. 
Benson was made the auditor of the Commission. I do not 
know precisely what is the nature of his duties except to audit 
these accounts, and I understand they are very voluminous 
accounts. Here are 13,000 or 15,000 people on the Isthmus at 
work. They are in the employ of the Commission, and each 
one of them of course must sign a pay roll once a month or 
once in two weeks. That requires a great deal of detail in 
auditing accounts. The man who preceded Mr. Benson, I be- 
lieve, as auditor received a salary of $5,000, but Mr. Benson had 
a special qualification for this work, because of his large expe- 
rience in auditing railroad accounts, for which I think he re- 
ceived a much larger salary. When he was made auditor, the 
Government of the United States having some little interest in 
the Panama Railroad Company, be was made auditor also of the 
Panama Railroad Company, and as auditor of the Canal Com- 
mission and auditor of the railroad company he receives prac- 
tically a salary of $10,000. I do not know whether that is too 
large a salary or not. It seems to me to be large, and I appre- 
ciate the observations of the Senator from Georgia and I sympa- 
thize with him in his effort to reduce salaries, if they be exces- 
sive, to a just basis. 

Therefore, I am in favor of making such a provision as will 
secure an absolute and detailed estimate of all these salaries, 
and as far as practicable of every expenditure necessary to be 
made on the Isthmus. I am in thorough sympathy with that 
purpose, and I believe it is amply provided for now in the bill 
as it came to us from the House, with the amendment we made 
following that provision, so as to read: 


And no money shall be 8 for any of the 
ing and maintaining said isthmian canal excep 
appropriations made by Congress. 


urposes of construct- 
in accordance with 
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I think, taking the two clauses together, we are.very certain 
to secure a detailed estimate of what they need in the way of 
appropriations. 

Mr. CULBERSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I regret that the Senator from 
Iowa does not recognize the propriety of the incorporation of this 
amendment upon the bill. The Senator is entirely in accord with 
the purpose which I seek to accomplish by this amendment, and 
his only objection to it is that he thinks it is surplusage, that 
the language of the bill as it is now before the Senate is suffi- 
cient to accomplish the purpose. I submit to the learned Sena- 
tor that if that is the only reason, in the interest of certainty 
and for the purpose of satisfying the doubts of some of those 
of us who do not agree with him in that particular, it would be 
the better part to incorporate the amendment, or something 
which would be tantamount to it. 

If the Senator does not object to what the amendment calls 
for, but that it is simply a matter of surplusage, that considera- 
tion is not so material as that by leaving it out it would put 
the matter in doubt, at least in the minds of some of us; and 
I shall endeavor to show the reason why I think there is doubt 
upon that subject. 

I will say, Mr. President, that while I was very strongly im- 
pressed with the necessity of some distinct and definite require- 
ment of law which would insure complete information to Con- 
gress, I was in doubt as to what particular shape it should 
take. But in the debate yesterday the distinguished Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Hate], than whom there is no more careful 
legislator and than whom there is no one more familiar with all 
the requirements upon appropriation bills and the things which 
are politic and proper to be done in the consideration thereof, 
in the course of his remarks suggested that the difficulty with 
which we were contending and which everyone was entirely 
sensible of, to wit, the lack of detailed and proper information 
relative to expenditures in the canal work, would be met by 
requiring, whenever we had to deal with a bill making appro- 
priations for the isthmian canal, that there should be a detailed 
estimate from the Secretary of the Treasury, whose duty it is 
to present the estimates for all the Departments, if I under- 
stand correctly, with a view to having each office specified and 
the amount of salary to be received by each officer specified, so 
that when we came to make the appropriations we could deal 
as certainly and as definitely and as accurately with the amount 
to be appropriated as if it were an officer provided by law for 
whose compensation we were thus appropriating money. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree to that statement by the Senator 
from Maine. Perhaps I made a similar statement yesterday. 
The Senator from Maine suggested language this morning which 
I do not object to. 

Mr. BACON. Very well; I am perfectly willing to have that 
amendment made in the language suggested by the Senator from 
Maine. It is substantially the same as the amendment offered 
by me. 

Mr. ALLISON. But I think it is unnecessary. ; 

Mr. BACON. I stated to the Senator, he will remember, that 
if the Appropriations Committee desire, in place of this amend- 
ment, to insert in that clause the language which was suggested 
by the Senator from Maine, I would yield to the judgment of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am willing to put in that language, except 
I think we ought not to resti.ct the President of the United 
States by including certain things. We ought to say that he 
should make this estimate as far as practicable. He will not 
play upon the words of this amendment. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that. We are making a law not 
for President Roosevelt, but we are making a law for the entire 
time of the construction of this canal. So there is nothing per- 
sonal in it as to him. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the Senator to this. It 
can not possibly be a restriction. There is no limitation of 
words. It says that while it shall be done as far as practica- 
ble, we particularize that whatever difference in judgment there 
may be as to what is or is not “practicable” it must include 
this and as much more as the President may deem to be covered 
by the language. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 
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. Mr. BACON. With pleasure. I wish, however, to make a 
further statement in that connection. 

Mr. HALE. Then I will wait until the Senator concludes. 
Mr. BACON. No; I will hear the honorable Senator. 

Mr. HALE. I did not propose to strike out that part, “as 
far as practicable.” 

Nr. BACON. Not at all. 

Mr. HALE. My proposition was to make it read, which 
estimate shall cover all salaries and compensation to persons 
employed in said work except laborers, and shall be submitted 
to Congress.” 

: Mr. BACON. I stated that that would be simply a change 
of position. It is exactly the same language as the amendment, 
and I am perfectly willing to have it inserted. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President, if the Senator will in- 
dulge me a moment, as we are coming to an agreement upon this 
subject, I suggest that that is too restrictive. Take the employ- 
ment on the Isthmus. It may be that for three months or six 
months there will be needed fifty engineers or overseers, if you 
please, or machinists. They are not laborers, but skilled me- 
chanics and machinists, 

Png BACON. I suggest that the Senator enlarge the language 
en, 

Mr. ALLISON. I think you should not say he should make an 
estimate for everything except laborers, because it is in the 
nature of things that the people employed there will vary in 
number from time to time and vary in salary from time to time. 
They will be skilled people. So I think all you want to do is to 
provide for the people who are in this statement here, who are 
really the salaried people. 

Mr. HALE. That is the purpose I had in view. 

Mr. BACON. Certainly, that is the purpose. 

Mr. HALE. Really to get at the salaried people. I thought 
the exception of laborers would include, .as it undoubtedly 
would, skilled laborers too. But whether the language is broad 
enough or not, I have no objection to adding to it, to include 
laborers, skilled laborers, or any force required from time to 
time for any emergency. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only called attention to the fact that you 
will require perhaps an impossibility. Now, if Senators think 
Iam not right about that 
Mr. BACON. If the Senator will insert the words other 
than skilled or unskilled laborers,” it seems to me it would cover 
the ground. -That would limit it, then, to the salaries named, 
other than those of skilled or unskilled laborers. 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps that would limit it. 

- Mr. HALE. That would cover it. I think it is very im- 
portant that they should be excepted, because it is impossible 
for the President to estimate for that salaried force. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know there are, or have been, employed 
there temporarily engineers and other people. They may be on 
a monthly salary, but they are employed temporarily, and when 
the particular thing that was required of them has been ac- 
complished they pass away. 

Mr. BACON. Those will be simply matters of estimate, I will 
say to the Senator, and those matters in contemplation—— 

Mr. HALE. This will cover it—“ which estimates shall 
cover all annual salaries for persons in the employment of 
said Commission, excepting laborers and skilled laborers.” 

Mr. BACON. “ Excepting skilled and unskilled laborers.” 

Mr. HALE. Their classification is “laborers and skilled 
laborers.” They do not say “ unskilled laborer.” 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Maine whether it would not be advisable to suspend any legis- 
lation of this character until some regular bill comes in. ‘The 
bill that is now under consideration is an emergency deficiency 
bill, and one where it is not supposed that legislation should 
exist at all. The understanding is, both in the Senate and the 
House, I think, that at this session of Congress there will be a 
bill that will cover this entire subject, and at that time these 
questions which have now not received adequate consideration 
can then be maturely considered not only in the committee 
but in the Senate after the bill has been reported. 

- Mr. HALE. That is precisely what I said. It is to provide 
generally that when the estimates are made it shall be for these 
salaries, but the question of what the salaries shall be in the 
meantime has got to be dealt with not by the Committee on 
Appropriations, but by the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 
All this requires is that the President, through the Secretary of 
the Treasury, shall submit estimates covering all annual sala- 
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ries of persons employed, excepting laborers and skilled labor- 
ers; but how much they shall receive and the fixing of salaries, 
that neither the President will have to do with hereafter nor 
the Committee on Appropriations, but the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals must make a complete schedule and fix salaries. 
Then it will all be subject to the general provision of estimates 
covering salaries. That is all it is intended to do here, and it 
ought to be done now, because whatever work the Committee 
on Interoceanic Canals does will blossom out in the form of 
needing money at the time the next appropriation is to be made. 
This is only intended, as I understand the Senator, to cover just 
that; it is only the process. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the Senator will allow me just a word 
there, I wish to : 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator yield to the Sen- 
ator from Texas? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understood that I had the floor. I 
yielded to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. I had the floor. I yield to the Senator from 
Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Oh, no; I simply inquired as to what 
time I might say a word or two about the amendment which I 
proposed. 

Mr. BACON. We have not disposed of this amendment. As 
soon as we have I will yield the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood that the Sen- 
ator from Texas had the floor, but yielded to the Senator from 
Georgia. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia now has 
the floor. 

Mr. BACON. The Chair is mistaken in that. I followed the 
Senator from Iowa, and I have neyer yielded the floor. I have 
submitted to interruptions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not refer to the mo- 
ment, but to the yielding some half hour ago. 

Mr. BACON. If I understand that the modification suggested 
by the Senator from Maine is acceptable to the Senator from 
Iowa I will have nothing further to say. 

Mr. HALE. Let that be put in then. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let it be read, so that we may know what 
it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as proposed will 
be read. 

The Secretary. On page 3, line 14, after the words which 
estimates,” insert the following: 
shall cover all annual salaries for persons in the employ of said Com- 
mission excepting laborers and skilled laborers and. 

Mr. HALE. There is no classification by the Department of 
unskilled laborers. It is “laborers and skilled laborers.” 

Mr. SPOONER. Who has the floor, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. BACON. I said if that was acceptable I had nothing 
further to say. $ 

Mr. CULBERSON rose. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Georgia and the Sen- 
ator from Texas kindly yield to me to ask a question, to see if 
I can obtain a little information from the Senator from Maine? 
I only ask as to the custom of the Appropriations Committee. 
The estimates are the limit of appropriation, as I understand it. 

Mr. BACON. We can not hear the Senator here. 

Mr. SPOONER. Are the estimates the limit of the appro- 
priation? That is, whatever is estimated the committee either 
appropriates for or it goes under the estimate? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; that is the general rule. There are cases 
where before the final passage of a bill the heads of the Depart- 
ments have come in and have said that exigencies require some- 
thing even beyond the estimates, but those are exceptional cases 
which only prove the rule. It is, as stated by the Senator, that 
the estimates are considered as the limitation. 4 

Mr. BACON. That refers to the aggregate of the estimates, 
not to the details of the salaries? 

Mr. HALE. Of course each estimate is by itself. 

Mr. SPOONER. The estimate is composed, I suppose, of the 
aggregate of all the salaries? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. The appropriation is to cover the same sala- 
ries that are considered in making up the estimate? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, what was the theory upon which the 
Committee on Appropriations reported this language, “in detail 
as far as practicable?” 
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Mr. HALE. That is the language of the House. The discus- 
sion arose afterwards about these salaries, and the estimates 
have come in, if you call them estimates. We have been pro- 
ceeding, as the Senator knows, under his bill in rather—I will 
not say an indefinite way, perhaps, but without the particulari- 
zation that there will be after the thing gets started as a running 
machine. Because of that and the necessity for more itemiza- 
tion of course the suggestion arose to put in something more. 
The general machinery that this shall be done through the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is provided for in the bill itself in the 
House proposition. We did not put in that language in the com- 
mittee; it is the House language. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not want to take the time of the Sena- 
tor from Texas, but I think it is very much better language than 
the proposed amendment, and I wish to say a word on that sub- 

when in order. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment does not change the language. 
It only makes it a little more in detail. 

Mr. SPOONER. It changes the language in a restrictive way, 
as I understand it. It strikes out practically, as I understand it, 
the words “in detail as far as practicable.” 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. Do you leave that in? 

Mr. BACON. That is left in. It does not strike out anything. 

Mr. HALE. We do not want to strike out anything. The 
Senator from Iowa raised that same point, and I stated it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not understand it. 

Mr. HALE. Then I suggest, if there is no objection, that the 
amendment the Secretary has just read, to come in after the 
word “ estimates,” be agreed to. 

‘Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
to the langauge. On page 3 of the original bill the language is 
“the President shall annually cause to be made, by the persons 
appointed and employed by him in charge of the government of 
said Canal Zone and the construction of said canal, estimates,” 
and so forth. The amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Maine speaks of “said Commission.“ The word“ Commission“ 
does not precede in the section; it is the President. I suggest 
that instead of the word Commission“ it ought to read “ the 
President.” 

Mr. HALE. In the words I suggested I did not say “ Com- 
mission,” but “ employed in said work.” 

Mr. HOPKINS. The language, as I gathered it, given by the 
Senator to the Secretary, used the word “Commission.” What 
has the Secretary? 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read it. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, line 14, after the word “ esti- 
mates,” insert: ; 
shall cover all annual salaries for eee in the employ of said Com- 
mission, excepting laborers and skilled laborers, and. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The point I am making is that the Commis- 
sion does not employ them. 

Mr. HALE. In the memorandum I have (it was my lapse 
undoubtedly) it read “employed in said work.” That is the 
proper suggestion, and I see no objection to that. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I ask that the amendment 
which I submitted yesterday be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed yester- 
day by the Senator from Texas will be read. 

Mr. HALE. Will not the Senator let us get this amendment 
out of the way? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly; I was about to ask if we could 
not have have a vote on it. 

Mr. FRYE. Let the amendment be again read, as the Senator 
from Maine has now amended it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read by 
the Secretary as now proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

The Secretary. On page 3, after the word “estimates,” line 
14, insert: 
shall cover all annunl salaries for persons employed in said work, ex- 
cepting laborers and skilled laborers. 

Mr. HALE. That is it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, before that amendment is 
adopted, I desire to submit only a word or two upon it. I wish 
to call the attention of Senators to the fact that when this bill 
was sent from the other House to the Senate, it was thought by 
a number of the members of the Senate that it should go to a com- 
mittee which could provide for legislation as well as for appro- 
priation. That position was combated by the honored Sen- 
ator who is in charge of the bill [Mr. ALLISON], and by his as- 
sociates upon the Committee on Appropriations, on the theory 

t no legislation could be had at this time on this subject, but 
that the committee would be limited in the Senate to the ques- 
tion of appropriation alone. It was apparent to some then, as 
it is apparent to all now, that in order to make these appropria- 


tions, in order to properly protect the Government and to safe- 
guard the interests of all concerned, in addition to the appro- 
priations themselves which were contemplated in the bill as it 
came from the House, there should be legislation of the charac- 
ter which is now proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon] and the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate]. It empha- 
sizes the position which was taken when this bill was presented 
here from the other House, that it should have originally gone 
to the committee where all of these questions could have been 
embodied in the bill without the patchwork procedure which is 
now necessary, where the bill is reported, as it is, by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and the legislation comes by various 
amendments from individual Senators upon the floor. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, has the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] been agreed to? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not yet been agreed to. The 
question is on that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, while the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Cutserson] is entitled to the floor, he has kindly 
consented to let me occupy five minutes, or thereabouts, as I 
have an engagement outside of the Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I want to submit a few 
very brief observations in reference to the matter of salaries, a 
subject that was discussed so thoroughly and earnestly by the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], to whom I listened with a 
great deal of interest. 

I have been of opinion that there are a few salaries in this 
list which are excessive, and yet I am not quite sure on that 
point. When the matter was before the Committee on Appro- 
priations I thought that $30,000 was a very large salary for the 
chairman of the Commission. I also thought that $17,500 was 
a very large salary -for the governor of the Canal Zone, who is 
likewise, I believe, a member of the Commission. I was very 
clearly satisfied that $10,000 for the secretary, who has been 
denominated a press agent, is entirely beyond reason, from the 
showing that he made before the committee when he was heard 
the other day; and I hope in due time that gentleman will 
either perform more work for the $10,000 he is receiving, or else 
that the salary will be reduced to, say $5,000, which Mr. Murphy 
received as secretary of the Commission before he was super- 
seded by the gentleman who now holds the place. But in look- 
ing over the entire list of salaries, as it will be found in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in two different places, I do not see that, 
as a rule, the salaries are excessive. 

The salaries of the general purchasing officer and the general 
auditor have been somewhat criticised. They each receive 
$10,000 a year. Secretary Taft gave very important testimony 
concerning those officers, which will be found on pages 54 and 
55 of the printed testimony. He likewise gave testimony con- 
cerning the salary of Mr. Stevens, the engineer in charge. The 
chairman of the committee asked this question of Secretary Taft: 

Is there any explanation that you want to make about those details 
that would be useful to us? 

Secretary Tarr. Well, I ought to say this: As to the fixing of the 
salary of the chief engineer, that was originally, with Mr. allace, 
825,000. Then, after Mr. Wallace left us, we conferred with a man 
who we thought could follow him and take the responsibility, and he 
would not go to the Isthmus unless we ae him $30,000, 

The CHAIRMAN. That is Mr. Stevens 

Secretary Tarr. That is Mr. Stevens; and it seemed to me that 
that, under the circumstances, was a reasonable salary. I conferred 
with the President about it. Mr. Shonts approved, and he and Mr. 
Shonts employed him at that price. 

The CHAIRMAN. I think the criticism, so far as I have noticed it in 
the Recorp, was rather toward the employees here. 

Secretary Tarr. Of the Commission? 

The CHAIRMAN. The employees under the Commission who are not 
on the Isthmus at all. 


Tarr. Yes, sir. 

Senator WARREN. The auditor and so on. 

Secretary Tarr. With respect to the auditor and the purchasin 
agent, Mr. Shonts came to me and said that he desired to get as g 
a man as he could get from the railroad service of the country to do 
the auditing and to do the purchasing. The purchasing of five or 
six or seven millions of dollars of supplies a year involves a skill and 
integrity and high character on the part of the purchaser that it 
seemed to me justified without any question the payment of $10,000. 
But an investigation was made as to what was id for that service 
by the large railway systems of the country; and Mr. Shonts said that 
he had an opportunity to employ a gentleman who was in the Wabash 
system that he ong t he could get for 810,000. 

Mr. SHonts. The Burlington system. 

Tart. I thought it was the Wabash. At any rate, which- 
ever the system, he offered it to him; and the result was that the 
gentleman was employed at $12,000 a year and becnme a second vice- 
president of the og opel met him in St. Louis a few weeks ngo, 
and he thanked us for the oa that our ofer ve him to 
secure a better position, I th he now a second vice-president 
of the Wabash. 

Mr. Stronts. That fs It; he went from the Burlington. 
Secretary Tarr. And he is getting $12,000 a year. The same thing 
is true of the auditor. The railway companies y quite that price 
for auditors who are skilled in the matter of keeping railway accounts, 
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I observe that there has been a good deal of criticism of the fact 
that we have an auditor at all; that we do not rest on the Auditor of 
the War Department; that the Auditor of the War Department gets 
$4,000, and that the Secretary of War gets $8,000, and that there 
ought to be a uniform charge. All I have to say about that is that 
I do not think the Secretary of War gets enough, and I do not think 
that the Auditor, if he does his duty, gets enough. Still, there are 
people who are willing to serve the Government at that price, though 
you probably do not get as good as you would if you paid better a- 
ries. But this was a great enterprise of construction, ſulvalent to 
the building and maintenance of a railroad, and I ought the 
standard of railroad salaries was a fair standard, and we found that 
we could not get the men unless we did. 

With respect to the auditor, it is said that we can have an audit 
for nothing by the Auditor for the War Department. That is true; 
we can. ut, gentlemen, there has not been a disbursing officer's 
account, there has not been a single account, passed by the Auditor 
of the expenditure of money for this canal since its inning. That 
is the system of Government audit that we have; and those of us 
that were responsible for the carrying on of this great financial busi- 
ness were not willing not to bave an audit closer to the time of ex- 
8 and more of a business character than that which we get 
rom the Government auditors. That is the truth of it; and that is 
have an auditor that it costs $10,000 to have. 
this audit up to date, as it were? 

Secretary Tarr. He brings it down within six weeks, and after we 
get organized it will come down more closely. You can not get a 
3 from your auditors in the Government service here short of 
six months. 

Senator Perkins. A paymaster in the ad informed me a few days 
since that his accounts had not been audited for elghteen months. 

Secretary Tarr. You will hear that in all the artments, Now, 
we can not carry on, or at least I should not be willing to carry on 
business at the risk of having accounts subject to examination eight- 
een months after the expenditure of the money. 

Senator WETMORE. Do you mean that the auditing officials are in- 
competent, or that there is an insufficient force? 

Secretary Tarr. I do not know the reason. I think it is because 
of the lumbering character of the methods of doing Government busi- 
ness. They require too much paper work and too great deliberation. 

Senator HALE. Are those accounts afterwards sent to the Auditor 
for the War Department? ° 

Secretary TAFT. Yes, sir. 

Senator HALE. What does he do with them? 

Secretary Tarr. He goes on, and in the course of time he will ap- 
prove them; and some poor fellow who has been disbursing will find 
out three years afterwards that there are a few hundred dollars that 
he has disbursed, supposing they were a legal disbursement, that 
were not; and then he will either have to go down in his pocket 
and pay the amount, or he will have to come to Congress to have it 
adjusted in some way. 

I speak of this because I know what happens in the Army. I know 
what the disbursing officers of the Arm ave to do in reference to 
delay in auditing. we need, in a business matter like this, an au- 
ditor who keeps up to date. 


Later on, in speaking of the purchasing agent, Mr. Shonts 
made this observation : 


Mr. Suonts. If you will permit me, I will say that he saved 
3 on ome purchase from the lowest bidder after he had the bids 
and ope '$ 

Senator TILLMAN. Will you explain that, please? 

Mr. SHoNTS. He did tbat by pointing out to them where they were 
charging us more than they should for different items entering into the 
construction of the cars and engines that were concerned. 

Senator HALE. So that they changed their bid? 

Mr. SuHonts. That was the lowest bidder. Now, mind you, he had 
the lowest bid; he did not change it. We go on the theory that it is 
beneath the Government's dignity to play one man against another; but 
after he had the lowest bidder in, he talked him out 

Senator HALE. And the bidder changed it? 

Mr. SHonts. The bidder himself—the lowest bidder—came down in 
his bid, and saved the Government $193,000, 

Senator Hate. Which you would bave spent if you had simply taken 
the figures of the lowest bidder as they came in? 

Mr. SHonts. That is it exactly. 

The CHAIRMAN. In case an unskilled man bad been purchasing agent? 

Secretary Tarr. Yes, sir; in case an unskilled man had been pur- 
chasing agent. 

Mr. Suonts. Or a skilled man, if he had not known all those items 
and the relations that they should bear to each other. In three items, 
in three Pee, we have saved, according to an account I have kept, 
over $240,000. 

Those were the reasons which the Secretary of War and Mr. 
Shonts gave for the payment of $10,000 salaries to the general 
auditor and to the general purchasing officer; and I confess that 
as a member of the committee it struck me that those salaries 
were warranted under the circumstances, 

A single further observation. I have looked over the list 
of—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire per- 
mit me right there to interrupt him? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am speaking in the time of the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. Cunserson], but I will allow a question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If I understand the testimony just read by 
the Senator, the saving of one hundred and ninety thousand and 
odd dollars came from the making of an entirely new contract. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not at all. They advertised for bids, 
and the lowest bidder was persuaded by this auditor that his 
bid was too high, and he reduced it. 

Mr, HOPKINS. Suppose the auditor had also undertaken to 
persuade some of the other men who had bid for the contract, 
is there any evidence to show that they might not have gone 
beiow that? 


Air. GALLINGER. 


the reason why we 
The CHAIRMAN. He kee 


I have no evidence on that point. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Then, it resolves itself back to this, that 
after the bids were submitted, feeling that they were all too 
high, he went to negotiating personally and privately with one 
of them, and got him to make an offer $190,000 less than he had 
originally made. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. J 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, I want to know if it would not have 
been better to have rejected all of the bids, if-it was the opinion 
of the party that they were too high, and to have given every- 
body an opportunity to make new bids? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, perhaps that might 
be so; but I am not going to discuss that, because I know noth- 
ing about it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then, as a matter of fact, nobody can say 
that $190,000 was saved by that procedure. If the usual course 
had been pursued and if the bids had been rejected upon the 
ground that they were too high, instead of $190,000 being saved, 
there might have been a quarter of a million dollars saved. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Possibly so; but I think the point the 
Secretary of War meant to make, and which impressed the 
committee, was that if this matter had been left in the hands of 
the Auditor for the War Department, a $4,000 officer who is 
probably overworked, he would have accepted the lowest bid 
beyond a question. That is the ordinary way in which those 
things go; but this technical man, this skilled man, thought 
these bids were too high, and in three different instances saved, 
not only $190,000, but $240,000 to the Government. I think 
that was good administration. It seems to me so. It is barely 
possible that the other bids might have been $50,000, $75,000, 
or $100,000 higher than this man bid—I do not know anything 
about that—so that it might not have been worth while to have 
bothered further with those gentlemen. 

Now, I want to say but a word or two further. I have counted 
these different officers and employees of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission who are receiving salaries of more than $2,000 per 
annum, according to the statement set forth in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL Recorp, and I find there are 226 of them. Thirty-five of 
them get $5,000 a year and over, and that includes the members 
of the Panama Canal Commission, as well as the highly salaried 
officials to whom I haye made allusion. Fifty-eight of them get 
over $3,000 a year and less than $5,000, and 133 of them get 
less than $3,000. I have taken the trouble to count the men who 
get what I think is a very small salary, and out of that list of 
226, 53 of them get $2,100 annually, or less than is paid to the 
clerks of the committees of this body. i 

I think the criticism is not well taken that these salaries are, 
as a rule, too high. It seems to me that some of them are too 
low. These 53 men occupy very responsible positions, as Sen- 
ators will see if they will take the trouble to examine the 
character of their work on the Isthmus; and they are paid 
$2,100 a year—less, I repeat, than is paid the young men who 
are doing clerical work for the committees of this body and liy- 
ing comfortably here in Washington. 

As I said in the beginning, I think there are a few salaries 
that perhaps are higher than they ought to be; but even in 
those few instances I would not feel like voting to reduce them, 
if I had the opportunity, without having more information than 
I have at the present time concerning them. These men per- 
form exceedingly important duties. 

I was impressed with the great responsibility that the Goy- 
ernment has placed upon Mr. Shonts, a man whom I never saw 
until he appeared before the committee. He is not an engineer, 
but he is a man of great affairs, a man who has been in the 
habit of doing large things in the business world, a man who, 
beyond question, possesses exactly the qualifications which the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] said a man in that posi- 
tion ought to possess; that is, the power to keep men at work, 
to organize them, to control them, and to bring results as a 
eonsequence of his great executive ability. I do not know but 
that the Government could find a man equally as good for less 
money; but there are few such men in the world—few men of 
that type—who can take control of a great manufacturing en- 
terprise or a great railroad corporation or the construction of 
a great canal like this and get the best results out of it. If 
Mr. Shonts is that kind of man, $30,000, of course, is not worth 
discussing for a moment. : 

Mr. President, that is all I care to say. I simply wanted to 
call attention to the fact that when this list is analyzed it will 
be found that there are very few men in the entire list who are 
paid salaries that would warrant us in adversely criticising the 
Commission or the President for employing them at the rate 
of salary which is paid. I thank the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask that the amendment which I sub- 
mitted yesterday be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
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The Secrerary. On page 3, line 22, it is proposed to insert 
the following: 

Provided, That no part of the money hereby appropriated shall be 
used to pay the expenses of a literary bureau connected with the Isth- 
mian Canal Commission or the salary, compensation, or allowance, 
by whatever name called, of any person who may be engaged in such 
work for or in behalf of said Commission. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, while the purpose of this 
amendment is fairly obvious, a word or two about it may not be 
inappropriate. Prior to the selection of the present secretary 
of the Commission that place was held by another, who, so far 
as I know, was thoroughly competent, and who was paid a sal- 
ary of $5,000. On account of the inhospitable climate of Pan- 
ama, the occupant resigned the position of secretary and the 
present occupant of that office was employed and the salary of 
the office increased from $5,000 to $10,000. The salary was in- 
creased because, in addition to the ordinary duties of secretary, 
he was constituted the historian or the chief of the literary bu- 
reau, or the literary secretary of the Commission. In the hear- 
ing before the Committee on Appropriations he stated what his 
duties were with far greater frankness, in my judgment, than 
did the Secretary of War or the chairman of the Canal Com- 
mission. 

This amendment has no personal feature. It is aimed at the 
innoyation; it is aimed at the unhealthy policy which is at- 
tempted by these proceedings to be ingrafted upon government 
in this country. I repeat, Mr. President, though it is hardly 
necessary to do so, that the amendment is not aimed at a per- 
sonality. I never heard of this gentleman before, but he seems 
to be a gentleman of education and intelligence, and, what is of 
far greater consequence in these times, an honest and a candid 
and straightforward man. 

Now let us see what he says. I shall not weary the Senate with 
a long extract from these papers. When other witnesses under- 
took to befog the situation, to lay stress on his duties as secre- 
tary, and to minimize his duties as literary secretary, or chief 
of the literary bureau, this gentleman was frank enough to say: 

Senator Hate. As you said a while ago, in answer to my question, 
it was understood you were the literary secretary? 

Mr. BISHOP. Yes. 

Senator HALE. Now, the keeping up of communication, the receiv- 
ing of those newspapers, and so on, the seeing that clippings are made 
of criticisms upon the Commission, seeing that they are — on file, 
and the furnishing of information to newspapers, and the interviews 
and speeches of the Secretary of War and members of the Commission, 
and keeping the general run of the relations of the Commission to the 
public, that is the main part of your duty? 

Mr. BIsHOP. It is the main part. 

Now, Mr. President, I have thought that much was necessary 
in explanation of the purpose of this amendment, and I would 
have more to say about it and about the impolicy of this inno- 
vation except for the fact that the lack of wisdom in it, to go 
no further, is recognized by the Administration, and I am as- 
sured by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate] that this gross 
abuse, as I believe, of the use of public funds will be cor- 
rected in the administration of that office, and that no legislation 
is necessary. I understand that the assurance comes directly 
from the Administration that the impropriety of this attempt 
to create or to control or to direct public opinion with reference 
to one of the governmental agencies has been recognized, and 
that it will be done away with and eradicated without legis- 
lation. With that understanding, at the proper time I will 
withdraw this amendment, but only, Mr. President, in con- 
sideration of that assurance. 

Mr. HALE. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I have not concluded. 

Mr. HALE. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. CULBERSON.. I yield with pleasure to the Senator now. 

Mr. HALE. I think it is entirely fitting that I should say 
something in relation to this matter brought out by the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Texas. There is a difficulty in dealing 
with this situation by any legislative provision. The Senator 
has found that difficulty in framing any legislation or language 
that will meet the real evil. The real evil is recognized by 
everybody. As was stated in the debate yesterday, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations was a unit that this was an improper 
thing—that the duties of the secretary of this Commission should 
be changed from an actual secretary dealing with the business 
of the Commission to the work of building up a press bureau to 
deal with the newspapers; to collect information and select 
information and then disseminate it. That is not the business 
of the Government or any bureau of the Government. 

The Committee on Appropriations was united upon this sub- 
ject. It believed it to be an unfortunate, unjustifiable, and in- 
excusable innovation. The establishment and continuance of 
this office is an administrative measure. It is difficult to frame 
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language that will reach this; but I am authorized to state here 
that the view taken by the Senator in offering his amendment, 
the view of the Committee on Appropriations, and of, I think, 
perhaps every Senator here, that it is an improper thing and a 
useless thing, and leads not only to no good result, but may be 
greatly abused, is recognized by the Administration; and here- 
after the duties of this secretary, who, as the Senator says, per- 
sonally appeared well—he did not attempt to dodge or in any 
way get away from the responsibility of answering questions 
plainly, but disclosed the whole situation—hereafter, as an 
administrative measure, the secretary of the Canal Commission 
is to be given administrative duties relating to the work of the 
Commission, and the whole form and machinery of what is 
called this“ press bureau“ Is to be discontinued and abandoned. 
That will be done as an administrative measure, and there is no 
objection by anybody in the Administration to its being done. 
So I am glad that the Senator, seeing this and recognizing that 
what he seeks to accomplish will be accomplished, is ready to 
withdraw his amendment, so that we shall not be embarrassed 
with the difficulty of putting into words something that can be 
better done by administration. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I wish to add, with refer- 
ence to the amendment, that I trust this assurance carries with 
it also the idea that this salary will be readjusted as well as the 
duties of the place. 

Mr. HALE. All questions of salaries are to be settled after- 
wards by another committee. I can not say to the Senate, as I 
did about the other essential part, that I considered or brought 
up the matter of salary, but when the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals takes up the question of salaries it will deal 
with this as with all other salaries. We did not propose on this 
bill to deal with salaries 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, while I have the floor I 
desire to speak briefly to the pending bill itself, without regard 
to any amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Unless it is very important I trust the 
Senator will not ask me to yield any further. 

„ The Senator from Texas declines 
to yield. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will yield, if it is an important matter. 

Mr. HOPKINS, It is touching the salary matter, and it can 
be taken up at another time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, it is well known, at least 
to a number of Senators, that my preference was the Nicaragua 
as against the Panama route. Nor was I able to bring myself 
to support the treaty made between the United States and the 
sham Republic of Panama. It was my opinion then and it is 
-my opinion now that the course of the Administration in that 
matter was indefensible in law and infamous in morals. Not- 
withstanding that, in spite of that, because it has become the 
law of the land and we ought to construct a canal somewhere, I 
intend to support this appropriation. While that is true, it is 
well to keep before the country the situation as to the finances 
of the canal. It is well to remind the people and the Senate 
now and then what was originally proposed and what is now. 
being done. 

The original estimate for the construction of the Panama 
Canal, Mr. President, was $184,000,000. We have already spent 
$76,500,000, and practically not a lick has been struck toward 
excavation. Practically all that has been accomplished there is 
in the line of sanitation. Now, of what does the $76,500,000 
consist? In the first place, we gave to the bogus Republic of 
Panama $10,000,000, which was no more or less than a payment 
to the intrigants and conspirators there who organized in this 
city under the very shadow of the Capitol. In addition to that 
we have spent $10,000,000 in the last year or two at Panama in 
the high, if not extravagant, salaries and in work which Mr. 
Shonts tells us, in his testimony before the Committee on 
Appropriations, was ill advised and improvident. In addition 
to that, we spent in a lump $40,000,000, paid to the Panama 
Canal Company; and what did we receive in return therefor? 

Let me itemize the $40,000,000 for a moment, if you please. 
We gave $2,000,000 for the plans and specifications and maps of 
the old company, extending over a period of twenty-five years, 
which the Commission in its report to the President, in 1904, 
declared to be utterly worthless and useless, unsuited to the 
character of canal that the Government of the United States con- 
templates constructing. We gave $4,000,000 of the $40,000,000— 
and I speak only in round numbers—for machinery, and the 
Commission tells us in the report of 1904, as well as in the 
report of 1901, that it is largely unsuited to present conditions 
and will be of no great service to the Government at all. We 
gave $6,888,000 for the Panama Railroad stock, and there was a 


1905. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


501 


mortgage at the time of $3,490,000 upon the road and its prop- 
erty; and consequently we have lost at least the latter sum. 
We then gave $27,500,000 for what had been done in the way of 
excavation, and all the witnesses tell us—I mean all of the 
reports and data which we haye here upon the subject—that a 
large proportion of that work will be of no service to us here- 
after. 

Now, in addition to all that, with reference to the $40,000,000, 
in estimating that the property was worth that sum, the Com- 
mission added about 30 per cent for contingencies. ‘They added, 
therefore, to what they regarded as the real value between ten 
and twelve million dollars, and brought the amount up to 
$40,000,000, which we paid to the canal company. 

So I say, Mr. President, if you take the $40,000,000 in itself 
and dissect it and analyze it, you will find that we have paid 
somewhere between fifteen and twenty million dollars for prop- 
erty which is utterly worthless, and the money might as well 
have been thrown into the sea at Panama. 

What is the other item constituting the $76,500,000 we have 
either spent or contracted to spend on the Isthmus? It is the 
$16,500,000 which is estimated for by the Secretary of War in 
his report to Congress. At this hour of the day I shall not 
attempt to go into that in detail, but I wish to make two funda- 
mental criticisms, because I shall vote for the bill, notwith- 
standing it is subject to this criticism. I will vote for it be- 
cause I will not have my motives misjudged, and because I want 
to see the canal constructed if it can be. T say I offer two 
fundamental criticisms upon this estimate of sixteen and a half 
million dollars. 

The first is that we propose to spend now within several 
months this extraordinary sum of money when we have not yet 
determined the character of the canal we propose to build. 
Now, it is true the Secretary of War tells us that in his judg- 
ment eleven millions of it may be wisely spent, notwithstanding 
we have not yet determined the type and character of the canal, 
If it were a question of law, if it were a question of govern- 
mental policy, I would accept the opinion of the distinguished 
Secretary of War, but I dare say that he is a very indifferent 
engineer. 

The second criticism, Mr. President, that I would offer to 
this appropriation of $16,500,000 is this: It is proposed to spend 
or contract for the expending of this enormous sum of money, 
when it has not yet been determined whether we will do the 
work there directly by the Government or by contract, and the 
question is under debate and under discussion now in Adminis- 
tration circles, as I understand. 

With reference to the salaries, I wish to say while some of 
them seem to be too large, approaching the extravagant and the 
exorbitant, the conditions at Panama are different from what 
they are here and may in a sense justify larger salaries there 
than under ordinary conditions here. At the same time, it 
dught to be borne in mind that these salaries are higher than 
nre paid or have been paid by the Government in any other of 
its Departments at any period of its history; and the committee 
ought to give due heed to that fact. 

There are no Government salaries with which they can be 
compared. It was intimated here the other day that these sal- 
aries could only be compared with the salaries received by mis- 
sionaries and philanthropists and retained lawyers in the insur- 
ance business. But, Mr. President, I have too much respect for 
the distinguished gentlemen who are engaged in this great gov- 
ernmental work in Panama to institute such a comparison. 

The higher officers and some of the directors of the three 
largest insurance companies in this country constitute, in my 
judgment, the greatest aggregation of lordly thieves and uncon- 
scionable perjurers this age of graft has yet developed. They 
reach in every direction, lay hold of every class of men, and 
invade every party. They traffic, sir, in political influence as 
they would in the wares on the merchant's shelf or in the mar- 
ket place. They have invaded the sanctity of legislatures, State 
and National, and to me one of the deeply humiliating things is 
that they found a Democrat upon whom they fastened their 
graft at 25 per cent of what they paid a Republican of similar 
commanding position in his party. But enough of that. At some 
later time during the progress of this session I hope to take 
occasion to pay my respects at length te some of these insurance 
methods, 

I said, Mr. President, that I intend to vote for this appropria- 
tion. In doing so I do not abate in the slightest my contempt 
for the robber diplomacy which acquired Panama and established 
there this miserable mock Republic. I shall support this appro- 
priation because, among other reasons, I do not intend that my 
vote—and I hope no other vote on this side of the Chamber 
shall hereafter be used as an excuse by the Administration for 
the disaster which may follow this undertaking. So far as I am 


concerned, the Administration must go right on with all reason- 
able funds that may be necessary until the feasibility of build- 
ing the canal at Panama is either established or refuted. 

The course of the Administration in this affair in the begin- 
ning was characterized by intrigue and lawlessness. It has 
since been marked by favoritism and extravagance, if not prof- 
ligacy, and it will probably end in utter and disgraceful failure. 

My sympathies, Mr. President, go out to the American people 
who have been deceived—deceived as to the cost of the canal; 
deceived as to the engineering and climatic difficulties in 
Panama. It is to be hoped—I do hope, Mr. President, although 
I believe the canal, if built at all, will cost hundreds of millions 
of dollars as against $184,000,000 which was originally esti- 
mated—I say I do hope the American people will be spared fur- 
ther disappointment and humiliation. But, Mr. President, 
there are indications that a retributive justice is laying the 
weight of its hand upon conduct which grossly discredited and 
dishonored the nation in the beginning. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, on Thursday I propounded an 
inquiry to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLison] concerning the 
purchase of ships by the Canal Commission for service betweer 
New York and Panama. That inquiry led to a colloquy between 
the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] and 
myself. Since then I haye looked a little further into the mat- 
ter, following his suggestion that I sheuld, and I desire now to 
add something to what was said at that time. 

On Thursday I stated that during the spring and early sum- 
mer months it had been declared by the President, Secretary of 
War, and the Canal Commission that it was their settled policy, 
in procuring ships and material for the canal, to go into the 
open market and buy whatever was needed wherever it could be 
bought the cheapest. 

That declared policy was widely exploited through the press. 
I have taken occasion to have copied some extracts from one of 
the leading papers of the country, the Washington Post, and 1 
desire now to read them, because they show what the policy was 
and are samples of the way in which it was exploited. 

From the Post of May 16, 1905, I read: 

A new and v important policy was entered upon yesterday by the 
Isthmian Canal Commission, when members of its executive committee 
decided to purchase both materials and ships in the markets of the 


world, This was approved by Secretary Taft. 
* - = * * * » 


This decision with regard to the canal was reached with some reluc- 
tance, because it was appreciated by Secretary Taft and the executive 
committee that there would surely be a great ou from two great 
interests in this country—the producers of material and the ship- . 
owners—if the purchases were not limited to the American product. 

But it was decided that the money consideration was so great that it 
could not be ignored, for it was held that in cases fully 50 per cent more 
would be char; for material needed in canal construction than the 

rocured for in eg ok 
lace, for instance, 8 


4 dition, while the Euro- 
pean ships could be had at once, it would take at least eighteen months 


> + hd * * 


Secretary Taft explained yesterday that he felt obli. to indorse this 
decision. * And in this connection he called attention to the 
following recommendation contained in the first report of the Isthmian 
Canal Commission: 

“An important question of policy is yet to be determined. If the 
Isthmian - Commission is not bound by au. restriction of Congress 
as to where it shall purchase machinery, material, and supplies, then it 
would seem to be its any to construct the canal as cheaply as possible, 
and buy what it needs where it can get it cheapest." 


Again, from the Post of May 17, 1905: 


1 755 3 to the President on the 12th of last January, Secretary 
‘aft said: 

“ If the Isthmian Canal Commission is not bound by any restrictions 
of Congress as to where they shall purchase machinery, material, and 
supplies, then it would seem to be their duty to construct the canal as 
cheaply as possible, and so to buy what they need where they can get 
it the cheapest.” 


Again, in the Post of May 20, 1905, Mr. ‘Theodore P. Shonts, 
the chairman of the Commission, is quoted as saying: 


The Commission has opiy been forced to take this position in the 
matter of purchase of supplies and ships. The Commissioners 
must, in keeping their oaths, build the canal as cheaply, not as pos- 
sible, but as cheaply as practicable. With regard to the ships we are 
to buy, it is necessary to go abroad for them. We simply can not get 
them in this country, and so what are we going to do? 


And the Post added: 


The Canal Commission has had in view two 6,000-ton vessels, which 
could be purchased abroad immediately. The necessity of having these 
ships a the ap Piani of securing American bottoms caused ‘the 
decision of a few days ago to buy foreign steamers, Whether the char- 
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tered vessels will be foreign or domestic bottoms depends upon the 
prices asked. 

Again, the Post of May 27 published what purports to be an 
extract from a speech delivered by Secretary Taft at Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, on the evening of the 26th of May, which is as 
follows: 

If the Panama Canal were inside the territory of the United States, 
of course all material used on the canal would pay duty or be bought 
in the United States, but as the construction of the canal is a number 
of days’ journey from the tariff wall of the United States it presents 
exactly the same case as is presented in the case of the Philippine Is- 
lands. Now, if Congress wants to pay more than France was willing 
to pay, then they are welcome to do so, but in the absence of a rule we 
feel we must carry out the rule that applies. That law requires that, 

rices and qualities being the same, we must buy American goods. In 
Phe absence of a rule we feel bound by our trust to build as 8 as 

ible. We submitted the question to Congress on this line, asking 

‘ongress to lay down a rule. If there is no rule, we must build as a 
business man would build. No; there is no question of protection or 
free trade; it is merely our duty under the law as it stands. If the 
rule is changed, then we must change. 

These things were printed in the Post, and simultaneously 
similar things were printed in practically all the leading jour- 
nals of the country. This shows that the Secretary of War and 
the Canal Commission, of course with the approval of the Presi- 
dent, had, after mature deliberation, determined upon the policy 
of buying ships and material in the open markets of the world, 
giving preference to American products where quality and prices 
were substantially the same. There can be no doubt that that 
policy was determined upon and declared. 

Mr. President, I approved of that policy in the main, and was 
delighted—“ dee-lighted ”—when I saw that the President of the 
United States and his subordinates had declared for it. I know 
of course that Republicans, I mean orthodox Republicans, did 
not approve of it. They did not approve of it because a policy 
of that kind was a direct blow, or would have been if carried 
out, at our navigation and tariff laws. These laws are the twin 
pets of the Republicans of the country—that is, of orthodox, 
stalwart Republicans. They are responsible for enacting them 
and boast of the fact. They are written in their confession of 
faith. But they are laws which have not and do not commend 
themselves to me or to those with whom I act in the world of 
polities, for under the operation of one of them our merchant 
marine has been destroyed, and the effect of the other is not only 
to impose grievous burdens upon the great mass of Americans, 
but it is to-day shadowing our foreign commerce with gravest 
danger. And so believing, when it was announced that the 
President and his subordinates would force the special bene- 
ficiaries of these laws into some sort of reasonable competition 
in furnishing canal supplies, the announcement received my in- 
stant and hearty approval. I supposed it was sincerely made, 
It was boldly declared and repeated everywhere and in many 
ways—in interviews, in public speeches, and in official utter- 
ances. But my rejoicing was of brief duration. For some 
reason a retreat has been sounded. The President has backed 
out. His oft-declared policy has been abandoned. There was 
tremendous thundering in the index, but a pitiable fizzle at the 
finish. 8 

On Thursday I asked why this policy as to the purchase of 
ships had been abandoned. The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER] made answer, and, among other things, sug- 
gested that I might inquire of the Department. I did so. I 
received a printed copy of the minutes of various meetings held 
by the Isthmian Canal Commission. I wish to read the part of 
the minutes of one of those meetings which was marked, as I 
understood, by the secretary of the Commission when he kindly 
sent the book to me. I read as follows: 

The chairman presented to the meeting the matter of acquiring steam- 
ers to be operated between New York and Colon, especially for the car- 
riage of the material and supplies in the construction of the canal. 
He reported that the steamers at present employed by the Panama 
Railroad Company were entirely inadequate to meet the increased 
freight movement occasioned by the shipments of supplies for use in 
the construction of the canal; that also the passenger movement to 
and from Colon had greatly increased, due to the transportation of 
employees to the Isthmus for work in connection with the construction 
of the canal; that it was necessary to secure steamers especial] 
adapted for the 3 of cargo and passengers and approxi- 
mating 5,000 tons bu „ With a s of at least 16 knots and with 
an economical coal consumption, and also with exceptionally large 
hatches and between decks. e also reported that the railroad company 
had sent abroad its general agent, Mr. Farnham, to visit the principal 
shipping ports of Europe and to report upon vessels of the requisite 
8 size and adapted to the requirements of this trade that 
might there acquired; that Mr. Farnham has covered the whole 
field of inquiry abroad in the most thorough fashion, and the chairman 
had excha with him frequent cables concerning the progress of his 
inquiries and the nature and character of vessels that might thus be 


purehased; that several ships abroad were thus offered, but that they 
were considerably less in s 


How much he does not say— 


than 16 knots, and the passen 
adapted to tropical service; that 
with the Ward 


r accommodations were not well 
e chairman had opened negotiations 
Line for the purchase of the two steamers Merico and 


Havana, owned by that line and in operation between New York and 
Cuba; that the asking prs was $700,000, and that two lower offers 
had been refused until a few days ago, when an offer of $650,000 each by 
the chairman had led to acceptance ; that these vessels are 5,500 tons each, 
and capable of 9 a S of 16 knots, and accommodate 100 
first-class and 50 second-class passengers; are provided with large 
hatches and side ports, enabling the shipment of heavy cargoes; can 
be immediately turned over for use; that the increased of these 
vessels will save four days on each round trip, giving five round trips 
a year more than any foreign vessel available; that these vessels were 
built for the tropical trade, and therefore are specially adapted for the 
New York-Colon service; that accordingly and after full discussion of 
the subject with the Secretary of War the chairman has authorized 
the purchase of these vessels at the price mentioned. 

I read the whole of it, for it is fair that it should go in the 
Recorp. I suppose, Mr. President, that the preparation of these 
minutes constitutes a part of the work of that ornamental, 
Argus-eyed purveyor and dispenser of canal literature known as 
the “ historian,” who has been employed at an annual salary of 
$10,900 to guard the Commission against the machinations of 
the wicked world outside. But though it comes, as I presume it 
does, from his pen and is a creation of his genius, it is in the 
nature of an explanation and bears the tone of apology; and 
well it might, for to my thinking it approximates an absurdity 
to say that in the ports and shipyards of England, France, and 
Germany no two ships could be purchased that would answer 
the needs of this Commission. To me it is absurd to say that 
in those countries, whose merchant ships are swarming all over 
the world and whose flags are mirrored in every sea, two ships 
could not be found suitable for the service desired, but could be 
found only in the United States, whose merchant marine has 
been so far destroyed that it ranks at the very foot among the 
great nations of the world. 

Besides, Mr. President, only shortly before these ships were 
purchased and this record made, and when this policy of buying 
ships in the open market was still alive and afoot, the chairman 
of the Canal Commission and other officials declared that they 
were forced to go abroad to buy because the ships could not be 
had at home. That was one reason they gave for buying 
abroad and in justification of that course. Certainly no change 
occurred in this respect between the month of May, when these 
declarations of their purpose were made, and the month of July, 
when the purchase was made. The reason given now for buying 
at home is wholly at variance with the reason given in May for 
buying abroad. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], replying 
to my inquiry on Thursday, said: 

The Secretary of War did attempt to Le ships abroad, but I think if 
the Senator from Missouri will make careful inquiry of the Department 
he will find that the Secretary failed to find any foreign ships that met 
the requirements of the Department. After exploiting that matter 
abroad, in England particularly, he turned his attention to the United 
States, and he found the Wa Line had two shi that exactly suited 
the purposes, and he purchased them for $650, apiece, which, it has 
been stated by experts, was a very reasonable amount. There are now 
being built, I will say to the Senator, in the United States shipyards two 
ships to take the place of those the Ward Line sold to the Department. 

Mr. President, it is stated in one of the extracts I read in the 
beginning, as upon official authority, that there were two 6,000- - 
ton ships in England suitable to this trade that could be bought 
for the sum of $750,000 for the two. Now, we find that the 
Commission two months later paid $1,300,000 for the Havana 
and Mezicg. But the Senator from New Hampshire says that 
this much larger price was paid and that they were bought 
because they were suited to the use they were to be put to and 
because no foreign ships so well adapted to that use could be 
had. It appears from the minutes of the Commission, from 
which I have read, that one of these ships at the time of its pur- 
chase was undergoing repairs or alterations. How good these 
ships were I do not know. This I do know, that they were 
built by the Cramps, in Philadelphia, in 1898 and 1899. So they 
are 6 and 7 years of age. I have been told, Mr. President, by 
gentlemen who are qualified to speak on the subject by reason 
of their practical experience in the ship business, that it is the 
universal custom among the owners of ships to write off 5 per 
cent of the yalue of a ship every year it is in use. If that be 
true, then on that account these ships have depreciated 30 and 
85 per cent, respectively, on their original value, or on their 
value as new ships. 

In addition to that, I am told by the same gentlemen that the 
life of a ship’s boilers is about eight years, on the average, and 
that when the boilers have become exhausted it will cost about 
15 per cent of the original cost of the vessel to replace them. 
There are Senators sitting before me now very familiar with 
this subject, and I ask them to correct me if my statements are 
not predicated on the facts. 

If the data I have given be correct—and I have no doubt that 
it is—then it is clear that the two vessels we have bought were 
at the time of the purchase worth little more, if any more, than 
half what they were worth when new. 
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Again, I call attention in this connection to the statement 
made by the Senator from New Hampshire, that there are now 
being built in shipyards in the United States two ships to take 
the place of those the Ward Line sold to the Canal Commission. 
We bought those ships in July. It requires but eighteen months, 
or about that, to build ships of that description. Why has it 
become necessary within two or three or four months—I am 
indefinite because I do not know when the commission was 
given for the construction of the new ships—but we bought the 
old ships in July, and since then the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire says the Government has entered into contract with 
American shipyards to build new ships to take their place. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Government? 

Mr. STONE. I said the Government, but the Senator from 
Wisconsin corrects me, and properly, for the Senator from New 
Hampshire did not say that the Government was building new 
ships, but that they were being built to take the place of the 
old ones. Mr. President, are they being built by the Ward Line 
or by the Government, does the Senator know? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know, but I infer from the observa- 
tions of the Senator from New Hampshire that the Ward Line 
was building those two ships to take the place in their service 
of the ships they had sold; but I may be mistaken. 

Mr. STONE. For use in their own services? 

Mr. ALLISON. In the Ward Line. That is what I suppose. 

Mr. STONE. I did not so interpret the statement. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the way I understood it. 

Mr. STONE. The Senator from New Hampshire is not 
present. - 

Mr. GALLINGER entered the Chamber. 

Mr. SPOONER. Here he is now. 

Mr. STONE. Of course if that is what the Senator from New 
Hampshire meant, I haye no wish and there can be no object 
in pressing that further. 

Mr. GALLINGER. - Does the Senator refer to the two ships 
purchased by the War Department? 

Mr. STONE. Yes. I desire to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire just what he meant when he said on Thursday that 
two ships were being built to take the place of those sold by 
the Ward Line to the Government? Who is building them, and 
for what purpose? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have an impression that they are being 
built in the Cramp shipyards, of course for service in the Cuban 
trade, where the Ward Line runs, 

Mr. STONE. For the Ward Line? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. I so understand. If the Senator will 
permit me a moment, it has been suggested to me that the Sena- 
tor has been discussing the matter of the purchase of those two 
ships. I think I have accurate information when I say to the 
Senator that the Secretary of War sent an agent to Europe—in 
fact, that was well known to some of us—for the purpose of 
buying two ships for this service. He found two ships that 
could be bought for $750,000—$375,000 each. They belonged to a 
concern that had failed, and it was a bargain-counter affair; 
but before he closed his contract for those ships, they were sold 
to other parties, and hence could not be secured. I can- not 
definitely say that they would haye been accepted even if other 
parties had not stepped in and taken the ships; but that is the 
presumption. 

This agent then looked around for other ships and failed to 
find ships that could be purchased which answered the require- 
ments of the Department. He came home and so reported; and 
the Department purchased the Ward Line steamers. That is 
the information in regard to that matter I get, and I think it is 
entirely authoritative. 

Mr. STONE. That is what the Senator said on a former 
occasion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Except that I did not say that other 
parties had purchased the ships, which I do now, as it has 
been shown to me to be a fact. 

Mr. STONE. I do not question the statement of the Senator; 
but I did and I do question the statement put forward as the 
excuse or reason for abandoning the policy entered upon of 
purchasing ships abroad if they could be purchased there for 
vastly less money—namely, that suitable ships could not be 
had in Europe and could be had only in the United States. I 
remarked, and without meaning to be offensive I repeat, that 
that statement under all the circumstances seems to me to be 
wholly unreasonable, if not positively absurd. 

I have wondered, Mr. President, and do yet, what influence 
operated to induce the Secretary of War and the Canal Com- 
mission, and the President himself, to change their policy, and 
to beat an inglorious retreat. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. STONE. Certainly. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I will say that I am not in the confidence 
of the Secretary of War or of the President concerning this 


matter. I will say to the Senator that I am one Member of this 
body who has felt, and who now feels, that so far as the 
Panama Canal construction is concerned, we ought to give our 
patronage to Americans rather than to foreigners, and I think 
it would have been a reproach to this great nation of ours, in 
yiew of the fact that we are now carrying only 9 per cent of 
our imports and exports in American ships, to have British 
ships carrying our supplies to the Panama Canal. That is my 
judgment; but I do not speak for the Secretary of War or for 
the President. I do not know what influenced them. I have 
been told that after those two ships, which were partly bar- 
gained for, escaped the vigilance of the gentleman who was sent 
over there by the Department and they failed to find in the 
British market two other ships that would answer the require- 
ments, he came home and the Department made this purchase. 

Mr. STONE. I know, Mr. President, without being told, that 
the distinguished and able Senator from New Hampshire is in 
favor of the policy he has announced, that all of the supplies 
for the Panama Canal should be purchased in the United States, 
and that without regard to the difference in the prices here 
and in foreign countries. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, Mr. President, unless our tariff 
duties could be applied to those purchases abroad, I am in favor 
of purchasing in the American market; and I was exceedingly 
gratified the other day to have the Secretary of War say to the 
Committee on Appropriations that they were purchasing 98 
per cent of such supplies in the American market. I am glad 
they do it. 

Mr. STONE. I know the Senator is glad, but that is not the 
point. The President and the Secretary of War were not glad, 
so they said, as the Senator is glad, at least not so glad that they 
were willing to pay from 40 to 80 per cent more for supplies, 
enormous in quantity, than they could buy them abroad for, for 
the mere privilege of getting them at home. I am speaking of 
this Republican Administration. On the contrary, they said 
that they esteemed it their duty, that they were under a public 
obligation “to purchase where they could buy the cheapest.” 
True it is asserted by some newspapers, as coming from these 
officials, that this declared policy of buying abroad was made as 
an admonition or threat for the purpose of coercing American 
manufacturers and shipowners into selling to the Government 
at lower prices. But I can hardly believe that the President 
would make a false play for the purpose of coercion. If so, it 
failed, and the coercers were coerced. In any event, the views 
held by the Senator from New Hampshire are not in accord 
with those projected by the Administration. The Secretary of 
War and the chairman of the Canal Commission as late as 
May were unwilling to pay $1,300,000 for two ships the like of 
which they said they could buy abroad for practically half 
that sum. The President is reported in one interview as de- 
nouncing as outrageous any proposition that such enormous 
prices should be paid. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President, I wish the Senator 
would put that interview into the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. With the Senator’s permission, I should 
like him to read that interview. I have heard no suggestion 
from any source that the price paid for these ships was an ex- 
orbitant price. 

Mr. STONE. I did not say that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understood the Senator to say it was 
an outrage. 

Mr. STONE. I said that the proposition or demand that 
$1,300,000 or $1,400,000 should be paid for ships in the United 
States, which could be bought abroad for substantially half 
that sum, was an outrage. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It would have been an outrage if they 
demanded an exorbitant price for their ships; but that is the 
very thing I have never heard questioned, that $650,000 was an 
exorbitant price. 

Mr. STONE. I have seen no statement of that nature since 
these ships were purchased. All such statements were before 
the purchase, and naturally so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will again permit me, if his 
contention be that the Government, regardless of the interests 
of the American people, ought to have gone abroad and bought 
everything for this canal, this great amount of material that has 
been brought in here, evading the payment of our tariff duties, 
is a correct contention, why, Mr. President, we might as well go 
to free trade now as at any time. 

Mr. STONE. I have not said that I favor going abroad to 
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buy the materials for this canal. On the contrary, I have said, 
and say now, that I would esteem it to be the duty of the ad- 
ministrative officers to buy the material and ships at home if 
they could be purchased at substantially the same prices and 
of substantially the same quality. But I am opposed, Mr. Presi- 
dent 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will not interrupt the Senator, Mr. 
President, in the middle of a sentence. 

Mr. STONE. But I am opposed to the Government buying at 
home, tariff or no tariff, navigation laws or none, materials or 
ships, and paying 40 or 50 per cent more for them than they can 
be had for abroad, and paying also very largely in excess of the 
prices at which American goods are sold for export. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, with the Senator's per- 
mission 

Mr. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator knows that American ships 
can not be bought as cheaply as ships can be bought in England, 
France, Germany, Norway, or any other of the maritime nations 
of the world. The Senator knows—I am sure he knows—that 
we are paying a much higher price for labor in this country in 
shipyards than is being paid in any other country in the world, 
that it costs a great deal more to build ships here than it does 
to build ships abroad. The Senator knows that we can buy 
woolen goods for the American people much cheaper in Great 
Britain than we can in this country, but the policy of our 
Government has been not to take foreign goods simply because 
they are cheaper, but it has been to compel those nations to 
pay a tariff duty that will practically put these goods, so far 
as cost is concerned, on an equality with those manufactured in 
our own country, so that we can pay our laborers, our wool- 
growers, and others a better rate of wages than is being paid 
abroad. I do not think the Senator means that we ought to 
buy British ships simply because they are cheaper 

Mr. STONE. I did not say so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And close up our American shipyards and 
dismiss our American workmen and simply depend upon for- 
eigners to furnish us with what we consume in our country. 

,That has been argued by some, but I do not think the Senator 
from Missouri would argue it. 

Mr. STONE. That, of course, Mr. President, is the old argu- 
ment in favor of maintaining our tariff schedules and naviga- 
tion laws. I do not care at this time to enter into that discus- 
sion to the extent the Senator indicates; but I will say, while it 
is true that the cost of building a ship in the United States is 
larger than that of building one in Europe, the difference is not 
so great as the Senator would have us believe. The difference 
is not so great that it is necessary to sell an American ship for 
double, or practically double, the price of a similar foreign ship 
in order to save the American owner from loss. The difference 
in the cost of building ships here and in Europe consists chiefly 
in the higher Jabor cost and not in materials. Primarily I 
favor free ships, but I will not go into that now. I am as 
anxious as the Senator can be to restore our merchant marine, 
but I will not go into that now. However, I will say that we 
can not put our flag on the sea, we can not rehabilitate our 
maritime interests by selling old ships or new ones at exorbi- 
tant prices, and we do that whenever they are sold at practically 
double the price of foreign ships. Whenever that is done it is 
an outrage, whether the President said so or not. Possibly it 
was just such arguments as that now made by the Senator from 
New Hampshire which prevailed with the President and the 
Secretary of War to change their policy. 

When that policy was announced many distinguished Repub- 
licans, among them the Speaker of the last House of Repre- 
sentatives, a distinguished Member of that House from Pitts- 
burg, the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
and others, cried out against it; and many publications de- 
yoted to the protected interests cried out against it; and some 
were so emphatic that they declared that they would resist 
the policy. Pressure, enormous pressure, was brought to bear 
upon the President and the Secretary, and I believe they were 
forced, for political reasons, to abandon the policy they had 
entered upon. 

Mr. President, I haye accomplished the purpose I had in 
view. I wanted to call attention to these facts, for they afford 
a most interesting and instructive object lesson, so far as our 
navigation and tariff laws are concerned. I am only sorry that 
the President surrendered to pressure. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I must confess that the 
short study which I have given to the various reports upon the 
subject has rather confused my mind. -I find many plans 


which have been evolved in the different stages of this con- 
struction—three, four, or five, I believe—varying according to 
the determination as to whether it shall be a sea-level canal and 
varying according to the number of locks employed. But during 
this debate certain impressions have been made upon my mind 
regarding the administration of the work of this canal which I 
should like to present to the Senate. 

Whilst, of course, we should be critical of this work in its 
early as well as in its later stages, I think that we should also 
be tolerant in the earliest stages, for the Government has been 
suddenly thrown into a work of construction of great magnitude 
under legislation which contemplates the speedy construction of 
1 5 canal, backed by a public sentiment which is impatient of 

elay. 

It is not to be wondered that there should be some impulsive 
and even hysterical work done in the early stages. The people 
wished to see dirt fly, and the Administration doubtless wished 
to meet the views of the people, and perhaps too much haste 
has been made. We have an evidence of it in the fact that 
$500,000 has been expended in removing dirt which later on will 
have to be removed to another place. 

It is also clear that the work of construction should not have 
been entered upon until the work of sanitation was complete. 
The Administration has seen its error in that particular, and of 
late the entire effort of the Administration has been applied to 
the question of sanitation. But there is a consideration which 
I should like to present to the Senate, and that is as to whether 
5 are not responsible in part for defective administration thus 

ar. 

I think it is conceded by all men connected with great cor- 
porate enterprises that the responsibility of a great work must 
be individualized; that it must be put upon one man; that that 
man must appoint his assistants for the different branches of 
the work and hold them responsible to him, and that these 
assistants in their various areas of control shall pursue the same 
method. 

At the very start we did not individualize this responsibility. 
It is true we intrusted the work to the President, but instead of 
giving him a free hand in organization we instructed him that 
he should do this work through a commission, and we ourselves 
designated in great part the personnel of that commission. We 
provided for a commission of seven. I think that was a mis- 
take. I think we should have put upon the President of the 
United States the responsibility for this work; that we should 
not have permitted him to share that responsibility with any 
commission of this kind. We should impose upon him the duty 
of appointing his own subordinates, individualizing responsibil- 
ity everywhere as far as possible. 

It is not to be wondered at that we should make mistakes in 
organization at first, for the United States Government has not 
been accustomed to great works of construction. We are now 
entering upon an era of construction, and I believe the area of 
our work in that particular will increase until it finally em- 
braces governmental public utilities which are not now dreamed 
of. 

The only other great work of construction upon which we 
have entered was entered upon under a law passed almost 
simultaneously with the act under which the President is act- 
ing, and that was the irrigation law. There we individualized 
responsibility. We shaped a most comprehensive bill; provided 
a fund from the sale of public lands through which construc- 
tion should be conducted, and provided a revolving fund so that 
the money could be used over and over again as the lands 
reclaimed were sold. 

But he gave the Secretary of the Interior full power to exe- 
cute the law, and he placed no limit upon that power except that 
he should not make a contract for construction unless the money 
for its payment was actually in the fund. 

What did the Secretary of the Interior do under that act? 
He referred the administration of the act to the Geological 
Survey, a scientific branch of the Government which for years 
has been engaged not simply in geological research, but in the 
study of everything that relates to the topography and resources 
of the country, to our mineral deposits, to the measurement of 
streams, to the control of streams for navigation as well us 
irrigation, and which, during the formative process of the irriga- 
tion agitation, had been engaged in making plans for the great 
work that was subsequently to be entered upon. 

The Director of the Geological Survey has demonstrated ad- 
ministrative capacity of a very high character. Although his 
special scientific specialty was the examination of fossils, yet 
the expanding area of his bureau had turned him gradually into 
a great administrator. His capacity has been recognized by 
Congress, by our Appropriations Committees, and by all who have 
been brought in contact with him by a prompt acquiescence in 
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almost everything he has asked. He has been termed in this 
body the greatest getter of appropriations in the service of the 
Government, and he has procured these appropriations simply 
because he ‘has been direct and straightforward, has presented 
his plans clearly, and without urgency, and has placed upon the 
committees of the Senate and the House themselyes the respon- 
sibility of their acceptance or their rejection. 

Under him is Mr. Newell, a graduate of the Boston School of 
Technology, a man who entered the service when he was very 
young, an enthusiast on the subject of irrigation, and who dur- 
ing fourteen years’ patient investigation and patient work has 
been preparing for this great work of construction. Those 
are the two men upon whom the responsibility for this work 
centered. 

Now, what did they do? Select commissions to divide respon- 
sibility as to administration? Not at all. They drew into the 
force gradually the men who had distinguished themselves all 
over the country as topographers, as hydrographers, as hydraulic 
engineers, as constructing engineers, and the result is that to- 
day we have in the employment of that service a number of 
scientific men of large practical experience, a body that is 
unsurpassed by that in the employ of any other government in 
the world. 5 

Now, let me say right here that it seems to me that the Panama 
Canal involves the same problems that are involved in the con- 
struction of irrigation works. You may call it a simple prob- 
lem as compared with the construction of all the irrigation 
works that are contemplated in this country. The work of in- 
vestigation and planning now embraces fourteen States in this 
Union. The topography of the country has been studied, stream 
measurements have been made, surveys of canals and ditches 
have been made, dams have been planned, reservoirs have been 
provided for, and they are almost ready for construction, and 
some are already commenced, and some have been finished. The 
Panama Canal involves the same work. What have you there? 
A line only 47 miles long. The irrigation work embraces the 
entire arid region, consisting of thirteen States and three Ter- 
ritories. The canal is 47 miles long. As you proceed from 
Colon, the canal runs through a flat country for 15 or 16 miles, 
the Government availing itself for a part of that distance of the 
Chagres River as a part of the canal. Then comes the Bohio 
dam, 80 feet above the surface of the land, and about 150 feet 
down to bed rock. Then you have this artificial lake as the re- 
sult of the dam, which is to receive the flood waters of the 
Chagres and hold them, so that they will not tear the banks of 
the canal below. . 

Then we have the reservoir reenforced by other reservoirs 
upon the Chagres River, intended to control the violence of the 
stream. The Bohio reservoir is about 14 miles long. With 15 
miles of the canal through the almost level plain to Bohio and 
the 14 miles of the Bohio reservoir you have a distance of 29 
miles of the 47 miles completed. Then, farther to the south, 
you have the Culebra cut of about 10 miles, which is to be cut 
to a depth of from 66 to 80 feet, according to the number of 
locks employed. Then you have another level space, or almost 
level space, to the Pacific Ocean, about 8 miles, making in all 
about 47 miles. 

Now, this service involves exactly the same problems on which 
the employees of the irrigation service have been engaged for 
fourteen years. It involves study of the geological formations, 
careful stream measurements through a series of years, so as to 
ascertain the extent of possible floods and prevent the destruc- 
tion caused by such floods. It involves dam construction, ditch 
construction, and canal construction, just as in the arid region, 
and it involves protecting canals. 

Now, let us see whether it would not have been wise for the 
President to have had a free hand to take hold of this scientific 
branch of the Government, which is an evolution of fourteen 
years, which had an administration already accomplished whose 
experience covered these various problems, instead of reaching 
out for a new administration, to be accomplished not by the aid 
of hydraulic engineers, but to be accomplished by the aid of 
railroad engineers inexperienced in hydraulic engineering. 

The Bohio dam is about 80 feet high above the surface, 
though its foundation is to go down 150 feet to bed rock. Its 
length is 3,800 feet. That is a very long dam, of course, but at 
the Salt River in Arizona the United States Government is now 
constructing, under the reclamation service, a dam 270 feet high 
and 800 feet in length. It is also constructing the Shoshone 
dam, 310 feet high, with a length of 200 feet. It is constructing 
the Rio Grande dam, 255 feet high, with a length of 1,150 feet. 
That dam is to be constructed at a total cost of $5,115,000, whilst 
the Bohio dam at Panama will cost about $6,000,000. 

Now, I ask, would it not have been better to have intrusted 
this work to that branch of the Government which has been 


built up through the slow process of evolution and which bas 
now in its corps, eitser by direct appointment or as consulting 
engineer, every man in the country who has distinguished him- 
self in hydraulic engineering. 

Then as to tunnels. The irrigation service is now construct- 
ing the Gunnison tunnel, of a length of 6 miles—a tunnel 10 by 
12 feet—and of that tunnel a mile is already completed. Recol- 
lect that the irrigation act was passed almost in the same month 
that the Panama act was passed. The irrigation committees of 
the Senate and the House visited the various projects during the 
last summer, and we had opportunity of observing the quick- 
ness and extent of the work, and we were amazed at the progress 
that had been made in the short space of three years. 

At the same session of Congress a bill was passed for the con- 
struction of a post-office building, to cost fifty or sixty thousand 
dollars, in the city of Reno, Ney. That building is not yet con- 
structed—the foundations are not yet laid; and yet the Recla- 
mation Service has during the intervening period expended over 
$2,000,000 in reclamation work in Nevada; has diverted the 
Truckee River, a stream of floods during certain seasons of the 
year, a distance of 30 miles by a new river over into the Carson 
Valley; has constructed dams and locks and all the hydraulic 
machinery that was necessary to make that enterprise effective, 
and the water is now being turned out upon the soil. 

Now, what salaries are paid these men? Mr. Walcott re- 
ceives $6,000 a year. He could, in my judgment, because of the 
value of his services as an administrator, get a very much larger 
sum in outside employment, but he feels, as I observe most 
Government employees do, and particularly those relating to the 
scientific branches of the Government, a personal pride in his 
work. The commercial spirit does not entirely possess the men 
who are in the employ of the Geological Survey. They are con- 
tent with reasonable compensation, and you could not tempt them 
from Government employ by the offer of larger compensation. 

I know one distinguished engineer who has been employed 
in the great private enterprises of the West in irrigation con- 
struction who accepted from the United States Government a 
salary about one-third that which he earned in private practice, 
and he accepted it because he wished to identify his name with 
a great engineering work in which he was interested. The 
esprit de corps of this particular branch of the service is most 
marvelous. We men of the West have had opportunities of 
observing it. We have every year in the West an irrigation 
congress, composed of about a thousand men, deriving its mem- 
bership from each one of the arid and semiarid States. The 
last congress I attended was in El Paso. The one previous to 
that was at Ogden. This convention of a thousand men was 
attended also by the engineers and hydrographers and the ex- 
pert men of the Reclamation Service. They have annually a 
congress of their own, in which these engineers, coming from 
various parts of the country and engaged in different projects, 
present to the judgment of their associates in the congress 
their several projects, invite criticism, and ask judgment. To 
these conferences members of the irrigation congress were in- 
vited, and the result is they have been a great educational 
power in the West. Forty or fifty delegates from every State 
who attend that congress go back to their States familiar with 
the plans of the Government. They become informed through 
these expositions that take place and they form an educational 
force in every State, and, so far as the engineers are concerned, 
they feel the sustaining power of the people themselves in that 
great work. 

Now, this demonstrates that the Government can get men for 
much less compensation than obtains in commercial life. Mr. 
Walcott gets $6,000 a year; Mr. Newell gets $5,000, and he is 
chief engineer, and no one of the noted engineers under him gets, 
I believe, more than $4,000 or $4,500. The salaries of the engi- 
neers range from $2,200 up to $4,500. The only exception is 
Mr. Grunsky, formerly of the Canal Commission, who has been 
assigned by the President to the position of consulting engineer, 
at a salary of $10,000 per annum. 

It would have been very easy, simply by an extension of this 
service, to have taken the Panama Canal within the area of 
its work, involving exactly the same problems that this Bureau 
has been devoting itself to for fourteen years, and in which it 
has accumulated an experience that no set of men, however 
great their capacity, can acquire in a short time. 

1 do not question the ability of the engineers who have been 
employed in this work, but I do contend that almost all of 
them—I may say all that have been brought to my attention— 
have been engaged in railroad construction and not in hy- 
draulic construction. Railway engineering is comparatively 
easy. It consists simply in surveys of the right of way, 
in adopting a certain standard of grade, in constructing tunnels 
and bridges across streams, whereas hydraulic engineering, as 
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conducted in the West, involves not only those things, but many 
other things, and involves all the things that are embraced in 
the construction of the Panama Canal, except possibly the ques- 
tion of sanitation. 

Now, let me show what the reclamation service has done 
during these three years. It has built 77 miles of main canals. 
These main canals haye the size of rivers. You would be 
amazed at the magnitude of some of those works. It has built 
50 miles of distributing canals. It has built 186 miles of irri- 
gating ditches, 150 miles of telephone, 125 miles of road in can- 
yons, involving deep rock cuts; 33 miles of tunnels. It has 
excavated 10,000,000 cubic yards. 

In one of their works, at the great Salt River dam, a dam 
which is to be constructed of cement and stone, they found they 
were held up by the cement trust. What did they do? They 
set thelr geologist to work, and the geologist discovered very 
near the site of the dam material admirably suited to make 
cement. And so they put up, at a cost of $100,000, a Portland 
cement mill, and there they are making cement at a great saving 
to the Government. I can not recall exactly the figures, but 
it is a very large sum. 

Work is now going on in eleven different projects in as many 
different States, and they are now constructing the Shoshone 
dam, the Pathfinder dam, the Roosevelt dam, the Laguna dam, 
the Belle Fourche dam, the Gunnison tunnel (6 miles long), and 
12 miles of ditches on the Colorado River. 

So this service is moving along quietly, unobtrusively, in a 
businesslike way, under this system of individual responsibility. 
Mr. Newell, the chief engineer, is responsible to Mr. Walcott, the 
Director of the Geological Survey, and Mr. Walcott, the Director 
of the Geological Survey, is responsible to the Secretary of the 
Interior ; and I believe that this work will be one of the crown- 
ing glories in the history of this Republic. 

But even if the service of the irrigation survey should not be 
employed, even if its accumulated experience and information 
should not be tapped in this way in this work of identical char- 
acter, it does seem to me that we should give the President of the 
United States a free hand, so that he can, if he chooses, turn 
over this work to the Geological Survey, or so that he can, if he 
chooses, adopt the system of individual responsibility to which 
I have referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is in the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. If there be 
no further amendments, the bill will be reported to the Senate 
as amended. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill making an ap- 
propriation to continue the construction of the isthmian canal, 
and for other purposes.” 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 
o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Mon- 
day, December 18, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 16, 1905. 
DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 


Thomas Lee Moore, of Virginia, to be United States attorney 
for the western district of Virginia. A reappointment, his term 
expiring January 31, 1906. 

Harry Skinner, of North Carolina, to be United States attor- 
ney for the eastern district of North Carolina. A reappoint- 
ment, his term expiring January 31, 1906. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


William H. Devos, of Wisconsin, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Milwaukee, in the State of Wisconsin. (Reap- 
pointment. ) 

Gad Smith, of Michigan, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Superior, in the State of Michigan. (Reappointment.) 

William W. Sewall, of Maine, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Aroostook, in the State of Maine, to succeed 
Thomas H. Phair, whose term of office will expire by limitation 
December 19, 1905. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Edward F. Woodward, of California, to be surveyor of cus- 
toms in the district of San Francisco, in the State of California, 
to succeed Joseph S. Spear, jr., whose term of office will expire 
by limitation December 19, 1905. 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Zenas Y. Coleman, of North Kakima, Wash., to be register of 
8 land office at North Yakima, Wash., vice Henry v. Hinman, 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) John G. Church to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Albert L. 
Norton, promoted. ` 

Gunner William J. Foley to be a chief gunner in the Navy 
from the 10th day of April, 1905, upon the completion of six 
years’ service, in accordance with the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved April 27, 1904. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Quartermaster’s Department. 


Maj. Robert R. Stevens, quartermaster, to be deputy quarter- 
master-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, from Decem- 
ber 15, 1905, vice Martin, retired from active service. 

Capt. Richmond McA. Schofield, quartermaster, to be quarter- 
master with the rank of major, from December 15, 1905, vice 
Stevens, promoted. 

POSTMASTERS, 


ARIZONA, 

Hugh M. Watson to be postmaster ‘at Clifton, in the county of 
Graham and Territory of Arizona, in place of Arthur J. Hudson, 
resigned. 

ALABAMA, 

George W. Griffin to be postmaster at Tuskegee, in the county 
of Macon and State of Alabama, in place of John S. Webb, 
removed. i 

James B. Washington to be postmaster at Tuskegee Institute, 
in the county of Macon and State of Alabama. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1905. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Norman Ashcroft to be postmaster at Hollywood, in the 
county of Los Angeles and State of California, in place of Herve 
Friend, resigned. 

James G. Ferguson to be postmaster at Clovis, in the county 
of Fresno and State of California. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1905. 

George W. Humphreys to be postmaster at Dunsmuir, in the 
county of Siskiyou and State of California, in place of George 
F Incumbent's commission expired March 2. 
1 


James T. Negley to be postmaster at Alturas, in the county of 
Modoc and State of California, in place of Sarah Laird, re- 
moved. 

GEORGIA. 

W. ¥. Atkinson to be postmaster at Newnan, in the county of 
Coweta and State of Georgia, in place of Robert F, Milner. In- 
cumbent's commission expires January 28, 1906. 

Jobn W. Bohanon to be postmaster at Eastman, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Georgia, in place of William S. Waite, 
removed. 

John M. Duff to be postmaster at Tifton, in the county of 
Tift and State of Georgia, in place of John M. Duff. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires January 20, 1906. 

ILLINOIS. 

Fred A. Busse to be postmaster at Chicago, in the county of 
Cook and State of Illinois, in place of Fred E. Coyne. Incum- 
bent's commission expired December 11, 1905. 

John F. Donovan to be postmaster at Kinmundy, in the county 
of Marion and State of Illinois, in place of John F. Donovan. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 18, 1905. 

Augustus H. Heiple to be postmaster at Washington, in the 
county of Tazewell and State of Illinois, in place of Augustus H. 
Heiple. Incumbent’s commission expires December 18, 1905. 

William W. Wagner to be postmaster at Hospital, in the 
county of Kankakee and State of Illinois, in place of Clarence 
D. Holt, removed. 

INDIANA. 


Fletcher W. Boyd to be postmaster at Covington, in the county 
of Fountain and State of Indiana, in place of Fletcher W. Boyd. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1905. 

John J. Brown to be postmaster at Rockport, in the county of 
Spencer and State of Indiana, in place of Elias E. Wesseler, 
Incumbent's commission expired December 12, 1905. 
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Calvin F. Brown to be postmaster at Pendleton, in the county 
of Madison and State of Indiana, in place of Calvin F. Brown. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1905. 

Weldon A. Finch to be postmaster at Elwood, in the county of 
Madison and State of Indiana, in place of Weldon A. Finch. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1905. 

Robert P. Grimes to be postmaster at Anderson, in the county 
of Madison and State of Indiana, in place of Robert P. Grimes. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1905. 

William W. Kennedy to be postmaster at Martinsville, in the 
county of Morgan and State of Indiana, in place of Alfred M. 
Bain. Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1905. 

William Miller to be postmaster at Nappanee, in the county of 
Elkhart and State of Indiana, in place of Charles J. Swezey, 
resigned. 

Marvin W. Pershing to be postmaster at Tipton, in the county 
of Tipton and State of Indiana, in place of Marvin W. Pershing. 
Incumbent's commission expired December 12, 1905. 

Arthur P. Twineham to be postmaster at Princeton, in the 
county of Gibson and State of Indiana, in place of James H. 
Warnock. Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1905. 

IOWA. 

George L. Robb to be postmaster at Albia, in the county of 
Monroe and State of Iowa, in place of Daniel M. Anderson, 
resigned. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

George T. Bailey to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of George T. 
Bailey. Incumbent's commission expires December 17, 1905. 

Richard J. Considine to be postmaster at East Whitman, in 
the county of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
Richard J. Considine. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 17, 1905. 

Clarence W. Daugherty to be postmaster at Huntington, in 
the county of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts, in place 
of Clarence W. Daugherty. Incumbents commission expires 
December 17, 1905. 

Henry A. Pease to be postmaster at Edgartown, in the county 
of Dukes and State of Massachusetts, in place of Henry A. 
Pease. Incumbent’s commission expires December 17, 1905. 

Leonard R. Smith to be postmaster at East Northfield, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
ER R. Smith. Incumbents commission expires December 

1905. 

Charles L. Scranton to be postmaster at Cottage City, in the 
county of Dukes and State of Massachusetts, in place of Charles 
ac nE Incumbent’s commission expires December 17, 

MINNESOTA. 

Mark D. Flower to be postmaster at St. Paul, in the county 
of Ramsey and State of Minnesota, in place of Andrew R. 
McGill, deceased. 

Charles M. Johnson to be postmaster at Cass Lake, in the 
county of Cass and State of Minnesota, in place of Frederick W. 
Smith, removed. 

MISSISSIPPI.. 

George L. Holley to be postmaster at Booneyille, in the county 
of Prentiss and State of Mississippi, in place of George L. 
Holley. Incumbents commission expires December 18, 1905. 

Thomas I. Keys to be postmatser at Ocean Springs, in the 
county of Jackson and State of Mississippi, in place of Thomas 
I. Keys. Incumbent’s commission expires December 18, 1905. 

William B. Martin to be postmaster at Indianola, in the 
county of Sunflower and State of Mississippi. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1905. 

Fred H. Powers to be postmaster at Starkville, in the county 
of Oktibbeha and State of Mississippi, in place of Fred H. 
Powers. Incumbent’s commission expires December 18, 1905. 

MONTANA. 

P. M. Worthingham to be postmaster at Townsend, in the 
county of Broadwater and State of Montana, in place of Job 
Thompson, removed. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

William A. Patterson to be postmaster at Contcocook, in the 
county of Merrimack and State of New Hampshire. Office be- 
came Presidential October 1, 1905. 

NEW YORK. 

George H. Brown to be postmaster at Kinderhook, in the 
county of Columbia and State of New York, in place of George 
H. Brown. Incumbent’s commission expires December 17, 1905, 

John T. Davis to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of 
Herkimer and State of New York. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1905. 

George E. Drumm to be postmaster at Chatham, in the county 


of Columbia and State of New York, in place of George E. 


Drumm. Incumbent's commission expires December 17, 1905. 

August F. Funk to be postmaster at Philmont, in the county 
of Columbia and State of New York, in place of August F. Funk. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 17, 1905. 

Emmett B. Hawkins to be postmaster at Huntington, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York, in place of Emmett B. 
Hawkins. Incumbent’s commission expires December 17, 1905. 

William H. Hill to be postmaster at Lestershire, in the county 
of Broome and State of New York, in place of William H. Hill. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 17, 1905. 

David C. Inglis to be postmaster at Spring Valley, in the 
county of Rockland and State of New York, in place of David C. 
Inglis. Incumbent’s commission expires December 17, 1905. 

William G. Laidlaw to be postmaster at Ellicottville, in the 
county of Cattaraugus and State of New York, in place of Wil- 
liam G. Laidlaw. Incumbent’s commission expires December 17, 
1905. 

Seth T. Lyman to be postmaster at Pelham, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York, in place of Seth T. Lyman. 
Incumbent's commission expires December 17, 1905. 

John McNally to be postmaster at Ossining, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York, in place of John McNally. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 17, 1905. 

George H. Roberts, jr., to be postmaster at Brooklyn, in the 
county of Kings and State of New York, in place of George H. 
Roberts, jr. Incumbent’s commission expires December 17, 1905. 
17, 1905. 

Vine M. Seagers to be postmaster at Endicott, in the county 
of Broome and State of New York. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1905. 

Harry C. Wanamaker to be postmaster at Suffern, in the 
county of Rockland and State of New York, in place of John 
I. Traphagen, resigned. 

NORTH CAROLINA, 
Stephen A. White to be postmaster at Mebane, in the county 


of Alamance and State of North Carolina. Office became Presi- - 


dential October 1, 1905. 
OBITO. 

W. P. Shepard to be postmaster at Nelsonville, in the county 
of Athens and State of Ohio, in place of James T. Sheppard. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires December 19, 1905. 

OKLAHOMA. 

Frank W. Hungate to be postmaster at Hydro, in the county 
of Caddo and Territory of Oklahoma. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1905. 

John C. Morphis to be postmaster at Cleveland, in the county 
of Pawnee and Territory of Oklahoma. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1905. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

David Kaye to be postmaster at Monaca, in the county of 
Beaver and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John H. Glassner, 
removed. 

Harry B. Klingensmith to be postmaster at Ellsworth, in the 
county of Washington and State of Pensnylvania. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1905. 

Samuel C. Seaber to be postmaster at Lititz, in the county of 
Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Samuel C. Sea- 
ber. Incumbent’s commission expired February 8, 1905. 

J. Clayton Whitby to be postmaster at Rosemont, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Howard S. Stillwagon, resigned. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Sherman C. Denham to be postmaster at Clarksburg, in the 
county of Harrison and State of West Virginia, in place of Sher- 
man C. Denham. Incumbent’s commission expires December 18, 
1905. 

WISCONSIN. 

W. G. Walker to be postmaster at Odanah, in the county of 

Ashland and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presidential 


October 1, 1905. 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 16, 
1905. 


ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Charles E. Magoon, of Nebraska, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Panama. 
ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSIONERS. 
Theodore P. Shonts for appointment as a member of the Isth- 


mian Canal Commission and its chairman, provided for by the 
act of Congress approved June 28, 1902, entitled “An act to pro- 
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vide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the 
Atlantic and Pacific oceans.” 

Col. Oswald H. Ernst, United States Army, for appointment as 
a member of the Isthmian Canal Commission, provided for by 
the act of Congress approved June 28, 1902, entitled “An act to 
provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of 
the Atlantic and Pacific oceans.” 

Rear-Admiral Mordecai T. Endicott, United States Nayy, for 
appointment as a member of the Isthmian Canal Commission, 
provided for by the act of Congress approved June 28, 1902, 
entitled “An act to provide for the construction of a canal con- 
necting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans.” 

Charles E. Magoon for appointment as a member of the Isth- 
mian Canal Commission, provided for by the act of Congress 
approved June 28, 1902, entitled “An act to provide for the con- 
struction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans.” 

Benjamin M. Harrod for appointment as a member of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission, provided for by the act of Congress 
approved June 28, 1902, entitled “An act to provide for the con- 
struction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
Pacifie oceans.” 

Brig. Gen. Peter C. Hains, United States Army (retired), for 
appointment as a member of the Isthmian Canal Commission, 
provided for by the act of Congress approved June 28, 1902, 
entitled “An act to provide for the construction of a canal con- 
necting the waters of the Atlantie and Pacific oceans.” 

Civil Engineer Mordecai T. Endicott, United States Navy, for 
appointment as a member of the Isthmian Canal Commission, 
provided for by act of Congress approved June 28, 1902, 
entitled “An act to provide for the construction of a canal con- 
necting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans.” 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Lincoln Avery, of Michigan, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Huron, in the State of Mi 

Frederick W. Collins, of Mississippi, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi. 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 


Herman F. Cellerius, of Ohio, to be collector of internal reye- 
nue for the first district of Ohio. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


Dana H. Kelsey, of the Indian Territory, to be agent for the 
Indians of the Union Agency, in the Indian Territory. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


T. N. Allen, of Olympia, Wash., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Olympia, Wash. 

Frank W. Cockburn, of Devils Lake, N. Dak., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Devils Lake, N. Dak. 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Sylvanus M. Ferris, of Medora, N. Dak., to be register of the 
land office at Dickinson, N. Dak. 

Thomas H. Bartlett, of Grangeville, Idaho, to be register of 
the land office at Lewiston, Idaho.. 

rosT MASTERS. 
ILLINOIS. 

Robert G. Boyd to be postmaster at Glenellyn, in the county 
of Du Page and State of Illinois. 

tka A. Busse to be postmaster at Chicago, in the State of 
Illinois. 

Hibben S. Corwin to be postmaster at Peru, in the county of 
Lasalle and State of Illinois. 

Fritz Dorries to be postmaster at Breese, in the county of 
Clinton and State of Illinois. 

George H. Forster to be postmaster at Tonica, in the county 
of Lasalle and State of Illinois. 

Americus Gasaway to be postmaster at Herrin, in the county 
of Williamson and State of Illinois. 

William H. Gilliam to be postmaster at Vienna, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Illinois. 

Herrick Houghton to be postmaster at Gilman, in the county 
of Iroquois and State of Illinois. 

Edward A. Jeffers to be postmaster at Kankakee, in the 
county of Kankakee and State of Illinois. 

Malcolm T. McIntyre to be postmaster at Ladd, in the county 
of Bureau and State of Illinois. 

Mary McLaughlin to be postmaster at Lake Forest, in the 
county of Lake and State of Illinois. 

Edward J. Meyer to be postmaster at Des Plaines, in the 
county of Cook and State of Illinois. 

Sidney B. Miller to be postmaster at Cairo, in the county of 
‘Alexander and State of Illinois. 

George J. Patterson to be postmaster at Genoa, in the county 
of Dekalb and State of Illinois, 


Schuyler C. Rutherford to be postmaster at Watseka, in the 
county of Iroquois and State of Illinois. 
Elbert C. Stanley to be postmaster at Downers Grove, in the 
county of Dupage and State of Illinois. 
Walter Stickney to be postmaster at Warren, in the county 
of Jo Daviess and State of Illinois. 
Cornelius Sullivan to be postmaster at Riverside, in the 
county of Cook and State of Illinois. 
William M. Swingle to be postmaster at Athens, in the 
county of Menard and State of Illinois. 
William H. Voelpel to be postmaster at Morton, in the county 
of Tazewell and State of Illinois. 
Loren E. Wheeler to be postmaster at Springfield, in the 
county of Sangamon and State of Illinois. 
Abraham L. Williams to be postmaster at Edinburg, in the 
county of Christian and State of Illinois, 
INDIANA. 
Lawrence V. Buskirk to be postmaster at Bloomington, in 
the county of Monroe and State of Indiana. 
John W. Emison to be postmaster at Vincennes, in the county 
of Knox and State of Indiana. 
Samuel E. Gray to be postmaster at Terre Haute, in the 
county of Vigo and State of Indiana. 
Archer R. Orr to be postmaster at Carlisle, in the county of 
Sullivan and State of Indiana. 
Taylor Reagan to be postmaster at Plainfield, in the county of 
Hendricks and State of Indiana. 
Joseph A. Yockey to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county 
of Marshall and State of Indiana. 
IOWA. 
Edwin N. Bailey to be postmaster at Britt, in the county of 
Hancock and State of Iowa. 
William W. Boylan to be postmaster at Hubbard, in the 
county of Hardin and State of Iowa. 
H. E. Deater to be postmaster at Shenandoah, in the county 
of Page and State of Iowa. 
Frank C. Downey to be postmaster at Dexter, in the county of 
Dallas and State of Iowa. 
Rodney G. Hawkins to be postmaster at Wapello, in the county 
of Louisa and State of Iowa. 
Charles V. Hoffmann to be postmaster at Oskaloosa, in the 
county of Mahaska and State of Iowa. 
Elmer E. Johnston to be postmaster at Rockwell City, in the 
county of Calhoun and State of Iowa. 
John Morrison to be postmaster at Hedrick, in the county of 
Keokuk and State of Iowa. 
Jacob Mummert to be postmaster at Prairie City, in the 
county of Jasper and State of Iowa. 
William H. Nolte to be postmaster at Holstein, in the county 
of Ida and State of Iowa. 
C. H. Smith to be postmaster at Rock Rapids, in the county of 
Lyon and State of Iowa. 
MINNESOTA. 
Mark K. Flower to be postmaster at St. Paul, in the State of 
Minnesota, 
NEBRASKA. 
Josiah Coombs to be postmaster at Spencer, in the county of 
Boyd and State of Nebraska. 
Samuel G. Pheasant to be postmaster at Osceola, in the 
county of Polk and State of Nebraska. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 

Daniel L. Grier to be at Watsontown, in the county 
of Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 

William S. Schlichter to be postmaster at Sellersville, in the 
county of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania. 

Robert M. Swisher to be postmaster at Mount Jewett, in the 
county of McKean and State of Pennsylvania. 

William E. Wade to be postmaster at Saegerstown, in the 
county of Crawford and State of Pennsylvania. 

TENNESSEE. 

Robert H. Hayes to be postmaster at Lewisburg, in the county 
of Marshall and State of Tennessee. 

David A. Munn, jr., to be postmaster at Halls, in the county 
of Lauderdale and State of Tennessee. 

William S. Raulston to be postmaster at Chattanooga, in the 
eounty of Hamilton and State of Tennessee. 

Frances D. Robertson to be postmaster at Springfield, in the 
county of Robertson and State of Tennessee. 

Euclid W. Smartt, jr., to be postmaster at Manchester, in the 
county of Coffee and State of Tennessee. 

James W. Taylor to be postmaster at Lafollette, in the county . 
of Campbell and State of Tennessee. 

Zada Wade to be postmaster at Kenton, in the county of 
Obion and State of Tennessee. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


S Saturpay, December Id, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted— 

To Mr. Core to withdraw from the files of the House, with- 
out leaving copies, the papers in the case of Lanson Zane, Fifty- 
seventh Congress, first session, no adverse report haying been 
made thereon. 

To Mr. Griterr of Massachusetts to withdraw from the files 
of the House, without leaving copies, the papers in the case of 
S. C. Chamberlain, Fifty-eighth Congress, no adverse report 
having been made thereon. 

To Mr. Guierr of Massachusetts to withdraw from the files 
of the House, without leaving copies, the papers in the case of 
William B. Kimball, Fifty-eighth Congress, no adverse report 
having been made thereon. 

To Mr. Mittez to withdraw from the files of the House, 
without leaving copies, the papers in the case of Thierman & 
Frost, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

HOLIDAY ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Ways and Means to report back the accompanying concurrent 
resolution favorably. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Concurrent resolution No. 12. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That when the two Houses adjourn on Thursday, December 21, ond 
stand adjourned until 12 o'clock meridian Thursday, January 4, 1906. 


The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bill of the follow- 
ing title; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested : 

S. 71. An act requiring the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to prepare a report upon the improvement of the 
Anacostia River flats. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment joint resolution of the following title: 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 48) to pay to the officers and 
employees of the Senate and House of Representatives their 
respective salaries for the month of December, 1905, on the 
20th day of said month. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appro- 
private committee, as indicated below: 

S. 71. An act requiring the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to prepare a report upon the improvement of the 
Anacostia River flats—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


On motion of Mr. Payne, the House resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of House resolution No. 42, Mr. BUTLER of 
Pennsylvania in the chair. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to address myself di- 
rectly to the proposition that is immediately before the House 
for consideration, which, as I understand it, is, To what standing 
committee of this House should we refer that part of the Presi- 
dent’s message dealing with insurance? Before I proceed, how- 
ever, I want to offer a few observations on the question of 
national supervision, as opposed to State supervision, which has 
been suggested to my mind mainly by the argument made by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that 
the argument made by the gentleman from Kentucky is the 
most logical and concise of any that I have ever listened to in 
favor of State regulation as against national regulation. Not- 
withstanding that, however, I am still firmly of the opinion that 
Congress should have the power to regulate life insurance. As 
to whether it does have jurisdiction I confess I have great 
doubt in my mind. The gentleman referred with a great deal 
of eloquence to what he called the ancient landmarks, defining 
the difference between State and national control. I presume, 
Mr. Chairman, that at the time our Constitution was framed 
no one of our forefathers had the remotest idea that insurance 
would assume the great importance that it has assumed in re- 


cent years. At that time I presume there was no one who had 
the remotest idea, or who could have possibly conceived, that 
insurance would spread away beyond the bounds of State control 
and would assume the proportions that it has assumed at the 
present time. I can remember the time when a man who had 
his life insured was a curiosity in the neighborhood where he 
resided, and he was supposed to be surrounded by a sort of halo 
of providential protection that was denied to the ordinary citi- 
zen. The time has come that a man who does not have his life 
insured, unless he is prevented from securing such insurance 
by some physical disability, is almost a curiosity. Life insur- 
ance, to which I refer, has spread and taken within its folds 
all the civilized world. It reaches out its helping hand to 
millions of beneficiaries all over civilization. It carries succor 
to the humble home after the hand which had provided for it 
is cold and helpless, It carries comfort and peace to the fire- 
side of the poor and needy. It drives the wolf from the door 
of those who hunger. It carries assistance and support to the 
widow and fatherless and clothes with the mantle of protection 
the trembling form of the innocent child. Those who have 
charge of insurance moneys are charged with a duty not only 
to the State, but to all humanity. The man who misappro- 
priates those sacred funds not only commits an offense against 
the law of the land, but he steals from the dead and robs the 
unborn child of its lawful inheritance. It is a subject, there- 
fore, in which not only all people are interested, but one which 
should be guarded and protected by the strong arm of the law 
in order that its beneficent influences may be felt to the widest 
extent possible. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
SHERLEY] must remember, and he can not help but observe, that 
all of the evils that have been disclosed by the recent insurance 
investigation, and which have been so eloquently pictured here 
on the floor of the House by those who have preceded me, all 
eame about in every instance by the violation of State law. 
Every failure to carry out the sacred trust—every one of them— 
has come about under State regulation of insurance. There is 
no instance to which we have been cited, there is no occurrence 
that has been developed by this investigation, but what dis- 
closes truly and forcefully that, so far in our history, State 
regulation of insurance has been a failure. But, Mr. Chairman, 
there are other reasons than this why we should try some other 
remedy. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] very 
truthfully said that that people were governed best who were 
governed least. It is true, Mr. Chairman, but to my mind it is 
an argument in fayor of national supervision rather than State 
supervision. ‘ 

Why, sir, insurance companies have been governed by the laws 
of more than forty States. There has been too much govern- 
ment of insurance, none of which has been effective. I do not 
mean to say, Mr. Chairman, that if we had national supervision of 
insurance everything would be always right. I do not claim that 
that would make men pure. There would be crime, and there 
would be disregard of duty then. There has always been, and 
I presume there always will be, in this world men who commit 
crime, men who will violate the trust that is placed in them by 
their fellow-men. Yea, it has been true of heaven itself. We 
are told in Holy Writ that the devil was once an angel in good 
standing in the holy city. If he had committed no crime or 
done no wrong, I presume he would be there yet, and as a re- 
sult we would have no hell to frighten us into the path of duty. 
But, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that all of these different 
States, passing different laws in regard to the regulation of 
something in which all of the people have a common interest, is 
one of the great arguments why we should have national super- 
vision and a law of Congress that would control alike all insur- 
ance companies in all of the States in the Union. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is not only our duty to legislate. if we 
can constitutionally do so, for the benefit of the insured, but we 
ought to protect all honest insurance companies. There is no 
conflict of interest between the people who hold policies of in- 
surance and the insurance companies themselves, provided the 
companies are honestly and rightfully administered. We ought 
to protect insurance companies as well as the insured. We 
ought to protect all honest endeavors to carry out, in the best 
of faith, the best kind of insurance. Under present conditions 
insurance companies are subjected to all of the different laws 
of all of the different States of the Union. One State will re- 
quire one condition before it will admit a company to do busi- 
ness within its limits. Another State will require an entirely 
different condition, and it is possible for one State to require 
some thing or condition for admittance within its borders that 
another State may regard as an absolute bar to admission into 
their State. So that the only way to get out of the controversy 
and avoid all of the difficulties that follow under the preseut 
regulation would be to give Congress the power to legislate, 
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Mr. Chairman, I believe as a rule people have a greater respect 
for the law of the nation than they do for the law of a State, 
and that men frequently violate laws of a State with impunity, 
but hesitate to violate the laws of the nation, where punishment 
is swifter and surer. 

Mr. Chairman, there is a question that arises in my mind as 
to whether Congress has the constitutional right to pass any act 
that will be effective. And, coming now to the immediate ques- 
tion before the House, the question arises as to which commit- 
tee we shall refer those parts of the President’s message speak- 
ing of insurance. It is argued by the chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee that the only way we can reach insurance 
companies is by virtue of the taxing power of the Constitution. 
It is argued by the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mittee that the right way to reach it is to pass some act under 
ase clause of the Constitution giving us control of interstate 

raffic. 

It is argued by others that the only way we can reach it is to 
pass some law that will limit the use of the mails in the United 
States to insurance companies, and require them, as a condition 
for the use of the mails, that they shall comply with certain 
rules and regulations. Mr. Chairman, there is in all of these 
propositions a doubt expressed. The Supreme Court has em- 
phatically said, in a unanimous decision, gentlemen, that insur- 
ance is not interstate commerce, and the only hope of those, as I 
understand it, who believe that we can regulate insurance by 
virtue of that clause of the Constitution is that the Supreme 
Court will reverse its decision. It seems to me that this is not 
a safe rule by which we ought to be guided in our legislation 
here. I doubt very much whether we could secure adequate 
regulation by virtue of the taxing power. I doubt very much 
whether we could secure adequate regulation by virtue of the 
rule requiring them to conform to our regulations before they 
- are entitled to the use of the mails. Therefore, all through, gen- 
tlemen on one hand are claiming one thing and gentlemen on the 
other hand claiming another, but all agreeing that there is great 
doubt as to whether we have any jurisdiction, and if we have 
the jurisdiction under one or other of these parts of our Consti- 
tution whether it is sufficient to give us power to properly and 
adequately remedy the evils that recent investigation has dis- 
closed now and for some time,have existed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the géntleman from New York, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means, has stated that it 
is the custom of the Speaker to refer to the different committees 
the various bills in accordance with the nature of the proposed 
legislation contained within the bills themselves, although some 
of the bills may contain provisions that would be proper to refer 
to another committee, yet that uniformly they are all referred 
to one committee having general jurisdiction of the subject. I 
believe that wherever we have a committee upon a given subject 
that the rule has always been adhered to; but you must bear in 
mind that this House has not a committee on insurance— 
another evidence of doubt as to our jurisdiction. Those who 
framed the rules undoubtedly thought the Congress had no 
jurisdiction of insurance. 

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEVENS] has shown us 
conclusively that it has been the custom to refer bills to differ- 
ent committees than the committee on the subject-matter, so 
that there is no reason on that ground that we should refer it 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. There is no reason on 
any of these grounds that we should refer it to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. The same objection ap- 
plies to referring it to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. All through there is a doubt; and there can be no ques- 
tion but what every man who has given the matter considera- 
tion, every lawyer who has investigated the subject, although he 
may himself have definite ideas on the question, is compelled 
to admit to himself that on account of the decisions of the Su- 
preme Court he must at least doubt what would be the result 
of legislation along any of these lines. 

There is another reason, Mr. Chairman, why we should not 
refer this matter to any of these committees, and that is that 
we do not want to commit ourselves to any particular line of 
policy. We want, as I understand it, to do that which will 
bring the most effective, righteous regulation of the insurance 
question; and we do not want to confine ourselves to the taxing 
power if we have any other power. We do not want to confine 
ourselves to the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution 
if there is a doubt about it, or any other power under the Con- 
stitution. 

It seems to me the only way for this House to get out of this 
difficulty, and take away all possibility of doubt is to be advised 
by a committee whose duty and whose business it is to advise 
us on such subjects, and that we ought to refer the matter in 
the President’s message in controversy to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. I submit, gentlemen, that that will do away with 
any idea of committing ourselves to any particular line, of policy. 
It will give us information by a body of men qualified to judge as 
to just what our difficulties are in the premises, It may be found 
possible, after that investigation, that they will come to the con- 
clusion that in order to get adequate jurisdiction to regulate the 
matter properly it will be necessary that an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States should be adopted. I know that 
this is a difficult proposition ordinarily; but, Mr. Chairman, the 
people are aroused on this subject and I believe if the Congress 
of the United States, at the beginning of this session should pass 
a proper amendment it would be ratified by enough States to 
make it a law before this Congress adjourns. So that before 
our adjournment we could properly legislate and properly act 
to give relief to a suffering people. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, every one, as I stated, who has consid- 
ered this matter has had a doubt. Let us read what the Presi- 
dent has said in regard to it; what he has so courageously and 
ably stated in his message. I find he quotes with approval 
what he said in a former message to Congress: 

I said in my last annual message I recommended that Congress care- 
fully consider whether the A peated of the Bureau of Corporations could 
constitutionally be extend to cover the case of transactions in in- 
surance. 

Further along, in summing up his able argument, he recom- 
mends that— 


Con should carefully consider whether further 1 lation 
be had. ` ceis a 


He is not committed to any particular line of policy that he 
wants us to follow. He is not committed to the one idea of 
giving the Bureau of Corporations additional power on this sub- 
ject, but in every line he has submitted you will find that he 
wants effective legislation on this subject without regard to the 
particular executive branch whose duty it shall be made to 
enforce the law. Through all his argument, however, it is 
clearly to be seen that he has a doubt as to just what jurisdic- 
tion we have or whether in fact we have any. 

He wants us to “ consider” whether we have power to enact 
any further legislation on this subject. That is the question 
he has submitted to us. That is the question that we are going 
to refer and to which we want an answer. Now, where is it to 
be referred? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman allow me? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana? 

Mr. NORRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I desire to ask a question or two, and 
I will preface my question with the statement that I do not 
altogether agree with the gentleman in relation to the functions 
of the Committee on the Judiciary. I understand that commit- 
tee simply has charge of matters pertaining to the judicial 
branch of the Government, and that it is no more the duty of 
that committee to instruct us upon constitutional questions than 
it is our duty to instruct it. Now, suppose the subject of 
insurance should be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and that committee should decide that there is no power in Con- 
gress to regulate the subject of insurance under the commerce 
provision of the Federal Constitution. Would the gentleman 
expect that decision to conclude the balance of the Members of 
the House? 

Mr. NORRIS. Not necessarily. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Then what is the use of sending it to 
the Committee on the Judiciary? 

Mr. NORRIS. Because we have to send it to some committee. 
IT will admit, if the gentleman please, that when the committee 
report we will then have its report before us for action and 
determination, but it is through the instrumentality of sending 
it to that committee that we can rightfully consider the question 
here. We would not be bound by the report of the committee, 
although we might be infiuenced a great deal by the mature 
deliberation of the members of that committee. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Now, one other question. If it be the 
judgment of Congress that the Federal Government ought to 
have power to regulate the subject of insurance under the com- 
merce clause of the Constitution, and if there still be some 
doubt about the existence of that power, would it not be better 
to enact a proper law and have it go to the final tribunal of 
arbitrament, the Supreme Court of the United States, finally 
to determine whether that power does exist, and then the coun- 
try would be in shape to know whether the Constitution needs 
amendment in that respect? 

Mr. NORRIS. In answer to the gentleman’s question I will 
say that I do not believe that that would be the proper course 
to pursue, and I will briefly give my reasons for my belief. If 
we refer it, as he says, to the Committee on Interstate and 
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Foreign Commerce and let them enact a law and then let that 
go through all the details of traveling up through the different 
courts until it reaches the Supreme Court and a decision is 
finally rendered, we have lost several years of time, and the 
difficulty is going on all the while. Then there is another rea- 
son. The Supreme Court has already decided the matter, and 
the only hope is that the Supreme Court will reverse itself. 
So if that is the policy that we should pursue in such cases, and 
we should always adopt the same rule, we should never reach a 
conclusion. Why, sir, if it went to the Supreme Court and that 
court sustained its former decision, which I believe it would 
do, and the question came back again to us, the same argument 
would be good then as now, and gentlemen could argue, “ Let us 
pass another bill and give the Supreme Court another chance to 
reverse itself.” 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. One other question. I agree with the 
gentleman in the view that the question seems to have been 
definitely settled by the Supreme Court of the United States; 
but in view of the changed character of insurance now as com- 
pared to what it was in the time that the case of Paul v. Vir- 
ginia was decided it may be that the court would take a differ- 
ent view of it. But I want to correct the suggestion that the 
gentleman made that I favor referring the subject to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. I am opposed to 
referring it to any committee, and would allow the Speaker a 
free hand to refer bills to the different committees according to 
their character. That is my attitude. 

Mr. NORRIS. If the gentleman will pardon me, as far as re- 
ferring the bills with a free hand by the Speaker is concerned, 
that is what I want, and referring this to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee will in no sense be an instruction to the Speaker that he 
shall refer insurance bills to the Judiciary Committee. Not by 
any means; but, on the other hand, if it was referred to some 
other committee it might be taken by the Speaker as the opinion 
of this House that he should refer all bills to such committee. 

In further reply to the gentleman from Indiana, I want to say 
that one of the reasons why I advocate the reference of this 
matter in the President’s message to the Judiciary Committee 
is that we may not at this time go on record ourselves as to just 
what committee shall have the proper jurisdiction. We are 
called upon to answer a legal question. It ought to go to the 
committee having jurisdiction of such matters. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; I will. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I do not wish to embarrass the 
gentleman in his remarks, because I consider that he is making 
a very good argument on this question, and has given it con- 
siderable thought; but if he will permit me just a moment, I 
should like to ask a question, but in doing so would like to re- 
peat some things that have been said. 

Mr. NORRIS. All right; I gladly yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yesterday and the day before, 
during the discussion of this matter—and I consider that the 
House has exceeded the rules in so doing—the President and 
his message have been drawn into the discussion. There seems 
to be a difference of opinion as to what the President intended. 
And now the gentleman himself, in discussing it, is trying to 
make plain, if possible, what the President did intend in his 
message. The gentleman also stated in the beginning that he 
wished to confine himself strictly to the question at issue, and 
that apparently is to what appropriate committee shal} this 
question be consigned. Now, I wish to read a portion of section 
2 of Rule XXIV of this House. 

Messages from the President shall be referred to the appropriate com- 
mittees without debate. 

I would like to ask the gentleman how he will interpret that, 
and if, in view of that rule, the two or three days of discussion, 
which has taken the form of debate upon the meaning of the 
message itself, is proper. Should not the matter be left to 
the Speaker of this House to refer it to what he considers the 
proper cémmittees, without debate, and especially without de- 
bate upon what is contained in the message? 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gentleman’s 
inguiry I want to say, in the first place, that if we have been 
violating the rule of the House I am not to blame for that; the 
discussion, if the gentleman’s contention be true, is going on 
regardless of that rule. It has nothing to do, as I look at it, 
with the question now before us; but I believe there is no viola- 
tion of that rule. The President’s message was referred with- 
out debate; it was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and this committee is trying 
to subdivide it and refer it to different appropriate committees 
under a special resolution that has been introduced. 


Now, I do not care to discuss that proposition, because, as I 
look at it, it is immaterial now whether we are violating a rule 
or not. It is a question that might come up in a different way, 
but I do not see how it can affect us here at the present time. 
We are discussing it, we have discussed it, even if there is a 
rule against it, and if it be true that we are violating a rule 
we are in the position of the man in jail whose lawyer said that 
they could not put him in jail for the alleged offense, but he 
found himself there just the same. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. If the gentleman will pardon me 
just a moment, I think the gentleman is in error in that he 
says we are following the rule strictly, because it has been 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. The language of this portion of the rule I have 
referred to is peculiar: “ Messages from the President shall be 
referred to appropriate committees without debate.” You are 
attempting to refer it to appropriate committees, and I should 
judge you were debating some of the substance of the Presi- 
dent’s message, as, for instance, the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. SHertey] particularly debated and drew some just and 
some unjust criticisms upon that message. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cockran], in an elaborate and eloquent speech, 
did the same. The gentleman from Nebraska is trying to give 
his version of the President’s message, and to my mind it is 
a distinct violation of this rule. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not understand that that can make any 
difference even if it is a violation; but I do not believe it is a 
violation of the rule. We are now in a committee; we are now 
a committee, This is not the House, but the Committee of the 
Whole House. It has been “appropriately” referred to this 
committee, and “ without debate,” and we are trying to refer from 
this committee to subcommittees the different portions of that 
message. 

Now, I was not quite through with my answer to the gentle- 
man from Indiana. He said he did not agree with me that it 
ought to go to the Judiciary Committee; that he did not think 
it was their duty. Now, Mr. Chairman, it may be that in these 
specific terms the duty under the rules of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee is not defined in the way I have interpreted it, but it has 
been the custom of the House to refer questions of law to the 
Judiciary Committee, that has jurisdiction of legal matters, and 
when that committee reports it comes back to us and we then 
pass upon it, and pass upon it effectively. We must refer it to 
some committee. It can not reach a conclusion without some 
reference. We can not reach the judgment of this House in any 
other way. The proper course would be to let the Judiciary 
Committee investigate it and report to us in the light of their 
wisdom and ability. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I said, it seems to me that the Presi- 
dent himself, in his message, as clear as can be, expresses a 
doubt; every man who has had anything to do with that subject 
has expressed a doubt, and I believe if we want to get right 
we should refer the matter to the Judiciary Committee, and 
thus relieve ourselves of any position taken in favor of any 
particular line of legislation. I do not think we should take 
any particular line before that committee has properly inves- 
tigated and passed upon the matter. I have incorporated in a 
motion, which I shall offer at the proper time, an instruction 
to the Judiciary Committee to report to us, giving their idea as 
to what jurisdiction, if any, we have upon the subject of in- 
surance. And I want to give notice now that at the right 
time, when the place in the bill is reached, I shall offer that 
amendment. It strikes me, therefore, that we ought, if we 
agree with this idea, vote down every amendment that may 
be offered referring it to any other committee and adopt an 
amendment that shall refer it properly to the Committes on 
the Judiciary. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr, WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of my 
time, which I reserved yesterday, to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. STANLEY]. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish, as briefly as possible, 
to call attention to the practical results of the assumption of 
contro] of insurance companies by the Federal Government. In 
the first place, I am firmly of the opinion that if the Federal 
Government takes jurisdiction of insurance companies it will 
multiply the evils that it means to cure, and instead of render- 
ing these companies more liable to the law will grant them a 
practical immunity from the responsibility they are now at- 
tempting to shirk. In the first place, it is a rare and an 
unusual spectacle that the thief, caught red handed with his 
plunder about him, confessing his guilt almost without a blush, 
should himself suggest to us that the best means of punishing 
him is by placing him under Federal jurisdiction, where his 
punishment may be more speedy and more severe. No man 
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knows better than the insurance company itself where the 
danger lies. Long experience has convinced us that no one 
knows better how to evade the law than they. The only hope 
that I entertain of ever seeing these predatory bands of or- 
ganized marauders, who play like harpies upon the helpless and 
the dead, brought to justice is by the awakened energies of State 
legislatures and the awakened conscience of the American peo- 
ple. [Applause on the Democratic side.] You must remember 
that the assumption of Federal jurisdiction means the destruc- 
tion of State control. It is inevitable. There is no lawyer 
upon either side of this Chamber who will question or doubt it. 
The ground upon which the Federal courts refuse to the State 
courts jurisdiction of common carriers is that the common car- 
riers are engaged in interstate commerce. The principle upon 
which the Federal courts and the Supreme Court of the United 
States have again and again refused to take jurisdiction of 
insurance companies is that they are not engaged in interstate 
commerce and are not subject to Federal control. In the case 
of Hooper v. California and in the case of Crutcher v. Ken- 
tucky, one being the corollary of the other, this question is 
undoubtedly settled. Says Justice White, in the case of Hooper 
v. California: 
l 

N ta PETES T thet T iin treatin TAE S e 
the will of such other State has pon hoes settled, and many phases of 
its application have been illustrated by the decisions of this court. 

While there are exceptions to this rule, they embrace only cases 
where a corporation created by one State rests its right to enter 
another and engage in business therein upon the Federal nature of its 
business, as, for instance, where it has derived its being from an act of 
Congress, and has become a lawful agency for the performance of 
governmental or quasi governmental functions or where it is necessa- 
rily an instrumentality of Interstate commerce, or its business consti- 
tutes such commerce, it is therefore solely within the paramount 
authority of Congress. 

In the case of Crutcher v. Kentucky, the legislature of Ken- 
tucky passed a law by which it forced express companies to give 
a bond with approved security that they had in assets subject 
to execution at least the sum of $150,000, for the protection of 
persons intrusting valuables in their charge, and in that case 
the Supreme Court of the United States held that they could 
not be forced to make any such disclosures to the State govern- 
ments, nor could they be forced to give any such bond, because 
they were engaged in interstate commerce. Now, apply that 
rule to insurance companies, and every provision of every State 
legislature in the United States requiring insurance compa- 
nies to deposit bonds or to give evidence of their solvency be- 
fore doing business in the State must fall to the ground under 
the rule in Crutcher v. Kentucky the minute they become inter- 
state carriers. The jurisdiction of Federal courts and of State 
courts are not concurrent. The assumption of jurisdiction by 
the Federal court is the death of the last vestige of authority 
by the State courts. 

The evil is worse than that. The minute the Supreme Court 
of the United States treats insurance companies as common car- 
riers every individual case between an insured and the insurer 
where the amount in controversy exceeds $2,000 can, upon a 
petition of the insurance company that it is a foreign corpo- 
ration, be immediately transferred to a Federal court, just as 
damage suits against railroads are transferred to-day. My 
God! what a haven of rest and protection it will be to these peo- 
ple if they can not only prey upon you collectively but can, 
after you have paid these enormous premiums through all your 
life and at last, using your burden as a pillow you sink to sleep, 
come and answer your widow and your orphan with the state- 
ment that the contract was obtained through fraud, or some 
other invalid defense, and carry them helpless and penniless 
some 500 miles to a Federal court of their own wise selection. 
[Applause. ] 

The evil is more deep seated than that. I wish in all solem- 
nity and in the deepest earnestness of my soul to sound a note 
of warning to every Democrat on this side of the House, and I 
say this in no partisan sense—I wish to sound a note of warning 
to every man upon either side of this House who believes in a 
government composed of an autonomy of sovereign States indis- 
solubly bound. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
tucky has expired. 

Mr. STANLEY. I ask for ten minutes, in order to conclude 
my temarks. I do not think I will need as much as that. 

Mr. MACON, Mr. Chairman, I move that the gentieman be 
allowed ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, It is moved that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky have ten minutes additional time to complete his remarks. 
Has any gentleman any objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. STANLEY. I wish to say this to this House, that the 
greatest danger that menaces this Government, that eyer men- 
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aced it from any source, is not from internecine strife or from 
foreign invasion. It is from the gradual and insidious assump- 
tion of unwarranted powers by the Federal judiciary. The 
founders of this Government wisely chose in balancing the 
executive, legislative, and judicial, one against the other, to 
avoid those rocks upon which all other ships of state had 
broken from the days of Pisistratus and the thirty tyrants until 
the revolution of 1688. There is no instance, so far as I know, 
in all history of the destruction of the liberties of the people by 
an autocratic government that has not arisen either from the 
executive having assumed the powers of the legislative or the 
legislative having assumed the powers of the executive. In 
order that the three coordinate branches of the Government 
might be safely, wisely, and perpetually balanced one against 
another, this Government tried an experiment which was in its 
form unique in all the history of the world. They placed the 
supreme authority, the right to check encroachments, the right 
to check the assumption of unwarranted powers, both on the 
part of the executive and on the part of the legislative, in the 
hands of the judiciary. In answering the question raised at the 
time as to the danger of giving this unusual and unprecedented 
power to the judiciary Alexander Hamilton used this language: 
This [i. e., the safety of delegating this power] may be inferred with 
certainty from the general nature of the Padicial power, from the ob- 
re to which it relates, from the manner in which it is exercised, from 


ts comparative weakness, and from its total incapacity to support its 
usurpations by force. 


More than that, the high character of the judiciary, their 
freedom from the storms and tumult, the wild ambition that 
fires the blood of executives and of legislators, made it appear 
only the more safe. The founders of this Government assumed 
that the judiciary, secure for life in their serene retreats, with 
all the fairness, all the wisdom, all the placid composure that 
mark the august wearers of the ermine, might safely be made 
the monitors of the rulers of the nation; that they might stand 
both as censors and, if need be, as masters when the commanders 
of armies and when dignified legislatures assumed powers not 
lawfully their own. I want to show to you that the danger of 
giving to the judiciary this tremendous power escaped not the 
prophetic voice of him who has been pictured by the eloquent 
leader of this House as the wisest mere man who ever graced 
the earth. Even at that time, a hundred years ago and more, 
Thomas Jefferson saw the danger of the insidious undermining 
of the whole fabrie of government by the assumption of unwar- 
ranted power on the part of the judiciary. He declared: 


I am sensible of the inroads daily making by the Federal into the 
urisdiction of its coordinate associates, the State governments. The 
egislative and executive branches may sometimes err, but elections and 
dependence will bring them to rights. The judiciary branch is the in- 
strument which, working like gravity, without intermission, is to press 
us at last into one consolidated mass. 


Now, let us see what will be the effect of this. Suppose the 
Government takes control of insurance companies. It means that 
the Government shall take cognizance of an insurance contract. 
Now, I submit that a contract of insurance is among the sim- 
plest contracts ever made. It is simply an agreement by one 
party to indemnify another against loss in a given contingency. 
No contract of insurance need even to be in writing. It has 
nothing like the solemnity of a deed to 3 acres of land. It is a 
very complex affair, I know. It has been made complex by the 
red tape and the cunning of men who have made thievery a pro- 
fession and plunder a business. [Applause.] 

If the Federal Government can take cognizance of a simple 
contract of that kind because of the complexity of the contract, 
and not because in its nature it is interstate commerce, but be- 
cause of the amount involved, then our liberties must decrease 
as our wealth accumulates. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
If the Federal Government can take cognizance of a simple con- 
tract of insurance it can then take cognizance of any business 
and every business transacted between individuals or corpo- 
rations in different States. It is the death knell of the old cir- 
cuit court. It is the death knell of the rights controlled by 
juries of your peers of the vicinage. It is the destruction of 
that fabric, save as to the method of penitentiaring a few thieves 
who do not engage in interstate plunder. Our courts are gone. 
You had better a thousand times call the President of the United 
States an autocrat, and make him one; better a thousand times 
give to this body authority of which its founders never dreamed 
and keep intact your courts at home. Keep pure, undefiled, 
its jurisdiction unassailed, that court which takes congnizance 
of your liberty, your property and your life, than destroy the 
autonomy of the courts and preserve the tinsel of a free govern- 
ment and of a republic, [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Assume this jurisdiction, destroy the last vestige of the au- 
tonomy of the State, give to the Federal Government the right 
at will to take cognizance of any contract made with any indi- 
yiduals of different States, and all business will immediately 
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go into the Federal courts, because we are tied together to-day 
by a literal plexus of rail and wire. There is no business that 
is not interstate.’ Few, indeed, are they who are engaged in any 
business so small, so poor, that it does not extend beyond the 
boundaries of the Commonwealth in which it is conducted. Give 
them authority over insurance companies, and all business, all 
transactions, pass to the Federal courts, and to that court we all 
must go, poor and rich alike, with its costs and its delays. Take 
cognizance of insurance, with all its attendant evils, and I say 
to you that from that hour that fair and faultless fabric, that 
exqusite temple created and guarded by the wisdom, the patriot- 
ism, yea, the inspiration of Washington and Madison, Jefferson 
and Jay, is a myth and a memory. We may have a good Goy- 
ernment—I pray God that we may have a free Goyernment—but 
we cease to possess, we cease to enjoy, we cease to know that 
government founded by the wisdom, the courage, and the patriot- 
ism of our forefathers, and bequeathed by them as a priceless 
heritage to their posterity. [Loud applause on the Democratic 
side.] 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Youne having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message, in writing, from 
the President of the United States was communicated to the 
House of Representatives by Mr. Barnes, one of his secreta- 
ries, who also informed the House of Representatives that the 
President had approved and signed bill of the following title: 

S. 410. An act to authorize the Rock Island, Arkansas and 
Louisiana Railroad Company to construct bridges across Oua- 
chita River and other navigable rivers in the State of Arkansas. 


DISTRIBUTION OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


The committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that it has been 
the custom of Chairmen in presiding over the Committee of the 
Whole to alternate between the two sides of the House. Inas- 
much as one of the gentlemen on the right has been extremely 
obliging to his colleagues in affording time to speak, the Chair- 
man will break the rule in this instance and recognize the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON]. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, in the course of his remarks 
yesterday the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] gave 
as one reason why he might not favor the reference of that part 
of the President’s message regarding insurance companies to the 
Committee on the Judiciary was that the chairman of that com- 
mittee had not during this debate contended for jurisdiction over 
the subject. The spirited controversy that has occurred between 
the chairman of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce and the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 
as to which of these committees should have this subject for con- 
sideration and the silence of the chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary furnish a very potent reason why this matter 
should go to the Committee on the Judiciary. As an unpreten- 
tious member of the latter committee, I might say that its chair- 
man is not anxious to have to undertake the arduous duty of 
making a special investigation of the regulation of life insurance 
companies. It is well known to the Members of this House that 
the Committee on the Judiciary has, in the ordinary course of 
legislation, at every session of Congress to deal with many ques- 
tions of constitutional law, and that it spends much time in 
study and discussion. Undoubtedly the chairman and the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary would examine into every phase of the 
so-called insurance question and report back to this House if 
such duty should be imposed upon that committee. 

This debate on the President’s message will prove to be helpful 
in the determination of public questions, and it also furnishes 
substantial evidence that the Members of the House have not 
forgotten the limitations of the Federal Government, and that 
they have not been unmindful of the responsibility imposed by 
their oaths to support the Constitution of the United States. 
Good thought and excellent arguments have been adduced. In 
this connection it might be invidious to point out the remarks 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] and his col- 
league [Mr. STANLEY], the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CockraNn] and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Writtams]. 
They all made valuable contributions to a correct exposition of 
our scheme of. government. Renewed attention has been called 
to the fact that we have a dual system of government, State 
and Federal, each independent and powerful in its own sphere, 
but utterly without authority when it undertakes to trespass 
upon the domain of the other. The Federal Government is 
vested with delegated powers, and every power not specially 
granted or fairly and necessarily implied for the exercise of a 
power granted is reserved to the States or to the people. So 
anxious were the fathers to emphasize this interpretation that 
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they deemed it wise to embody it in the tenth amendment. We 
are compelled to ask ourselves what authority has the Federal 
Government for the regulation of insurance business. The 
highest court in the land has declared that such business is not 
interstate commerce. The ingenious argument is made that 
the taxing power furnishes a peg upon which to hang Federal 
jurisdiction. No Democrat ought to subscribe to that doctrine. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] The Federal Government 
has ample power to tax for revenue for the maintenance of the 
Government honestly and economically administered, but it 
can not rightfully and it ought not, as a mere pretext to conceal 
an unauthorized ulterior design, resort to the subterfuge of 
putting into the body of a measure which would otherwise cer- 
tainly be held unconstitutional a provision for taxation for the 
purpose of conferring some sort of doubtful jurisdiction where 
otherwise there would clearly be no jurisdiction on the part of 
the Federal Government. 

Mr. Chairman, as important as the regulation and control of 
insurance companies may be, we can console ourselves with the 
reflection that there resides power in the State to punish those 
who steal from the policy holders, to punish those who are in- 
trusted with a great fund for the maladministration of their 
trust. These companies, the creatures of the State, are amen- 
able to State laws, to home rule. And, further, it may be said 
that the public who deal with them can rebuke their conduct by 
withholding future business and by patronizing those who are 
honest and correct in their dealings and administrations. 
Already it seems that the State of New York has investigated 
and exposed the rascality practiced in the administration of the 
three greatest life insurance companies in the United States. 
The offending officials have been held up to public contempt, 
have been driven from their places of power, honest men have 
been put in control of the affairs of the companies, and we are 
not without hope that further punishment will be visited upon 
the offenders. ‘ 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is not my intention to indulge in any 
extended remarks about that feature of the President’s message 
which refers to insurance companies, While the message is 
before us for consideration I desire within the hour which be- 
longs to me under the rule of the House to discuss what I con- 
sider and the country believes to be a more important and urgent 
question, and one of which the Federal Government has un- 
doubted jurisdiction, and one which has been urged upon the 
attention of Congress year after year—the regulation of the 
public carriers of the country engaged in interstate commerce. 

Mr. Chairman, public thought upon the question of Federal 
regulation of the great corporations engaged in interstate trans- 
portation has been divided. There are those who believe that 
the great transportation companies should be at perfect liberty 
to conduct their traffic without any regulation by Federal or 
State government. They indulge in the erroneous assumption 
that the business of these quasi-public corporations is analo- 
gous to that of a storekeeper or an individual engaged in 
some private enterprise. Those who entertain such thought 
are for the most part the railroad magnates and those who 
have allied interests. They are forgetful that these corpora- 
tions are given extraordinary power, and that this power is 
given to them because of the service they owe to the public. 
These corporations may by condemnation proceedings take the 
land upon which the home of the citizen is situated—aye, more 
than that—they may even condemn for their purposes a ceme- 
tery where sleeps in sacred dust one’s kin, or departed citizens 
of great renown. No individual, for the exploitation of any 
private enterprise, can exercise or invoke the exercise of such 
power. It is needless to dwell upon the many features that 
render these corporations the servants of the public and not 
the masters of the people. And, Mr. Chairman, there is another 
class, perhaps not very large, who believe that the Government 
should own and operate the great transportation companies. 
They seem to be unmindful of the fact that this would be of 
most doubtful authority; a most stupenduous undertaking, and 
one the administration of which would be most preplexing if 
not disastrous to the Government and to the people. 

The ownership of 212,000 miles of railroad, to say nothing 
of the millions for equipment and maintenance, would cost more 
than $14,000,000,000. The Government could not purchase these 
railroads except by issuing bonds, and such a bond issue would 
amount to a monstrous interest-bearing public indebtedness 
necessarily perpetual—an indebtedness that could never be paid. 
The great multimillionaires would then haye an ideal scheme 
upon which to build up and perpetuate from generation to gen- 
eration a plutocracy—an aristocracy founded upon inherited 
and transmitted everlasting interest bearing public indebtedness. 
Such an aristocracy would be more hateful than that which the 
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fathers sought, by the abolishment of the law of primogeniture, 
to forever exclude from American soil. Besides, the scheme 
would nullify some of the most salutary laws of the States. 
There would be no more separate-coach statutes, which have 
proven in the South of so much benefit to the safety, conven- 
ience, and peace of the races. The evils wrought by the carpet- 
baggers of the reconstruction period would perhaps be excelled 
in enormity by the eyil practices of carpetbag Federal railroad 
officials. But I must hasten on with the remarks that I wish to 
make in regard to proposed legislation. There is another divi- 
sion in the public thought. There are those, and I believe they 
constitute a majority of the American people, who believe that 
the Government of the United States ought to and must control 
by regulations the corporations engaged in interstate traffic. To 
this class and to those who entertain this view I believe a 
majority of the Members of this House belong. On several 
occasions in the past Congresses during my service here and be- 
fore many of us became actors here the Members of the House 
have voted with practical unanimity for regulation of these 
transportation companies. The authority of Congress to enact 
such legislation as will effectually regulate and control such 
corporations is undoubted. 

To regulate commerce with foreign nations and among the 
several States and with the Indian tribes is not only the power 
of Congress but one of its highest duties, and one now more 
urgent and pressing than at any period in the history of our 
country. In view of the public utterances of the President, and 
the fact that he has put his hand into the shirt collar of his 
party, particularly that part of it which sits in this House, and 
I hope that part of it which sits at the other end of the Capitol, 
and dragged it up by the force of his great personality to the ad- 
voeacy of remedial legislation, I may now, without being ac- 
cused of partisanship, congratulate the Republican party upon 
what I believe, or hope at least, is its determination to obey 
the popular demand. I may also refer to the attitude of the 
Democratic party. In 1896, after decisions of the Supreme 
Court emasculating the interstate-commerce law of 1887, the 
Democratic party took prompt and decisive position upon the 
interstate-transportation question, and suggested specifically the 
medium through which these corporations should be regulated 
or controlled. The Democratic platform of 1896 was in these 
words: 


The absorption of wealth by the few, the consolidation of our leading 
railroad systems, and the formation of trusts and pools require a 
stricter control by the Federal Government of those arteries of com- 
merce. We demand the enlargement of the powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, and such restrictions and, guaranties in the 
control of railroads as will protect the people from robbery and op- 
pression. 

And again four years later, in 1900, the Democratic platform 


was in these words: 
We favor such an enlargement of the scope of the interstate-com- 
merce law as will enable the Commission to protect individuals and 


communities from discriminations and the public from unjust and un- 
fair transportation rates. 


And last year, 1904, the Democratic platform was in the 
following language: 

A private monopoly is indefensible and intolerable. Individual 
equality of opportunity and free competition are essential to a healthy 
and permanent commercial prosperity, and any trust, combination, or 
monopoly tending to destroy these by controlling 
ing competition, or fixing prices and wages should be prohibited and 

unished by law. We especially denounce rebates and discriminations 

transportation companies as the most potent agency in promoting 
and strengthening these unlawful conspiracies against trade. 

We demand an 9 of the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, to the end that the traveling public and phy pe 
of this country have prompt and adequate relief from the abuses 
to which they are subjected in the matter of transportation. We de- 
mand a strict enforcement of existing civil and criminal statutes 

nimst all such trusts, combinations, and monopolies; and we demand 

e enactment of such further legislation as may be necessary effec- 
tually to suppress them. 


So, Mr. Chairman, it may be said in truth that the great his- 
toric party to whieh I owe allegiance has been consistent, 
insistent, and persistent in its demand that power be conferred 
upon the Interstate Commerce Commission to the end that these 
great corporations may be bridled, regulated, or controlled, with 
due, lawful, and proper recognition of the rights of the people 
who are compelled to pay the toll. I am led to make these re- 
marks because one hears on every side of the President's posi- 
tion in favor of conferring these additional powers on the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission. Such position on his part is 
creditable to him, but it was the position of the Democratic 
party long before he appeared in the national arena. In no 
platform of any national Republican convention has demand 
ever been made for conferring additional powers upon the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, and even in the late platform of 
the Republican party of the State of Ohio, that of 1905, the 


reduction, restrict- 


Republican party ran away from this position. That conven- 
tion, presided over by Judge Taft, a member of the President’s 
official family, refused to recommend such a remefly. They 
knew that the development of.our country and the combination of 
the railroads have been such that in the railroad traffic we can 
no longer say competition is the life of trade, for there is no com- 
petition. That has been destroyed. Practically all the railroads 
of the country are now in the hands and under the control of 
six great combinations, who are in turn controlled by perhaps 
half a dozen multimillionaires. After competing lines have 
been absorbed there is no competition with which to fight oner- 
ous exactions or unjust discriminations or other evil prac- 
tice 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
for a question? 

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Oh, I haye not very long to speak. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, I only want to ask a question. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I have not many minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Would it not be the necessary result of 
a systematic fixing of rates by a board that all competition is 
thereby destroyed? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Competition has been destroyed by agree- 
ments and combinations. I am not sure that I understand 
the gentleman’s question. The proposition that 1 apprehend 
will be ‘brought before Congress is that Congress shall declare 
that interstate transportation rates shall be just and rea- 
sonable and that discrimatory practices and special privi- 
leges to particular shippers shall be unlawful, and in any given 
case complaint may be made to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission that provisions of this legislative standard have been 
violated, and that the Commission may then hear the case and 
if the complaint is sustained order that the unlawful practice 
shall cease, and that it may then fix a substitute rate reason- 
able and just or forbid the practice complained of, and that 
such order and decree shall become operative at once and shall 
remain in force and effect until set aside by the courts, if the 
court should ultimately decide the findings in the case to be 
unlawful. [Applause.] 

It is proposed to give to the Commission the power to substi- 
tute a reasonable rate and a just practice for an unreasonable 
rate and an unjust practice, 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman one question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. STANLEY. Even if the enlarging of the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission should destroy competition, is 
it not better that competition between railroad companies should 
be destroyed by the Interstate Commerce Commission fixing a 
rate that is reasonable than by their destroying competition 
themselves by fixing a rate that is extortionate? [Applause.] 

Mr. CLAYTON. Undoubtedly. And yet we hear it said in 
this day and time that Congress ought not to control the rail- 
roads—ought not to enforce its power of control over them. 
Well, Congress has this power specifically confided to it in the 
commerce Clause, and shall Congress in this day, when evils are 
complained of on every hand and of unjust practices, of dis- 
criminatory wrongs, of unreasonable exactions—shall Congress 
abdicate its power to control these gigantic corporations and let 
the corporations control themselves and a helpless public? 
[Applause.] The power and duty to regulate these railroads 
has been imposed upon Congress by the Constitution, and we 
ean not rightfully surrender this power of regulation to the 
railroads. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Especially when the States have no power. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The States have no power over interstate 
commerce, but they have the power to control them in local 
trafic, and some of the States haye done that and other States 
are doing it more and more. I am glad that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] interrupted me a few minutes 
ago. I want to again advert to the fact that the last Repub- 
lican platform in the State of Ohio this year ran away from 
the proposition to confer this additional power upon the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission. [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side.] That great party which has boasted of its 
courage was too cowardly in the State of Ohio when it came to 
write its last platform to stand up and declare for enlarged 
powers to the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit 
me to interrupt? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. After the Republican party in Ohio had 
run away from that question, did not the Republican yoters in 
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Ohio run away from the party? [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. CLAYTON. They seem to have, and seem to have elected 
a Democratic governor. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The only candidate upon the Republican 
ticket in Ohio this year who boldly spoke in favor of the propo- 
sition the gentleman is advocating was beaten by 40,000, while 
every man who did not do it was elected by over 40,000. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Well, he was advocating a virtue and he 
must have had a very bad record. [Laughter on the Democratic 
side.] And the great Secretary of War, Mr. Taft, did not advo- 
cate in his speech before that convention this specific remedy, 
and the great Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] has never 
advocated it. Read his long controversy with one of the ship- 
ping associations at Cincinnati on this subject and read the bill 
that he has introduced during this session at the other end of 
the Capitol. He wants some sort of doubtful compromise ma- 
chinery or court somewhere in the effort to delude, misguide, 
and fool the people. [Applause on the Democratic side.] This 
determination to give larger powers to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission since the act of 1887 was emasculated has been 
contended for in every Democratic convention, and when we 
pass an effectual act, a Democratic act by the aid of Repub- 
lican votes, an act which is approved by the Republican Presi- 
dent, who on that proposition is Democratic, we on this side of 
the aisle can joint in your congratulation. You Republicans 
have sometimes accused the Democrats of camping this year 
where you camped last year. In this matter you can not deny 
that your President is camping and is trying to make his party 
camp where the Democratic party has been camping from 1896 
down to this good hour. [Applause.] 

We can congratulate the country and the Republican party 
for coming to our position. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] You have come to our position. Now do not run away 
from it; stand up to your President. We are going to stand 
by him. He is maintaining our doctrine, and we are going to 
uphold his hands. We are going to help him put these laws 
upon the statute books, if he and his party be as brave as he 
promises. Do not bring here from your committee, and I ap- 
peal to you, some other new court, some other new machinery, 
some other long and windy measure—doubtful and requiring 
judicial construction. Take some of these simple propositions 
offered by the gentleman from Mississippi or by the gentleman 
from New York, or any good, simple bill offered by any Mem- 
ber, and report it to this House. Give whatever name you 
please to it. This is one time when if a measure of that sort 
comes here branded the “Grosvenor bill” or the “ Hepburn 
bill” or with any other name we will vote for it cheerfully. 
We will be glad to help you put it through, but do not arrogate 
to yourselves all the virtue of such legislation. You came to 
our position. Why? Your President knew. He was wiser 
than most of you on that side. The President has recognized 
the fact, I think, in some of his public utterances that the time 
has come in this country when you must choose between gov- 
ernment control and government ownership. The President has 
taken the Democratic position of government control under 
the ample power of the Constitution without resorting to any 
doubtful power of the Federal Government. 

Mr. Chairman, the country is to be congratulated upon what 
I hope is about to happen in Congress. Let academic discus- 


sions that are indulged in by champions of the great corpora- | 


tions against this proposed legislation now be relegated to the 
past. Congress undoubtedly has the power to regulate to the 
full extent now demanded by the public the corporations engaged 
in transportation between the States and with foreign countries. 
The State governments have ample authority under their re- 
served powers to deal with questions and evils of intrastate 
or local nature. Many of the States have exercised and are 
now exercising to their rightful extent under their own appro- 
priate State legislation the regulation of local traffic and local 
rates, and those States that have not exercised such power have 
this duty resting upon them. The power of the State to legis- 
late is without limit except the limitations imposed by the 
Federal Constitution or the State constitution. 

It will be remembered that the interstate-commerce law was 
passed in 1887. For ten years the railroads or transportation 
companies of the country yielded respect to that law. They 
obeyed almost without exception during those ten years the 
mandates of the Interstate Commerce Commission; but since 
1896, when that law was emasculated by the decisions of the 

` courts, they have defied the Commission. During the time of 
their acquiescence in the act of 1887, the through or interstate 


rates of the country were regulated by the Commission and for 
the most part accepted by the transportation companies, and the 
tendency was then to make railroad rates lower and lower, but 
since that act was impaired by the courts the tendency has 
been to make the rates more unreasonable and more extor- 
tionate, and so extortionate and high in many cases that a 
suffering public has aroused the indignation of the country and 
has appealed to Congress, and I am glad to say that the Con- 
gress and the President seem not to be deaf to this appeal. 
[ Applause. ] 

Now, perhaps it would be useless to refer further to the power 
of Congress to deal with this question. The Granger cases de- 
cided that there is a governmental power authorizing the estab- 
lishing of rates. And since the Granger cases the Supreme 
Court has decided that the States have the power to authorize 
the fixing of rates of railroad companies by and through a com- 
mission in local or State traffic, and the principle of confiding 
such a power to a commission by the State is the same principle 
that upholds the authority of Congress to confer a like power 
upon a commission to regulate rates in interstate traffic. 

The line of demarcation between the powers of the Federal 
Government and of the State governments have been clearly 
laid down and observed in a number of railroad cases, just as 
in other cases not railroad cases. When we had the trust 
question under consideration, perhaps the best exposition that 
was found in any case of the power of Congress to deal with 
combinations or conspiracies against interstate commerce was 
what is known as the Addyston Pipe case, where a combination 
of iron pipe companies made agreements in restraint of trade, 
affecting trade in different States, an agreement to control the 
markets and to regulate prices. The Supreme Court declared 
that-to be unlawful and contrary to the antitrust act. 

The same reasoning applies in these railroad cases, where the 
power of a State to deal with local matters is differentiated 
from the power of the Federal Government to deal with inter- 
state traffic. 

Now, let me further refer to the necessity for this legislation. 
That Congress should deal with this question has been apparent 
for a number of years. The necessity for it became so strong 
in 1887, ten years before the gentleman from Georgia, my friend 
Mr. Gnidds, now listening to me, and I made our advent here. 
Congress then passed an act conferring the power to regulate 
this traffic upon the Interstate Commerce Commission. What 
were some of the reasons why this legislation was necessary? 
Why, rebates was one of the reasons, where railroads gave to 
certain favored shippers and withheld these rebates from other 
shippers. Manifestly the shipper thus discriminated against 
could not long compete with the shipper thus favored. But the 
evil of rebates has to some extent been remedied. The morning 
press to-day shows that under what is known as the “ Elkins 
law,” the act of 1903, for which all of us who were here then 
yoted, the present Administration, through its subordinate offi- 
cers, is now engaged in the laudable undertaking of prosecuting 
railroads and individuals for giving and receiving rebates. 
That law penalized rebates, and the fruits of that wise legis- 
lation are now being reaped. 

But that is not all nor was not all of the necessity for confer- 
ring additional powers upon the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion. It is proposed by this side of the House, and I believe by 
the other side now, to confer upon the Interstate Commerce 
Commission these additional powers. I hope that the majority 
party at this end of the Capitol at last have abandoned the 
idea of creating some sort of court, of creating some sort of 
new machinery, or some doubtful method of remedying public 
evils. I believe they have come to the position of conferring 
a few more simple powers upon the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission. [Applause.] 

And what else? Not only rebates, not only discriminatory 
and unjust and unreasonable rates to be revised, but the private 
ear evil is to be abated. The terminal-facility evil is to be abol- 
ished. You can read the reports and the testimony and com- 
plaints of the shippers against the private car wrongs and 
abuses. You can read of the favors that are shown to some 
and denied to others. They need not be enumerated. Why, a 
gentleman in this city a few days ago, a commission merchant 
that does a large business, told me that his business in the sale 
of butter had been well-nigh ruined and that he was helpless. 
He said that the private car system as now operated and used by 
all the large combinations and corporations of the country was 
one of the greatest evils connected with our present railroad 
traffic. 

The only reason a man can have for desiring private cars is 
to gain some undue advantage over smaller shippers. To illus- 
trate: Say the cost for shipping a car of butter from Chicago 
to Washington is 70 cents per 100 pounds, or $140 for a «ar, 
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minimum weight of 20,000 pounds, and 10,000 additional pounds 
are loaded in this car. The small shipper must pay an addi- 
tional amount of $70 on this car. Why? Because the small 
shipper using the regular public car, the railroad company will 
be sure to weigh his car and force him to pay the additional 
charges, while large combinations and corporations who use 
their own private cars load them in the West themselves and 
unload them in the East themselyes, and the only time the rail- 
road company sees them is when the engine backs into the siding 
to hook onto these cars to haul them away, and therefore never 
weigh them. Thus the great advantage to the large corpora- 
tions in having and using their own private cars. Another illus- 
tration: Say a large beef company having their own private 
refrigerator cars can hang up in these cars 20,000 pounds of beef 
and then shove in a hundred tubs of butter or a hundred cases 
of eggs or 50 boxes or dressed poultry under the hanging 20,000 
pounds of beef, and thus bring the butter, eggs, or dressed poul- 
try east without additional charge because their cars are not 
weighed, but come through at the minimum weight of 20,000 
pounds. The railroads will say these private cars are weighed 
just like those of the smaller shippers, but this is not true. 
These are only a few of the wrongful practices of these large 
trusts, combinations, and corporations through the assistance 
of the railroad companies and show a just reason for the abol- 
ishment of the private car system. All shippers, large and 
small, should be treated alike in railroad traffic. All cars 
should be weighed, and there should be a penalty for not 
weighing. 


Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose at this time to make a | 


legal argument in regard to railroad rate legislation. Con- 
gress ought not to shirk its duty of regulating interstate com- 
merce, a part of which is the transportation of passengers and 
freight between the States. According to adjudicated cases, 
Congress has the power to provide for reasonable and just 


rates and against discriminatory practices, and can confer the | 


administration of this law upon a commission. No consti- 
tutional objection can be interposed against such a law for the 
exercise of such administrative power. The courts have the 
power to prevent such administration from becoming confisca- 
tory. No one need be disturbed by the refinements of lawyers 
who oppose the proposed legislation. To give these enlarged 
powers to the Interstate Commerce Commission is in accord- 
ance with the recommendation of the President and in harmony 
with the demand of the country, and ought to be enacted into 
law without delay. [Applause.] 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, my colleague [Mr. GOULDEN] 
from New York addressed the House briefly yesterday. He is 
absent to-day and has requested me to ask unanimous consent 
that he may have the privilege of extending his remarks in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent that his colleague [Mr. GouLpEN] may have 
opportunity to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and the 
request is granted, 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, it is not my 
purpose to entertain the House, or to attempt to do so, by any 
speech on the general subject of insurance or on any of the 


other questions that have been principally talked about in this | 


debate. Without apology, I venture to call the attention of 
the committee back to the question which is under discussion. 
This is a debate about the proper reference of a particular 
portion of the President’s message. It seems to me that unless 
the House of Representatives is to refuse to give consideration 
to the President’s view in this matter it must necessarily, by 
reason of the language itself, make one reference, namely, to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. It seems 
to me that the very language of the message itself settles beyond 
question the propriety of its reference. Whether bills might 
come before the House dealing with the subject-matter and prop- 
erly referable to other committees is something that I do not 
prospose to discuss, because it does not now arise. But the lan- 
guage of the President’s message bears reference solely to two 
things—commerce and regulation. And I repeat, it seems to 
me that the language of the message settles conclusively the 
propriety of the reference. 

Let us see what the language is, the reference of which we are 
now talking about. In the first place, the message says: 

The great insurance companies afford striking examples of corpora- 
tions whose business has extended so far beyond the jurisdiction of the 
States which created them as to preclude strict enforcement of super- 
vision and regulation by the parent States. In my last annual mes- 
sage I recommended that the e carefully consider whether the 


wer of the Bureau of Corporat can not constitutionally be ex- 
ded to cover interstate transactions in insurance. 
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The language we are talking about has reference to the regu- 
lation of commerce. Gentlemen have cited the Supreme Court 
of the United States to show that, in their opinion, the Govern- 
ment of the United States may not regulate insurance companies 
under the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution be- 
cause insurance is not commerce. Whether it is or is not, 
whether those decisions are controlling or are not controlling, 
whether they are in point or not, is not a subject pertinent to this 
discussion. The question is, What reference shall be made of 
that part of the President’s message in which the President of 
the United States asks Congress to consider the question of the 
regulation of these insurance companies? 

But iet me go, Mr. Chairman, a little further into this lan- 
guage. I read: 

But much can be done by legislation which is not only drastic but 
practical. There is need of a far stricter and more uniform regulation 
of the vast insurance interests of this country. The United States 
should in this es ate follow the policy of other nations by providing 
adequate national supervision of commercial interests which are 
clearly national in character. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to discuss the question as to 
whether that is right or wrong. I do not propose to discuss 
the question whether under the Constitution we may or may not 
do that; but the question before the House, and the only one, 
is of the proper reference of this language. Clearly it should 
be referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Again, the President says: 

During the Administrations of Presidents Cleveland, Harrison, and 
Mckinley the State Department exercised its influence, through diplo- 
matic channels, to prevent unjust discrimination by foreign countries 
against American insurance companies, These negotiations Illustrated 
the propriety of the Congress recognizing the national character of in- 
surance, for in the absence of Federal legislation the State Department 
could only give expression to the wishes of the authorities of the sev- 
eral States, whose policy was ineffectual through want of uniformity. 

In one case the President speaks of the regulation of insurance 
as among the States, and in the next place of the regulation of 
insurance in the relations between this country and foreign 
governments. 

Again, the President says: 

I repeat my previous recommendation that the Congress should also 
consider whether the Federal Government has any power or owes any 


duty with respect to domestic transactions in insurance of an inter- 
state character. 


Again: 

The inability of a State to la ectiv: 
created under "ihe ike ot cthee States ond F on 
of their business elsewhere is also clear. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, while we have been greatly entertained, 
perhaps also instructed, by the speeches which have been made 
in this debate on the general subject of insurance and by the 
speeches which have been aimed at graft, by the argument 
which was made yesterday on the general question of the powers 
of the Federal Government and the States, my purpose in aris- 
ing is to call the attention of the House to the fact that those 
speeches, eloquent as they were, able and instructive as they 
were, had no relation whatever to the question now before the 
committee, that question being whether we will give a considera- 
tion at all to the President's recommendation that the Congress 
of the United States examine into the jurisdiction of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States with reference to the regulation of 
insurance under the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitu- 
tion. Neither do I understand those arguments which have 
tended to maintain that wherever a question of the jurisdiction 
of the House is up for consideration we should refer the matter 
to the Judiciary Committee. Every committee of this House 
has constantly to determine its own jurisdiction and the juris- 
diction of the House of the matter referred to it. I admit the 
great legal ability—I assert, I would rather say, the great legal 
ability—of the distinguished gentlemen who compose the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, but the subject of the jurisdiction of the 
Government under the interstate-commerce clause of the Con- 
stitution has been more considered by, and is more in the line 
of determination of, the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce than of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

I shall submit, Mr. Chairman, but one consideration further 
in this matter. It has been argued that the Committee on 
Ways and Means have jurisdiction of this subject through the 
taxing power of the Government. If the Government of the 
United States would propose to tax insurance companies in 
order to raise revenue, I should agree, possibly, to the proposi- 
tion; but nobody wants to tax Insurance companies. The Pres- 
ident of the United States has not referred to it at all with 
reference to raising revenue. The truth is, that this whole con- 
tention comes about, this whole subject is in the minds of the. 
people of this country to-day, not because they want the insur- 
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ance companies taxed, but because the insurance companies haye 
been taxed too much already by means of “ graft.” The pur- 
pose of the President of the United States, the real purpose of 
the people of this country, and the object of Members of this 
House, is not to tax insurance companies, but to preserve the 
great insurance companies from being pilfered by those who 
have their management and control. We wish to save their 
funds, and not to tax them. So far as I am concerned, Mr. 
Chairman, I have uniformly voted against any proposition to 
take jurisdiction of a subject and regulate it under the taxing 
power, when the raising revenue was a mere pretext. When 
the proposition was made in this House to tax oleomargarine, 
believing that it was not the real intention to raise revenue, 
but that the purpose of the measure was to get jurisdiction of 
the subject-matter, and if possible tax oleomargarine out of 
existence, or at least discriminate against one agricultural 
product in favor of another, deeming an affirmative vote—I am 
not criticising the position of anybody, but speaking for my- 
self—deeming an afirmative vote on that subject was an abuse 
of our constitutional power, I voted in the negative. 

I wish to raise no question or express any opinion on this 
question of jurisdiction under the interstate-commerce clause of 
the Constitution. I hope to give that question study in the fu- 
ture, untrammeled by any expression of opinion beforehand; but 
there is one subject upon which I have made up my mind suffi- 
ciently to say what course I would pursue. If it is attempted un- 
der the pretext of the taxing power of the Government, revenue 
not being the real object, to take jurisdiction of these insurance 
companies, I should vote against it. The only hope for Federal 
regulation of this subject is to refer this question to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Members in this 
House will not vote to take jurisdiction of the question under 
the taxing power of the Constitution. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a good deal has been said on the subject 
of the centralization of power. Something might be said on 
the general subject of the centralization of power in this House. 
The Committee on Ways and Means is a great committee; un- 
der the rules of the House it is made so; its traditions make 
it great; its personnel in the present House makes it a great 
committee. But the Committee on Ways and Means should not 
attempt, when at particular times interest in the country in 
special questions gives to some other committee a prominent 
position, to deprive that committee of its just opportunity and 
proper jurisdiction of measures that come before the House. 

I repeat, Mr. Chairman, my purpose in rising was to call 
attention of the committee to the fact that in my opinion the 
very language of the President’s message itself determines the 
proper and the only proper reference of this subject in this 
House. [Applause.] 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday in this House, 
when the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] was describ- 
ing the decadence of legislative bodies in our country, the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. DRISCOLL] interrupted and asked him 
this question: 

Is it not true that gentlemen from Southern States, Democrats from 
Southern States, have marked tendency to yield up their idea of 
States rights in order that their State and that their district may get 
some benefit or emolument out of the United States Government? 

Later on during the day this same gentleman from New 
York, in some remarks he made, made the statement that— 

There is a marked tendency on the part of gentlemen, Members of 
this House, Democrats from Southern States, to surrender the doctrines 
which they inherited from Calhoun and to abandon their ideas of 
States rights in order that they may get a little pork in the barrel or 


that they may get some benefit from the Central Government for their 
several States or districts, 


I confess to a fondness for this gentleman from New York— 
a friendship for him. I shall be charitable to him, and express 
the belief that in this utterance he had no malicious sectional 
feeling, no intention to fling at the character of southern Demo- 
cratic representation in this House, but that in an effort to ex- 
press his contempt for rare instances observed in this House 
where pelf played its part—not confined by any means to this 
side of the House—he stated his question so broadly as to sug- 
gest inferences not intended by the genial gentleman. 

And this view is reenforced, in my mind, by the fact which I 
know, that he is both a good lawyer and Republican, and logic- 
ally he would not have taken that position—being a good Repub- 
lican and a good lawyer—for he must know that in any system 
of bribery the briber is meaner than the bribed; that if it were 
true generally of southern representation here that there was 
a marked tendency to surrender their convictions and their 
principles for “ pork,” the idea at once would be irresistible that 
that side of the Chamber controlled the “ barrel,” and were 
willing to put in the “pork” in order to debauch principle and 
conviction, and the reflection upon the committees and their 
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chairmen and the Speaker himself on that side, by that sort of 
a contention, would be far greater than any fling at character 
here. And this inclines me to offer some observations to this 
House along this very line. 

During the four years that I have been a Member of this 
House my service here has made me more of a Democrat than 
ever, but far less of a partisan. I have come to deprecate seri- 
ously and earnestly the constant tendency, which I see more or 
less exhibited on both sides of this Chamber, to drag every char- 
acter of question arising in the whole domain of governmental 
legislation into the field of bitter partisan political debate and 
action. There is no sense in it, there is no justice in it, there 
is no wisdom in it, and the people do not approve it. These 
questions of public buildings, of river and harbor improvements, 
of agricultural appropriations, of the necessary supplies for 
those functions of government the exercise of which all men 
agree to, ought not to be made the means of any partisan ad- 
vantage by anybody in this House. Nothing could be more 
foolish and pernicious than that we should drift into a line of 
procedure by which a public building in a district, or a river 
and harbor appropriation in a district, or an agricultural appro- 
priation touching an agricultural district should be made the 
means of coercing the Member from that district into a course 
that his conscience did rot approve of, or restrain him from fol- 
lowing the course that his conscience dictated. We have divi- 
sions clear and well detined. We should adhere to these where 
each party man deems the doctrine of his party best for the pub- 
lic good. Let us fight it out on those lines like honorable men, 
and like honest prize fighters shake hands before and after the 
fight and accept the decision of the referee as final in the case. 

In my judgment the true course, dictated by sound business 
sense and wise statesmanship as well, for each of us and for 
our party leaders to pursue in the discharge of our duties here 
is this: While on the one hand we recognize the value of party 
and loyalty to it, on the other hand constantly endeayor to 
approach any question from a nonpartisan point of view, with 
patriotic common sense, and only allow the question to enter 
the field of party politics when party principles or policies of 
necessity force its admission. Such a course universally 
adopted by those who control here on both sides would raise 
the dignity of this body, and make impossible its polution by 
such tendency. 

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that there has been any 
marked tendency of the character indicated in that statement 
on this side of the House. I like the word “tendency.” It is 
a good word. I like the word “marked.” It is a good word. 
Down in our section we mark our hogs to restrain the tendency 
among certain classes fraudentiy to appropriate them. And 
if we can mark now and then an incident on either side of this 
House of the character indicated and check the tendency to 
destroy our individual force and power here, I am heartily in 
favor of having it done. [Applause.] 

I have no word of complaint against the President or the 
Speaker or the chairman of a committee in any legitimate and 
honorable way aiding what he believes for the best interests 
of the country. But sometimes the line is not sharply drawn, 
and the boundary beyond which the power of these great posi- 
tions ought not to be exercised to coerce the conscience or the 
will of any representative of a free constituency under our 
republican form of government is crossed, much more to the 
discredit of those who corrupt than he who may be corrupted. 

But I wish to say a few words, Mr. Chairman, about the par- 
ticular matter now pending before this House. The latitude 
of debate has extended far away from the real question, which 
I regard as one of vast importance. To what committee of this 
House shall be referred that portion of the President's message 
which treats of Federal control of insurance in this country? 
To my mind it strikes me as irresistible that this debate 
logically forces the House, if it would maintain its ancient 
usages, its precedents, and if it would act in accord with the 
proprieties of the occasion, to refer this matter to the Judiciary 
Committee of the House, with instructions to report to the 
House our power in the premises. Here we find all shades of 
opinion; some who believe that under the commerce clause 
of the Constitution this subject may be handled legislatively ; 
others who believe that under the taxing power of the Consti- 
tution this subject may be handled constitutionally. So far 
as I am concerned individually I agree with neither view. I 
have not the slightest idea that this House has any power over 
this great subject upon either proposition; but regardless of 
that I shall vote, if I get an opportunity, to refer this subject 
to the Committee on the Judiciary with instructions to report 
to this House as to the powers of the House in the matter, so 
toas it may be determined according to correct usages as I see 

em. 
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Mr. Chairman, no man in this House is more earnestly in 
favor of the exercise of the power of Congress under the com- 
merce clause of the Constitution to control and regulate the 
great transportation agencies of this country than myself. I 
made the first speech in this House in approval of the recommen- 
dation of President Roosevelt's message upon the rate question 
at the last session of Congress. I said then, and I repeat now, 
that in the face of utter silence on the subject in the national 
platforms of his party, and in the absence of any such legisla- 
tion being recommended favorably by any committee of either 
branch of Congress, both in control of his party, that President 
Roosevelt was to be commended for indorsing a thrice-repeated 
national-platform demand of Democrats, and of right could 
count on their support of his recommendation to confer the 
power on the Commerce Commission to substitute a just rate 
on investigation for one found unjust. 

I have no doubt of our constitutional power to do that. But, 
Mr. Chairman, that is as far as I am willing to go. I am not 
willing by judicial construction, by a strained and unnatural 
view, to extend the power of Congress under the commerce 
clause so that we can draw under the control of the Federal 
Government every business on the face of the earth that is 
transacted between residents of various States. If under that 
clause of the Constitution Congress may assume control over 
the insurance companies of the land, then I ask you where will 
you draw the line, where will you stop in the exercise of such 
a power as that? You could by the same construction control 
the cotton brokers of the land and the wheat and grain mer- 
chants of the land, the iron-ore and coal dealers of the land. 
You could control almost every one of the great businesses, cor- 
porate and individual, that are so wrought into the very fabric 
of our Republic. If we begin this forced construction to sat- 
isfy the public clamor, there will be no end to the pushing of 
that power further and further in legislation. 

I am also unalterably opposed, Mr. Chairman, to Congress 
assuming control over this matter by use of the taxing powers 
of Congress under the Federal Constitution. I am an old- 
fashioned Democrat. I am not ready yet to surrender that 
ancient, time-honored doctrine that the taxing power was 
granted for no purpose except to raise revenue to run an honest 
and economical Government. [Applause.] I do not care 
whether the issue be protection, ship subsidy, insurance, or any 
other that may arise under the stress of public clamor; I am 
opposed to using the taxing power for any other purpose than 
that for which it was originally designed by the framers of that 
immortal instrument itself. 

There can really be no contention in the light of the debate 
which occurred at the time of its adoption in the light of the 
early history of this country, when statesmen talked about the 
power of the Constitution in section 8; there can be no question 
of its purpose. If we take Federal control of insurance by 
virtue of the taxing power, as the distinguished gentleman from 
New York argued, although it might produce the wise result 
he desires of confining insurance companies to the States of 
their origin—and I am not prepared to say it would not or that 
it would be a bad result—it would involve a method destructive 
to every Democratic position upon every other great question in 
the land. It would be a clear perversion of the taxing power 
beyond all question. I am not willing, for myself, to subscribe 
to this doctrine. 

I fully agree with the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cockran], that this House could and should arrest its de- 
cadence and assume the dominance intended for it by the 
framers of the Constitution by an unfaltering assertion of its 
powers under the Constitution. I remember listening with a 
fascination that lingers still to an eloquent and profound ad- 
dress, beautifully adorned after his own manner by historical 
illustration, delivered by the gifted gentleman on this subject 
in the Fifty-eighth Congress. Then he pathetically portrayed 
the deep decadence of the House and proudly pointed the way 
to attain absolute control in the Government. He said the 
House, under the Constitution, holds the purse strings of the 
nation, that it could dominate by simply saying, We will 
neither raise nor appropriate revenue for such a purpose.” With 
that view I am in full accord. But, Mr. Chairman, much as I 
long to see this House rise to the place in our plan of govern- 
ment intended for it by the framers of the Constitution, much 
as I deplore its abject submission to other departments of the 
Government, I am not willing it shall attain the one and escape 
the other by a perversion, a misuse of the taxing powers it pos- 
sesses, nor can such method in the long run attain those ends. An 
unwarranted extension by the House of its powers would only 
react on its standing and augment rather than check the decay 
of powers. Strength can not be improved by straining the 
wuscles. The powers of the House should be continually, firmly 


asserted, but care should ever be exercised that none of our 
powers are sought to be extended beyond the legitimate scope of 
their functions. 

I know that in my State a vast interest is felt in this ques- 
tion. I presume, without having had occasion to look up the 
statistics, that, in proportion to population and weaith, there 
are more policy holders in Texas in the three great insurance 
companies than in any other State in the land. We are first 
in nearly everything else, and I will assume that we are first in 
that. [Laughter.] I feel very certain that many men there 
interested in this question would be willing to have anything 
done on earth that would protect the policy holders. But here 
the question is not one of yielding to the clamor of any indi- 
viduals, it is a question here of the wise exercise of the powers 
of the Constitution under our oath of office. 

Nor have I any doubt, Mr. Chairman, of the complete and 
ample power of a State to control this whole subject benefi- 
cially to the policy holder. Every lawyer who has had occasion 
to look into the subject knows not only that the Supreme Court 
has knocked out the commerce clause applying to the question, 
but it is held that each State has absolute power over the ques- 
tion. It can regulate the companies in it and fix the terms upon 
which foreign insurance companies shall do business in the 
State. The Supreme Court has gone so far as to say that a 
State may absolutely prohibit any insurance company doing 
business in its State, and it would not be in violation of the 
Constitution or of any law of the land. So that we come at 
last to the question so ably discussed by my friend, the dis- 
tinguished and eloquent gentleman whom I expect will have a 
bright career, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY], 
when he said that the power of the people existed and need 
only to be aroused, and that the farther the exercise of power 
was put from the people the more dangerous to the people. 

There are many instances in our history to verify that great 
truth. It ought not to need much discussion either by Demo- 
crats or Republicans. Our theory of goyernment, which our 
fathers loved, and which now and then some of us have come to 
sneer at, was that we founded a government in which we put 
under our feet all other forms of government in which any of 
the power travels down to the people, and we founded one in 
which all the power was vested in the people and traveled up 
from the people through their officers, working automatically, 
as the great tides ebb and flow, and at last returns to the 
people, the source of all power, to be exercised more wisely 
if they see fit. Keep the exercise of power as close to the peo- 
ple as possible is a political position the wisdom of which is 
illustrated by all history. It is not so much a question of 
“State rights,” the right is conceded; it is a question of State 
duty and of the wisdom or folly of removing the discharge of 
duty farther from the people. 

It is true, Mr. Chairman, that these insurance companies 
have skinned the country to the limit. It is true that a lot of 
their officers ought to be in the penitentiary. It is true that 
there can be no defense in law or morals to the squandering of 
the trust funds and the contributions of it to members of their 
own families and to political parties and to every other sort of 
chicanery and devilment that ingenuity, intelligence, and oppor- 
tunity could afford. But who has been to blame? If the peo- 
ple in the States had been active and energetic, if their repre- 
sentatives had been intelligent and active, who will say that the 
power is not sufficient in the States in which these companies 
are doing business to have prevented occurrences like these? 
Now, because we have drifted along with the tendency to su- 
pineness—and people have been aroused to the importance of 
the question now that these things have occurred—shall we 
apply at once to the Federal power and confess our impotence 
to protect ourselves by the exercise of our conceded State 
powers? 

For one, I am not willing to do that. For one, I believe that 
on this subject, as on the subject of Government ownership of 
railroads, the strongest argument that can be made against all 
these false theories tending toward socialism, communism, and 
nationalism, is that if in a representative form of Government 
we can not elect officials who will enact good laws and enforce 
them so as to protect the people, then we are helpless under our 
form of government, and it can be accomplished in no other way. 
If we can not pass good laws to regulate and control and super- 
vise, for instance, the great transportation agencies of the coun- 
try, who can expect that we will elect officers under whom they 
will be adequately and efficiently managed by Government 
ownership? If our public servants can not be trusted to enact 
and enforce laws which supervise, restrain, and control these 
corporations, how can they be expected to elect officers who will 
efficiently and honestly operate them if the Government owned 
them. Supervision along national lines on the transportation 
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question is a necessary concurrent remedy, and it grows out of 
the fact of the nature of transportation, which must be inter- 
state, and in all other questions the same proposition holds 
with reference to state, county, and municipal control and regu- 
lation. You tell me that in a great city like New York, for 
instance, there is no power to elect honest officers and enact and 
enforce wise and just laws which shall control the municipal 
corporations of the city, but that the city could turn around 
and elect a set of men who, if it owned those utilities, could 
economically and honestly administer them, and I tell you that 
no man can believe that. 

Supervision and control at the first doorstep where it can be 
exerted is a remedy for all these evils of which the country is 
complaining. Wise laws and their strict enforcement along 
the line of regulation and control are the things we need. 
We only go on from the State governments and State railroad 
commissions to the Federal Government and Federal commis- 
sions upon the transportation question because of the fact that 
interstate-transportation laws are without the pale of control of 
States and State boards, and for no other reason could a Dem- 
ocrat for a moment tolerate the doctrine. I welcome this whole 
discussion, Mr. Chairman, I will say by way of conclusion, be- 
cause, being a Democrat, I am one of those who believe every 
discussion in the land, in Congress and out of Congress, which 
points the minds of the people to the Constitution of the United 
States, to the Declaration of Independence, to the glorious early 
history of our country, to our traditions and fundamental prin- 
ciples must at last inure to the benefit of the only party that 
has been able always to survive wreck and ruin and come out of 
desolation and despair and march in solid phalanx again to vic- 
tory because of agreement on fundamental principles. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Chairman, I can offer little excuse at 
this time for occupying the attention of the committee for a mo- 
ment. Early in this discussion I had thought I might say some- 
thing on the question before the committee which might serve as 
a suggestion for its correct disposition, but it seems to me that 
everything has been said which ought to have been said and much 
has been said which ought to have been left unsaid. I have, 
somehow or other, as a new Member, been impressed with the 
idea that we ought in this Congress to heed the injunction of 
the Speaker in his inaugural, when he said that we should pro- 
ceed to the business of the Congress and dispose of it at an early 
date. It seems, however, to have been the custom whenever a 
question is up before the Committee of the Whole to grant the 
widest latitude of discussion, and very frequently the pending 
matter is not touched upon at all. 

I believe if we had a rule that would confine all discussion 
to the real question at issue it would conserve the best interests 
of the country and would saye many of the Members from them- 
selves. Much of the discussion that has occurred here has 
been uttered for the purposes of home consumption, and I sub- 
mit that if a rule such as I have suggested had been adopted at 
the beginning of the session it would have been of great politi- 
cal value to certain gentlemen who have preceded me in this 
debate, and, besides, would have saved the Democratic party 
much humiliation and would have left the country with a more 
exalted notion of the character and dignity of the American 
Congress. The country cares little for what we say here un- 
less declaration is the certain promise of doing. It is deeply 
interested in what we do here. It must be that an intelligent 
constituency understands why irrelevant speeches are made and 
will not be satisfied with words, however eloquently spoken, 
when great national needs require action. 

The question which has been pending before the committee 
for now nearly a week is that of submitting to a committee of the 
House that part of the President’s message which relates to in- 
surance, and I submit that if that subject had been submitted to 
the Speaker without any amendment and without any discussion 
there would have been no question but what he would have 
been sustained if he had referred it to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Every sentiment, nearly, in the statement which the President 
makes in his message on insurance pertains to matters akin to 
interstate commerce. Insurance is so intricately woven and 
interwoven into commercial relations that it can not be sepa- 
rated from them readily, and to the committee having charge 
of interstate commerce the mind naturally turns in referring 
the matter. But the chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee presents an amendment to refer to his committee. Why 
specify this committee if it belongs there? The Speaker would 
refer it there. But the gentleman went further; he foreclosed 
the possibility or probability of any remedy except by taxation, 
and refused to commit himself to any plan under which even 
that method could be worked. Other gentlemen haye suggested 


that the judiciary was the proper committee of reference. It 
might be proper to ask the judiciary if there is any constitu- 
tional relief possible, but in the meanwhile Members may pre- 
sent bills on the subject of regulation, and they should be con- 
sidered by some committee other than the judiciary, and then, if 
it is thought best by the Congress, it can submit these bills or 
any of them to the Judiciary Committee for its legal opinion. 
It seems to me it would be premature to remit the whole sub- 
ject to a really nonlegislative committee. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I said before, I do not care to occupy 
the attention of the House except to call its attention to the fact 
that these questions are largely artificial which have been raised 
here. The main question is simply to dispose of it, and if we 
should defeat the amendment and let this message take its 
regular course there could be no complaint on the part of any 
Member of this House, and every individual Member would be 
entitled to present such a bill as seems to meet his views on 
this question, and when his Ul was put up then there would 
be time for some of these speeches which have been made here, 
and some of them, at least, would be pertinent to the question 
under discussion. So I say, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, with- 
out taking any more of your time, because I believe that we 
ought to be about the business of this Congress, it seems to me 
that the proper place naturally would have been to refer this 
matter to the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee, but 
now the solution of the problem, in my humble judgment, is to 
let it take its regular course and allow the Speaker, who is wise 
enough to deal with, to place it where, in his judgment, it 
seems best it should be placed. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Ux- 
DERWOOD} is next on the list, but as he is not present the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick] will be recognized. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the parlia- 
mentary situation we are now in, weare discussing a motion made 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] to refer the Presi- 
dent's message, and the different subjects suggested by it, to the 
various and appropriate committees of this House for considera- 
tion by those committees. That being true, we are necessarily 
embarked upon a somewhat general discussion of that message, 
and I want to say, in answer to the suggestion last made by the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Townsenp], that I do not think 
this House is wasting any time which it could otherwise utilize 
at the present juncture, while its committees are taking no 
action on pending bills, when it undertakes a general discussion 
of questions of state suggested by the President’s message. In 
this body for years, under the old leaders like Calhoun and Clay, 
when the President of the United States in his message to the 
Congress undertook to set out the great questions of state which 
were before the public mind there was a general and free debate 
In the House of Representatives and in the Senate of the United 
States upon the recommendations made by him. That being 
true, I desire to call the attention of this committee. in a few 
words, to one particular part of the President’s message, which 
will be referred, of course, to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. On the subject of revenues, on page 17 of the Presi- 
dent's printed message, we find an abbreviated discussion of the 
tariff question. Hardly half a page, as the printed document 
comes to us, is devoted to that discussion; just about the same 
amount of space the President of this great country devotes to 
the discussion of the Jamestown Exposition. He devotes just 
about the same amount of space to the discussion of this great 
tariff question that he devotes to the discussion of “national 
parks,” and just about one-half as much space as he devotes 
to the consideration of the Indian question. The President 
says: 

There is more need of stability than of the attempt to attain an ideal 

fection in the methods of raising revenue; and the shock and strain 
o the business world certain to attend any serious change in these 
methods render such change inadvisable unless for grave reason. 
is not possible to lay down any general rule by which to determine the 
moment when the reasons for will outweigh the reasons against such 
a change. Much must depend, not merely on the needs, but on the 
desires of the ple as a whole; for needs desires are not nec- 
essarily identical. Of course no c can be made on lines beneficial 
to, or des by, one section or one State only. There must be some- 
thing like a general agreement among the citizens of the several 
States, as represented in the Con hat the change is needed and 
desired in the interest of the people as a whole; and there should then 
be a sincere, intelligent, and disinterested effort to make it in such 
shape as will combine, so far as possible, the maximum of good to the 

ple at large with the minimum of necessary 
nterests of localities or classes. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there never was a plainer gage of battle 
thrown down by an Executive of this Republic than this declara- 
tion of the President. It is apparent that his idea of dealing 
with the great question of raising reyenues for this Government 
by means of tariff legislation is based on the idea that the 
people of this nation ought to have only so much general relief 
as ean be afforded them without too great injury to special 
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localities and special classes already favored by the existing 
law and as will keep them from open and serious revolt, for 
it is indeed true that what he considers their “needs” and 
what he knows are their “desires” are not identical in this 
matter. 

In contradistinction to this doctrine of the Republican party 
that favored localities and classes are not to be disturbed, so 
truly and accurately stated by him, I desire to invite the atten- 
tion of this body to the first national Democratic platform, 
adopted sixty-five years ago. It is a real exposition of genuine 
democracy, for it declared, among other things, that “ justice 
and sound policy forbid the Federal Government to foster one 
branch of industry to the detriment of another or to cherish one 
part to the injury of another part of our common country; that 
every citizen has a right to demand and insist upon an equality 
of right and privilege.” In my judgment that is the battle cry 
which the real opposition to the Republican party in the future 
will raise. It is a standard about which those forces will 
assemble—equal rights to all and special privileges to none. 
No man will dare deny the absolute fairness and justice of that 
proposition, as an abstract question, and yet when we come to 
a practical application of the doctrine there are few who dare 
to stand by it. We find some of the most glaring, some of the 
most remarkable instances of inequality in rights and privileges 
in those laws by which our revenues are raised for the support 
of this Government, in high protection “for protection’s sake,” 
and I want to invite the attention of this House, as briefly as I 
can in the short time I shall occupy its attention, to some of 
those inequalities. In the first place, let us inquire what this 
system means, where did it originate, and where does it lead? 
It means that one class of people of this great Republic—to wit, 
the manufacturing class—shall be allowed by law to levy a 
heavy, binding, unjust, and unjustifiable tax on all the balance 
of the people, the great body of the American consumers. It 
means by law we are building up a class of multimillionaires. 
It means that by the operation of your tariff laws you shut out 
foreign competition, and by combinations and consolidations, 
usually for the control of the transportation facilities, you 
throttle domestic competition. To-day we have more multi- 
millionaires in this Republic than we had poor, poverty-stricken 
millionaires a few short years ago, and there are to-day in this 
country hundreds of men who could buy many great cities and 
eyen many sovereign States of this Republic. The great State 
of Georgia, in which I live, has about $500,000,000 of taxable 
values. Rockefeller could buy it twice over, and his fortune 
has been built up to this dangerous extent by the use of these 
two agencies—a high protective tariff and the control of trans- 
portation facilities. 

How did the protective tariff originate? Why, you would 
think, to hear the discussion in this Chamber and on the other 
side of this Capitol, that the Republican party was born of a 
gold-standard father and a high-protective-tariff mother. On 
the contrary, the Republican party was born of a great moral 
issue, of oposition to human slavery and of a determination to 
prevent its extension. When it acquired possession of the 
Federal Government in 1861 it was forced, in order to conduct 
one of the bloodiest and costliest wars that ever devastated this 
earth, to raise large revenues by heavy import duties and many 
other taxes to carry on that struggle. When its first platform 
was framed, and when its second was issued to the people, on 
which it won at the polls in 1860, it declared no policy on the tariff. 
When the war was over there were three reasons that induced 
the Republican party to continue the high protective tariff 
policy forced upon them by war expenses. The first was be- 
cause they had to meet the large expenses that grew out of the 
war, including the expenses of an enormous pension system, and 
the second was their natural opposition to all the doctrines of 
the Democratic party, including the historic doctrine of that 
party in favor of a tariff for revenue only. The third reason 
was the specious plea of great business interests, who always 
take an ell when you give them an inch, and who insisted that 
by the high war tariff their interests had become “ vested,” and 
that it would be unfair to change the schedules and to ruin 
those interests. They were doubtless well able, as they were 
surely well willing, to enforce that argument with arguments of 
a more practical character in the shape of huge campaign con- 
tributions to the various Republican campaign funds. 

I imagine that this practical argument must have had more 
effect on the old leaders of the Republican party even than the 
purely theoretical argument of “ vested interests,” for it is re- 
ported that those gentlemen were not entirely unfamiliar with 
the old but homely adage, It is money that makes the mare go.” 
In the early days of the Republic the proposition was never ad- 
vanced by any statesman or by any political party that any more 
revenue ought to be raised by tariff legislation—by import 


duties—than was absolutely necessary to run this Government 
economically and honestly. Of course it was conceded by every- 
body—by all parties and all statesmen—that while you were 
raising this amount of revenue, incidental protection ought to 
be given to our infant industries, which at that time were strug- 
gling with the powerful and jealous competition of Europe. But 
it was never contended by any party or statesman that the“ pro- 
tection ” given should he determined mainly by the needs, neces- 
sities, or greed of t: œ favored and protected classes rather 
than the necessities of governmental revenue, or that protected 
industry ought to receive continued, unending, and eternal pro- 
tection long after it was no longer infantile, but had grown to 
giant size and strength. It has remained for latter-day— 
Republican—statesmanship to make this contention, 

There are certain tendencies that grow out of this tariff sys- 
tem which you have built up, sustained, and perpetuated to 
which I wish to call attention. In the first place I want to 
inquire, What effect does this system have upon the foreign 
policy of our Government? it leads to land grabbing, to 
“world powering,” to imperialism, and colonialism, with all 
their attendant evils. Do you imagine that the strenuous Presi- 
dent who sits at the other end of this avenue could ever have 
successfully swung his mighty whip over the rebellious backs 
of his party chieftains, or used his big stick to club them into 
lamb-like line, if he had pursued a foreign policy which was 
against the will and wishes of his party? Oh, no; he suc- 
ceeded because he personified and exemplified the real wishes, 
the real purposes, the real ambitions of the Republican party. 
What do “ world powering,” land grabbing, colony holding, and 
imperialism lead to? What do they require to support them? 
Large armies and larger navies;. large in time of peace and 
larger still in time of war. What does that mean? It means 
more Government contracts, more ships, Congress after Con- 
gress, and more money. And how are you going to get the 
money except by more taxation, and by more tariff taxation 
every time? So what better foreign policy do the protected 
interests of this country desire than the policy of the President, 
with all of his imperialistic and land-grabbing ideas? What 
do they care if he should keep open some canal zone in some 
Colombian republic of the future by sending his war ships 
down and keeping the ships and forces of the sovereign country 
from reasserting a sovereignty which he himself had guaranteed 
by solemn treaty? What do they care if he does continue to 
“ civilize ” Filipinos at the cost of one hundred millions a year? 
What do they care if he does enforce upon the republics of 
South America not the strenuous life of the great that he 
practices himself, but the simple life of good, as he becomes the 
debt collector from those peoples for all European nations? 
| It simply means more taxation, more tariff, more money to 
be taken from the consumer to be poured into the laps of the 

favored classes. 

The system leads also to governmental extravagance and dis- 
honesty. The President of the United States, in his message 
to the second session of the Fifty-eighth Congress, said it was 
a matter of common knowledge that bribery and fraud and 
corruption honeycombed the Government service everywhere. 
Are you surprised at that? How can it be strange? Are you 
surprised that the individual officeholders of a party that is 
based on public plunder do not abstain from acts of personal 
piracy themselves? Suppose they do steal a few millions; what 
does it mean? It means more taxes, more tariff, more protec- 
tion to the favored classes of this Republic. The system also 
leads to the wholesale corruption of the electorate. All over 
this Republic there are great “vested” interests that have 
been built up under this tariff; that are grateful for past 
favors and have a lively appreciation of future benefits, but 
who realize that they get their unfair privileges from the 
law; who hope to retain those privileges by the favor of the 
parties and men who control the Federal Government and 
the various State and municipal governments, and are willing 
to pay thousands and millions for that favor, and who do pay it. 

On this subject I wish to call the attention of this committee 
to the very recent words of Prof. Charles W. Mixter, of the 
University of Vermont. He said: 

Protection leads to things that are manifestly unfair. 
debauchery of the electorate and to the lowei, 
our civic life. ` 

Right here I wish to call public attention to the brazen 
shamelessness with which this is virtually confessed. Yester- 
day they had a field day in New York before the legislative 
committee investigating the insurance scandals, and one of the 
witnesses was one of these great “captains of industry“ who 
really control and really govern this land. He went on the 
stand to testify, and I want to read to you just one little col- 
loquy that he had with Mr. Hughes, the attorney representing 
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the investigating committee. ‘The gentleman that I refer to was 
Mr. E. H. Harriman. He testified in this way. Mr. Hughes 
asked him this question: 

It has been openly char that u t your litical influence 
through your relations with Mr. Odell? as 7 

When Mr. Harriman was asked this question, what did he 
say? He said: 

I should say that Mr. Odell gets his political influence through his 
relations with me. 

[Laughter.] 

Shameless, brazen! This man, apparently, gloats in the con- 
fession and when he went into the explanation of his language 
the more he floundered the deeper he got into the mire, and 
finally he said: “ Well, I expect, maybe, that Mr. Odell may not 
exactly like the way I put the thing.” 

Even about that he was not certain, but he thought possibly 
Governor Odell might not like it! 

This great tariff system of ours, as operated at present, is the 
hotbed of class favoritism and the prolific source of corruption, 
and yet the President says that whenever we do reform the 
tariff he wants it done with as little disturbance as possible to 
favored localities and favored classes. That is a fine doctrine, 
a fine theory, on which to run a great democratic country, whose 
proudest boast has been in the past that it was the land of the 
“ square deal.” 

Now, there are one or two other subjects to which I desire 
to refer, and then I shall have finished. I want to call your 
attention to what I believe is another notorious instance of spe- 
cial privilege, in which justice is denied to the plain people of 
this Republic, and that is the national banking system. Under 
our existing laws we permit $450,000,000 of the currency of this 
Republic to be controlled and contracted at will by the national 
banks, and absolutely we are so much pleased at their gener- 
osity, their philanthropy, and their disinterestedness in under- 
taking to handle this money for us and to control this currency 
for us that we give them $13,000,000 a year for their philanthropy 
in doing so—$13,000,000 a year in interest. And yet I want to 
say to you that the national banking currency is nothing more 
nor Jess than fiat money. Why? Because back of it and be- 
hind it there is nothing more nor less than the bond of the Goy- 
ernment; and what is the bond of the Government except the 
written promise of the Government to pay? And I say to you 
if the written promise of the Government to pay can and does 
indirectly float this much money, it can do it directly, and we 
can save the $13,000,000 a year and let the Government control 
her own currency and issue it directly to that extent. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

At the bar of the world’s progressive thought it has long since 
been adjudicated that one of the fairest and most equitable 
ways of raising revenue for the support of the Government is by 
an income tax. And what is the Republican position upon that 
question? You say the Supreme Court of the United States has 
decided that an income tax is unconstitutional, because of that 
provision in our Constitution that direct taxation shall be ap- 
portioned among the several States in accordance with popula- 
tion. I say to you that if that is true you ought to give the peo- 
ple of this country some relief on this question by joining us in 
amending the Constitution of the United States so that we can 
have an income tax. Surely the Republican conscience can not 
revolt at a plain proposition to amend the Constitution. It has 
not hesitated on other questions to amend it, even at the point 
of the sword. Besides, in the Fifty-eighth Congress there were 
many measures pending looking toward the enactment of an in- 
come tax, measures always introduced by Democrats, according 
to my recollection, with the idea of giving the Supreme Court 
another opportunity to pass upon that great question. Since 
the former decision was rendered the personnel of the Court has 
changed, and as it has already changed its mind on this in- 
come-tax question once or twice, perhaps with the present per- 
sonnel of the court it might change it again. If you gentlemen 
on the other side of the aisle are really the friends of the plain 
people of this Republic, you ought to help us on this matter and 
let us get it where the great question can be passed upon again 
by the Supreme Court. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have heard much talk on both sides 
of this Chamber, and there has been much talk in the country 
about radicalism and conservatism. In my judgment, both 
terms have been both misused and abused. In my judgment, the 
most radical of all radicals is the ultra conservative, and the 
most conseryative of all conservatives is the moderate and lib- 
eral radical. A little more radicalism or liberalism, as you 
please, and a little less conservatism would have saved the 
throne and the head of the first Charles and averted the French 
Revolution. A little less radicalism and a little more conserva- 
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tism and our fathers would never have shaken off the yoke of 


Great Britain and established this glorious Republic. When 
you speak to me about conservatism and radicalism, I want to 
know what you mean. If to protest against existing inequal- 
ities, if to favor the righting of vested wrongs, if to demand 
that all men shall have equal rights and that none shall enjoy 
special privileges makes a man a radical, then I for one glory 
in the title, and I believe the day is not far distant when a vast 
majority of the people of this Republic will welcome the appel- 
lation, when the Democratic party, not grieving over spilled 
milk, with past differences forgotten, with its face to the future, 
will get together and insist on a plain, fair, square, honest deal 
being given to every man in this country. And when they make 
that the slogan, when they apply the fundamental doctrine 
of equality to all and special privilege to none, with logical 
fairness, to every public question, whenever that day comes, 
the Democratic party will again come into power, whether our 
leader shall be that great Democrat from the wheat fields of 
Nebraska, whose every heart beat is in sympathy with the 
needs and desires of the plain people of the Republic, or whether 
it shall be that young giant from the great State of Missouri, 
who is engaged in a great work for civic righteousness in this 
Republic, or whether New England or the North or the South 
or the West is called upon to contribute a leader whose record 
and life shall proclaim him fair and just to all, we will at last 
succeed when we get back to the great fundamental principle 
of equal rights to all and of special privileges to none. [Great 
applause. ] 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I confess 
I have no sympathy with the impatience manifested by the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. TowNsenp] at the failure of this 
House to readily submit without question the jurisdiction of this 
subject to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
I have not come to regard this House, much as I esteem it, as a 
body that is fitted to provide a remedy for every disease in the 
body politic. In my own brief experience I have seen several 
signal failures. I have observed the consumers of the United 
States begging at the doors of the Ways and Means Committee 
for relief from heavy tariff burdens, and I have observed that it 
turned a deaf ear to the popular clamor. I have observed 
others asking for remedial legislation that haven't met with 
that success which the gentleman from Minnesota seems to think 
will follow upon the submission of this question to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Nor do I agree with 
him that the question raised in this discussion is an arti- 
ficial and useless question. I believe it is a proper question, 
such as is developed always in the orderly discussion of a case 
before a legal tribunal or of a subject of legislation before a 
legislative assembly, and I would much prefer that a competent 
body of this House should declare that this House had no juris- 
diction over the proposed subject of legislation than that it 
should, in response to popular clamor, hastily frame legislation 
which subsequently could not be sustained on constitutional 
grounds before the Supreme Court of the United States. I be- 
lieve that no time is wasted in this discussion, I heard yester- 
day a matchless exposure of the sinister methods of the life 
insurance company presidents that I believe will have a whole- 
some effect on the people of the United States. 

I heard a vigorous and exhaustive discussion of the old- 
fashioned Democratic doctrine of individual initiative and of 
the right of States to govern in their local affairs which I be- 
lieve will have a salutary effect upon the country, and I heard 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] sum up both of 
those discussions in his usual able manner, for he touches no 
subject that he does not adorn. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] I believe that not one moment has been wasted in the 
discussion of this question. I believe it would be folly to enter 
rashly upon a consideration of the method of dealing with an 
acknowledged abuse before we first determine our jurisdictional 
right to deal with the subject at all. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, 
I trust that this question will be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, a body of competent and trained lawyers, to settle 
the first question that arises, the jurisdictional question, and 
report back to this House whether there is jurisdiction at all 
for this proposed subject of legislation. 

I am opposed, Mr. Chairman, to any further weakening of 
the powers of the States of this Union by increasing the power 
of the Federal Government, except in one single class of cases, 
and that is where it becomes necessary for a community, by 
lack of power to protect itself against depredation and aggres- 
sion, to appeal to the power of the Federal Government. Wien- 
ever it is discovered from the nature of the proposed suaject 
that local legislation is inadequate to deal with it, then it is 
proper to turn to the Congress of the United States for relief, 
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and whenever we deal with a subject that local legislation may 
deal with properly, I say that that subject should not be re- 
moved from the sphere of State legislation until it has first been 
ascertained definitely that the State legislature, by reason of the 
nature of the subject or for any other reason, is absolutely in- 
competent to deal with it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is no doubt, I believe, of the wis- 
dom of the original grant to the Federal Government of the 
power to deal with the subject of taxation. Neither can there 
be any question raised to-day of the wisdom of the grant to the 
Federal Government of the power to deal with interstate and 
foreign commerce, the exercise of which power has resulted in 


that uniformity of regulation which it was the intention of the | 


framers of that instrument to accomplish. But I take it also 
that there may be great doubts in the minds of many as to the 
wisdom of the application of the taxing power in particular in- 
stances, I take it also that there are grave doubts in the minds 
of many students of public questions as to the wisdom of the 
extension of the power to deal with foreign and interstate 
commerce over new subjects of legislation, which subjects were 
not and could not have been in the contemplation of the framers 
of the immortal instrument. Now, one of the reasons advanced 
on the floor yesterday for dealing with this subject through 
the taxing power was that it would help to restore the fallen 
power of this body itself. I for one, Mr. Chairman, would not 
use the taxing power for that purpose, much as I regret the 
lost prestige of this body. I believe the taxing power was given 
to it, as to all governments, for a single, specific purpose— 
namely, to raise revenue sufficient to run the Government hon- 
estly and economically. Whenever that reason fails to exist, 
the reason which justifies taxation in any form fails to exist 
at the same moment. Now, I believe that the power of this 
House may be restored without abusing the power of taxation. 
The power of the House has been lost through the rules which 
the House itself has adopted. The remedy may be found in 
the same way. We may alter those rules. I would not like to 
see appropriation bills loaded down with items of legislation. 
I would not welcome a system that would compel the tired 
and jaded lawyer to search in the haystack of Federal appro- 
priation items for the needle of legislation. I prefer a more 
orderly system of legislation than that. I would prefer that 
appropriation items, and those alone, be contained in appro- 
priation bills, and that legislation be dealt with only upon leg- 
islative measures. I believe that the House has the power to 


bring back its own prestige by an amendment to the rules which | 
[Applause on the Democratie side.] | 
Now, with this preliminary statement of general principles, I | 


have enslaved the House. 


come to a discussion of the question, and I must remark in the 
beginning that I am not one of those who believe that the Presi- 
dent of the United States, honored as he is by all of us, is in- 
fallible either in his law, in his judgment of State policies, or 
in his recollection of conversations with distinguished visitors. 
[Applause and laughter on the Democratic side.] He states in 
his message that— 

The great insurance companies afford striking examples of corpora- 
tions whose business has extended so far beyond the jurisdiction of 
the States which created them as to preclude strict enforcement of 
supervision and regulation by the parent States. 

I for one do not agree with that proposition, humble lawyer 
though I am. I believe there is sufficient power in the legis- 
lature of each State in the Union to govern the administra- 
tion of the business of companies that it has created by its 
own charter, and also to govern the conduct of foreign corpora- 
tions that do business within the confines of that State. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] Nor do I agree with the state- 
ment of the Chief Executive that the inability of the State to 
regulate effectively the insurance corporations created under 
the laws of other States and transacting the larger part of their 
business elsewhere is also clear. I do not believe that the 
proper effort has been made to regulate the business of foreign 
corporations in those States in which the scandal occurred 
which led to the desire for this législation. Nor do I agree 
with the statement—or suggestion rather, because it does not 
take the form of a direct statement—that because Congress has 
given power to publish statistics concerning the business of 
insurance it follows that Congress has the power to deal with 
the subject of insurance itself. 

Now, then, the question before this Congress is, To what com- 
mittee shall the subject of the President’s message relating to 
insurance matters be referred? The committees mentioned are 
the Ways and Means, Interstate and Foreign Comerce, and the 
Judiciary. First let us consider the propriety of the Committee 
on Ways and Means taking jurisdiction of this question. If they 
tue Ways and Means, Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and the 


tax upon the business of insurance. Now, it seems to me that 
there is a decisive objection to that in the very beginning in that 
there is no necessity for raising additional revenues in the United 
States. The maddest jingo in the country would not base his 
support of the proposition to tax insurance policies upon the 
ground that there is a necessity to raise larger revenues in 
order that we may build more ships of war. The maddest 
advocate of a ship subsidy would not base his advocacy of a 
tax upon insurance upon the ground that additional revenues 
must be created in order to grant bounties to avaricious ship- 
owners. Not a single public man, not a man upon the floor of 
this House upon either side, not a newspaper, so far as I have 
been able to discover, has even hinted that there is a necessity 
of adding a single dollar to the revenues of the United States. 
Why, then, should this proposition be submitted to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means? It ought not to impose a tax unless 
there is a necessity for revenue, and no man yet has dared to 
state in this House that there is a necessity for an additional 
dollar of revenue. Now, then, suppose we pass that question and 
assume that the Committee on Ways and Means decides that 
they do not exercise jurisdiction because of their desire to in- 
crease the revenue, but simply for the purpose of regulating the 
business of insurance. I think the decisive answer to that is 
that the business of insurance can be better regulated by the 
legislatures of 45 States of this Union, widely scattered and 
far more removed from corrupt and sinister influences than by 
a single legislative body which sits in its deliberations in the city 
of Washington. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

But suppose they go so far as the consideration of the im- 
position of that tax. What kind of a tax, pray, would they 
impose? Would it be a tax for the destruction of the business 
of these companies, such as was imposed upon the circulation of 
State banks? I take it no man would assert here or elsewhere 
that the business of life insurance ought to be destroyed by 
taxation. Then let us ask what is the need of imposing a tax 
at all if there is no revenue necessity and the business is not 
such an infamous one as to invite destruction by means of the 
taxing power? In this connection, I will call the attention of 
the House to this point, that while it is not proper in the 
diseussion of tax measures to consider whether the imposi- 
tion of the tax will encourage or discourage an industry at 
the expense of or to the enrichment of others, yet when we 
consider a new departure in our system of government, then 
it dees become us to inquire in what manner this tax will 
bear upon the class that will be obliged to sustain it. No one 
will think it desirable to impose a tax upon those virtues which 
haye helped to create and maintain in its glory the American 
Republic. It would be a tax upon economy, a tax upon frugal- 
ity, a tax upon self-denial, because the premiums that maintain 
these policies are taken weekly or monthly aut of the earnings 
of the breadwinner who hopes to create a fund by his self- 
denial which will insure his family against want when he leaves 
the scene of his mortal career. I will not willingly inflict a 
tax upon that class of persons, Mr. Chairman. 

Now, then, we come to the next question, and that is whether 
it shall be submitted to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commeree, and here, it seems to me, the decision becomes more 
difficult. For while there have been a number of decisions by 
the courts which indicate that insurance can not be properly 
classed as a subject of commerce, the belief is growing that if 
the Congress of the United States should deal with that subject 
in the exercise of the power over interstate and foreign commerce, 
in some manner the Supreme Court might follow the Adminis- 
tration as it did in the insular cases. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] But let us ask, Is it wise to submit it to that 
committee? I, for one, Mr. Chairman, would not like to see 
the definition of the term “commerce” broadened by a deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Commerce, in my judgment, is a term that never was framed 
to include such operations as the writing of insurance. I be- 
lieye that commerce“ ought not to include the ordinary busi- 
ness contracts between individuals, and I trust that the day is 
far away when the word “commerce” shall be so defined as to 
include every possible business transaction between citizens of 
different States. I shall regret very much, as an attorney, to 
find that the Congress of the United States is legislating as to 
the size of my fee if I undertake to try a case in a court in the 
State of Missouri for a citizen of that State. F think it will 
be sad indeed if the Congress of the United States should go 
into the business of regulating the fees of a Rhode Island physi- 
cian who might come to cure a citizen of Massachusetts of a 
cancer. But if the Supreme Court declares that commerce is 
insurance, I do not see why the reasoning of that decision may 
not be carried to the regulation of fees of physicians and attor- 
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neys who happen to practice in States other than those States 
in which they are domiciled themselves. I believe that the 
Supreme Court has gone far enough in extending the definition 
of the word “commerce” in the lottery cases—the case of 
Champion v. Ames—and I, for one, would not desire to see it 
carried further. I wish to add that I for one was in harmony 
with the views of the four justices who were in a minority in 
that case. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what is really sought by this proposed 
legislation is the redress of legal and moral wrongs. I say, in 
answer to the demand for that legislation, that the legal wrongs 
may be fully dealt with by the legislatures of the States in 
which those legal wrongs are practiced. I say also that if this 
is an attempt to remedy a moral wrong that there is no power 
in the State legislatures or the national legislature to reach 
that kind of an abuse. You can not legislate morality into a 


board of directors of high finance sitting in Wall street any- 


more than you can legislate thirst out of a citizen of Iowa or 
Kansas or Maine. [Laughter.] No power in this Government 
is adequate to accomplish moral ends. I believe, Mr. Chairman, 
that there is sufficient power in the great State of New York 
to deal with this form of abuse of trust funds. The investiga- 
tion which has disclosed the scandals to us is not yet terminated. 
We have no right to predict that the legislature of the State of 
New York can not deal adequately with the abuses with which 
this investigation has made us familiar. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed, as I said in the beginning, to 
any extension of the Federal power over presently recognized 
subjects of State legislation, except in self-defense. I do not 
believe this constitutes one of those cases. I for one will never 
subscribe to government ownership of any public utility until it 
is first demonstrated that abuses have crept in which can not 
be dealt with in any other way than through the medium of 
government ownership. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
When that comes I will be ready to accept it, but will do it with 
a full knowledge that I am departing from a fundamental doc- 
tring of the Democratic party, which is that individual initia- 
tive should be encouraged, that the domain of private enterprise 
should be enlarged, and that the domain of government action 
should not be increased at the expense of individual enterprise. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I think that the House is to 
be congratulated that history is repeating itself somewhat in 
that, as in the days of old, the questions dealt with in the 
President’s message are referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for consideration and general 
debate. In the message that has been sent to Congress by the 
President he has dealt with many subjects, and I think in the 
main he has handled them with great ability. Some fifty-odd 
propositions are treated by him in his message. The debates 
in the committee have been of wide latitude. Briefly referring 
to some of the matters treated by the President, I think it is to 
be conceded that he had in mind the safety and welfare of the 
laboring classes when writing his message. He deals with the 
subject of safety appliances on our railroads, showing his solici- 
tude for the safety and individual welfare of those engaged in 
this hazardous business. He also treats of the hours of em- 
ployment for railroad employees. For this I applaud him, for 
the reason that these people need the protection of the law, and 
when the highest official in all the land speaks for their welfare 
he is to be commended in the highest terms. 

But the subject of debate here, while it has been wide in lati- 
tude, has been mainly confined to the proposition of controlling 
insurance. I have listened to this debate with a great deal of 
interest, and have been hoping and endeavoring to enlarge my 
knowledge, limited as it is, upon this subject. 

I have waited in vain for some one to come forward with a 
definite, a clear, and a fixed proposition, one which would solve 
this question and give to this House and give to the people of the 
United States relief from the evils which they suffer to-day in 
the matter of insurance abuses. It has been urged that this 
is a question for consideration by various committees. It seems 
that there is no agreement as to the proper committee. I re- 
member the able argument of the gentleman from Iowa, that 
the subject is one to be referred to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. The House was told that the questions 
involved were so great, they were so immense, that notwith- 
standing the fact that the Supreme Court of the United States 
has ruled time and again that insurance is not interstate com- 
merce, that notwithstanding this, that possibly if the Su- 
preme Court had another opportunity and the matter was pre- 
sented to them as a question of “immense interest” they 
might—perhaps they might—change their minds. 

Mr. Chairman, I am one of those who believe in law and 


order. I prefer to believe that when courts of this country 
correctly construe the Constitution that it stand. I believe that 
the Supreme Court decisions that have been given to us, hold- 
ing that insurance is not interstate commerce, will always be, as 
now, the law of the land. I do not think the question open to 
disscussion. However, if it is, it can only be in this way, as has 
been suggested here—that the Congress pass an act treating 
insurance as interstate commerce and give the court another 
chance. But if the Supreme Court is going to stand by the de- 
cisions they have made to the effect that insurance is not inter- 
state commerce, then I submit that the only remedies are, 
first, for the party in power to pass the act as suggested, and 
then amend the Supreme Court to decide the law in accordance 
with the wishes of the majority. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is no man in this House who would 
dare to take that stand. It is revolutionary and one not to be 
contended for a single instant. So that I submit it is not a 
proper subject for reference to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, for the reason that the question involved is 
not one of interstate commerce. But it is argued that it might 
be referred to the Post-Office Committee, for the reason that 
insurance companies use the mails. 

As to this I want to say briefly that perhaps there would be 
no serious objection to a law being passed by Congress providing 
that all insurance companies using the mails of the United 
States should submit to an ample, complete, and full investiga- 
tion by the Department of Commerce and Labor whenever it 
was deemed necessary. That might give some publicity at times 
when otherwise we would not have it. This is about as far as 
Congress should go. I want to state frankly that I am opposed 
to Federal control of insurance. I do not believe that the States 
that created and gave life and being to iasurance companies 
should be deprived of supreme control of insurance companies. 
Is there any necessity for it? I see none. Why, it is said we 
have had great revelations—and they are great—of fraud, of 
thieving, of rascality, of knavery on the part of the great insur- 
ance organizations of this country. This is true. 

But I wish to ask the committee, is it possible that the Amer- 
ican people haye reached a point in the downward scale when 
they are neither able nor willing to right wrongs that they suf- 
fer from at home, when they have the power in the States to 
correct the abuses there? Will they not do it? I submit that 
they will. Take the State of New York to-day, the home of the 
three greatest life-insurance companies in the world. The life- 
insurance commissioner of that State has, in my opinion, for 
years and years neglected his duty in a shameful manner, in a 
manner that is practically criminal. Had he performed his 
duty in the years that have gone, the question to-day so much 
agitating this country, and being debated in this House from day 
to day, would not be heard of, in all probability. But notwith- 
standing the fact that he did not investigate and keep up with 
the wrongdoings of these companies, light has come on their 
evil deeds, and to-day we find a Republican State legislature in 
New York State—that is, Republican in majority—have ap- 
pointed a committee, which committee is now investigating this 
matter, and they have for attorney a prominent Republican of 
the city of New York. That committee is doing its full duty, 
and bringing to light the wrongdoing of life-insurance com- 
panies. That committee has shown to the world that the Hydes, 
the McCalls, and the McCurdys are not what they pretended to 
be. That, on the contrary, when their dues are meted out to 
them stripes will be in order. 

But something has been said here about the courts of New 
York City, where if any prosecutions are to be had they must 
be had. In that city the chief prosecuting officer is Mr. Jerome, 
the most fearless, the most independent, and, I believe, one of 
the most patriotic men in the United States, and he has promised 
the country that he will give to these people a day in court, and 
that if he is able to do it he will put stripes upon each and every 
one of them. So I say there is no great and crying necessity for 
Congress to be unduly excited, or for the people of the country 
to come here and knock at the doors of Congress and demand 
relief on the ground that they can obtain it in no other place. 
On the contrary, the relief is at home. So I submit, Mr. Chair- 
man, that when this question is considered in its broadest sense 
and in its narrowest sense after all it is a question for the 
States. It is one that the States can deal with. It is one that 
the States should deal with, and, in my opinion, the Congress has 
no right to say that they will take supreme control of insurance. 
We all know what that means. 

Congress, for instance, has supreme control in the matter of 
taxation for the support of the National Government. Taxa- 
tion carries with it the power to destroy. There is no reason, 
as I stated before, why insurance should be taxed, and I believe 


524 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 16, 


that the majority of this House feels that we can not support 
the taxing of insurance companies as a general proposition. 
Insurance is no more interstate commerce than is the case of 
a man in Maine borrowing money from a bank in the State of 
Iowa. So that while we may consider this matter here, while 
we may provide for more extended examinations and publicity, 
I think that is as far as Congress should go; I believe it is as far 
as it can go. There is no power anywhere to make insurance a 
matter of interstate commerce. The country will never demand 
or submit to making it a subject of taxation. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. k 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did I understand the gentleman 
to say that he thought Congress has the power to make insurance 
commerce? 

Mr. FINLEY. No; I did not say that. I said I did not think 
it could. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Can Congress make commerce 
out of that which is not commerce? 

Mr. FINLEY. No. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then my friend was really mak- 
ing fun of the proposition? 

Mr. FINLEY. I supposed I was treating it with some degree 
of seriousness. So, Mr. Chairman, if it is contended here that 
something must be done, in addition to the powers held and 
exercised by the States, I believe it might help to a limited 
extent to give additional publicity to the acts and doings of 
the insurance corporations. But where does this demand for 
Federal control come from? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We have a bureau here that has 
the power of going around and begging for information. 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes; the Bureau of Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is practically what Mr. Gar- 
field’s bureau does. 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes; I so understand. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, Just exactly as I contended here 
when we established that little concern without any teeth. 1 
think I used that expression at the time. 

Mr. FINLEY, Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, he goes around and he 
asks for this information, and they give him such as they 
un ve 

Mr. FINLEY. Such as they wish. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Such as they wish; and they 
give out the gilt-edged information, as it were, and put that 
into his hands, but they do not let him into the rottenness, if 
there is any. The result is that he publishes what you might 
term the golden pages of their history; and thus the community 
is lulled into a state of false security by not having all the facts, 
which facts we can not obtain because insurance is not commerce. 

Mr. FINLEY. I suggest to my friend that it would be against 
human nature for them to unveil their rascality to Mr. Garfield 
or anybody else. ; 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But when we undertake to pub- 
lish the information we should publish the whole of it. 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes; all of it. I stated that in my judgment 
that was as far as Congress could go or should go, to provide 
that insurance companies that use the mail should be subject 
to an examination by the Bureau of Commerce and Labor. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, who is it that comes here and demands 
this all-powerful Federal control in the matter of insurance? 
Is it the people of the United States? I have heard no clamor 
in my part of the country to that effect. Is it the business 
men of the country? I do not remember that one of any prom- 
inence or that any combined interest has made any such de- 
mand. But we have a demand, Mr. Chairman, and that demand 
comes from the insurance magnates themselves. It comes from 
the MeCurdys and the McCalls. They are the people who wish 
for it, and why? They think and they know that with oue 
supreme control, and that control Federal, removed as far from 
the people as possible, they would not stand one chance in a 
hundred of being exposed in their wrongdoing, in their ras- 
cality. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
suggestion? 

Mr. FINLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. On page 13 of the Garfield report 
he says: 


A long line of decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
commencing with Paul v. Virginia (8 Wall., 168), established the legal 
roposition that Insurance was not Interstate commerce in any of its 
‘orms—tire, life, or marine—as presented to the court. This line of 
decisions has been further supported by the uniform holdings of State 
courts. 

If this legal 


Will the gentleman yield for a 


roposition is irrevocably settled, the powers of the 


Commissioner relative to insurance are purely of a statistical, yolun- 


„ noncompulsory nature. He may. collect, compile, and blish 
such information as may be voluntarily furnished to him, but he can 
not compel the production of such information, nor would he be justi- 
fied in recommending any Federal legislation directed at Federal con- 
trol of insurance. 

Now, I forget exactly when the Bureau of Corporations was 
formed. 

Mr. FINLEY. About three years ago, as I remember. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, Well, the Commissioner states 
that he has visited several States, and among others the State of 
New York. And yet he did not find a single McCurdy or McCall, 
nor did he find any of the rottenness that has been exposed in 
those companies. 

Mr. FINLEY. Oh, there is no question about that. I am 
clear in my own mind that the term “ commerce” as used in the 
Constitution of the United States relates to trade of commodities 
as a general proposition. But before giving supreme control of 
insurance companies to the United States, depriving the States 
of that power, I think we should hesitate. When I asked the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania yesterday to what extent an act 
of Congress could take away from the States the control of 
insurance companies, I hoped for an answer and he has prom- 
ised to give it to us, but, Mr. Chairman, in all the debate that 
has taken place, no one has undertaken to answer that propo- 
sition. 

I am unwilling to take from the States any of the powers 
reserved to them; on the contrary, these powers should be em- 
phasized on every proper occasion. 

It seems to me that we are in a wide field where there is 
ample room for discussion in a general way, but when it comes 
to doing something, when it comes to- putting your finger on 
the exact and proper relief, no one has come forward in this 
House to offer it. I believe that Congress should do practically 
nothing; at least, no more than I have intimated. Now, in 
addition to the fact that insurance is not commerce—conse- 
quently the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce is 
without jurisdiction—I may add that if this committee performs 
all the work cut out for it at this session of Congress, not only 
by the President of the United States, but by the American 
people in demanding relief in the matter of regulating the rail- 
roads in transportation charges, it will have all the work it can 
possibly do, and when that work is well done, as I confidently 
hope and expect that it will be done, I believe that committee 
will not have the time to even investigate this matter and re- 
port back to the House, as I believe it would report, that they 
had no jurisdiction of the subject, because insurance is not 
interstate commerce. 

So that, Mr. Chairman, if this matter is to be investigated at 
all by a committee of this House, if the President's message is 
to be referred to any particular committee, I think it should be 
referred to the Judiciary Committee for investigation and re- 
port. The President of the United States himself raises the 
question whether or not Congress has the power to legislate. 
Iie does not state specifically that Congress can legislate. It is 
a question whether or not it can do anything. There is no bill 
before the House; only the President's message. As I see it, 
the proper course would seem to be, if this part of the message 
is to be sent to any committee, send it to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee for report. That will not prohibit the introduction of 
bills. Bills of various character on this subject, as I under- 
stand, have already been introduced into the Senate and House. 

So that I think the debate here has served a wise and useful 
purpose, and I for one am glad to see the House of Repre- 
sentatives return to the old practice of placing the President's 
message on the Calendar, and then when the House is in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union to debate it and 
consider it, and I am sure that good will result. [Applause.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration House 
resolution 42 and had come to no resolution thereon. 


DIRECTORS COLUMBIA HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN. 


The SPHAKER announced the appointment of the following 
Members as directors of the Columbia Hospital for Women: 
Mr. BARCHFELD and Mr. LIVINGSTON. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. CAMPBELL 
to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Patrick Conlin, Fifty-sixth Congress, 
no adverse report having been made thereon. ‘ 
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PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS BY COMMITTEE ON INSULAR AFFAIRS. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the resolution which I 
send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Insular Affairs be authorized to 
have printed and bound such papers and documents for the use of 
said committee as it may deem necessary in connection with subjects 
considered or to be considered by the said committee during the Fifty- 
ninth Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution which has just been reported? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


CLERKS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE AGE OF SEVENTY YEARS OR MORE, 


Mr. TAWNBEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the following resolution, which I 
send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, respectfully re- 
quested to cause to be prepared, as soon as may be practicable, and 
to communicate to the House, information as to the number of clerks 
and other civil employees in the classified service, male or female, 
in each of the Executive Departments of the Government, and in the 
Government Printing Office, and under the Smithsonian Institution, 
and in the aggregate in the city of Washington, who have reached 
the age of 70 years or more. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution which has just been reported? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not object, but I suppose that 
resolution would ordinarily go to the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that I have consulted with my col- 
leagues on the Committee on Appropriations, whom I could not 
see before offering the resolution. This information is desired 
for the information of the subcommittee having in charge the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill before 
commencing the preparation of that bill. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] if he has any objection to adding to 
that the request that we obtain information as to what States 
the different employees referred to are from? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That information the committee will obtain 
from the heads of the departments when they are before the 
committee. 

Mr. FINLEY. And the State they are from? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The committee will obtain that information, 
but what we want to get at first is the number in each depart- 
ment. Then the Committee on Appropriations will investigate 
the matter further when the heads of the different departments 
are brought before it in the preparation of the legislative, exec- 
utive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire whether this 
is a matter that can be answered within the time necessary to 
prepare the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have no doubt that it can be. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I understand that we issue a Blue Book 
once in two years, because it takes a very long time to issue it, 
and my information has been to the effect that the Blue Book just 
about to be issued for the year 1907 has just been made up. 
That is a very long document if that is what we want. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. No; we do not ask for the Blue Book. We 
are simply asking the President of the United States to inform 
the House, or to cause information to be collected by his Cab- 
inet officers and the heads of departments, as to the number in 
the service who have reached the age of 70 years or over. It is 
limited to those who are 70 years of age and over. 

Mr. MANN. I did not understand that. We have had that 
several times, and I would say to the gentleman that if the 
Committee on Appropriations waits to make up its bill for that 
information it will be chasing rainbows sure, because that in- 
formation has been before this Congress repeatedly, and no ac- 
tion ever has been taken upon it and no action will be taken now. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think the gentleman is mistaken about its 
ever having been presented to the House, except in the Dockery 
Commission report some twelve years ago. 

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, it has been pre- 
sented to the House recently. The Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service reported a bill into the House for the purpose of 
taking up this very question, which never has been acted upon 
in past Congresses and probably never will be acted upon, and 
while I am very glad to have the gentleman get the information 
I trust he will not delay the House in passing appropriation 
bills in order that something may be done about superannuation. 


Mr. TAWNEY. There will be no delay on that account. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to ask the gentleman why 
he wants this information? 

Mr. TAWNEY. We want this information for the purpose of 
knowing to what extent Congress is obliged to appropriate for 
the payment of salaries of clerks who have reached the age 
of 70 years and over. Under our civil-service laws there is 
ample opportunity for getting into the service, but none ap- 
parently for getting out of it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, does the gentleman pro- 
pose to report here or discuss here a proposition to pension 
these people in order to get them out? 

Mr. TAWNBY. Not under any circumstances. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do we not already know how 
much we pay people of 70 years of age and over? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The only question involved here, I will say 
to the gentleman from Tennessee, is whether or not the House 
and the country should have this information. After the in- 
formation has been obtained it will then be a matter for the 
committee and the House to determine what use shall be made 
of it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and the resolution will be considered as 
agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed: 
The Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a report by 
the Secretary of State submitting a claim of the Great Northwestern 
Net 55 8 of Canada, on account of losses sustained through 
7 g ing of their telegraph cable by the U. S. S. Esser on July 17, 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tun Wuite House, December 16, 1905. 
REPRINT OF HOUSE BILLS NOS. 285 AND 286. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the fol- 
lowing request, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Roserts requests that House bills Nos. 285 and 286, relating to 
the gypsy and brown-tail moths, be reprinted, the original print having 
become exhausted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and the request is granted. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The question was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 
3 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet on Monday, 
December 18, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for rent of 
quarters for shipping commissioner at San Francisco, Cal.—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for support of the military 
prison at Fort Leayenworth—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, submit- 
ting estimates of appropriation for furniture, etc., for public 
buildings—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers, in- 
eluding draft of a bill, relating to the relief of Capt. William N. 
Hughes, United States Army, retired—to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting resolutions 
of the Association of Military Surgeons, relating to the can- 
teen—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
favorable recommendation, a communication from the Surgeon- 
General of the Army relating to amendment of the law as to 
contracts for medical and hospital supplies—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
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letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Buffalo breakwater, New York—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with illustra- 
tion. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. BRICK, from the Committee on the Territories, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 99) to aid the Council 
City and Solomon River Railroad Company, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whoie 
House on the state of the Union. 


AND 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
721 ve following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OlHOWS: 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 8747) providing 
for the construction of the extension of the breakwater of the 
harbor of refuge, Delaware Bay, Delaware, and making an ap- 
propriation therefor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 8748) relating to the 


band of the United States Marine Corps, and to competition of | 
| the Committee on the Judiciary. 


naval and military bands with civilian musicians—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. MCMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 8749) to refund a fine of | 


| 


$200 imposed upon and paid by Charles H. Marsden, owner of | 


the tug Ocen—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8750) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a building 
thereon at Hinton, in the State of West Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 8751) to regulate the practice 
of medicine and surgery in the district of Alaska—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8752) to provide for 
the enlargement of Fort Bliss, near El Paso, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 8753) to appropriate 
$60,000 for necessary expense of investigation of methods of dry- 


land farming suited to the arid and semiarid regions—to the 


Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: 


A bill (H. R. 8754) | 


providing for a site and building for a custom-house in the city | 
of Philadelphia, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 8755) to erect a monument on 
the Chalmette battle ground, in St. Bernard Parish, La.—to the 
Committee on the Library. 


By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 8756) to authorize the Sec- 


retary of the Treasury to issue duplicate gold certificates in lieu | 


of ones lost or destroyed—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


| 


By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 8757) to amend section 8255 | 


of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California (by request): A bill (H. R. 
8758) to amend sections 2 and 3 of an act entitled “An act to 
determine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United 
States, and to regulate the removal of causes from State courts, 
and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1875, as the same 
is amended by an act approved March 3, 1887, as amended and 
reenacted by an act approved August 13, 1S88—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8759) to establish a fog signal on one of 
the jetties at the entrance to the harbor at Humboldt Bay, Cali- 
fornia—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8760) to establish at Cape Mendocino, Cal- 
ifornia, quarters for the light keeper—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 8761) to amend 
section 1 of the act approved March 3, 1905, providing for an 
associate justice of the supreme court of Arizona, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8762) to finally adjust the 
swamp-land grants, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8763) to provide 
for the safety of American coasting sail vessels and barges and 
their crews by providing a load line, increasing number of 


crews, and requiring gasoline or steam engines for relieving 
leaking vessels, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 8764) to amend an act entitled 
“An act in amendment of sections 2 and 3 of an act entitled ‘An 
act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapaci- 
tated for the performance of manual labor, and providing for 
pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,’ ap- 
proved June 27, 1890,” approved May 9, 1900—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8765) to enlarge 
and make additions to the public building at Mobile, Ala., known 
as the custom-house—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8766) 
for the establishment of an automatic signal at Bakers Island, 
Salem Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 8767) to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations, to make preference for the use of Ameri- 
can freighting vessels, to extend the postal service by American 
steamships, and to promote American trade—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 8768) to aid the States in 
the enforcement of their liquor license laws—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 8769) to define who are and 
who are not fellow-servants-of railroad corporations, and de- 
fining the defense of said corporations on account thereof—to 


By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 51) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States respecting the succession to the Presidency in certain 
cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A resolution (H. Res. 100) requesting the 
Secretary of the Navy to take testimony and use all efforts to 
suppress hazing at the Naval Academy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A resolution (H. Res. 101) authorizing 
the chairman of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures to appoint a janitor to said committee—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A resolution (H. Res. 102) to investigate 
the United States Naval Academy at Annapolis—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 8770) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles W. Burgess—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8771) granting an increase of pension to 
Florence Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDRUS: A bill (H. R. 8772) to amend the mili- 
tary record of James C. Howard—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8773) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Joslin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 8774) granting an increase of 
pension to David B. MeCreary—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8775) granting an increase of pension to 
Carrie Dieffenbach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8776) granting an increase of pension to 
E. Ella Bevis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8777) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8778) granting an increase of pension to 
George Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 8779) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Marshall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 8780) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Abraham M. Barr—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 8781) for the relief of Anna F, 
Williams—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 8782) granting an increase 
of pension to William W. Gates—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 8783) granting a pension to 
John Parish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8784) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Fessenden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8785) granting an increase of pension to 
Jolin Finch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8786) granting an increase af pension to 
John Nolan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Dy Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 8787) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alfred M. Wheeler—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8788) for the relief of W. W. Hipolite, 
of Prairie County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 8789) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Levi Chapman—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 8790) granting 
an increase of pension to A. M. Hizar—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8791) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to recognize William Mitchell, de- 
ceased, as having been a member of Company C, First Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Mounted Infantry, civil war—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK (by request): A bill (H. R. 8792) 
granting a pension to Frederick W. Drought—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8793) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Thornton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHIBAD: A bill (H. R. 8794) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Stout Sherer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8795) granting an increase of pension to 
O. A. A. Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 8796) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of George A. Crisel—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 8797) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph E. Alexander—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8798) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry Briedy—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8799) granting 
an increase of pension to Bartholomew Morairty—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 8800) granting an increase 
of pension to James A. Hibbard—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8801) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Currier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8802) granting an increase of pension to 
James Britton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 8803) granting an increase 
of pension to Allison M. Munn—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8804) granting an increase of pension to 
William O. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8805) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Niles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8806) granting an increase of pension to 
George Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8807) granting an increase of pension to 
David Herren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8808) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph S. Brazee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8809) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Freeland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8810) granting an increase of pension to 
Emory A. Wood—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a biH (H. R. 8811) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Antcliff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 8812) granting an increase of pension to 
Byron Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8813) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin W. Ellison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8814) granting a pension to Chloe Weaver— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8815) granting a pension to Margaret 
Kenney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 8816) granting 
n pension to Mary Scheoske—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWES: A bill (H. R. 8817) granting an increase 
of pension to Calvin Latham—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A biil (H. R. 8818) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Levi M. Stephenson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8819) granting a 
pension to William East—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8820) granting a pension to Inez Talk- 
ington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8821) granting a pension to Hattie Rinear- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8822) granting an increase of pension to 
James D. Everett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8823) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles C. Briant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8824) granting an increase of pension to 
Matilda J. Butler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 8825) for the 
relief of Thomas H. Kent—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 8826) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth A. Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 8827) to correct the military 
record of John F. Williams—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 8828) to correct the military 
record of Charles A. Wilkin—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 8829) granting an increase 
of pension to George Dolaway—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 8830) to refund legacy taxes 
illegally collected from the estate of James R. Romeyn—to the 
Committee on Claims. . 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 8831) granting 
an increase of pension to Enos Douglass—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8832) granting a pension to William F. 
Heed—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8833) granting a pension to Edna M. John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 8834) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert R. Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 8835) for the re- 
lief of Albert V. Conway, trustee—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 8836) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth C. Howell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8837) for 
the relief of T. J. Coagar—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8838) for the relief of Joseph Loudermilk, 
of Monroe County, W. Va.— to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8839) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Presbyterian Church of Frenchcreek, Upshur County, W. Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8840) for the relief of the widow and chil- 
dren of William Burchard, late lieutenant, Battery A, First 
Virginia United States Volunteers—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8841) granting relief to the trustees of 
Allegheny College, at Blue Sulphur, Greenbrier County, W. 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8842) for the relief of Lucy L. Bane—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8848) granting a pension to Benton C. 
Radabaugh—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8844) granting a pension to L. G. McAvoy— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8845) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Gauley Bridge Baptist Church, of Fayette County, W. Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8846) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Todd—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8847) granting an increase of pension to 
Phil. B. Thompson, sr.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 8848) granting a pension -to 
James Kightlinger—toé the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 8849) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph Martin—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. A 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8850) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac C. Dennis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8851) to authorize the President of the 
United States to appoint Harlow L. Street captain and com- 
missary in the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8852) 
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granting a pension to Frederick W. Clark—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr GRONNA: A bill (H. R. 8853) granting an increase 
of pension to Gunnerus Ingebretson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8854) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8855) granting a pension to David D. 
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 8856) for the relief of Thomas 
M. Kuykendall—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also a bill (H. R. 8857) granting a pension to W. J. Hayes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8858) granting a pension to W. K. Dock- 
ery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8859) granting a pension to Zebulon A. 
Shipman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8860) granting a pension to Joseph H. 
Bryson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8861) granting a pension to Moses F. 
Reese—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8862) granting a pension to J. B. Hoyle— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8863) granting a pension to Zebulon A. 
Shipman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8864) granting a pension to James A. 
Sams—to the Committee on invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8865) granting a pension to Claude E. Ben- 
nett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8866) granting a pension to J. F. Cisson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8867) granting an increase of pension to 
George Stillman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8868) granting an increase of pension to 
J. L. Welshaus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8869) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan Coward—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8870) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8871) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles McAllister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8872) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8873) to correct the military record of 
Thomas McKee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8874) to complete the military record of 
James A. Sams and grant him an honorable discharge—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8875) to pay B. R. Trull for money 
advanced and services rendered the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8876) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
Robert D. McCombs, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8877) for the relief of Harriet C. Living- 
ston—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8878) for the relief of Samuel C. Liner— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8879) for the relief of J. A. Reagan—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8880) for the relief of Jesse M. Sheppard— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8881) for the relief of the estate of 
Joseph W. Green, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8882) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8883) granting a pension to J. Joseph 
Grasty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8884) granting a pension to Adolphus 
Erwin Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8885) granting a pension to Thomas L. 
Holland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8886) granting a pension to James F. 
Mace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8887) to correct the military record of 
Joseph S. Penland—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8888) to correct the military record of 
James A. Stewart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8889) to pay D. J. Hunsucker $218.54 and 
interest thereon from August 1, 1893—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 8890) for the relief of certain 
officers of the Second Louisiana Volunteer Cavyalry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8891) granting a pension to Mrs. R. C. 
Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8892) granting an increase of pension to 
Malek A. Southworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8893) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph S. Gage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8894) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Strong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8895) to correct the war record of Thomas 
Cox—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8896) to cancel charge of $26.26 against 
Lieut. John W. Ward—to the Committee on Accounts, 

By, Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 8897) granting an increase 
of pension to James G. McNett—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8898) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram B. Hollett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 8899) granting a pension to 
Ezra G. Bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 8900) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles M. Payne—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8901) for the relief of Martina Nieto—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 8902) for the relief of Harry 
Hobson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8903) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Dawes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOAR: A bill (H. R. 8904) for the relief of the L. S. 
Watson Manufacturing Company, of Leicester, Mass.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 8905) granting an increase 
of pension to James M. Harrison—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 8906) grant- 
ing a pension to Louisa Lindley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 8907) granting a pension 
to Cornelia A. Hine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLEPPER: A bill (H. R. 8908) granting an increase 
of pension to George A. Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8909) granting a pension to H. R. Crece- 
lins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8910) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert F. Noah—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H, R. 8911) grant- 
ing a pension to Rosanna Cash—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8912) granting a pension to Anson Green- 
wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8913) granting an increase of pension to 
Myron E. Billings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8914) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Hale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8915) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan Woolley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8916) granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben H. Howser—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8917) granting an increase of pension to 
James Hines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8918) granting an increase of pension to 
A. J. Hull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8919) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Ernest Brockelman, and grant him an honorable dis- 
charge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8920) granting a 
pension to Andrew J. Lane—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8921) granting a pension to Maria D. 
Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8922) granting an increase of pension to 
Chalkley Milbourne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8923) granting an increase of pension to 
Carey Zeppernick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8924) granting an honorable discharge to 
Henry G. Thomas, Company C, Second Kentucky Cavalry—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 8925) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Chester Simpson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 8926) granting an 
increase of pension to John Keller—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 8927) granting a pension to 
Thomas J. Waldron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8928) 
granting an increase of pension to William Major—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 8929) granting an increase of 
pension to Alexander Gaal—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8930) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Becker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8931) for the relief of Citizens’ Bank of 


Louisiana, in the city of New Orleans—to the Committee on. 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8932) for the relief of Samuel W. Evans 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 8933) granting an increase 
of pension to Martin Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8934) granting an increase of pension to 
Wesley A. J. Mavity—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 8935) granting a pension to 
Posey Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8936) granting a pension John R. Aba- 
natha—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8937) to correct the military record of 
F. M. Rineheardt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8938) granting an 
increase of pension to Benedict Ellis—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8939) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Chauncey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8940) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8941) to remove charge of desertion against 
Henry H. Walker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 8942) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Marquis L. Johnson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 8943) for the relief of Ar- 


thur Cowsill—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 8944) granting an increase 
ot pension to William H. Lorance—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: A bill (H. R. 8945) for the relief of 
William C. Watts—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8946) for the relief of John Riley, of 
Campbell County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8947) to correct the military record of 
James Lebar, late of Company C, Sixty-first Ohio Volunteers— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 8948) 
granting an increase of pension to John W. Hammond—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8949) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Richard Clark—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 8950) for the relief of the 
estate of Ransom Cunningham, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8951) granting a 
pension to Raymond O. Fatheree—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 8952) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of Weir's Chapel, Tippah County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8953) granting an 
increase of pension to Letullius Cook—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8954) granting a pension to George Cun- 
ningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8955) granting a pension to Mary C. 
Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8956) granting a pension to Anna L. Col- 
lins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8957) granting a pension to Achsah 
Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8958) granting an increase of pension to 
David Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8959) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred B. Chilcote—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8960) granting an increase of pension to 
John Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8961) to correct the military record of 
W. F. Barr—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8962) to correct the military record of John 
Bolling—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 8963) granting an increase of 
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pension to George Ramsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WEBBER: A bill (H. R. 8964) granting an increase 
of pension to Jennie Florence Alsdorf—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8090) granting a pension to Emma H. Benham— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5721) for the relief of the estate of William E. 
Ward, deceased—Committee on War Claims discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5722) for the relief of the estate of Cornelius H. 
Evans, deceased—Committee on War Claims discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 8045) granting a pension to Wilmot Stevens— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. A 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows : 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Congressional Temperance 
Society, for fulfillment of covenant with Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. AIKEN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mrs. 
R. N. Pharr and Mrs. H. B. Faut—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of West Elizabeth Lodge, 
No. 442, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Eastern Oklahoma Miners’ Association, 
against grant of mineral lands to Oklahoma—to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. BATES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Carrie 
Diefenbach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Daniel L, Horton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: Petition of citizens of Colorado, against 
reduction of tariff on sugar coming from the Philippines—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROWN: Petition of the Congregational Temperance 
Society and others, for fulfillment of covenant with Indian Ter- 
EGE, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Alfred M. Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Eastern 
Oklahoma Miners’ Association, against grant of mineral lands to 
Oklahoma—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburg, fa- 
voring reciprocity with other nations for extension of foreign 
trade—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of citizens of Maine, for a par- 
cels-post and a postal-currency law—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Maine, against any amendment of 
the Grant law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of William Mitchell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of Seth K. Cordon and 
others, for separate statehood for Indian Territory and Okla- 
homa—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the Modesto Irrigation Association, against 
granting San Francisco reservoir sites in Yosemite Park—to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, 

Also, petition of the National Bank of America, Salina, Kans., 
fayoring amendment to the national-bank act—to the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of the American Bar Association and other as- 
sociations, for retention of bankruptcy law—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of Local Union No. 
836, Carpenters and Joiners, of Janesville, Wis., favoring restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of George Washington Council, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
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of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. y 

Also, petition of Laurel Crown Commandery, A. H. J. O., 
Knights of Malta, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Mount Washington Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Pennsylvania, for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of the Retail Merchants’ Associa- 
tion of Muscatine, Iowa., against a parcels-post law—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
“Levi M. Stephenson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Congressional Temperance So- 
ciety, for fulfillment of covenants with Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce, favor- 
ing the President’s position relative to railways—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Petition for the establishment of a Soldiers’ 
Home at Eureka Springs, Ark.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FOWLER: Petition of the Indian Association of Mor- 
ristown, N. J., for purchasing small land holdings for Indians of 
northern California—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: Paper to accompany bill 
8 relief of Helena M. Turner —to the Committee on War 

laims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James E. Likins— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Elm Grove Council, No. 65, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
Also, petition of Columbian Council, No. 101, Junior Order 
United American ‘Mechanics, favoring réstriction on immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of United Council, No. 2, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GARNER: Paper to accompany bill (H. R. 7637) for 
relief of Floyd L. Frisbie—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARRETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
David D. McKnight—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Paper to accompany bill (H. R. 1552) for 
relief of Annie M. ©. McGeary—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, ` 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of the Board of Trade of 
New Orleans, for passage of the Merchant Marine Commission 
bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of citizens of Chillicothe, Ohio, for reduction of 
tariff on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of citizens of Hemlock, Ohio, favoring restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. HAYES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mat- 
thew Token—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the Hartford 
Municipal Society, for a White Mountain land reservation—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Hartford Municipal Art Society, for protec- 
tion of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of citizens of Acton, Iowa, fa- 
voring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of the Municipal Art Society, of 
Hartford, Conn., for preservation of Niagara Falls—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Municipal Art Society, of Hartford, 
Conn., for a forest reserve in the White Mountains—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Hiram B. Hollett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ezer 
W. Edwards—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Chadkley Milbourne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Cornelia A. Hine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of W. J. Lee—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Oswego County, N. Y., against sale of liquor in 
Government buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
‘Traffic, 
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By Mr. LEVER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of James 
Powers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill (H. R. 8122) for erection of a 
public building at Sumter, S. C—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the American Humane So- 
ciety, against any change in the law governing live stock in 
transit—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Modesto Irrigation Association, against 
granting San Francisco reser voir sites in Yosemite—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburg, 
“see revision of the tariff—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of the American Bar Association and other 
associations, for a permanent bankruptcy law—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Chester Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Benedict Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Sarah A. Chaun- 
cey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of Henry H. Walker— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of the Milwaukee Chamber of Com- 
merce, favoring extension of the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission relative to freight rates—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Marquis L. Johnson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAGE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Sterling 
Rose—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
W. C. Watts—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
trustees of Weirs Chapel, Tippah County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Paper to accompany 
2 for relief of John A. Layton—to the Committee on War 


SENATE. 


Moxnar, December 18, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. Hal. 
SHeEtsy M. Cordon, a Senator from the State of Illinois, ap- 
peared in his seat to-day. 


THE JOURNAL. 7 


: to Secretary read the Journal of the proceedings of Saturday 
as : 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am not sure that I correctly 
heard what the Secretary read. Does the Journal state that 
I withdrew an amendment? 7 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Yes; that the amendment was 
withdrawn by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. No; that is not the fact. I acquiesced in the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] as a sub- 
stitute for it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would then ask what 
became of the Senator’s amendment? 8 

Mr. BACON. The amendment of the Senator from Maine 
was acquiesced in as a substitute for it. It was not in the na- 
ture of a withdrawal of the amendment. A withdrawal of the 
amendment would indicate an abandonment of the purpose. I 
do not think the phraseology is correct. There was no with- 
drawal of the amendment. There was the modification proposed 
by the Senator from Maine in practically the same language, 
inserting it in a different place. The Record will show that in 
the debate the attitude assumed was simply this: I acquiesced 
in the suggestion of the Senator from Maine that practically 
the same amendment in the same language should be inserted 
by interlineation. t 

Mr. HALE rose, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. There is so much noise—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. HALE. There is so much noise and confusion that none 
of us on this side can hear the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. I will state the question which has arisen. 
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The Journal states that I withdrew the amendment which I had 
offered. I say that puts me in an improper attitude. The 
amendment was not withdrawn, but I acquiesced in the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Maine that language practically the 
same should be inserted in an existing section. That was done 
by him, with my consent, and my amendment was, therefore, no 
further pressed. But there was no withdrawal of it; and the 
statement that it was withdrawn indicates an abandonment of 
the purpose, which is not true. In other words, the same end 
was accomplished, in my opinion, by the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Maine, and it was more acceptable to the 
Senator from Iowa, and for that reason I yielded to what I 
said was the superior judgment of the committee. It is more a 
matter of form than of substance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The fact is that the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maine was adopted in lieu of 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. I am perfectly willing for that so to appear. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The fact is that the amendment 
of the Senator from Georgia was not adopted. 

Mr. BACON. And was not withdrawn, but the amendment of 
the Senator from Maine was accepted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment was accepted as a 
substitute for it, in fact. 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir; that is the fact. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal will so show the fact. 


DELAWARE RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, in response to a resolution of 
March 3, 1905, relative to the estimate of the cost of deepening 
the channel in the Delaware River, Pennsylvania, from Alle- 
gheny avenue, Philadelphia, to deep water in Delaware Bay, 
stating that in accordance with section 2 of the river and har- 
bor act of March 3, 1905, no estimate for a 35-foot channel in 
the Delaware River has been ordered by Congress and no such 
estimate has ever been made, etc.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MEDICAL AND HOSPITAL SUPPLIES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the 
Surgeon-General of the Army recommending that section 3732 
of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to include medical 
and hospital supplies in the excepted clause; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting a certified copy of the findings of facts filed by the court in 
the cause of James M. Stephenson v. The United States; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THE ARMY CANTEEN. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a certified copy 
of resolutions adopted by the Association of Military Surgeons 
of the United States regarding the reestablishment of the Army 
canteen; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 480) 
supplemental to an act entitled “An act to provide for the 
construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, and making appropria- 
tion for isthmian canal construction, and for other purposes, 
asks a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HEPBURN, Mr. 
PAYNE, and Mr. LIVINGSTON managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. J. Res. 48) to pay 
the officers and employees of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives their respective salaries for the month of December, 
1905, on the 20th day of said month, and it was thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of Rock Island Division, 
No. 106, of Moline, and of Jay Gould Division, No. 127, of Dan- 
ville, all of the Order of Railway Conductors, in the State of 


Illinois, and of the Southeastern Millers’ Association of Nash- 
ville, Tenn., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Fox River Valley Manu- 
facturers’ Association, of Aurora, Ill., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the United 
States praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. RED Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

He also presented petitions of Local Unions Nos. 8, 495, 839, 
199, 157, 2, 697, 841, 904, 204, 2087, 10877, and 63, of Champaign, 
Streator, Reeves, Chicago, Bloomington, Alton, East St. Louis, 
Carbondale, Jacksonville, Coffeen, Kinmundy, Springfield, and 
Marengo, all of the American Federation of Labor, and of sun- 
dry citizens of Chicago, Streator, and Kinmundy, all in the 
State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
restrict immigration; which were referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades League of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to permit 
the admission into the United States of Chinese visitors and 
travelers not of the cooly class; which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented a memorial of Passumpsic Di- 
vision, No. 163, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of New- 
port, Vt, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
“ Esch-Townsend railroad-rate bill;” which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented the petition of Charles C. Jauntry, 
of Camden, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation grant- 
ing pensions to prisoners of war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of Local Division No. 491, Broth- 
erhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Union Hill; of Local Divi- 
sion No. 170, Order of Railway Conductors, of Camden; of the 
Trades and Labor Federation of New Brunswick, and of Iron 
Molders’ Local Union No. 81, American Federation of Labor, 
of Elizabeth, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades League of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to permit 
the admission inte the United States of Chinese visitors and 
travelers not of the cooly class; which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Club of Orange; 
of the Current News Club of Morristown, and of the New Jer- 
sey State Federation of Women’s Clubs, of Hoboken, all in the 
State of New Jersey, and of the National Food Manufacturers’ 
Association, of Chicago, III., praying for the passage of the 
n “pure-food bill;“ which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the Indian Association of 
Morristown, N. J., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the purchase of small land holdings for the landless Indians of 
northern California; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Improvement Association 
of Montclair, N. J., and a petition of the Woman's Club of West- 
field, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
the impending destruction of Niagara Falls on the American 
side; which were referred to the Committee on Forest Reser- 
vations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Eliza- 
beth, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to create 
a corps of commercial attachés to promote and extend American 
trade; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Postal Progress League 
of Pacific Grove, Cal., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“parcels-post bill;“ which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Otffices and Post-Roads, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hacken- 
sack, N. J., praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. REED Saroor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the publie school officials of 
Montclair, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
remove the duty on works of art; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 
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He also presented a petition of the National German-American 
Alliance of the United States of America, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
praying for the reestablishment of the Army canteen; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented a petition of sundry homestead set- 
tlers of Idaho, praying for the enactment of legislation per- 
mitting all settlers upon lands withdrawn under the Payette- 
Boise reclamation project to be temporarily absent from their 
homes when necessary for the support of their families and 
themselves; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. STONE presented a petition of Urich Lodge, No. 527, 
Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Urich, Mo., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which was 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Eliot School Associa- 
tion, of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the preservation of the old frigate Constitution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of Movaney Council, No. 58, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of East Sullivan, 
Me., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immi- 
gration; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Port- 
land, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
1-cent letter postage on all mail matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of the Educational Di- 
vision of the Dubuque Women’s Clubs, of Dubuque, Lowa, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate child labor in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Celumbia. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the Minnesota State 
‘Association of Builders’ Exehanges, of St. Paul, Minn., praying 
for the passage of the so-called “ Hsch-Townsend railroad rate 
bill;” which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a petition of the legislature of 
Washington, praying for the enactment of legislation relative 
to the proposed recognition of services rendered by certain 
old soldiers; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the Rxconb, as follows: 
Stare or WASHINGTON, 

Office of the Secretary of State: 


I, Sam H. Nichols, secretary of state of the State of Washington, do 
hereby certify that 1 have carefully compared the annexed copy of sen- 
ate joint memorial No. 7, relative to proposed recognition of services 
rendered by certain old soldiers, with the original enrolled copy of said 
joint memoria! filed in this office on the 8th day of March, A. D. 1905, 
and now remaining on file herein, and find the same to be a full, true, 
and correct copy of sald original, and of the whole thereof, together 
with all official indorsements thereon. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto 
the seal of the State of W iag Done at the capitol, at Olympia, 
this 8th day of March, A. D. 1905. 

[sear] Sau H. NICHOLS, 

Secretary of State. 
Senate joint memorial No. T. 


~ To the honorable Senate and House of . PEES: 
ed: 


Your memorialists, the ninth legislative assembly of the State of 


Washington: 

2 — the legislative assembly of the Territory of Washington 
memoralized Congress by joint resolution passed 1 1857, and 
s influence to 


instructed therein their legate in Congress to exert 


rocure the pas of an act by Congress, granting to Sergt. Mathew 
Kelley, Privates iliam Houser, Mathew Roach, Jeremiah Sheridan, 
Frederick Bernaur, Hiram Smiley, and Robert Williams, of Company H, 


Fourth Infantry, as a mark of commendation for their efficient aid in 
rotecting the citizens who . the massacre at the Cascades, Wash- 
on Territory, on the 26th-27th of March, 1856, and their gallant 
conduct in defending the blockhouse at that place against the combined 
attacks for three days of several bundred Indians, the extra pay of $2 
per month as was allowed during the Mexican war to such noncommis- 
sioned officers and privates as received certificates of merit for distin- 
guished services; and 
Whereas many valuable lives were saved by the suecessful stand made 
there, and the recapture of the portage was also aided by this defense ; 
nd 
2 Whereas said Delegate in Con failed to exert his influence, as In- 
structed by the legislative assembly, to procure the passage of an act by 
Congress granting to each of the | cer pa men herein named a certificate 
of merit for their gallantry and distinguished services; and 
Whereas said service received merited recognition in paragraph 4 of 
General Orders, No, 14, of 1857, of the Army, as follows, to wit: 
eral Ord 
= No. 14: ind HEADQUARTERS, New York, November 13, 1857. 
Paragraph 4. In March, 1856, Sergeant Kelley, Company H, Fourth 
Infantry mith eight men gallantly defended a small blockhouse and 
protected the public property at the Cascades, Washington Territory, for 
two days against a body of fifty Indians. He had one man—Pr 
Rooney—killed, and two privates—F. Bernaur 0. 
ed, the latter since dead of his wounds. 
By command of Brevet Lieutenant-General Scott: 
Irvin MCDOWELL, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


ivate L. 
us 


And whereas more than forty-eight years have passed without grant- 
ing any substantial recognition of the services of these courageous and 
patriotic soldiers, it in no wise lessens or changes the merited 2 
on the part of the Government toward said named gallant soldiers: 


Resolved by the senate o 1 (the house of rep- 


resentatives concurring) t our rs and resentatives in Con- 
roer ong and are hereby, requested to exert Rhett influence to se- 


United States Army, is o 


Congress of an act granting to Robert Williams, ser- 
ined, and h ther comrades 
of merit for distinguished serv- 


current memo 
President of the United States Senate, Speaker of the House of 


Repre- 
sentatives, and to our Senators and Representatives in Congress. ‘koa 
your memorialists will ever pray. 


the senate February 24, 1905. 
President of the? Senate 
ent o enato. 
Passed the house March 4, 1908. ; 
JOSEPH G. MEGLER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
wor n the office of the secretary of state this 8th day 


Sam H. NICHOLS, Secretary of State. 
INTERNATIONAL RAILWAY. 


Mr. CULLOM. I present a letter from Mr. Hinton Rowan 
Helper, of Washington, D. C., relative to the construction of an 
international railway through the three Americas. I move that 
the communication be printed as a document, and referred to 
the Committee on Railroads. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PROPOSED RECIPROCITY POLICY. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I see by the morning papers 
that I am deluged with petitions on the question of reciprocity. 
That is not true. The fact is that I have no petitions on that 
subject. A further fact, however, is that I have received a very 
large number of personal letters, which I did not think it proper 

-~to file in the Senate, although they were on the general subject 
and proper letters. 


Indorsed :) 


of March, A. D. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 312) to extend the time for the completion 
of a bridge across the Missouri River at Yankton, S. Dak., re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 955) authorizing the city of Nome, a municipal corpora- 
tion organized and existing under chapter 21, title 3, of an act 
of Congress approved June 6, 1900, entitled “An act making 
further provision for a civil government for Alaska, and for 
other purposes,” to construct a free bridge across the Snake 
River at Nome city, in the Territory of Alaska, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1160) to correct the 
military record of John McKinnon, alias John Mack, to request 
that the committee be relieved from the further consideration 
of the bill; and they recommend that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. It refers to a man who has served in 
both the Navy and the Army, but I understand the alleged de- 
sertion to have been from the nayal service. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyoming asks 
that the Committee on Military Affairs be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on the District of Colym- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 51) to create a juvenile 
court in and for the District of Columbia, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 55) for the widen- 
ing of Bladensburg road, and for other purposes, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 68) for the widening of a section of Columbia road east 
of Sixteenth street, reported it with amendments, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

HOLIDAY RECESS, 


Mr. ALLISON. From the Committee on Appropriations E re- 
port back favorably, without amendment, the concurrent resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives providing for a holiday 
recess, and I ask unanimous consent for its immediate consid- 
eration. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of sentatives (the Senate concurring), 


That when the two Houses adjourn on Thursday, December 21, the 
stand adjourned until 12 o’clock meridian, Thu y, January 4, 1906. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the concurrent 
resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to. 


CHARLES L. EATON AND OTHERS. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. Lopce on the 16th instant, reported 
it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Charles L. Eaton, Alonzo B. Eaton, and 
Edward H. Eaton, only dren of Alonzo J. Eaton, late a member of 
the Capitol police force, a sum equal to six months’ salary at the rate 


he was rece pes — law at the time of his demise, said sum to be con- 
sidered as Including funeral expenses and ail other allowances. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 1953) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles M. Benson; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1954) granting an increase of pension to Palmer 
Atkins (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1955) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Arsnall (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1956) granting a pension to Evans Blake ; 

A bill (S. 1957) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Barton; 

A bill (S. 1958) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
J. Boyer; 

A bill (S. 1959) granting an increase of pension to William 
L. Baldwin; 

A bill (S. 1960) granting a pension to John C. Besier ; 

A bill (S. 1961) granting a pension to Cyrus Bryant (with an 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1962) granting an increase of pension to Julia 
Baldwin ; 

A bill (S. 1963) granting an increase of pension to Newton T. 
Burnett ; 

A bill (S. 1964) granting an increase of pension to William 
K. Collins ; 

A bill (S. 1965) granting a pension to Charles M. Clark; 

A bill (S. 1966) granting an increase of pension to Lovel E. 
Cropper (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1967) granting an increase of pension to Fred A. 
Cimeran ; 

A bill (S. 1968) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Cocanower (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1969) granting a pension to Thomas W. Coe; 

A bill (S. 1970) granting a pension to Jennie C. Curtis; 

A bill (S. 1971) granting a pension to John Donnelly ; 

A bill (S. 1972) granting a pension to Thomas W. Dickey ; 

A bill (S. 1973) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Dixon; 

A bill (S. 1974) granting an increase of pension Landy C. 
Daily ; 

A Dill (S. 1975) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Dugger ; 

AIN (S. 1976) granting a pension to William N. Dickey; 

A bill (S. 1977 granting an increase of pension to Ira Bacon; 

A bill (S. 1978) granting a pension to Thomas Edsall (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1979) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Eastman ; 

A bill (S. 1980) granting an increase of pension to Mary 


oster ; 

A bill (S. 1981) granting an increase of pension to Camel L. 
Farmer (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1982) granting an increase of pension to Napoleon 
B. Greathouse ; 

A bill (S. 1983) granting an increase of pension to Carlton R. 
Gatton ; 

A bill (S. 1984) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Ginnett ; 

A bill (S. 1985) granting a pension to Virginia Hawley (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1986) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Harris (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1987) granting a pension to Ella T. Hapeman (with 
arcompanying papers) ; 


CCR R are The Vale fort ee ae eo ee oh 


bill (S. 1988) granting an increase of pension to James 


? 

A bill (S. 1989) granting an increase of pension to Joel R. 
Harvey ; 

A bill (S. 1990) granting a pension to Anna M. Hawes; 

A bill (S. 1991) granting an increase of pension to Valentine 
B. Hummel ; 

A bill (S. 1992) granting a pension to Mary C. Hughes; 
Ta bill (S. 1993) granting an increase of pension to Jobn 

udge; . 

A bill (S. 1994) granting a pension to Lewis Jones; 

A bill (S. 1995) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H, 
Kitzmiller (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1996) granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
Kilburn (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1997) granting a pension to Caroline ©. Kuhn; 

A bill (S. 1998) granting an increase of pension to James T. 


Kent; 

A bill (S. 1999) granting a pension to Charles A. Kraaz; 

A bill (S. 2000) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Lively (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2001) granting a pension to Jane Lewis; 

A bill (S. 2002) granting an increase of pension to Edward 


Leahy ; 
A bill (S. 2003) granting a pension to Charles C. Leach; 
A bill (S. 2004) granting a pension to David Lanpher (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 
A bill (S. 2005) granting a pension to George B. Lighter; 
A bill (S. 2006) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
Lookingbill ; 
A bill (S. 2007) granting an increase of pension to James B. 
Logan (with an accompanying paper) ; 
A bill (S. 2008) granting a pension to Virginia A. McKnight; 
A bill (S. 2009) granting an increase of pension to Nancy M. 
McCutchen (with an accompanying paper) ; 
ene (S. 2010) granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
orris; 
A bill (S. 2011) granting a pension to Lucinda McCorkle; 
A bill (S. 2012) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
E. Mayhew (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 2013) granting a pension to David P. Mering; 
A bill (S. 2014) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
McCullough ; 
A bill (S. 2015) granting a pension to Samuel Miller; 
A bill (S. 2016) granting a pension to Franklin L. Mead; 
A bill (S. 2017) granting an increase of pension to Phillip L. 
Moore (with accompanying paper) ; 
A bill (S. 2018) granting an increase of pension to George 
R. McColpin (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 2019) granting a pension to W. A. McMillan; 
2 (S. 2020) granting an increase of pension to Mattie J. 
ps; $ 
A bill (S. 2021) granting a pension to Juliet K. Phillips 
(with accompanying papers) ; 
one (S. 2022) granting an increase of pension to John 
Nie 3 
A bill (S. 2023) granting a pension to Amanda M. Richey 
(with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 2024) granting an increase of pension to John 
Rencher (with accompanying paper) ; 
A bill (S. 2025) granting an increase of pension to Arnold 
Rodgers (with accompanying paper) ; 
A bill (S. 2026)) granting a pension to John Roye; 
A bill (S. 2027) granting an increase of pension to Nannie 
L. P. Schmitt (with accompanying paper) ; 
A bill (S. 2028) granting an increase of pension to James 
Stull (with accompanying paper) ; 
A bill (S. 2029) granting a pension to Anne Spoor; 
A bill (S. 2030) granting a pension to Thomas Summers; 
A bill (S. 2031) granting a pension to Daniel B. Stone; 
A bill (S. 2032) granting an increase of pension to Thomas F. 
Stevens; 
A bill (S. 2033) granting an increase of pension to David 
Trimble (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 2034) granting an increase of pension to William G. 
Taylor (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 2035) granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 
Taylor (with accompanying paper) ; 
A bill (S. 2036) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Davidson Hoppin ; 
3 Aa (S. 2037) granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
Rice; 
A bill (S. 2038) granting a pension to Margaret Wilkins; 
A bill (S. 2039) granting an increase of pension to Thomas L. 


Weakly; 
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A bill (S. 2040) granting a pension to Charles A. Wheeler; 

A bill (S. 2041) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Anne Walker; 

A bill (S. 2042) granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Windle; 

A bill (S. 2043) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
H. Wolf (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2044) granting a pension to Solomon F. Wehr ; 

A bill (S. 2045) granting an increase of pension to Delos Van 
Deusen ; 

A bill (S. 2046) granting an increase of pension to William 
Alexander (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2047) granting an increase of pension to Andrew T. 
Brewer (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2048) granting an increase of pension to Snyder H. 
Osborn ; 

A bill (S. 2049) granting a pension to Emma Henson (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2050) granting an increase of pension to J. Tilden 
Moulton. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were seyv- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2051) for the relief of James D. Vernay; 

A bill (S. 2052) to amend an act fixing the grade of veterans 
of the civil war; 

A bill (S. 2053) placing Hugh T. Reed on the retired list with 
rank of captain; 

A bill (S. 2054) authorizing the Secretary of War to place the 
name of Joseph F. Ritcherdson on the rolls of Company C, One 
hundred and twenty-second Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
issue him an honorable discharge ; 

A bill (S. 2055) to correct the military record of Isaac W. 
Reed (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (H. R. 2056) to correct the military record of David 
Horner; 

A bill (S. 2057) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of John H. Fesenmeyer ; 

A bill (S. 2058) to correct the military record of Stephen W. 
Coakley ; and 

A bill (S. 2059) to correct the military record of Clayton H. 
Adams (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2060) for the relief of William B. Payne; 

A bill (S. 2061) for the relief of Lina Hennig; 

A bill (S. 2062) for the relief of John M. Follett; 

A bill (S. 2063) for the relief of James C. Burke; and 

A bill (S. 2064) for the relief of William H. Blades. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2065) providing for the 
establishment of a district court of the United States for China 
and Korea; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2066) to renew and extend cer- 
tain letters patent; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 2067) authorizing the 
issuance of a certificate of merit to Mathew Kelley, William 
Houser, Mathew Roach, Jeremiah Sheridan, Frederick Bernaur, 
Hiram Smiley, and Robert Williams; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 2068) to increase the limit 
of cost of the fog signal at the light and fog-signal station at 
Battery Point, Puget Sound, State of Washington; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2069) to fix and regu- 
late the salaries of teachers, school officers, and other employees 
of the board of education of the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2070) to regulate the practice of 
pharmacy and the sale of poisons in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2071) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry T. Anshutz; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2072) to provide for the 
erection of a statue of Gen. Nathanael Greene on the battle- 
field of Guilford Court House; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 


read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2073) for the relief of Jeanie R. Bartlett, widow of 
the late Rear-Admiral John Russell Bartlett, United States 


Navy; 

A bill (S. 2074) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
nayal record of Peter O'Neill; and 

A bill (S. 2075) to restore to the active list of the Navy tho 
name of Homer Lycurgus Law. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2076) granting a pension 
to Jane Rivers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2077) granting an increase of 


pension to Alice A. Arms; which was read twice by its title, 


and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2078) for the relief of Willard H. 
Greene; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2079) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
Antonia Emmons ; 

A bill (S. 2080) granting a pension to Ruth F. Bennett; 

A bill (S. 2081) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
Watts Kearny Selfridge; 

A bill (S. 2082) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
T. Carpenter ; 

A bill (S. 2083) granting an increase of pension to Asa K. 
Harbert; 

A bill (S. 2084) granting a pension to Joseph L. Herron; and 

A bill (S. 2085) granting an increase of pension to Seeley 
Earnest. 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced a bill (S. 2086) for the relief of the 
Stevens Institute of Technology, of Hoboken, N. J.; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2087) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building at Jersey 
City, N. J.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2088) for the relief of Clotilda 
Freund, assignee of Frank W. Freund; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 2089) granting an increase 
of pension to John P. Campbell; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CRANE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

4 a bill (S. 2090) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
ams; 

A bill (S. 2091) granting an increase of pension to Jobn P. 
Bambush ; 

A bill (S. 2092) granting an increase of pension to James J. 
Lowden ; 

A bill (S. 2093) granting a pension to Thomas O'Connor; 

A bill (S. 2094) granting an increase of pension to Rodney W. 
Torrey ; and 

A bill (S. 2095) to increase pension for total deafness. 

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2096) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
R. Kent; and 

A bill (S. 2097) granting an increase of pension to John 
Broad. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 2098) authorizing the extension of Second street 
NW. north to Trumbull street, and W street westward to Sec- 
ond street NW.; and 

A bill (S. 2099) authorizing the extension of W and Adams 
streets, NW . 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 2100) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel Packman; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 2101) to permit second 
homestead entries in certain cases, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 
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A bill (S. 2102) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Lucas; and 

A bill (S. 2103) granting an increase of pension to Lorin R. 
Bingham. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2104) granting an increase of 
pension to Moses Feyler; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 2105) to encourage tele- 
graph communication between the United States, Alaska, the 
Aleutian Islands, Siberia, Manchuria, China, the Japanese Em- 
pire, and the Philippine Islands; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 2106) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Arkansas River at or near Van- 
buren, Ark. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2107) to correct the military 
record of Andrew J. Wilhoit; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2108) for the relief of the heirs 
of the late Jennie Hunter; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2109) granting an increase of pension to E. T. 
Arnold; and 

A bill (S. 2110) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min Maple (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. GORMAN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
‘tee on Pensions: 

15 bill (S. 2111) granting an increase of pension to Louis N. 
nk; 

A bill (S. 2112) granting an increase of pension to John Heck; 

A bill (S. 2113) granting an increase of pension to Agnes 
Zentz (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2114) granting an increase of pension to Henry B. 
Schroeder ; 

A bill (S. 2115) granting a pension to Carrie E. Costinett; 

A bill (S. 2116) granting an increase of pension to Junius T. 
Turner; and 

A bill (S. 2117) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
. Weidman (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. GORMAN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2118) for the relief of the trustees of the African 
Methodist Episcopal Chureh of Washington County, Md.; 

A bill (S. 2119) for the relief of Richard T. Gott, adminis- 
trator of Thomas N. Gott, deceased ; 
` A bill (S. 2120) for the relief of Mrs. Sara C. Mitchell; 

A bill (S. 2121) for the relief of the estate of Alexander F. 
Dulin, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2122) for the relief of the estate of James R. D. 
Morrison, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2123) for the relief of the estate of Jacob Richard, 


fleceased ; 

A bill (S. 2124) for the relief of Polly Jackson; 

A bill (S. 2125) for the relief of the heirs of William P. 
Elliot, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2126) for the relief of the trustees of the German 
Reformed Church of Boonsboro, Md. ; 

A bill (S. 2127) for the relief of the estate of William Y. 
Dulin, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2128) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Michael M. Clark, deceased, late of the United States Army; 

A bill (S. 2129) for the relief of the vestry of St. Paul’s 
Protestant Episcopal Church, situated near Point of Rocks, Md. ; 

A bill (S. 2130) for the relief of Urias D. Ramsburg; 

A bill (S. 2131) for the relief of the heirs of Henry N. Harris, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2132) for the relief of the heirs of Edmund Wolf; 

A bill (S. 2133) for the relief of the estate of Richard 
Lawson; 

A bill (S. 2134) for the relief of the heirs and representa- 
tives oe William G. Burke, deceased, late of Harford County, 
Md.; 

A 11 (S. 2135) for the relief of the heirs of Washington 
Dorney. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia: 


A bill (S. 2136) for the extension of Seventeenth street 
NW. from Florida avenue to Columbia road; 

A bill (S. 2187) for the opening of R street NE. to Twenty- 
eighth street and of Twenty-eighth street NE. from R street 
to M street; and 

A bill (S. 2138) for the relief of the estate of William B. 
Todd, deceased. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2139) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Anton Ernst; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 2140) to authorize the 
Postmaster-General to dispose of useless papers in post-oflices ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Select Committee on Disposition of Use- 
less Papers in the Executive Departments. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accom- 
paying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2141) granting a pension to Charlotte Atkinson; 

z aonn (S. 2142) granting an increase of pension to Adella D. 
rwin; 

A bill (S. 2148) granting an increase of pension to Angelina 
Hernandez; and 

A bill (S. 2144) granting an increase of pension to James 
A. M. Brown. 

Mr. FRAZIER introduced a bill (S. 2145) granting a pension 
to Lillie P. Hinman; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
sey twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ms: 

A bill (S. 2146) for the relief of Mary D. Murfree, executrix 
of the estate of Fanny Priscilla Murfree: 

A bill (S. 2147) for the relief of the estate of George P. 
Carmichael, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2148) for the relief of the estate of David C. 
Hamill, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2149) for the relief of the estate of F. A. De 
Georgis, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 2150) for the relief of the estate of Robert B. 
Smith, deceased. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 2151) for the relief of Mrs. 
Louise E. O'Connor, executrix of the estate of Mrs. Mary 
O’Connor, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2152) for the relief of the estate 
of G. W. Click, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred. to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2153) granting an increase of pension to Helen 
Read (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2154) granting a pension to James R. Ward; and 

A bill (S. 2155) granting a pension to W. M. Morgan. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 2156) for the relief of 
Pacific Pearl Mullett, administratrix of the estate of the late 
Alfred B. Mullett; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 2157) for the relief of 
Lewis Metz; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. STONE. introduced a bill (S. 2158) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Maryville, in the State of Missouri; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 2159) authorizing the 
Jasper and Eastern Railway Company, its successors and as- 
signs, to construct and operate a railroad bridge across the 
Sabine River, in the States of Texas and Louisiana; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2160) for the relief of 
Samuel H. Alexander; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2161) granting a pension to 
Joseph B. Voris; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 2162) to create in the War 
Department a special roll to be known as the “ volunteer retired 
list,” to authorize placing thereon, with pay, certain surviving 
officers of the United States Volunteer Army of the civil war, 
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and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2163) to provide for 
site and public building at Meadville, Pa.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Building and Grounds. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

e bill (S. 2164) granting an increase of pension to Lewis R. 
land ; 

A bill (S. 2165) extending the provisions of the pension laws 
of the United States to persons engaged in the operation and 
construction of military telegraph lines during the war of the 
rebellion ; 

A bill (S. 2166) granting a pension to James H. Kirkpatrick ; 

A bill (S. 2167) granting an increase of pension to James 
B. O. Horbach ; 

A bill (S. 2168) granting an increase of pension to Isaac B. 
Hewitt; 

A bill (S. 2169) granting a pension to Margaret M. McPher- 


son; 

A bill (S. 2170) granting a pension to Isabel Tait Borthwick 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2171) granting a pension to Ida L. and Clara H. 
Winters (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2172) to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing 
the Secretary of War to cause to be erected monuments and 
markers on the battlefield of Gettysburg, Pa., to commemorate 
the valorous deeds of certain regiments and batteries of the 
United States Army“; 

A bill (S. 2173) to correct the military record of John C. 
Webb; and 

A bill (S. 2174) authorizing the Secretary of War to procure 
medals for the members or the legal heirs of the deceased mem- 
bers of the Worth Infantry and York Rifles, who were the first 
fully armed and equipped soldiers to do active service in re- 
sponse to President Lincoln’s call for 75,000 volunteers, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2175) for the relief of 
Daniel Joseph Holland; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2176) for the relief of F. X. 
Smith, Son & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLEE introduced a bill (S. 2177) conferring jurisdic- 
tion on the Court of Claims to rehear and render judgment in 
the case of William Donnelly and Patrick Egan; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2178) granting a pension to 
Susan A. Vantine; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2179) granting an increase of 
pension to S. Annie Gregg; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 2180) granting an increase 
of pension to Diedrick Mangles; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2181) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary G. Potter; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2182) granting an increase of 
pension to John J. Buffington; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2183) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George P. Trobridge; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2184) to refer to the Court of 
Claims the State war claims of the State of California; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2185) to establish probate 
courts in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 2186) providing for free homesteads in the Ute 
Indian Reservation in Colorado; 


A bill (S. 2187) to validate certain certificates of soldiers’ 
additional homestead right; and ; 

A bill (S. 2188) granting to the city of Durango, in the State 
. certain lands therein described for water reser- 
voirs. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I would ask that the title of the homestead 
bill introduced by the Senator from Colorado may be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read 
the title of the bill. 

The Secrerary. A bill providing for free homesteads in the 
Ute Indian Reservation in Colorado. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Has that bill been referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs or the Committee on Public Lands? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TELLER. I think that is the proper place for the bill 
to go, but if the Senator desires that it shal} go to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs I have no objection. 

Mr. DUBOIS. If the question of Indian title is involved, I 
think the bill should go to the Committee on Indian Affairs, but 
I have no special desire about the matter. 

Mr. TELLER. I will say that there is really no question of 
Indian title concerned. The Indians will get a dollar and a 
quarter an acre whether the people who go in shall take the 
homesteads by homestead or by preemption. That is the treaty 
with them. The bill does not affect the treaty, but it is only 
a question of whether the Government will buy these lands and 
pay the Indians for them and give them as homesteads to actual 
settlers. That is all there is about it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Very well; let the bill go to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. TELLER. I think that is the correct reference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reference heretofore ordered 
will stand. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2189) to extend the term 
of certain letters patent of the United States issued to David H. 
Foreman; which was read twice by its title; and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2190) to amend “An act to pro- 
mote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by 
compelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to 
equip their cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes 
and their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 2, 1893, as amended April 1, 1896, 
and March 2, 1903; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2191) to enable the Secretary of 
Agriculture to conduct experiments in the noncorn-growing 
States and Territories in the breeding and feeding of the vari- 
ous classes of live stock for market and in growing crops for 
forage plants adapted to these purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2192) providing for the purchase 
of Mathews’s portrait of Lincoln; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2193) for a public building for 
the United States Geological Survey at Washington, D. C.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2194) granting a pension to Wil- 
liam H. Sweeney, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2195) for the relief of the heirs of John H. Rixey, 
deceased ; 

A bill (by request) (S. 2196) for the relief of Pickrell & 
Brooks ; 

A bill (S. 2197) for the relief of Charles A. Newlon; 

A bill (S. 2198) for the relief of William Mason; 

A bill (S. 2199) for the relief of James W. Nickens; 

A bill (S. 2200) for the relief of Sallie R. Walton; 

A bill (S. 2201) for the relief of C. A. Sprinkel; 

A bill (S. 2202) for the relief of the estate of Dr. Bailey 
Shumate ; 

A bill (S. 2203) for the relief of Lettie Myers; and 

A bill (by request) (S. 2204) for the relief of Emma C. 
Franner, George W. Seaton, Hiram K. Seaton, Howard Seaton, 
Mary Seaton, Blanche Seaton, George W. Taylor, Edward Tay- 
lor, and Catharine Pomeroy. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 2205) for the relief of the 
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estate of Mary A. Gough, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HALE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2206) to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the 
Hospital Corps of the Navy of the United States, and to define 
its duties and regulate its pay; 

A bill (S. 2207) for the establishment and organization of a 
= corps of trained women nurses in the United States Navy ; 
an 

A bin (S. 2208) authorizing the appointment of dental sur- 
geons in the Navy. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2209) granting a pension to 
Milford W. Oxley; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2210) granting a pension 
to Cynthia L. Allen; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 2211) for the relief of Mit- 
sul Bussan Kaisha; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 2212) for the relief of Fran- 
cisco Krebs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 11) relat- 
ing to the wearing of badges by military societies; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 12) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to furnish a condemned cannon to 
the board of regents of the University of South Dakota, at Ver- 
milion, S. Dak., to be placed on the campus of said institution as 
a memorial to students of said university who served in the 
Spanish-American war; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 13) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to award the Congressional 
medal of honor to Roe Reisinger; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


WILLIAM HARRINGTON—PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. PENROSE, it was 


Ordered, That papers 9 referred 
Military Affairs, to accompany the bill (S. 1589) to correct the mili- 
tary record of William Harlan, be withdrawn and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to be filed with the bill (S. 1632) granting an 
increase of pension to William Harrington. 


NATIONAL FOREST RESERVE IN WHITE MOUNTAINS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. There are numerous calls for the bill (S. 
84) for the purchase of a national forest reserve in the White 
Mountains, and the present supply is exhausted. I ask that 
1,000 additional copies be printed for the use of the document 
room of the Senate. 

There being no objection, the order was agreed to, as follows: 


Ordered, That 1,000 additional copies of the bill (S. 34) for the pur- 
chase of a national forest reserve in the White Monutains, to be known 
as the National White Mountain Forest Reserve,“ be printed for the 
use of the Senate document room. 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming submitted the following resolution ; 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the assistant clerk to the Committee on the Judiciar 


be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate at the rate of $2, 
per annum until otherwise ordered. 


ELIZA A. LEMON, 


Mr. SCOTT submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Eliza A. Lemon, widow of H. H. Lemon, 
late a member of the Capitol police force, a sum ot to six months 
salary at the rate he was rece ying by law at the time of his demise, 
said sum to be considered as including funeral allowances and all other 


allowances. 
UNITED STATES DEPOSITORIES,. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to report to the Senate the name and location of each and eve 
national ban 3 as a United States PATTA together with 
the total amount of money deposited in each of said banks by the United 
Seater’ daring the fiscal years ended June 30, 1901, 1902, 1903, 1904, 
an z 


to the Committee on 


PANAMA CANAL APPROPRIATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
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the Senate to the bill (H. R. 480) supplemental to an act en- 
titled “An act to provide for the construction of a canal con- 
necting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” ap- 
proved June 28, 1902, and making appropriation for isthmian 
canal construction, and for other purposes, and requesting a con- 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments and agree to the conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. ALLI- 
son, Mr. Hate, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 


STANDING AND SELECT COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. HALE. Are resolutions now in order, Mr. President? 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. If there be no other bills or joint 
resolutions, the introduction of concurrent and other resolutions 
is in order. 

Mr. HALE. I offer the order which I send to the desk, and I 
ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Ordered, That so much of Rule XXIV of the Senate as provides for 
appointment of the standing and other committees of the Senate by bal- 


lot be suspended. 
I ask that that order be passed on at this time. 


Mr. HALE. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT.. Is there objection to the present 


consideration of the order proposed by the Senator from Maine? 
The Chair hears none. ' 
The order was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 


Mr. HALE. Now let the accompanying resolution be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the zollowing shall constitute the standing and select 
committees of the Senate of the Fifty-ninth Congress: 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 


On Agriculture and Forestry.—Mr. Proctor (chairman), Hansbrough, 
Seuta Dolliver, Burnham, Perkins, Long, Money, Simmons, Latimer, 

anler. 

On Appropriations.—Mr. Allison (chairman), Hale, Cullom, Perkins, 
be i Wetmore, Gallinger, Elkins, Teller, Berry, Tillman, Daniel, 

orman. 

To Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate.— 
Mr. Kean (chairman), Warren, Millard, Money, Patterson. 

On Canadian Relations.—Mr. Crane (chairman), Dryden, Hale, Bulke- 
ley, Piles, Tillman, Bailey, Clark of Montana, Clarke of Arkansas. 

On the Cenews.—Mr. Long (chairman), Hale, McCumber, Hopkins, 
Dick, Carter, , McEnery, Taliaferro, Blackburn, Bailey. 

On Civil Service and Retrenchment. —Mr. Perkins (chairman), Lodge, 
Elkins, Platt, Dubois, McLaurin, Clarke of Arkansas, Rayner. 

On Claims.—Mr. Fulton 3 Kean, Clapp, Burnham, Allee, 

Hemenway, Burket = Martin, cLaurin, Overman, 


mons, 

On the District of Columbia.—Mr. Gallinger.(chairman), Hansbrough, 
Dillingham, Scott, Gamble, Allee, Long, Burkett, Martin, Mallory, Sim? 
mons, bois, Gorman. 

On Education and Labor.—Mr. Dolliver (chairman), Penrose, Clapp, 
Flint, Brandegee, Daniel, Newlands, Stone, Rayner. 

On Engrossed Bills.—Mr. Berry (chairman), Kittredge, Hemenway. 

On Enrolled Bills —Mr. Dryden (chairman), Beveridge, Foster. 

To Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Scrricg.— Mr. Bulkeley 
(chairman), Crane, Nixon, Piles, Culberson, Simmons, McCreary. 

On Finance.—Mr. Aldrich (chairman), Ailison, Burrows, Platt, Hans- 
brough, Spooner, Penrose, Hale, Daniel, Teller, Money, Bailey, Gorman. 
01 es Fisheries.—Mr. Hopkins (chairman), Vroctor, Frye, Perkins, 

ulkele: 


, Mallory, McEnery, Bailey, Overman. 
On Foreign Relations.—Mr. Cullom (chairman), Frye, Lodge, Clark 
of Wyoming, Foraker, 2 Kean, Beveridge, Morgan, Bacon, 


Money, Clark of Montana, 5 

On Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game.—Mr. 8 
(chairman), w, Perkins, Kittredge, Burnham, Ankeny, Smoot, Mor- 
gan, Tillman, Overman. 

On the Geological Survey. —Mr. Flint (chairman), Elkins, Heyburn, 


Burkett, Money, Newlands, Rayner. 
On Immigration.—Mr. Dillingham (chairman), Penrose, 5 Dry- 
den, Heyburn, , McLaurin, Patterson, Latimer, Clatke of Arkan- 


sas, McCreary. 

On Indian 8 Clapp chairman), McCumber, Gamble, Clark 
of Wyoming, ng, Warner, Sutherland, Brandegee, , Morgan, 
Dubois, Clark of Montana, Teller, Stone, Clarke of Arkansas. 

On Indian D tions.—Mr. Burkett (chairman), Dick, Dillingham, 
Cullom, Platt, Hemenway, Bacon, Martin, eat Pettus, McLaurin. 

On Interoceanic Canals—Mr.' Millard’ (cha rman), Platt, Kittredge, 
8 Hopkins, Knox, Piles, Morgan, Carmack, Taliaferro, Gorman, 

mmons. 

On Interstate Commerce. — Mr. Elkins ieee Cullom, Aldrich, 
Kean, Dolliver, Foraker, Clapp, Crane, liman, McLaurin, Carmack, 
Foster, Newlands, 
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„Warren, Hansbrough, Ful- 


On Trrigation.— Mr. beh wd (chairman 
erland, ey, Patterson, Gorman, New- 


ton, Carter, Flint, Nixon, Su 
lants, Dubie” 

On the Judiciary.—Mr. Clark of Wyom (chairman), Nelson, 8 
Spooner, Foraker, Dillingham, Kittredge, ox, Bacon, Pettus, Culber- 
ae „ t (chairman), Hansbrough, Dryd 

n the Mr. Wetmore (e man ansbro' ryden, 
Clark of Montana, Gorman. i * 

On Manufactures—Mr. Heyburn (chairman), McCumber, Gallinger, 
Allee, Clay, Latimer, Frazier. 

On Military Affaire.—Mr. Warren (chairman), Scott, Foraker, Alger, 
Lod 1 Bulkeley, Warner, Pettus, Blackburn, Foster, Over- 
man, aferro. 

On Mines and Mining.—Mr. Dick (chairman), Scott, Heyburn, Nixon, 
Sutherland, Tillman, Clark of Montana, Clarke of Arkansas, Newlands, 

On the r River and its Tributgrigs.—Mr. Nelson (chair- 
man), Dolliver, M d, Warner, McEnery, McLaurin, Carmack. 

On Naval Affairs.—Mr. Hale (chairman), Perkins, Platt, Penrose, 
Gallinger, Burrows, Dick, Tillman, Martin, McEnery, Blackburn. 

On Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures of the Executive De- 
66 Carter (chairman), Allee, Wetmore, Allison, Knox, 

cLaurin, Blackburn, Stone, Frazier. 

On Pacific Islands and Porto Rico.—Mr. Foraker 8 Depew, 
Wetmore, Clapp, Flint, Piles, Warner, Mallory, Blackburn, Clark of 
Montana, Rayner. 

On Pacific Reilroads.—Mr. Alger (chairman), Dolliver, Frye, Long, 
Burkett, Morgan, Taliaferro, McCreary, Latimer. 

On Patents.—Mr. Kittredge (chairman), Clapp, Smoot, Knox, Mal- 
lory, Foster, Latimer. : 

n Pensions—Mr. McCumber (chairman), Scott, Burnham, Alger, 
Smoot, Burkett, Piles, Taliaferro, Patterson, Carmack, Overman. 

On the Philippines.—Mr. (chairman), Hale, Beveridge, Bur- 
rows, ay Dick, Nixon, Brandegee, Culberson, Dubois, Carmack, 
McCreary, Stone. 

“On Post-Ofices and Post-Roads.—Mr. Penrose (chairman) 
Proctor, Burrows, Scott, Crane, Fulton, Hopkins, Carter, 
berson, Taliaferro, Simmo: Rayner. 

On Printing—Mr. Platt (chairman), Elkins, Gorman. 

On Private Land Claims.—Mr. Teller (chairman), McEnery, Pettus, 
Hale, Kean, Gamble, Flint. 

On Privileges and Elections—Mr. Burrows (chairman), Foraker, 
Depew, Beveridge, Dillingham, Hopkins, Knox, Dolliver, Pettus, Dubois, 
Bailey, Overm Clarke of Arkansas. 

On Public Bu Idings and Grounds.—Mr. Scott 8 Warren, 
McCumber, Wetmore, Millard, Dryden, Heyburn, Culberson, Simmons, 


Clay, Stone, Latimer, 
n yaa ge MT Morgan (chair- 


Public Health and National 
McEnery, Mallory, Culberson, Spooner, Depew, Fulton, Proctor, 
h (chairman), Nelson, Clark of 


Brandegee. 
On Public Lands. — Mr. Hansbro 

Wyoming, Gamble, Fulton, Smoot, Carter, Flint, Hemenway, Berry, 

McEnery, McLaurin bois, Newlands, Patterson. 
On Ratlroads:—Mr. Allee (chairman), Clark of Wyoming, Nelson, 

Ankeny. Smoot, Bulkeley, Hemenway, Bacon, Pettus, Money, Carmack. 
On the Revision of the Laws of the United States—Mr. Depew 

n Proctor, Fulton, Dick, Carter, Daniel, Mallory, Bailey, 
erson, 

8 On 5 aims. —Mr. Clay (chairman), Frazier, Alger, 
oner, ge. 

Pon Rules.—Mr. Spooner (chairman), Aldrich, Elkins, Lodge, Teller, 


Bacon, Bailey. 

On Territories —Mr. Beyeri (chairman), Dillingham, Nelson, 
8 Kean, Dick, Piles, Pat nm, Clarke of Arkansas, Newlands, 

mier. 

On Transportation Routes to the Seaboard.—Mr. Gamble (chairman), 
Clark of Wyoming, Allee, Sutherland, Warner, Pettus, Daniel, Dubois, 
Clarke of Arkansas. 

On the University of the United States.—Mr. Hemenwa: 5 
Long, Frye, Wetmore, Dillingham, Dryden, Allison, Clay, Carmack; 
Blackburn, Foster. 


Dolliver, 
Olay, Cul- 


SELECT COMMITTEES. 
To 
ton.—Mr. 


Bacon (chairman), Berry, Wetmore, 


Accommodations for the Library of Congress.—Mr. 
Martin (chairman), Brons; Cullom, Allison, Nelson. 

On Transportat and Sate of Meat Products.—Mr, Daniel (chair- 
man), Stone, Clark of Wyoming, Nixon. visti dg 

On the Five Oivilized Tribes of Indians.—Mr. Tillman (chairman), 
Teller, Kittredge, Burrows, Proctor, 

On Industrial Expositions.—Mr. Warner (chairman), Crane, Hans- 
brough, 6 Sutherland, Brandegee, Daniel, Carmack, 
Newlands, Rayner. 


McCreary, . 
On ational Banks.—Mr. Nixon (chairman), Penrose, Ankeny, 


McEnery. 
To Investigate eiia e upon Indian Lands.—Mr. Sutherland 
0 


. and Measures —Mr. Smoot (chairman), Mil- 
lard, Warner Clark of Montana, McCreary. 

On Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive Departments.— 
Mr. Pettus (chairman), Frazier, Gallinger. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I rise to inquire if every 
Senator on the roll has been assigned to a committee, and if not, 
why not? 

Nr. HALE. Yes; I think, undoubtedly, Mr. President, every 
Senator upon the roll has been assigned upon different com- 
mittees by the committees from both sides to make up the 
committees, with the exception of the Senator from Kansas 
(Mr. Burton], who himself desired—and made his wish known 
to the committee haying the matter in charge—that during the 
pendency of examination into the case against him no assignment 
be made him upon any committee; and upon that no assignment 
was made in his case. That is the only exception. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, it is an exceedingly disagreea- 
ble duty to raise a question as to the rights of any Senator 
in this body, but I am not able to see how the Senate can leave 
a Senator upon the roll of the Senate and still not assign him 
to a committee. So long as a man is a Senator he ought to be 
permitted to exercise his privileges as a Senator and he ought 
to be required to perform the duties of a Senator. 

I sympathize with the delicacy of the task which the com- 
mittee had before it. I also appreciate the force of the argu- 
ment that when a question affecting the character and conduct 
of a Senator is under investigation by the courts it might be 
well for the Senate to withhold any judgment or proceeding 
until the final disposition of the criminal charge in the courts 
of the country. But, sir, there is another side to that question. 
Whenever a Senator can not come to his seat in this Chamber, 
can not attend the meetings of our committees, and can not 
answer to his name on the roll call, the effect of it is to deprive 
the State which he represents of at least a part of its repre- 
sentation in this body. 

I believe the rule ought to be that when a charge affecting 
the fitness of a Senator to continue in this body is made in such 
a way as to challenge the attention of the Senate, a committee 
ought to be appointed, or the matter ought to be referred to 
some standing committee of the Senate, and they ought to re- 
port without delay upon the right of that Senator to continue 
as a member of this body. If he is found unfit, the Senate owes 
it to the State which he represents, the Senate owes it to the 
country which it represents, and the Senate, most of all, owes 
it to itself to dispose of that question without the least delay. 

I do not concede to any court the right to decide who is en- 
titled to a seat in this body. The Constitution commits that to 
us in the first instance and in the last instance. We are to 
judge of their election and qualifications when they come; and, 
under our power of expulsion, we are to judge how long they 
may remain. 

The rule is different here from that which prevails in the 
courts. There, as a safeguard for the liberty of the citizen, he 
must have his guilt established beyond a reasonable doubt; 
here the rule ought to be that he must free himself from all 
appearance of wrongdoing beyond reasonable doubt. 

Mr. President, this is not the time to discuss this question on 
its merits. I simply embrace the opportunity to declare my 
belief that the Senate should determine this question without 
waiting longer on the courts, 

We are already in a most awkward attitude. The death of a 
member of this body has not yet been announced to it. His 
successor will soon appear at that bar to take upon himself the 
obligations of the office, and yet the credentials of that suc- 
cessor will be the first formal notice the Senate will have re- 
ceived of the death of the predecessor. 

Mr. President, we can not afford to be too tender with these 
questions. I would be the last man here or elsewhere to stain 
an honorable name by even proposing an unjust inquiry; but 
Senators who do behave themselves ought not to rest under the 
shadow of a suspicion cast upon the Senate by those who do 
not behaye themselves. 

Without any formal motion I protest against recognizing the 
right of a Senator to remain upon the roll and yet denying him 
the right of an assignment to a committee. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I accept the suggestion of the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. Bari that this is not the time to 
discuss the fundamental question as to membership in this 
body. The resolution before the Senate does not deal with that 
question in any way. 

In doing the business of the Senate the important task of 
arranging and rearranging committees is intrusted to a select 
committee raised by the conferences of the two organizations, 
who go over the whole subject-matter and report to their re- 
spective parties. The final report of the two committees is em- 
bodied in a resolution such as I have submitted. It is invaria- 
bly the habit and the method of doing business that Senators’ 
wishes respecting committees are consulted; not that every 
Senator has his way, but if a Senator expresses his desire to 
retire from a committee, I have never known an exception to 
the rule of letting him retire. What is true about a Senator 
on one committee is true about a Senator who is on several 
committees; but in this case the Senator from Kansas, still 
a member of the body, still upon the roll, to be dealt with not 
here, but in any resolution that may subsequently be intro- 
duced by any Senator, if he should so choose, expressed his 
desire—from commendable reasons, I should say—in the exercise 
of some self-restraint and delicacy, that during the pendency 
of the legal proceedings against him, while he was the subject 
of the action of a court where no final result had been reached, 
that he be left off of all committees. Had he selected one com- 
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mittee or two or three committees, as other Senators did, 
that would have presented one question; but the only question 
presented was, Should the committee assign him to places when 
he desired not to be so assigned? 

We have no power to enforce either attendance or service 
upon committees. If this resolve had placed the Senator from 
Kansas upon any or all of his old committees, he could have 
declined service the next day, and the Senate, as it always 
does, would have accepted and would have carried out his 
wishes, and the places would have been left vacant, to be 
filled otherwise. The committee thought it was not dealing with 
the great question of membership—was not touching upon it— 
but simply upon the convenience and business of the Senate, 
in agreeing to his wishes as communicated to it by Mr. BURTON, 
and left him off. That is all there is to it. 

As I said at the beginning, I accept the suggestion of the 
Senator from Texas that this is not the time to discuss the 
other fundamental matter. Therefore I shall take no more 
of the time of the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, this is rather a delicate ques- 
tion to discuss pending the consideration of the case of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas in the court of the United States. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas is still a member of this body, and so far as 
the action of the Senate is concerned he stands exactly as he 
did before there was any complaint made against him by a 
grand jury. 

I agree with the Senator from Texas that this is the place in 
the first instance where this question should be determined as 
to his guilt or innocence. Unquestionably when complaint 
was made against the Senator by a grand jury we could have 
taken cognizance of the case and proceeded to examine it and 
determine whether or not there was sufficient cause for his ex- 
pulsion. I believe, although I do not speak with absolute cer- 
tainty, that we have pursued the same course that has been 
pursued in other countries, as in the country from which we 
receiyed most of laws and customs—Great Britain. There 
u charge of this kind is not taken up by Parliament until such 
time as the courts, if the courts have jurisdiction of the case at 
all, have decided it. 

I can see a good deal of difficulty if we should take up the 
tase before the courts have decided it and the courts should 
decide it differently from what we decided, especially if after 
we have acquitted the courts should convict. Then certainly 
we should be in a very embarrassing situation. So the case, 
L believe, being one without precedent in the history of the 
Senate, as I understand, is certainly a very embarrassing one. 
How far we should be governed by the courts is a question which 
addresses itself to the conscience of every Senator. 

The Senator from Texas said it is our prerogative to deter- 
mine whether the Senator is guilty or not. Undoubtedly, and 
it is one we can not afford to surrender and one we must al- 
ways maintain. I refer to our right, and not that of any court, 
to determine whether or not a man is entitled to sit in this body. 
It is the only way that the Senate can be legally maintained, 
and, what is of equal importance, the only way the reputation of 
the Senate can be maintained in the judgment of the country. 
If a court has a right to convict a Senator here and there and 
practically remove him from the Senate, you can see very read- 
ily that there may be times when there would be danger to the 
Senate. If, on the other hand, we declare that if a court acquits 
a man that shall be an end to the controversy and we shall be 
compelled to accept him here, we may be compelled to sit with 
Senators whose characters we despise and whose characters the 
public at large distrust. 

A controversy of this kind coming before the Senate puts 
every Senator upon his conscience. Suppose a Senator is con- 
victed? Suppose that I, as a Senator, do not believe, after 
acquainting myself with all the facts, that that is a legal and 
proper conviction? Suppose I believe, on the contrary, that it 
is an unjust and wicked conviction? What am I to do? What 
is my duty? Must I follow the courts? I do not know, because 
there is no precedent, what the Senate will do. I know what I 
would do. If I did not believe the man convicted by a jury 
was guilty of the crime with which he was charged, I would 
never vote to expel him from this body, no matter what public 
sentiment and popular opinion might be. I have known men— 
perhaps not in this body—but I have known men charged with 
offenses against the law, and serious offenses against the law, 
acquitted, when, in my judgment, they were guilty. On the 
other hand, I have known in my practice as a lawyer men whom 
I believed were guiltless of crime convicted by the courts. So I 
say this is the place to try these questions, and we certainly 
should not surrender that right nor should we be in haste. If 
we should take up the case pending its consideration in the 


courts, we might be charged, and properly charged, with having 
unduly and improperly prejudiced the defendant in the trial. 

Mr. President, in the case of the Senator from Kansas he is 
charged with having violated a statute. I do not know how 
many lawyers in this body have considered the question whether 
or not the crime charged against him is within the statute. I 
have not studied that question, and I am unable to commit my- 
self, except to say that my first impressions, which are not al- 
ways sufficient to carry a lawyer to a final conclusion, are with 
the four dissenting judges and of the Supreme Court who 
declared that the case was not within the statute. Five judges 
asserted that it was within the statute. If his case was within 
the statute, then another case that came here to grieve us is 
within the statute. Is not that, after all, the question the Senate 
will have to decide first—is it within the statute or is it-not? 

Mr. President, the Senator from Texas has alluded to the 
fact that a member of this body has died, charged with an 
offense under this statute and conyicted of the offense, and the 
Senate has not taken the usual notice of the fact of his death, 
and that his successor will be the first legal information we have 
that he is dead. Mr. President, we all know that he is dead. 
I never should have mentioned this case in the Senate but for 
the fact that the Senator has referred to it. We all know he 
is dead. I wish to say for myself here, knowing something of 
the facts, whether the law is as the five judges or as the four 
judges held, I could not bring myself to believe, and would not 
if called upon here to act believe, that the dead Senator was 
guilty of any crime which would justify his expulsion from the 
Senate. Against the sworn testimony of confessed perjurers 
and forgers and bribers and thieves I will put, when it comes 
to make up my judgment, his long years of honest service in 
this body. I will put against it his devotion to the interests of 
his people and the interests of the people at large. I will put 
against it the fact that this man, with unnumbered opportuni- 
ties to create for himself wealth, went down to the grave practi- 
cally a pauper. It will need more than the testimony of any 
self-convicted thief and forger to convince me that the dead 
Senator from Oregon was a vicious criminal at the time of his 
death or at any time in his history in this service. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, as the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
Battey] has said, this is an extremely painful subject. But it 
has been brought before the Senate, it is here, and I think it 
would be most unfortunate if from what has been said any 
impression should go out to the public which is in the least 
misleading as to exactly what the Senate has done or left un- 
done. 

First, in regard to the death of the Senator to which refer- 
ence has been made, no notice of a Senator’s death is required 
by law or under the rules, so far as I am aware, and I should 
suppose that the death of a Senator is a matter of which the 
Chair and the clerks take judicial notice. That is certainly 
done whenever a Senator dies during a recess. His name is 
omitted when the first roll of the Senate is called at the opening 
of the session. The name of Senator Platt of Connecticut, who 
died during the last recess of the Senate, was omitted when the 
roll of the Senate was first called at the beginning of this ses- 
sion. My former colleague’s name was not called the year be- 
fore, and both instances show that judicial notice had been taken 
of the fact of their deaths, although formal announcement was 
made subsequently. Formal announcement is merely a usual 
form, nothing more. It was omitted in this instance—yery prop- 
erly, in my opinion, for I think the death of the Senator from 
Oregon was a case where silence was best and kindest. 

Mr. President, I agree with the general purport of what has been 
said by the Senator from Texas. I think there has been here, 
naturally and in all kindness no doubt, too much of a tendency 
to remember Senators and forget the Senate. I think we may 
be quite right in following what I believe to be the English 
practice, as the Senator from Colorado has pointed out, of 
taking no action here while the trial of the charges against a 
Senator is still pending in the courts. But I do not see 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit 
me a question right here? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. Suppose that a Senator was within two years 
of the expiration of his term; that he was convicted; that the 
eourts reversed the conviction for error; that the case was 
sent back for new trial; that it was tried again, and that his 
term expired before the final judgment in the court of last 
resort, and the sentence below should be affirmed. The Senate 
would be in the attitude of having allowed an unworthy Senator 
to pass from its jurisdiction without recording one syllable of 
criticism against him. 

Mr. LODGE. I quite agree with the Senator that under the 
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precedents, and I think they are the precedents, such a case 
as he mentions might arise, and it would certainly be exces- 
sively unfortunate. But the Senate has been unwilling, and I 
think quite naturally unwilling, to anticipate the action of the 
courts. But I do not think, Mr. President, that awaiting the 
decision of the courts affects the action of the committee in 
leaving the Senator’s name off all committees of the Senate 
when the list was made up, especially when the Senator has 
himself made the request that they should do so. I think that 
fact separates it from the other question of awaiting or not 
awaiting final action in the courts. 

= BAILEY. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit 
me 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am trying now to prevent the Senate from 
establishing the precedent. I am utterly opposed to the practice 
prevailing in the English Parliament of allowing the courts to 
dispose of the matter before the legislative body takes it up. 

I desire to ask the Senator from Massachusetts, who inti- 
mates that the Senate is following the precedents, if it is true 
that any Senator was ever indicted, until within the last few 
years? 

Mr. LODGE. Never to my knowledge. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Nebraska, Mr. Dietrich, 
was indicted, and he came in and asked for the appointment of 
a committee, That committee was raised to investigate the 
matter and report. The Senate, so far as I know, took no for- 

mal action upon the report. 

In the earlier days it is possible that an indictment was re- 
turned against Senator Blount, from Tennessee. There an at- 
tempt was made to impeach him, and it was held that he was 
not an impeachable officer. It is probably true—I have not 
looked up the history of that case for many years—that he was 
indicted, but at any rate he withdrew from the Senate either 
by resignation or by expulsion. I thin 


Mr. LODGE. I do not recall that he was indicted, but he 
may have been. 
Mr. BAILEY. I am not sure. At any rate, he relieved the 


Senate of his presence, and in that case it was a political 
offense more than a personal one. He was charged, as I re- 
member, with inciting insurrection among the Indians, or giving 
to them advice hostile to the Government. 

Mr. LODGE. I think it was treason. 

Mr. BAILEY. That would have been the technical charge 
undoubtedly. It was charged that he incited Indians to resist 
the authority of the Government. 

I am free to say—and I beg the Senator's pardon for inter- 
posing at this point—that I am anxious to see the Senate es- 
tablish its own way of dealing with these questions as they 
arise, without waiting the tedious processes of the courts. 

The Senator will indulge me long enough to say that if the 
Senator from Colorado, for whom I have the most profound 
respect and whose statement with reference to the Senator 
from Oregon weighs with me, is right as to the innocence of 
the dead Senator, and my policy could have been pursued of 
investigating the charge as soon as it was brought to the 
formal notice of the Senate, the Senate would have found that 
the Oregon Senator was persecuted—assuming that the Senator 
from Colorado is correct—and we would have heard the an- 
nouncement of his death and we would have adjourned out of 

t to his memory. I only instance that to show the em- 
barrassment which results from leaving these matters until 
they are finally adjudicated by the courts, 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I did not mean to be understood 
as saying that I thought the English precedent was always wise 
by any means. All I said was that I thought it very natural 
that, never having had such a case in the Senate until recently, 
the Senate should follow the English precedents. But, Mr. 
President, I entirely agree with the Senator from Texas that we 
ought to have it distinctly understood that action by the Senate 
is not to be foreclosed by any judicial action. Under no cir- 
cumstances can the Senate escape responsibility in that way, 
nor ought it to do so if it could. It is quite conceivable that a 
man might be found guilty by a jury whom, after investigation, 
we should hold innocent. On the other hand, I for one wish to 
say emphatically that I do not think acquittal on a technicality 
as to jurisdiction or as to the offense not coming within the 
statute is sufficient ground for inaction here or one to which 
the Senate should be confined. Whenever the Senate does act 
it must act on broader grounds and higher principles than these 
narrow, legal, and technical ones afford, if we are to keep the 
reputation of the Senate what it always has been and what we 
wish it always to, be. 

For my own part I should have been very glad to have seen 
the Senate in each of these cases, when they had reached the 
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point of a conviction by a jury, make investigation in a proper 
way through one of their own committees, and I do not when I 
ony. that in the least underrate the difficulties which hedge such 
action. 

Mr. President, I do not see how the Senate could, with pro- 
priety, have behaved otherwise than it did in regard to the 
Senator from Oregon. I do not see how the committee could 
have behaved with propriety otherwise than they have done in 
making up the committees. It seems to me they proceeded with 
good taste and with proper judgment. Whether we should go 
further, whether we should take any steps now toward an in- 
vestigation of the remaining case, is for the Senate to determine. 

But, Mr. President, I think it very important that it should 
be understood by the people of the United States that the 
Senate has considered these cases with a full appreciation of 
their profound gravity and of the meaning which they have in 
regard to the position of this great body in the eyes of the 
people of the United States. Men come and go, but the in- 
tegrity of the Senate and of the House and a belief in that 
integrity are essential not merely to our own good name, but to 
the honor of the Government and the welfare of the American 
people. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, as a member of the commit- 
tee to arrange the committees, I wish to speak for a moment 
only. It is a very happy thing that there have been in the his- 
tory of the Republic, I think, but three cases of the kind to which 
reference has been made. It is to be hoped that in as many 
years of the future there will be less than have occurred within 
the last two or three years. 

The embarrassment and mortification arising through the 
indictment of Senators for violating the law of the land, are of 
course confined to no Senator nor to one side of the Senate. It 
is a feeling which is shared by all of us. The subject, to my 
knowledge, has had much consideration on the other side of the 
Chamber and on this side, as to the proper course which in dig- 
nity and justice the Senate should pursue in such cases. 

I agree with the Senator from Texas [Mr. Barry] that 
the action of the committee and the Senate, if the report shall 
be adopted, in omitting the Senator from Kansas from all com- 
mittees is anomalous, for he is a member of the Senate. His 
name is on the roll—as legally there as that of any other 
Senator. He is entitled to vote; he is entitled to act upon com- 
mittees, for a State which is entitled to send a Senator into 
this body, as all the States are—and it can not be deprived of 
that right by the Senate or by any law—is entitled to have the 
Senator it sends here participate in the important legislative 
duties involved in committee action. But this is all changed by 
the request of the Senator not to be included in committee 
assignments. 

So when it was suggested to this committee that the Senator 
from Kansas should, under the circumstances, be omitted from 
the list of committees, we were confronted at once by the sug- 
gestion which has been made by the Senator from Texas, and 
we were only relieved from the embarrassment by the request 
of the Senator from Kansas. The Senator from Kansas has 
acted with great propriety in absenting himself from the Senate 
under the circumstances. It has been, I am bound to assume 
and believe, out of a proper sense of delicacy and deference to 
his colleagues. No Senator is ever displaced from a committee, 
when once placed there by the Senate, without his consent, ex- 
cept, so far as I remember, Mr. Sumner; and we were relieved 
and gratified that the Senator from Kansas should have supple- 
mented his absence from the Senate Chamber, pending the de- 
termination in the courts of his case, by a request that he be not 
assigned, until that determination, to any positions on com- 
mittees. 

Now, if the State of Kansas is deprived for the time of a 
Senator it is not by the Senate. She is deprived of a part of her 
representation here for a time by the position in which one of 
the Senators finds himself. That is embarrassing. There is 
only one man I know who can relieve the Senate in such a case 
of its embarrassment, unless we abandon the English rule on the 
subject, and that is the Senator who is involved. A Senator 
might leave his place in the Senate, if he were so minded, fight 
out the battle in the courts, establish his innocence, if possible, 
and then go to his State and ask to be returned in vindication to 
this body. That is a remedy we can not control. 

The Senator from Texas referred to the case of Senator Diet- 
rich, of Nebraska. Senator Dietrich asked for no investigation by 
the Senate while his case was sub judice. After the circuit court 
of the United States for the district of Nebraska had dismissed 
the indictment and discharged Senator Dietrich, holding the 
indictment to be bad, he came into the Senate, made a state- 
ment, and presented a resolution for the appointment of a select 
committee to investigate his case. And out of the action of the 
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Senate and out of the investigation by that committee comes 
something of an argument entitled to be considered as to the 
course which in such cases should be established by the Senate. 

That committee was made up of Senator Hoar, of Massa- 
chusetts, and Senator Platt, of Connecticut, both gone forever 
from our midst and both unspeakably mourned, and I had the 
honor to be associated with them as a Republican member of 
the committee. From the minority were the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Alabama [Mr. Petrus], and Mr. Cockrell, from Mis- 
souri. We sent for all the information which was by 
the Department of Justice and the district attorney for Ne- 
braska, and a list of the names of witnesses who had been before 
the grand jury and who had been subpœnaed evidence on the 
trial. The committee examined searchingly all of the wit- 
nesses, and came unanimously to the conclusion, Mr. President, 
that the charge against Senator Dietrich was utterly without 
foundation, and so reported to the Senate. 

Now, I doubt whether the Senator from Texas, for whom I 
have great admiration and both for his ability as a 
lawyer and his sense of justice, would be willing on careful 
reflection to establish the precedent that the moment a Senator 
is indicted for a violation of the law the Senate should institute 
an investigation into the same charge, pursue it to the end, and 
acquit him or convict him, executing if the latter a judgment 
of expulsion. It rather shocks one’s sense of fairness to con- 
template two prosecutions at the same time against a man for 
the same offense in different tribunals. 

Mr. President, whatever the Senate might do, whatever its 
determination might be, the jurisdiction of the court would re- 
main unaffected. The officers of another branch of the Govern- 
ment would not deem themselves obstructed in the regular 
prosecution of that indictment. This indicted Senator, with 
his case prepared to be presented in the usual way in a court 
of justice, would be summoned to his defense before a commit- 
tee of the Senate and called upon to give to the committee and to 
his prosecutors in the court all the evidence gathered for his 
defense. That, Mr. President, would be unjust. It would hand- 
Icap him in his defense unless there were some way to bring 
about an acquiescence by the other department of the Govern- 
ment, the judicial, in the action or judgment of the Senate. 

Then, too, in prosecuting this investigation the Senate would 
be entitled, and ought to be entitled, to the evidence possessed 
by the Government against the Senator. We could not very 
well ask the Department of Justice to send here the whole case. 
And the whole case ought to be before the Senate just as it 
should be before a court—before judgment, either of acquittal 
or condemnatiom. We could not very well summon the Depart- 
ment of Justice and the district attorney of the district to bring 
before a Senate committee all the evidence gathered by the Goy- 
ernment and upon which it relied for conviction. That would 
embarrass the judicial and executive department of the Govern- 
ment in the discharge of public duty. 

And, Mr. President, there is another and worse feature about 
such a course. Men sometimes are indicted not so much upon 
the truth as by way of conspiracy or in obedience to public 
elamor. In a criminal case, pending trial before a common-law 
jury in the tribunal created by the Constitution for the deter- 
mination of such cases, an expulsion from the Senate and judg- 
ment arrived at upon a partial knowledge of the case would go 
with crushing and inexpressible weight against a possibly inno- 
cent man. 

In support of the English rule, what the Senator from Texas 
says is absolutely true, that this body in determining who shall 
leave it and who may remain in it is above the courts and it is 
above the Congress. It is a part of the penalty denounced by 
the statute in cases like the one pending in Missouri that upon 
conviction the defendant shall be disqualified forever from hold- 
ing any office of trust, honor, or profit under the United States. 
Of course, as to a Senator or a Member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, that part of the penalty denounced by the statute is 
absolutely void and ineffective. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, if the Senator from Wisconsin 
will permit me—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator will remember that the man pro- 
ceeded against might be disqualified from holding any other 
office under the Government, although the law could not dis- 
qualify him for the House or the Senate. I take it the statute 
makers 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course; I had not finished. This pro- 
vision of the statute can not by any human possibility operate 
to vacate a Senator’s seat or the seat of a Member of the House, 
because the Constitution has made each body the sole judge of 
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the election, qualifications, and return of its Members. It re- 
quires two-thirds to expel a Member and two-thirds to expel a 
Senator, and a majority only to enact this law. It is impos- 
sible that it could apply or could operate to vacate the seat of 
a Senator. 

So, Mr. President, if the court a tted a Senator the Senate 
would be entirely at liberty, and if the circumstances seemed to 
justify it would be shamefully derelict if it failed to investigate 
the Senator acquitted by a jury and to try the case for itself, 
and if convinced that the man was unworthy of a seat in the 
body to pronounce and execute that judgment against him. 
That affords the remedy without at the same time prejudicing 
either the Government or the defendant by an abandonment of 
the English rule. 

Of course every member of this body wishes there were no 
such questions possible to be suggested. Now, as to the failure 
of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Furron]—for it was his duty 
under the custom—to announce the death of the late Senator 
from Oregon. He consulted his colleagues about it. It is 
just to him to say that in this public way since the question has 
been raised. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. I shall be through in a second. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I wish to ask a question simply for in- 
formation. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Suppose the Senator should be finally con- 
victed under such a statute as the two Senators were indicted 
for violating, and the governor of the State should conclude that, 
the Senator being disqualified for holding any office of trust or 
profit, and so forth, under the United States, a vacancy existed, 
and appoint a Senator to fill the vacancy, would he not under 
the circumstances have authority to so act? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not think the Senate of the United 
States would feel itself in the slightest degree bound by the 
opinion, and the erroneous opinion, too, of the governor of a 
State. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If the statutes of the United States and 
the Constitution declare a person upon conviction to be disquali- 
fied from holding an office of trust or profit, is there not a va- 
cancy upon conviction, to be filled by the governor of the State? 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course, in most cases that may be true, 
the statute being a self-executing statute or the constitutional 
provision being a self-executing provision; but the cases I have 
put are clear exceptions, for the reason that the Constitution 
has given the sole jurisdiction to vacate a seat in this body to the 
Senate and in the other House to the House of Representatives. 

I was speaking of the action of the Senator from Oregon in not 
announcing formally, as is the custom, the death of his colleague, 
It was his wish to do it. 

Mr. SCOTT. He ought to have done if. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from West Virginia says he 
ought to have done it. Some of us think, in the situation, he 
was not only excusable for omitting to do it, but that if he had 
done it he would simply and unnecessarily have been intensify- 
ing the tragedy and bringing fresh sorrow to the hearts of those 
who loved John H. Mitchell, because, Mr. President, no man in 
this body needs to be told that unless an announcement of that 
kind is followed by the unanimous adoption of the customary 
resolution of adjournment out of respect to the memory of the 
dead, it is a reproach, not a tribute. It is not to be contem- 
plated that it should be done or attempted where there is 
knowledge that it will be controverted, and the Senator from 
Oregon knew, for to my knowledge he had been so informed, 
that there would be objection to the resolution and adverse 
yotes upon it. Whether just or unjust is not the question; it 
is the fact to which I refer, and it was for that reason, and that 
only, to prevent an inference from nonaction by this body or 
controverted action in it that would put an additional stain 
here upon the memory of a Senator while he lay unburied in 
his home in that distant State that the notice was omitted. 

I haye thought the Senator from Oregon acted wisely, al- 
though we were all pained that there was an environment 
which seemed to demand such action. The world sometimes 
will not stop to hear a motion for a new trial in any man’s 
case, but sooner or later the time comes, Mr. President, as a rule, 
when the people do justice. 

Mr. President, I have taken more time than I intended. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I was very unfortunate in what 
I said, or in my manner of saying it, if I conveyed the impression 
that I intended to criticise the remaining Senator from Oregon 
for his failure to announce the death of the late Senator froin 
that State. 
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Mr. SPOONER. Allow me to say to the Senator 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. If that inference might be drawn from my 
remarks I disclaim any such purpose. I did not impute, or in- 
tend to impute, that to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY. For I want to say that I cheerfully bear my 
small part of the responsibility for his failure to make the an- 
nouncement. Indeed, I went so far as to tell him that I would 
be compelled by a sense of duty to vote against a motion to ad- 
journ in honor of the memory of any Senator who stood under 
a conviction in the courts. That was not an agreeable thing to 
say, but I cheerfully take my part of the responsibility for that 
failure. 

Mr. President, although I rose only to make that statement, 
being on my feet I will crave the indulgence of the Senate 
while I make a brief reply to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Wisconsin that it is not compatible with the spirit of 
American institutions to have two prosecutions in progress 
against the same individual for the same offense at the same 
time. If you deem this a prosecution, that is true; but the 
Senator, who seldom overlooks anything, happens to have over- 
looked in this case that the Constitution itself provides for that 
very procedure. The apparent contradiction is not a real con- 
tradiction, because the object of the two proceedings is differ- 
ent. The power of expulsion, like the power of impeachment, 
is exercised for the purpose of removing an unworthy official, 
and thus freeing the public service from the harm and scandal 
of his incumbency, while the criminal prosecution is intended 
to punish him for his crimes. In other words, the right to 
impeach a civil officer and to remove him by expulsion from the 
place which he has shown himself unfit to occupy does not 
abridge the right of the people to call him to the bar of public 
justice and compel him to answer for his crime. Yet, of course, 
it is contrary to the genius of the American institutions to 
prosecute a man twice for the same offense. But the law, the 
Constitution, and the theory all recognize a difference between 
an impeachment or a motion to expel and a prosecution for the 
ordinary crimes which a Senator might haye committed. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, did the Senator ever hear of 
criminal prosecution and an impeachment proceeding together? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, there have been very few im- 
peachments in this country, and I believe never one where a 
man was guilty of a statutory crime. The only conviction that 
ever happened was in the case of Judge Foster, and I believe 
everyone now concedes that the Senate convicted a crazy man 
in that proceeding. Under our system of life tenure that 
seemed to be the only way to relieve the people of that judicial 
district from the work of an unbalanced mind; and so they con- 
victed him. Without asserting it absolutely, I do hot now re- 
call that any civil officer called here to answer in an impeach- 
ment proceeding has been guilty of a statutory crime, except in 
the case of Belknap, who was so guilty that he resigned before 
he could be arraigned before the bar of this body, and I believe 
a reference to the votes upon the question of his conviction or 
acquittal will reveal the fact that he only escaped conviction 
upon the ground that a majority of the Senators felt that he 
had evaded the jurisdiction of the Senate by resigning his office. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. My friend from Texas of course did not un- 
derstand me as denying the power, but the wisdom and justice; 
that is all. 

Mr. BAILEY. I perfectly understood that; but I was re- 
minding the Senator from Wisconsin that the Constitution re- 
quires us to disinguish between a proceeding to relieve the Goy- 
ernment of an unworthy officer and a proceeding to convict the 
same unworthy officer of his crime. 

I never can agree, myself, that the Senate shall wait upon the 
slow processes of the courts, because as a lawyer, Mr. Presi- 
dent, with great pride in my profession, I would incomparably 
rather hear people complain that the court was too, technical 
than to hear them applaud the court because it was not tech- 
nical enough; for I have always found that when they com- 
plain against the court for being technical their complaint is 
really against the law, and when they applaud the court for 
brushing aside the technicalities I have always found that 
they were applauding the court because it had set aside the law. 

I am one of those who do not want to see the safeguards of 
the citizen broken down. I am one of those who hope never 
to see the courts of the country proceed with indecent haste. 
But, sir, it will not do for the Senate to wait until indictments 


haye been found, and motions to quash have been made and 
granted; then new indictments found, with a trial and convic- 
tion, followed by a motion for a new trial, sometimes granted 
and sometimes overruled, and when overruled an appeal to the 
highest court of the land, and that court constrained by its sense 
of justice and its knowledge of the law to send the case back 
for another trial, where again it must repeat this series of 
motions and delays. I do not complain at the court for grant- 
ing motions that ought to be granted, for allowing delays that 
ought to be allowed under the law and according to the rules 
of justice. I complain that the Senate must sit here and await 
the slow and tedious process of the court and await a judgment 
that it can not accept as final in the end. > 

I thoroughly agree with the Senator from Wisconsin that 
it is beyond the power of the Congress to prescribe who is 
qualified and who is disqualified to sit in this Chamber. The 
Constitution fixes that, and under the Constitution the Senate 
is the judge of it. All that the law meant, I assume all that 
the lawmakers intended it to mean, is that if a Senator or Rep- 
resentative should be convicted under that statute he is dis- 
qualified forever after, not to sit in this body or in the House 
at the other end of this Capitol—because Congress had no power 
to determine that—but he is disqualified from holding any other 
office of profit or trust. If the judgment of a court were 
brought to the bar of this Senate and tendered as a reason 
why we should unseat one Senator and seat another I would 
never recognize the validity of that statute to such an extent. 
If a Senator or a Member, having been convicted of a viola- 
tion of that statute, sought an appointment under the Gov- 
ernment to some other place, then I should say the statute would 
operate as a bar against him. I admit the right of no court 
to determine who may or who may not sit in this Chamber. 

Indeed, Mr. President, I can easily conceive a case where a 
Senator might be acquitted on a criminal charge and yet be ex- 
pelled from the Senate. Suppose he pleads the statute of limita- 
tions? I would unhesitatingly vote to expel a Senator who stood 
in court and protected himself against an indictment by saying: 
“ I committed that crime four years ago, and therefore this prose- 
cution is barred by the statute of limitations.” 

I can also conceive of a case where a Senator might be con- 
victed in a court, and I would be so well satisfied of his inno- 
cence that I would leave his vacant seat as a protest against the 
malice of his accusers. I can imagine a time of great popular 
prejudice, when the public mind might be stirred to its profound- 
est depths, and when party spirit might run so high that they 
would persecute an innocent man who had the courage to defy 
a popular clamor. In a time of great and general excitement 
an upright Senator’s enemies might indict and convict him of a 
crime. Such a Senator, convicted under such circumstances, 
might be an honor to the Senate, and I would esteem it a privi- 
lege to occupy a seat beside his vacant chair. 

Mr. President and Senators, I am not supersensitive, and 
perhaps I am sometimes more indifferent to the criticisms with 
which this Senate is assailed than a Senator ought to be; but 
none of us can be unmindful that throughout the length and 
breadth of this land, in pulpit and press, we are daily being 
called upon to answer at the bar of public opinion why we do 
not call Senators to answer at the bar of the Senate. Within 
two years flippant and thoughtless men have done more to 
diminish the respect in which the Senate has been held by the 
public for mere than a century than in any other twenty years 
of the Senate’s existence. You know and I know that upon 
the average to-day the Senate is as clean as it ever was. You 
know and I know that the very statute which forbids Senators 
and Representatives to appear as attorneys before these Depart- 
ments had its origin in the fact that during the days of the civil 
war the practice became so frequent as to become a public 
scandal, and Congress was compelled by its self-respect and in 
obedience to a wholesome public sentiment to make the law. 
Yet not long ago I heard of an eminent minister denouncing the 
Senate of to-day as more corrupt than ever before in its history, 
and lamenting that the good old times—the times in which 
giants lived—could not come back again. He cited the Congress 
during the war times, forgetful of the fact that the greed of 
Senators then needed the restraining prohibition of the law, 
while that can not be said of many Senators to-day. 

We have our differences, and sometimes they are acrimonious. 
I have no doubt that on that side of the Chamber you sometimes 
think that on this side we are demagogues; and I know that 
on this side we sometimes believe that you are the mere crea- 
tures of corporate greed [laughter]; but at the bottom of his 
heart there is not one Senator in this Chamber to-day who 
believes that there are foar members of this body who are 
actuated by other than high and lofty motives. Yet, sir, we 
have fallen to the point that even when in the common play- 
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houses of the country where cheap playwriters stage cheap 
plays, the audience applauds when Senators are described as 
grafters. 

I believe the rule—the best and safest rule—is that when a 
Senator finds himself compelled, by a sense of delicacy toward 
his associates, to absent himself from the Senate, he ought to 
resign and give his people a chance to fill his place while the 
ease against him proceeds, and, unless he represents a constit- 
uency unlike any that I haye ever known, if he can vindicate 
himself against the charge they will call him back into their 
honorable service with renewed devotion to him. But if a 
Senator so situated will not resign, the Senate ought either to 
relieve him from the sense of delicacy which keeps him from 
the Chamber or else it ought to relieve his State from the repre- 
sentation of a man that it will not allow to exercise the rights 
and privileges of his great office. 

There have been within the last ten years five indictments of 
Senators, and each of those indictments implied a crime com- 
mitted for the sake of money. It is time that the Senate was 
testifying to the world that this is no place for a man who 
wants to make money illegally or unfairly, not to say dis- 
honestly. 

If a man in an unfortunate personal encounter should be 
compelled to take the life of his fellow-man, that might or 
might not unfit him to be a Senator. It would depend entirely 
upon the provocation. It sometimes happens that high-minded 
men are compelled, by a sense of self-respect, to slay; but it 
never happens that a high-minded man attempts to line his 
pockets with dishonest gain. 3 

The only question in my mind for the Senate to decide is 
whether the Senator attempted to traffic in his great office. 
If he did, there is no justification for him; if he did not, we 
ought to certify to the world that he has been accused without 
sufficient reason. 

I protest against leaving the Senate to suffer under the ribald 
jests of many good men while the court slowly proceeds with an 
inquiry which we ought to conduct and conclude without delay. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, has the resolution been agreed to? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution has not yet been 
agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the question will be put upon the adoption 
of the resolution. 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not wish to interfere with the desire of 
the Senator, but I should like to say a few words. 

Mr. HALE. I was merely calling the attention of the Senate 
to the resolution. 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator if he 
desires to address the Senate. 
Mr. HALE. Not at all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DAN] is recognized. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, this is a painful subject. I 
shall endeavor to say nothing that will make it more painful, 
and what I shall say will be brief. 

It does not seem to me, Mr. President, that the Senate has 
erred in any respect with regard to this matter. I shall not 
discuss the case which is now pending in a court, and for the 
reason that I think public discussion of matters which are in 
the course of adjudication should be avoided. For the same 
reason I do not think that it was incumbent upon the Senate to 
have a Senatorial investigation running along parallel to a 
judicial investigation, predicated upon identically the same 
transaction, although they differentiated in their juridical and 
their Senatorial aspects. 

I have heard the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Spooner] make many speeches; seldom have I had the 
satisfaction of concurring in all he said in those speeches; but 
I do concur in all that he has said to-day and consider that he 
has drawn the various lines of refinement with great skill, great 
care, and with great equity and precision of judgment. 

The reasons, Mr. President, that it would have been inappro- 
priate for the Senate of the United States to enter upon an in- 
vestigation here of a subject-matter which was under advise- 
ment in the criminal courts, it seems to me, are manifold. 
Largely, if not principally, is the reason that no man can at- 
tend two trials at once; no man can be in two places at the 
same time; no body of witnesses can be in attendance or look- 
ing to present themselves to two distinct tribunals under one 
condition of circumstances; no man can have a perfectly fair 
trial when he is at one and the same time with one power 
pulling him this way, another power pulling him that way, and 
having it upon his mind to concentrate his forces, whatever they 
may be, upon both of them. This is a difficulty that lies in the 
nature of things and can not be avoided. 

There is another reason. The judicial examination is at- 
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tended with more precise process, is regulated by more precise 
machinery, and is that examination which, as a rule—I will not 
say every time—is more apt to be conducted and brought to a 
conclusion with calmness of mind and without prejudice. Po- 
litical bodies, however high they may be, however intelligent 
they my be, and however right-minded they may be, are seldom 
quite so serene and so unaccompanied by the disturbing con- 
comitants of life as to render them quite so reliable in their 
juridical opinions and in connate matters as are the courts. 
They in their structure and nature and inculcation and being 
are more calm and more independent. 

‘There is still another reason, Mr. President, why, in my judg- 
ment, it would not have been a wise thing to have con- 
ducted here, cotemporaneously with and collaterally to a judi- 
cial investigation, also a Senatorial investigation; and this 
applies to this case especially. As I understand the matter, 
though I do not claim to be entirely or familiarly conversant 
with it—1 presume that nobody is, for we have only had scrappy 
information about it, a little here and a little there, from 
divergent points of the press—but the first intimation, if I 
recollect aright, about this matter was either cotemporaneously 
with or soon after the courts took jurisdiction of it. It was not 
practicable for the Senate to have taken jurisdiction of this 
transaction before they found that the courts had it in juris- 
diction and consideration. The Senate could not have pro- 
ceeded without traversing the same lines in large degree that 
the court was to traverse; and no matter what the Senate 
might think about it, whether in the direction of the guilt or of 
the innocence of the accused, its action would have been the 
passage of opinion by an influential body of men upon a question 
which was hanging in the judicial scale. 

Ours is a country which, it has been said by the most learned 
and able commentators, is more controlled by public opinion 
than any other. When that opinion has been duly and maturely 
formed upon a condition of things which has been fully stated, 
there is no public opinion in the world that I had rather look 
to for a correct judgment than to that of the sober-minded 
American people. But, Mr. President, public opinion upon the 
identical or connate subject ought never to be invoked while 
the scales of justice are trembling in the balance. The best 
conduct of any good citizen while a trial is pending that con- 
cerns the rights of man in tender degree is to stand in awe of 
justice and let justice speak. Had the Senate undertaken to 
investigate this subject-matter while the courts were in pro- 
ceeding about it, it would seem to me that it had acted inad- 
yisable and rather in consonance with clamor than at the dic- 
tates of evenhanded and level-headed justice. 

It is true that we are subjected to inconvenience. One Sena- 
tor says that the Senate is subjected to ribald jests. Mr. Presi- 
dent, if he can invent any process or suggest any receipt that 
will prevent a Senator from being subjected to ribald jests, he 
would be held as the greatest discoverer and inventor of all the 
ages, and I should like to honor and gratify myself by being the 
first subscriber to the propagation of his work. [Laughter.] 
It can not be done; it never has been done. No man can go 
before the public without having people opposed to him, at 
least not by any process that I have ever known. No procession 
can forbid a boy to get upon a wall and make fingers and faces 
at somebody in it as it passes. 

But after all, Mr. President, the people have their own way 
of estimating these things. I do not think that many honest 
and brave reputations in this country have ever been destroyed 
by a ribald jest. They are dreadfully annoying; they are 
dreadfully irritating; but not to notice them at all is the best 
way in the world to treat them. If you notice one and hit at 
it like you would at a mosquito or hornet, a whole swarm of 
mosquitoes or hornets will gather on the other side while you 
are trying to get rid of one. It is just one of the incidents of 
life in which the philosophy of the stoic is the best of all 
applications. 

I am not going to discuss this case at all. If it be a case of 
guilt, let no man apprehend that either the Senate of the United 
States is going to be ruined or that the country is going to 
pieces, or that it will escape the just judgment of mankind. 
Where there is guilt in such high places, people find it out, and 
punishment in one shape or another is sure to be administered. 
Suppose it is a case of innocence. The law, Mr. President, en- 
joins upon each of us—and it is the most saving of all the prin- 
ciples of that merciful justice upon which our whole structure 
of jurisprudence is based—to presume no man guilty until he is 
proved to be guilty. 

I will relate, Mr. President, a little incident that I heard but 
afew days ago. It was in relation to Gen. Robert E. Lee, when 
he was president of Washington and Lee College. Sitting at the 
head of the board where the faculty gathered, and where inqui- 
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ries were being made about the progress and the conduct of the 
young men of the college, a professor remarked to him, “I 


hear that Mr. Blank is drinking too much.” “ Professor,” said 
the president of Washington and Lee College, “do not tell me 
what you hear about any young man; tell me what you know 
and can prove. Every one of these young men here is entitled 
to the benefit of the common-law presumption of innocence 
until he is proved to be guilty.” 

Mr, President, it does not do for the Senate of the United 
States, whatever may be its sidelong information, to turn from 
its path of dignity and duty because of cartoons in a newspaper 
or because of ribald jests. It must attend upon the due and 
orderly procedure of slow-footed but in almost all cases certain 
justice. If it be put to inconvenience, let it suffer it. We can 
not avoid inconveniences in this life; we can not get through a 
day or an hour without them. If a State suffers, we can not 
help that. If we suffer, we can not help that. The only way 
that we can endeavor to do is to try to deserve not to suffer and 
wait the patient judgment of enlightened and honorable man- 
kind upon our conduct. 

A few people will say that because this man or that man has 
made a malodorous reputation the Senate is bad. Mr. Presi- 
dent, there was never a body of men upon the face of the earth 
half as big or a fourth as big, or almost any fractional part of 
a body as large and varied as is the United States Senate, that 
did not, now and then, disclose some ill character that ought 
never to have been a part of it. But those bodies have never 
been misjudged, except in some transient fever of aberrated 
opinion of those circumstances. We do not cease to reverence 
the disciples because there was a Judas that broke bread with 
them; we do not cease to admire George Washington because 
he had generals in his camp who turned against him; and there 
is no danger that the American people will ever suppose that 
their Senate is a discredited body because they have heard or 
may ascertain that now and then some State has had the mis- 
fortune to send here some man who was not the peer of his 
fellows. 

I hope this subject may be dropped for the present. It may 
come again in due course. There are courts in America yet, 
and we have no right to distrust that they will attend duly to 
their criminal jurisdiction. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
_ the resolution submitted by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

THE MEROHANT MARINE. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (S. 529) to promote the national de- 
fense, to create a force of naval volunteers, to establish Ameri- 
can ocean mail lines to foreign markets, to promote commerce, 
and to provide revenue from tonnage. 

Mr. ALLISON, I should like to inquire whether it is the 
purpose of the Senator from New Hampshire to have the Senate 
take up the bill for consideration at this time? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say in reply to the inquiry that it 
is not my purpose. I thought that if it was made the unfinished 
business Senators would have an opportunity to consider it dur- 
ing the recess, and immediately after the recess I would submit 
some observations in support of the bill, and other Senators, of 
course, could then proceed to discuss it. That is my purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the mo- 
tion is not open to debate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is not debatable. I understand that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was aware of that, but I desired a little 
information before I was able to cast my vote for the proposi- 
tion of the Senator. But, as I now understand him, it is the 
purpose of the Senator to call up the measure and make some 
few observations. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the holidays? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not before the holidays. 

Mr. SPOONER. Some other day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Some other day. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to ask unanimous consent to say a 
word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Senator 
from Iowa will proceed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it is too early for the Senate now to 
decide what particular important measure shall have precedence 
after the holidays. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I ask for a vote on my 
motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion made by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. SCOTT. Let the motion be restated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


motion of the Senator from New Hampshire, that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 529) to promote 
the national defense, to create a force of naval volunteers, to 
establish American ocean mail lines to foreign markets, to pro- 
mote commerce, and to provide revenue from tonnage. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President a 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the unfin- 
ished business be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 


WOMEN IN THE CANAL ZONE, 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, on Saturday last a statement 
was made, on the authority of the New York Herald, by the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Truman], in regard to the 
importation of women from Martinique to the Isthmus of 
Panama. On the authority of the Secretary of War, I took occa- 
sion at the time to deny the truth of the statement put forth in 
the newspaper; and I now ask permission, without detaining 
the Senate to read them, to have printed in the RECORD, as a 
part of my remarks, a letter from the Secretary of War and the 
accompanying correspondence relating to the subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears none, 
and the communication and accompanying papers will be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The letter and accompanying papers are as follows: 


Wan DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 16, 1905. 

My Dear Senator: Referring to the subject of your telephone mes- 
sage of yesterday, in which 7 said that it had been stated on the 
floor of the Senate, on the authority of a newspaper, “that a cargo of 
women had been brought to Colon, under the authority of the Commis- 
sion, to be distributed up and down among the laborers on the Isthmus 
for immoral purposes,” I beg to say that my answer to you that the 
statement was false was founded on information received in letters 
written me by Judge age Oe Su 
of Judge Magoon with the Commission examined, and all the papers 
found relevant to the matter have been sent to you. ‘The records of the 
Commission have this morning been searched and the vouchers accom- 
panying the accounts of labor agents examined by Mr. 1 the 
assistant chief of the Washington office of the Canal Commission. 
These records show that the labor agents of the Commission had no 
authority conferred on them except to pay for the transportation of 
laborers, and the vouchers show no payments except for the transporta- 
tion of laborers. I have also conferred with r. Shonts and with 
Colonel Ernst, of the Commission. I find also that Mr. Jackson Smith, 
the chief of the bureau of labor and quarters on the Isthmus, in charge 
of the importation of laborers, who happened to be in Washington at 
the time, was interrogated in respect to the matter when the first dis- 
patch from 3 Magoon came. The correspondence that I have sent 
you speaks for itself. After this investigation, I am able to reiterate 
my statement to you over the telephone, * that the charge that a cargo 
of women was brought to Colon on a vessel of the Commission, or under 
their authority, or with thelr encouragement, to be distributed up and 
down among the laborers of the Isthmus for immoral purposes,” is 
unqualifiedly false. 

1 may say generally that the Commission has been exceedingly solicit- 
ous concerning the conditions as to morality and decent living of those 
whom they are gathering into settlements along the line of the canal 
on the Isthmus. They are furnishing schools, and they have now in 
their pay six or seven pastors of the different churches to whieh the 
laborers belong, including the Roman Catholic Church, the Methodist 
Church, the Baptist Church, the Protestant Episcopal Church, the Pres- 
byterlan Church, and the Salvation Army. gbt buildings have 
already been assigned for religious purposes, and as soon as the build- 
ings now under construction for school purposes are completed they 
are to be devoted to religious purposes on Sunday. I venture to say 
that there are no more law-abiding and orderly communities assembled 


uently I had the correspondence 


under analogous circumstances anywhere than ín the villa and towns 
situate along the line of the canal and the railway upon the Isthmus. 
Very sincerely, yours, 
WX. H. TAFT. 


Hon. H. C. LODGE, 
United States Senate. 


{Translation of cablegram received from Panama.] 
NOVEMBER 16, 1905—7.40 p. m. 
ISTHMIAN, Washington. 


SHonts: Rumored here that many of the 150 women recently 
arrived on ship from Martinique and represented as employees’ wives, 
are not married, and have been brought here and distributed among 
men by our officials for Immoral purposes. First knowledge of their 
arrival and this rumor reached me November 14; immediately bronght 
to Stevens’s attention in writing, and instructed chief of the Zone police 
to make guiar investigation and ascertain the facts. Also requested 
the munici r where such ordinances do not exist, to enact ordi- 
nance prohibiting lewdness. Confer with Jackson Smith, chief of 
branch of labor and quarters, engineering department, sole charge of 
the work of bringing in and disposing of common laborers. He is in 
Washington, D. C.; ascertain e facts from him and confer with 
Secretary of War. 

This matter involves Zone ee as that government is charged 
with protecting public morals. Heard this morning that sensational 
article was mailed New York Herald to-day. i 

GOON. 


ISTHMIAN CANAL ZONE, EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 


Ancon, November 16, 1905. 
Sır: I have the honor to bring to 


our attention copy of a letter 
dated November 14, addressed to Chief Engineer Stevens; copy of order 
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issued November 16 to the chief of the Zone police, and copy of cable- 
gram this day sent to Chairman Shon with reference to the rumor 
that 150 Martinique women have been brought to the Zone and dis- 
tributed among our employees for immoral purposes. 

It is no doubt true that private contractors find it advisable, if not 
necessary, to supply their common laborers with women, and quite 

ossible, if the practice is not permitted in the Zone, that it may ect 

e question of labor supply from the West Indies or elsewhere. 

In this situation I would like to be advised what, if any, action I 
am to take should it be established that the rumors referred to have 
some basis of fact. 

Very respectfully, CHARLES E. MAGOON, Governor. 
WAR, 


The honorable the SECRETARY OF 5 
Washington, D. C. 


Ancon, November 14, 1905. 

Sin: A rumor comes to me that 150 women from the island of Mar- 
tinique have been brought to the Zone by the division of labor and 
quarters of the department of construction and engineering and per- 
mitted to disperse among the laborers enga in canal construction 
work and are now living with the men as concubines. I sincerely hope 
and believe that the rumor is not true. Although not advised of their 
coming, I heard that there had arrived on the Isthmus about 150 women 
who were the wives and families of laborers who were brought from 
Martinique. This was paning intelligence, as it seemed to show 
that the men were satisfied with conditions here. There is no reason- 
able objection to women coming here for employment as servants, 
laundresses, boarding-house keepers, etc., but that is very different from 
bringing in women for immoral purposes. 

I have heard that railroad companies and other private concerns in 

the United States and elsewhere, employing large bodies of common 
laborers brought from foreign countries, sometimes resort to the prac- 
tice of importing women from the same countries for the use of the 
men. Such a practice indulged in by the Government of the United 
States, or any of its agencies, would shock the peux mind and be so 
repugnant to our citizens that it would seriously embarrass not only 
the agency, but also the administration responsible for the acts of that 
agency. 
f there is any ground for believing that the women referred to, or 
any part of them, were brought to the Zone, or came voluntarily, for 
the purpose suggested, they should be gathered. up and returned to 
Martinique, without regard to the effect upon the several hundred 
workmen from the island now employed on the construction work. 

As already stated, I hope there is no basis of truth for this scandal- 
ous rumor, and shall be glad to learn the facts, if you know them, or 
to be assured that neither the Commission nor the Panama Railroad 
Company is involved in the matter. 

Yours, very truly, CHARLES E. Macoon, 
Governor. 


Mr. JOHN F. STEVENS, 
Chief Engincer, Ancon. 


ANCON, November 16, 1905. 

Sin: It has come to my knowledge that a rumor is in circulation 
that within the past few days about 150 women from the island of 
Martinique arrived in Colon, a port of the Republic of Panama, and 
from there dispersed to several localities within the Zone where work- 
men from Martinique are stationed, and also that in numerous instances 
women who came in said party are living and cohabiting with men who 
are not their husbands. 

I am. confident that a majority of these women were married and 
came to the Isthmus for the aw of 8 with their husbands. I 
know it is generally believed that in many of the West Indies a great 
many men and women live together without being married, and it 
woud be difficult to proren such immoral conduct along the line of 
the canal, for it will difficult to secure admissions of wrongful and 
illezal action, especially among people who do not consider such con- 
duct as being reprehensible, and it will of course be impossible for us 
to prove that a man and woman living together and claiming to be 
husband and wife are not husband and wife. It is, however, incumbent 
upon us to ascertain the facts in this matter, and I wish you would 
make a systematic investigation with reference to the women referred 
to above. The investigation should be conducted quietly in order not 
to induce scandal or 5 offend innocent parties, yet must be 
sufliciently thorough to develop the truth. 

You will make such investigation and repons the facts to me in writ- 
ing as early as the exigencies of the public service and the limited 


means at your command permit. 
Yours, very truly, CHARLES E. MAGOON, Governor. 


Capt. Gronan R. SHANTON, 
Chief of Police, Ancon. 


(Translation of cablegram.] 


PANAMA, November 20, 1905. 

IsTHMIAN, Washington: 

Letter from Stevens to me respecting Martinique women says: 

“These women consist largely of the wives of laborers who had 
preceded them omoa to our work, and were sent here on the request 
of their husbands. ome came to fill positions as servants in white 
families, and some as laundresses and chambermaids, for which there 
was a demand, and all were brought with only the above objects in 
view, precisely as white women have come from the States under sim- 
ilar conditions, to join their husbands, and as nurses, et cetera. 
Nearly every one of these families was known personally to our rep- 
resentative in Martinique, and care was taken to include only those 
who came for legitimate purposes, and to my belief the selection was 
Sark by the results. -You can hear any sort of a rumor on the 
sthmus, and the one you refer to is entitled to just as much credence 
as any of them—none at all. 
. “At the same time, it must be borne in mind that the situation as 
regards social and family relations among the island blacks differs 
entirely from that which obtains among white poopie generally. Thou- 
sands of men and women in these islands live together their lives 
long and never go through the marriage ceremony, but they are recog- 
nized as man and wife, and all their family relations are based on the 
above arrangement. In fact, the proportion of illegitimate children 
(illegitimate according to our standard) in some of the largest and most 
pulous islands is 80 per cent. Still the families so constituted form 
e unit of the social and political life of the islands, and from their 
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point of view, from which it is entirely proper to judge them, are 
entitled to just as much r as our poopie who happen to be born 
and live in another country and under diferent conditions. 


“You can absolutely and unqualifiedly deny any other pur in 
bringing these women to the Isthmus, excepting an absolutely legiti- 
mate and honest one. Our effort is to establish our blacks as well as 


whites in old home relations, so that a feeling of stability and content- 
ment, with consequent better work, will result.” 110 
GOON, 


ISTHMIAN CANAL ZONE, EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
Ancon, November 22, 1905. 


My Dear Suonrs: Referring to my letter to you of November 16, 
relative to the Martinique women who recently arrived on the Isthmus, 
and to my several cables on the same subject, I inclose herewith a 
copy of the 1 age of the chief of police, dated November 21, made in 
compliance with my instructions of November 16. 

Very sincerely, 
CHARLES E. Macoon, Governor, 
H. D. R. 


Hon. THEODORE P. SHONTS, 
Chairman Isthmian Canal Commission, Washington, D. 0. 


(One inclosure: Copy of report of November 21, 1905.) 


ISTHMIAN CANAL ZONE, HEADQUARTERS POLICE DEPARTMENT, 

- Ancon, November 21, 1905. 

Hon. CHARLES E. Macoon, 
Governor Canal Zone, Ancon. 


Sır: Referring to your letter of recent date relative to the women 
who arrived in Colon from Martinique October 30, 1905, I have the 
honor to report as follows: 

A t many of these women have relatives working on the Canal 
Zone and most of the balance are working at the various hotels along 
the line, are employed as domestics in the families of employees of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission, or are living with some one man exclu- 
sively. The balance find employment as laundresses. 

As a class these women are neat, clean, and industrious, and the rec- 
ords of this department show that none of them have been arrested for 
any cause whatever. Of the entire number which have arrived on the 
Canal Zone not more than three or four are common prostitutes. 

on die ene these women are distributed along the line and are 
employed as follows : 


Station. 


PESRSaBESRRNS | 


In conclusion I wish to say that I think bringing these women in is 
a move in the right direction, as it tends to make the men more con- 
tented and their presence causes the laborers to be more orderly and in- 
dustrious than formerly. 
Very respectfully, Grorcn R. SHANTON. 
War DEPARTMENT, 


5 Washington, November 25, 1905. 

My Dear Sm: I am in receipt of your letter of November 16, inclos- 
ing a copy of a letter of November 14 addressed to Chief Engineer 
Stevens, a copy of an order issued November 16 to the chief of the 
Zone police, and a copy of a cablegram sent to Chairman Shonts with 
reference to the rumor that 150 Martinique women have been brought to 
the Zone and distributed among the employees for immoral purposes. 

I have read your letters and entirely concur in the policy favored by 
you in goor letter to Engineer Stevens. 

ery respectfully, 


Wu. H. Tart, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. CHARLES E. Macoon, 
Governor of the Canal Zone, Ancon, Panama. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 
o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Tuesday, December 19, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 18, 1903. 
AUDITOR FOR PORTO RICO. 


George Cabot Ward, of New York, to be auditor of the island 
of Porto Rico, to succeed Thomas W. Hynes, resigned. 
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MARSHAL, 

Thomas J. Alcott, of New Jersey, to be United States marshal 
for the district of New Jersey. (A reappointment, his term 
having expired December 16, 1905.) 

SUBVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Robert G. Pearce, of Illinois, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Rock Island, in the State of Illinois. (Reappoint- 
ment.) 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Frederick Enos, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Fairfield, in the State of Connecticut, to succeed 
Frank J. Naramore, whose term of office will expire by limita- 
tion January 28, 1906. 

PENSION AGENT. 

Oscar A. Janes, of Michigan, to be pension agent at Detroit, 
Mich., to take effect January 16, 1906, at the expiration of his 
term. (Reappointment.) 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate December 16, 
1 


COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION. 
Hart H. North, of California, to be commissioner of immi- 
gration at the port of San Francisco, Cal. 
æecutive nominations stance ity by the Senate December 18, 
9. 
CHIEF JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT OF NEW MEXICO. 
William J. Mills, of New Mexico, to be chief justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 


William Harrison Bradley, of Illinois, lately consul at Man- | 


chester, to be consul-general of the United States at Manchester, 


England. 
DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 


Reese Blizzard, of West Virginia, to be United States attorney 
for the northern district of West Virginia. 

Harry J. Bone, of Kansas, to be United States attorney for the 
district of Kansas. 

MARSHALS, 

Charles D. Elliott, of West Virginia, to be United States mar- 
shal for the northern district of West Virginia. 

James F. Shea, of North Dakota, to be United States marshal 
for the district of North Dakota. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Clarence A. Hammett, of Rhode Island, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Newport, in the State of Rhode Island. 


SURVEYOR-GENERAL, 


Thomas Hull, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be surveyor-general 
of Utah. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Henry S. Chubb, of Florida, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Gainesville, Fla. 
George W. Bibee, of Oregon, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Portland, Oreg. 
Don B. Colton, of Vernal, Utah, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Vernal, Utah. 
; REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Benjamin L. Eddy, of Tillamook, Oreg., to be register of the 
land office at Roseburg, Oreg. 

Frank C. Prescott, of San Bernardino, Cal., to be register of 
the land office at Los Angeles, Cal. 

George W. Fisher, of Topeka, Kans., to be register of the land 
office at Topeka, Kans. 

* Robert J. Montague, of Crookston, Minn., to be register of the 

land office at Crookston, Minn. 

Algernon S. Dresser, of Oregon, to be register of the land office 
at Portland, Oreg. 

Charles De Moisy, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be register of 
the land office at Vernal, Utah. 

Thomas V. Davis, of Rock Springs, Wyo., to be register of the 
land office at Evanston, Wyo. 

Walter G. Robinson, of Florida, to be register of the land 
office at Gainesville, Fla. 

Galen J. Dixon, of Independence, Cal, to be register of the 
land office at Independence, Cal. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA. 

Stephan ©. Fitch to be postmaster at Bridgeport, in the 

county of Jackson and State of Alabama. 


William H. Woodruff to be postmaster at Andalusia, in the 
county of Covington and State of Alabama. 

George F. Schad to be postmaster at Brewton, in the county of 
Escambia and State of Alabama. 


FLORIDA. 

George C. Crom to be postmaster at Ocala, in the county of 
Marion and State of Florida. 

Andrew Green to be postmaster at Arcadia, in the county of 
De Soto and State of Florida. 

Hettie B. Spencer to be postmaster at Dade City, in the 
county of Pasco and State of Florida. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

Richard O. Edwards to be postmaster at Jackson, in the 
county of Hinds and State of Mississippi. 

William T. Martin to be postmaster at Natchez, in the county 
of Adams and State of Mississippi. 

Michael J. Mulvihill to be postmaster at Vicksburg, in the 
county of Warren and State of Mississippi. 

Nannie S. Neilson to be postmaster at Greenville, in the 
county of Washington and State of Mississippi. 

OREGON. 

Chester G. Coad to be postmaster at Dallas, in the county of 
Polk and State of Oregon. 

Abel W. Severance to be postmaster at Tillamook, in the 
county of Tillamook and State of Oregon. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Albert J. Matson to be postmaster at Delta, in the county of 
York and State of Pennsylvania. 

Oliver E. Mayhew to be postmaster at Export, in the county 
of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpay, December 18, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
1 8 Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. 
SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. Joseph C. Sibley, a Member-elect from the Twenty-eighth 
district of Pennsylvania, appeared at the bar of the House and 
took the oath of office prescribed by law. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that.the Senate had passed with amendments 
bill of the following title; in which the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives was requested: 

An act (H. R. 480) supplemental to an act entitled “An act 
to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters 
of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, and 
making appropriations for isthmian canal construction, and for 
other purposes. 

ISTHMIAN CANAL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House from the 
Speaker's table the following House bill with Senate amend- 
ments, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

H. R. 480. An act supplemental to an act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the construction of a canal ree tok the waters of the Atlan- 


tic and Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, and making appropria- 
tions for isthmian canal construction, and for other purposes. 


The amendments were read. - 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Senate amend- 
ments to House bill 480 be nonconcurred in and that a confer- 
ence be asked. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks that the 
Senate amendments be nonconcurred in and a conference asked. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman yield a minute? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Before you put that motion to the House 
would the gentleman make an explanation to the House of the 
character of the Senate amendments? The bill has come over 
from the Senate so suddenly the House is not acquainted with 
the character of the amendments. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It leaves out the bond provision entirely 
and makes no other very important change. It requires esti- 
mates for annual salaries. The amendments, as the gentleman 
may have noticed, are not of a very important character ex- 
cept those of which I have spoken. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does it leave out the requirement for bor- 
rowing the money and leave it within the discretion of the Sec- 
retary, as it is now by law, to pay it from money out of the 
Treasury? 
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Mr. HEPBURN. It omits that section. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. It omits that section entirely? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is my understanding. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It omits the proviso I moved to strike out 
on the floor? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think it omits the entire section as I 
understand it. I have not examined it carefully, but that is 
what I gather simply from the statements in the newspapers 
and the reading now. The whole of the first section is omitted 
I understand. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I see. The gentleman from New York 
IMr. Firzceratp] has called my attention to it. It leaves the 
edo for reimbursement out of the proceeds of the bonds in 
the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. My understanding is that the whole section 
goes out with the Senate amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have the bill now as it came. I see on 
page 2, line 13, that the language is in the bill, and this bill, if it 
is passed as it comes from the Senate, will require the issu- 
ance of bonds and leave the money on deposit in national banks 
which might be used for construction. With that stricken out 
I was going to move to amend by moving to concur, but as that 
is still in the bill, and in my opinion it is a very vicious thing, 
I hope it will go to committee for conference. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. BARTLETT rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN] yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Iowa if there is a probability that the report of the conference 
that is asked for now will be made before Thursday? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I can give the gentleman no information on 
that subject. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman from Iowa 
another question? It is this: When the bill was up in the 
House originally the statement was made by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN], stated positively, that there was no 
such thing as a press agent employed at $10,000 a year in the 
service of the Commission. I have not been able to see the 
amendment this morning. Does the amendment offered by the 
Senate dispose or prohibit or lessen the salary that was paid to 
Mr. Bishop, whatever his capacity was, who was employed by 
the Commission? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman will haye to repeat his ques- 
tion; there was so much confusion that I could not understand. 

Mr. BARTLETT. What I asked the gentleman was this: It 
was stated last week, when the bill was up originally, by the 
gentleman from Illinois, in reply to an inquiry by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cockran], that there was no such em- 
ployee in the employment of the Isthmian Canal Commission 
as a press agent. Now, it has already been developed, in the 
testimony offered before the Senate committee, that Mr. Bishop 
was employed, at a salary of $10,000, to perform some duties in 
the capacity of a historian or creator of public sentiment in 
behalf of the interests of the Canal Commission or the canal 
project. I desire to ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN] if the Senate, by amendment, struck off or prohibited 
the employment of any person in that capacity or reduced his 
salary? I saw it stated in a report of the evidence before the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations that this gentleman was 
both secretary and “ historian ” of the Commission. 

Mr. HEPBURN. So far as I am advised 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will say further—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. So far as I am advised, the amendments of 
the Senate do not refer to the subject the gentleman has re- 
ferred to. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Permit me to say that the testimony before 
the Senate committee developed the fact that a gentleman by 
the name of Mr. Bishop, who was secretary, or something of that 
sort, was employed at a salary of $10,000 for some purpose 
which was stated on the floor of this House, to act in the nature 
of a press agent, and it was testified to by him and also testified 
to by the chairman of the Commission that his duties were 
rather in the nature I have stated. I do not want to take the 
time of the gentleman, but I have the testimony before me. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know anything as to the state of 
facts that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] thinks 
justifies his statement. I know of nothing of that kind. I do 
not know of any press agent having been employed. I think 
the gentleman’s statement of denial was accurate. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Hersurn] not know that before the Senate Committee on 
Appropriations it appeared without question that the gentleman 


to whom I referred when this bill was before the House was 
employed practically to devote all his time to the Commission 
as a press agent and historian? 3 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know anything of that kind. I 
heard no testimony to that effect. I do not believe there was 
any such testimony as that. This gentleman had certain duties 
which he performed in the nature or line of duty to which the 
gentleman referred. He was the historian of the Commission 
and he was secretary of the board. Those were his major 
duties. These other were merely incidental. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have read the testimony of the gentle- 
man before the Senate committee. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not care to yield to a controversy of 
this kind at this time. We are ready to take care of that matter 
when the proper time coress. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker—— , 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield to a question. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman permit’ me to put into 
the Recorp the testimony upon that subject now under discus- 
sion as a part of my remarks? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Not now. Read the testimony. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Permit me to read it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No. When the gentleman has the floor he 
can adopt such plan as he chooses. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the Chair state when it will be 
proper to interrogate the gentleman from Iowa upon questions 
affecting this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa declines to yield. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. “The gentleman from New York” de- 
sires 8 information from the gentleman from Iowa about 
this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not reply in debate. Does 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. “The gentleman” will not yield for the 
purpose of informing the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennesse. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. Is it not the duty of the chairman of a committee re- 
porting a bill or a conference report to explain it to the House 
before he calls upon the House to act upon it? I distinctly re- 
member Senator Sherman in the Senate declared that it is hig 
duty. 

The SPEAKER. On the parliamentary question the Chair 
begs to differ with the gentleman. ‘The gentleman from Iowa 
has the floor. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the Chair rule that it is not 
the duty of the chairman to make that statement? 

The SPEAKER. What motion does the gentleman from Iowa 
desire to make? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move the previous question. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend for a moment. 
The gentleman from Iowa moves the previous question upon 
the motion that the House disagree to the Senate amendments 
and ask for a conference. 

The question was taken; 
ordered. 

The question was taken; and the Senate amendments were 
disagreed to, and a conference was asked. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following 
conferees: Mr. HEPBURN, Mr. Payne, and Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leaves of absence were granted as 
follows: 

To Mr. Cockran, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

To Mr. GRANGER, for this week, on account of illness. 

DISTRIBUTION OF THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of House resolution 42. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. BUTLER of Pennsyl- 
vania in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
House resolution 42. 

Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, as a policy 
holder, I arise to discuss insurance. It has received more 
attention during this session than all other questions, and 


and the previous question was 
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this is as it should be, because the people are giving it more 
thought than all others. It is our greatest problem. I cail 
it such because the amount of insurance now in force in the 
United States is more than twelve billions of dollars. This is 
more than the public debts of Germany, the United Kingdom, 
France, and the United States combined. It is more than all 
the individual deposits in National, State, and private banks, 
and loan and trust companies. It is five times greater than all 
the money in circulation in the United States. What a monu- 
82 ba thrift! What an invitation to plunder! What a call 
to du 

This Republic has ten million policy holders, twenty million 
policies, and at least forty million people, half her population, 
directly interested in this matter. The labor, the economy, and 
the plans of years are all involved. £ 

The most eminent suggestion is that Congress shall pass a 
law declaring insurance to be an article of interstate commerce, 
or incident to it, and thus confer Federal autbority over all life 
insurance corporations doing business outside the States where 
they are organized. Such a law would do three things: It would 
give the nation supervision of their management, and their con- 
trol. It would relieve the corporations, in part at least, from 
the expense and inconvenience of different State regulations. It 
would enable the Government at Washington to retaliate against 
foreign countries doing business here in the event their parent 
countries should discriminate against American countries doing 
business there. 

The first object alone is vital. The second and third are rela- 
tively unimportant. The annual expense to all the life insurance 
corporations in the United States resulting from State control 
is about eight millions of dollars. More than this amount was 
spent last year by one great New York life insurance corpora- 
tion for new business, over and above all of its premiums on 
such new business; and as respects foreign business, it is in the 
opinion of the ablest authorities a loss at best. In the light of 
our recent unhappy experience, it certainly is folly. [Applause.] 

Such a law is of questionable constitutionality, and this coun- 
try does not ask for a law suit. It asks for a result. It does 
not desire the infinite verbosity of constitutional lawyers. It is 
in no mood to listen to the deep thunder of profundity or con- 
template atmospheric phenomena in the mist of precedent. It 
asks for the clear light of publicity, and nothing more. And it 
needs nothing more, 

Should the Supreme Court declare life insurance not to be an 
article of Interstate commerce, or incident to it, then we are un- 
done, for the Constitution will not be amended for this purpose. 
It would take longer to amend the Constitution than to build a 
battle ship, and public interest could not be sustained, More 
than a year would pass before a law could be enacted, a case 
prepared, and a decision had. Two more years would follow 
before a resolution could be presented to the States and three- 
fourths of them return it with their ratification. 

Time has a fine contempt for everything except a crisis, and 
in her potter’s field rest the forms of many impulses more impo- 
sing In their prime than this. [Applause.] 

And all this upon the assumption that there will be no posi- 
tive opposition. This assumption is unfounded. There would 
be opposition. More than one-fourth of our States hold it a 
fundamental duty to resist the inerease of Federal power at 
the expense of State power. In addition, the great majority of 
our people are disgusted with that form of hysteria which calls 
for a constitutional amendment every time the wind changes. 
And to this number I am happy to belong. 

Then, let us say, the constitutionality of the interstate com- 
merce proposition is a question, and an amendment to the Con- 
stitution nothing but a dream. Let us also say that the only 
value of the interstate-commerce idea is the opportunity it 
would afford for publicity, for giving the General Government 
power to supervise the operation and control of these great 
institutions. 

We can enact this provision into law and leave State control 
undisturbed. We can do it in a way which leads past the court- 
house straight back to national confidence. I believe the bill 
which I have introduced will accomplish this result. 

Subject these corporations to national supervision and the 
eagle will keep the vulture from plucking the bodies of the dead. 
[ Applause. } 

Congress has unquestioned power to legislate for the District 
of Columbia, the Territories, and for our insular possessions, 
and all of these great insurance companies do business in some 
of these places. 

True, a statehood bill may leave no Territories. In the future 
our power to legislate for our insular possessions may be 
abridged. But, gentlemen, the District of Columbia will always 
remain with us. Congress will always haye, under the Consti- 
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tution, the power to exercise exclusive jurisdiction in all cases 
whatsoever in the District of Columbia. This District of Colum- 
bia, this little District of Columbia, less than ten miles square, 
offers a solution of this question, offers the field for a display 
of that moral force and influence which will compel all the life 
insurance companies in the United States to come here and of 
their own volition invite the supervision and scrutiny of the 
Government. Enact into law the salient features of this bill and 
the life insurance companies of this Republic will be compelled, 
for prudential reasons, to not only invite but advertise Govern- 
ment supervision. They would hurry here, if not here already, 
in order that the agents soliciting business out in the States 
might possess the one absolutely essential asset of a life insur- 
ance solicitor in the future, namely, the proud and confident 
assurance that the books of his company are constantly open to 
rigid inspection. Every life insurance company in this Republic 
would be compelled to come here, write business, submit to Fed- 
eral supervision, or go out of business. In other words, enact 
into law the salient features of this bill and this problem will 
solve itself. 

I have a bill creating a division of insurance in the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor, and providing for a superinten- 
dent of insurance and subordinate officials. This bill provides, 
among other things, that all corporations doing life insurance 
business in the District of Columbia shall file with the super- 
intendent a sworn report on the first day of September of each 
year, thus enabling the Secretary of the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor to place it in his annual report to Congress. 

This report shall contain a complete, classified, and itemized 
statement of all assets and liabilities. 

This would disclose any scandalous perversion of funds. 

This would prevent, for instance, any life insurance corpora- 
tion from holding ninety million dollars’ worth of securities 
marketed by J. P. Morgan & Co. 

This would supplant speculation with investment. 

This bill provides that this report shall contain a complete, 
classified, and itemized statement of the amount and char- 
acter of all business transacted. 

This would disclose how far these companies had departed 
from the original purpose of insurance and wandered off into a 
maze of more than two hundred forms of policies, puzzling the 
mind and absolutely defrauding the people. 

This bill provides that this report shall give a complete, 
classified, and itemized statement of the number and character 
of all policies outstanding, the number and character of all 
policies issued during the preceding year, and the number and 
character of all policies forfeited during the preceding year. 

This would direct attention to an amazing field of fraud. It 
would tell the story of conditions misrepresented, of stipulations 
not understood, of obligations too heavy to be borne, of dis- 
honest estimates of earnings. It will warn the people against 
the most stupendous trickery of our time, namely, the invest- 
ment feature of life insurance, 

In one of the three great life insurance companies last year 
only 9,000 policies came to a natural end, 7,000 policies were 
surrendered, and 33,000 policies lapsed. 

This bill provides that this report shall contain a complete, 
classified, and itemized statement of all dividends paid. 

‘This will disclose whether the cold-blooded robbery of the 
past is being repeated. Let us hope that it will explain to the 
inquiring policy holder why his dividend fell from $149 in 
1876 to $7 in 1904, and why the dividend of his friend sank 
from $55 in 1876 to $3 in 1904. Let us also hope that such a 
provision would make it impossible for a great corporation, 
whose profits in 1904 were a million dollars greater than in 
1903, to pay $200,000 less in dividends than in 1903. 

This bill provides that this report shall contain a complete, 
classified, and itemized statement of all the names of all exec- 
utive officers, their respective salaries, and their compensation. 
This will disturb that touch of kin which makes the whole com- 
pany a Christmas tree. [Laughter and applause.] 

These salaries are dishonest, the great majority of them. 
The New York savings banks held deposits last year amounting 
to more than a billion dollars, practically the same sum as was 
paid into the three great life insurance corporations, and yet the 
total expense of their management, including taxes, was only 
50 per cent larger last year than the salaries alone paid in the 
home offices of these insurance corporations. 

This bill provides that this report shall contain a complete, 
classified, and itemized statement of all receipts and expendi- 
tures, 

This will throw light upon the salaries of all parasites. It 
will call the roll of our purchasing agents in every state capitol 
from Maine to California. It may explain why the printing, sta- 
tionery, and postage account of one corporation last year was 
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over a million dollars. Think of it! Almost half of the expense 
of our entire diplomatic and consular service. 

It will also inform us whether the lunches we give our execu- 
tive clerks are satisfactory to them, and whether our banquets 
to agents in New York and Paris are in keeping with their an- 
cient dignity. We, the absent hosts, of the United States 
demand that the high standard set by our Hyde ball shall be 
maintained. 

This bill provides that this report shall contain a complete 
classified and itemized statement of profits and losses with 
full information as to all profits and losses. 

This would turn the searchlight on a multitude of syndicate 
operations, such as the international marine scheme, which 
was a wild desire to own the sea as well as the land, the sky 
haying strangely eluded the calculations of these Napoleons 
of larceny—up to the time, at least, that I was recognized by the 
Chair. [Laughter.] 

This bill provides that this report shall contain a complete 
classified and itemized statement of all advertising and copies 
of the same. This will emancipate the magazines and news- 
papers from the most subtle deception that ever assumed the 
form of literature. 

And in addition another feature should be added. There 
should be a statement respecting the number of proxies voted 
at the election of trustees, and the number of policy holders 
voting in person, and no executive officer should be per- 
mitted to cast any ballot but his own. 

No feature of this investigation has been more ridiculous 
than the pretense of mutuality. 

A mutual affair is where men band together to give and take, 
and these companies have been mutual only in this, the policy 
holders give and the officers take. 

On an average only 200 of one New York Insurance Com- 
pany’s 650,000 policy holders record their yotes for the election 
of trustees, In the last ten years the largest yote at any meet- 
ing of the New York Life Insurance Company was 2,328, and 
of this number only 36 policy holders yoted in person. 

The Metropolitan Insurance Company has 8,000,000 policies 
outstanding, and at its last election 38,000 policies were 
recorded as having voted, but in fact only 3 policy holders 
actually voted in person. This is the source of all misman- 
agement. It is an endless chain, the officers ask the agents to 
have policy holders send their proxies to the president he then 
elects the trustees and they in turn elect him. 

Should some policy holder wish to vote he must be very 
vigilant, for the notice of election is printed only in the New 
York papers, and the only notice he gets is on the back of the 
envelope in which his policy is mailed. 

This bill provides that the superintendent of insurance may 
nddress inquiries to life insurance corporations doing business in 
the District of Columbia, the Territories, and insular posses- 
sions, and full answers must be made thereto, and at his dis- 
cretion, or on application of a responsible party, the superin- 
tendent, or a subordinate named by him, shall make a personal 
inspection of books and accounts, this power including author- 
ity to examine witnesses under oath. 

This bill also provides that any corporation shall forfeit its 
charter to do business in the District of Columbia, the Terri- 
tories, and insular possessions whenever the superintendent of 
insurance shall learn that it has indulged in a number of for- 
bidden practices. They shall not make any fictitious sales or 
loans. This would prevent a future Perkins, as vice-president 
of an insurance corporation, from buying bad stock from Per- 
kins, as the trusted agent of J. P. Morgan & Co., and later 
transferring $800,000 worth of it to Morgan & Co. on the 31st 
of December, 1903, and buying it back on the ist of January, 
1904, in order to make a false report to the State superintendent 
of insurance. 

It would prevent the transfer of a million and a half dollars’ 
worth of industrial steck to a $600 a year messenger in order to 
deceive the German Empire, which forbids the holding of indus- 
trial securities. 

This bill provides that no such corporation shall own to exceed 
10 per cent of the capital stock of any other corporation. 

This will take them out of the saloon business, the hotel 
business, the banking business, the trust business. It will 
restrict them to the insurance business. 

This bill provides that no executive officer of any such cor- 
poration shall hold any office of trust or profit in any other 
corporation haying any business of any kind with the insur- 
ance corporation. 

This would dissolve the standing pair which Mr. Perkins has 
had with himself for so many years. [Laughter and applause.] 

Jt will also prevent Mr. Cromwell, the treasurer of one of 
these corporations, from continuing to be a member of sixteen 


different syndicates, all of which do business with the insurance 
corporation with which he is identified. 

This bill provides that no corporation shall pay a commission 
to exceed 40 per cent of the first premium. This is more 
than enough for honest progress, and if this racing for dis- 
honest supremacy does not end in time it will end in insolvency. 

Last year the total premiums on new business in the Equitable 
were over twelve million dollars, while the expenses of manage- 
ment were over fourteen millions. The new premiums of the 
Mutual amounted to more than fourteen millions. The expenses 
of management were over sixteen millions, the total premiums 
in the New York Life were over sixteen millions, the manage- 
ment expenses were over nineteen millions. 

Think of such a corporation paying nine million dollars for 
new business, Think of another company borrowing fourteen 
million dollars with which to buy new business. 

Thirty years ago the percentage of expense to income for ten 
large companies was 9 per cent, two years ago it was 19 
per cent. And this is why this bill also prevents the giving or 
taking of any rebate on an insurance premium. 

This bill provides that no contribution of any kind shall be 
made to any political campaign fund. < 

This will stop the indecent practice of converting private 
funds for vicious purposes; and from the bottom of my heart I 
condemn this infamous practice everywhere in the country. 
[ Applause. ] 

This bill provides that no corporation shall make any invest- 
ment of any kind or deposit any of its funds without the advice 
and consent of its board of directors. All of this dishonesty has 
been the result of arbitrary power. 

This will prevent Mr. Harriman from borrowing $27,000,000 
to cast into a struggle for the control of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad. 

Arbitrary power to dictate the deposits and investments of 
these companies makes a king of Wall street, for less than 8 per 
cent of the assets of these corporations is in real estate. It is 
quick money. It can be reached in an instant, and this makes 
the commercial world the prey of these great institutions, 

This bill provides that these corporations are forbidden to do 
anything without the consent of the board of directors, authority 
over which is given said board of directors by the laws under 
which the corporation shall have been organized. 

Ever since time began arbitrary power has meant nothing but 
tyranny and shame, and this is why three great companies paid 
last year the mammoth sum of $49,000,000 for the expense of 
management. Think of it! More than twice the interest on 
our national debt, and almost one-half as much as they paid to 
their policy holders through all channels. 

This is plunder, Mr. Chairman, pure and simple. One thing 
exceeds the perfidy of these offenders, and that is their impu- 
dence. All but two or three remain in power. There is not 
one of them good enough to wear the strips of the felon. For 
them to remain in office is unspeakable, as unspeakable as for 
the home wrecker to complacently sit in the ruin he has wrought 
and calmly invite the American father to return thanks for 
divine favor. 

While no policy should lapse on this account, no man should 
take a new one in one of these corporations as long as one single 
remote descendant of Calvary's impenitent thief remains in 
power. [Applause.] 

One of them has gone away. He has gone to Paris. I con- 
gratulate him on his conception of propriety. In the midst of 
all this brazenness his flight is as noteworthy as that of the 
belated swallow back to the Tropics through the autumn sky. 

We send Mr. Hyde to France, not as an ambassador, thank 
God, nor even in return for the straw which was packed around 
the body of John Paul Jones, And he might say to our sister 
Republic that we will gladly exchange with her, for an equal 
number of honest dead men, to be selected at her own discre- 
tion, ae of brigands who seem resigned, but have not. [Ap- 
plause 

How patient the people are. They know that when the na- 
tions united and swept piracy from the sea it planted its flag 
in the stock exchange. They know the skull and bones have 
been the coat of arms of brutal wealth in every age. And 
they should hate it. They should hate it for the genius it 
has debauched; they should hate it for the havoc it has 
wrought; they should hate it for the anarchists it has made. 
Instead it seems they see in it merely the Almighty's caricature 
of man’s supreme stupidity, and they are patient still. 

Patient though they be, I want to take away from the desth 
bed of the policy holder the ugly faces of Harriman; Kuhn, 


Loeb & Co.; the McCurdys, the McCalls, the Perkinses, and 


Pierpont Morgan, the international kleptomaniac. [Applause 
and laughter.] 
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About face, captains of industry, and Cassie Chadwick, daugh- 


ter of the regiment! [Applause.] 

I wish to say a word respecting the professional director 
in the United States, the embossed-stationery director, the bird’s- 
eye-view director. He is usually a politician who knows noth- 
ing except cunning, and is used to decoy the people who have 
lifted him from obscurity. In business these men are univer- 
salists—that is, they are directors in every institution within 
the zone of their notoriety. Their souls are in pawn, but their 
names are still for rent. [Applause.] They plead financial 
success as a demurrer to the Ten Commandments and the Ser- 
mon on the Mount. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, all we need is reassurance. These companies 
are solvent, but they charge too much and return too little. 
This investigation that is going on, these developments that have 
aroused the country, will prove a blessing, and the publicity 
which can be secured by this bill will preserve all the fruits of 
this blessing. 

Confidence is not impaired; it is only alert. It has stood 
unflinchingly on too many fields of war to flee from a band 
of common thieves. [Applause.] Confidence is not hysterical; 
it is philosophic. Betray it basely if you will, it calmly counts 
the loss, repairs the damage, regrets a shattered idol, adds a 
line to its experience, and serenely goes forth to other duties. 

Armies and navies and statesmanship and wealth and art 
and science are chattels, one and all, alongside of confidence. 
I do not mean the weather-vane confidence of the ticker, but the 
confidence of manin man. Old-fashioned confidence, clad in the 
homespun of common sense, you are the greatest aristocrat that 
ever stood at the fireside of organized society. [Applause.] 

Pass this bill and you have publicity, complete publicity. 
Haye complete publicity and this problem disappears. Publicity 
will bring regularity, retrenchment, simpleness. Insurance com- 
panies will come back to their legitimate field and expenses will 
decrease. Deferred dividend schemes and other vices will pass 
away before the searching eye of Government supervision. Pub- 
licity will give a sense of fear to all whom God has denied a 
sense of shame. [Applause.] 

This bill will make the District of Columbia the most popular 
territory in all the world for soliciting insurance. There is a 
moral force in this measure against which no insurance company, 
large or small, in this Republic can stand and grow. These 
great corporations, knowing that their innermost transactions 
will be given to a country already suspicious, will compete, not 
for other worlds, but for the approval and esteem of their own 
land. 

It is idle to contend that corporations would evade the pro- 
visions of this bill by removing from the District of Columbia, 
the Territories, or the insular possessions. That would be a 
confession of dishonesty and they would be branded everywhere. 

Publicity is not an experiment—it has been tested in every age 
and it has never failed. It is but another name for light. It 
has led humanity from the cave to the cottage. Publicity bore 
the cross around the world. It has ever been the first instinct 
of honest human nature. It called our fathers together beneath 
the oaks and gave us the Magna Charta. It opened the book of 
faith and closed the lips of superstition. The colonists were un- 
willing to bear arms against oppression without its aid—without 
first giving the world their reasons—and the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence came. And when that war was over and Kings and 
Emperors jested at our feebleness, liberty stepped forward, took 
the hand of a Republic in rags, and, pointing to the western wil- 
derness, said. Give me but free speech and a free press and I 
will lead over mountain and plain, and when the cycle shall be 
full again I will point to a nation such as dreamer ne'er foretold. 

How sacred is publicity’s task to-day! What a vast treasure 
is at stake! 

In the early seventies a victorious nation demanded what was 
thought to be an overwhelming indemnity from its helpless 
foe, and the admiration of the world burst forth when the pay- 
ment of that indemnity followed close upon false prophecy. 
The plain American, thinking of wife and child and future has 
built for their indemnity against death a sum which is more 
than twelve times as great as the indemnity which France paid 
to Germany. What a man he is after all, this plain American. 

This vast treasure publicity will protect. 

Mr. Chairman, pass this bill and in the future the repre- 
sentative of no life insurance corporation can knock at the door 
of the lowliest cottage in this Republic and escape the question, 
“Does your company do business in the District of Columbia?” 
[Prolonged applause.] 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled 


Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
joint resolution (H. J. Res. 48) to pay the officers and employees 
of the Senate and House of Representatives their respective sala- 
ries for the month of December, 1905, on the 20th day of said 
month; when the Speaker signed the same. 


DISTRIBUTION OF THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. AMES rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The chair understands that the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. UNnpeRweop] acquiesces in the recognition 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. AMES]? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do. 

Mr. AMES. Mr. Chairman, it is unfortunate for me that I 
have to follow so distinguished a speaker as we have just lis- 
tened to, and I regret that I have to treat in the few minutes 
allowed me a plan of insurance regulation along very nearly 
the lines of the bill so well explained in the last hour. But in 
order that the Members of the House may know what the Ad- 
ministration has been actually doing along the line of possible 
and proper control of insurance, I consider it my duty, as well 
as my pleasure, to submit as briefly as possible the plan which 
has already received the approval of the Attorney-General of 
the United States, as well as that, I am given to understand, of 
the President himself. 

Briefly, a code is being drawn, and has been in preparation 
for some weeks past, with the assistance of the commissioner 
of insurance of Massachusetts, Mr. Cutting, than whom there 
is no greater authority in the United States, and with the assist- 
ance of the assistant attorney-general of the State of Massa- 
chusetts, Mr. Frederick H. Nash, who for six years has fought 
the insurance battles of Massachusetts against all comers; and 
this code is a code that embodies in its features all that is just 
and proper and right and reasonable in the way of insurance 
laws, combining the best features of the laws of Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, New Jersey, New York, Indiana, Illinois, Ohio, 
and Pennsylvania, protecting the individual policy holders 
against every form of abuse, every type of corruption, and at 
the same time permitting a legitimate insurance business by a 
corporation. 

Now, briefly, starting with such a code, if you can imagine 
it—for it will be a code of nearly 100 pages in length—starting 
with such a code the proposed plan is this: To make the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, which everyone admits is free from any con- 
stitutional question so far as Congressional legislation is con- 
cerned, the seat of a national commission of insurance, in the 
Department of Commerce and Labor. This commission will 
supervise all insurance companies which would do a business in 
the District of Columbia. No company to be allowed to do busi- 
ness in the District until it has complied with this code in all 
of its requirements. More than that, no company will be al- 
lowed to do business in the District until it has received a cer- 
tificate of authority from the insurance commissioner to the 
effect that the company has complied with this code. And more 
than that—and in this, gentlemen, is the crux of the whole prop- 
osition—this certificate of authority shall be reyoked unless 
these insurance companies conduct their business in the several 
States according to the code laid down by Congress for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. What will be the effect of this? It estab- 
lishes a black list of companies not willing to do an honest busi- 
ness. The actual business of insurance in the District will 
amount to nothing; but it sets a standard for honest and legiti- 
mate business, and a company that is unwilling to come within 
this code is a wild-cat company. Public opinion will do the 
rest. It permits a company to do a legitimate business, and by 
a legitimate business I mean an honest business, such as our 
national banking business. In my State of Massachusetts the 
law provides that a street-railway corporation shall not be al- 
lowed to declare more than 8 per cent dividends on its capital 
stock, and in that State no stock watering is allowed. That 
might be legitimate business. 

In the manufacturing business, in cotton and in woolens, we 
would be glad to be assured of 6 per cent on the capital 
actually invested in plant and equipment year in and year 
out. There are plenty of insurance companies that would be 
willing to conduct their business on a 6 per cent profit—a 
legitimate business—turning all other surplus beyond that nec- 
essary to safeguard the interests of the insured over to the 
policy holder and saving none for a corruption fund. That, in 
brief, is the scheme. The code—and a just and proper code is 
the prime requisite in the bill—has been under way some 
weeks; and I hope shortly after the holiday recess to present 
a bill incorporating a complete and most carefully drawn code 
that will meet with the approval of all the insurance com- 
missioners of the United States—and I have no doubt of all 
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honest insurance companies—and you will have before the 
House a scheme already approved by the Attorney-General and, 
I have been given to understand, meets the most cordial support 
the Administration. [Applause.] 

I only regret the ten minutes allowed me has expired, and 
I thank the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unprerwoop] for his 
kindness. : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, we have before us for our 
consideration a resolution distributing the message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States to the various committees of the House. 
For some days I have listened with much interest to the speeches 
made on one question considered in the President’s message. From 
the discussion which has taken place about this message, one 
might be led to believe that there was but one question involved 
that could awake the interest of this House—the clause relating 
to insurance. I believe the question of insurance is a vital one. 
It is a new question in Federal legislation, one that should be 
considered carefully and well. But I believe that there are 
more important questions before this House to-day than that 
of regulating insurance companies. There are issues that come 
more closely to the homes of the people than eyen the insurance 
discussion. You might say that insurance only involves the 
rich; at least you can say insurance only involves the homes of 
those who are well-to-do, because it is only the well-to-do classes 
that pay the premiums on life insurance, and therefore are di- 
rectly interested in that matter. 

But there is a suggestion in the President’s message that in- 
volves the homes of the poor, which involves the question of 
wages, which involves the question of competition for everyday 
work; and in my humble opinion that suggestion is of far more 
vital importance to the American people than even this great 
question of life insurance and regulation of life insurance com- 
panies can ever be. It is no new question to American legis- 
lation, and yet, although the matter has been repeatedly brought 
before Congress, that body has failed up to this time to pass 
legislation that would effectively regulate it and protect the 
American people. I refer to that portion of the President’s 
message that calls the attention of Congress to the suggestion 
that the immigration coming into this country from foreign lands 
should be restricted and regulated. 

Members of the House, I want to say that there is a very 
strong sentiment in this House, a dominant sentiment, that we 
shall not change the present tariff law. There are many of 
us on this side of the House who consider the present tariff laws 
a detriment rather than a benefit to the country, believing that 
they hold back the march of progress. But a majority of the 
House for the last eight years have shown that they are un- 
willing to change the tariff laws. Why? Because they say we 
are in an era of prosperity, that that prosperity brings work 
to the American workman and wages to the American laborer, 
and they will not interfere with present conditions. They say 
it comes from the protection that has been given our manu- 
facturers under the Dingley bill; yet they are leaving the sluice 
gates wide open for indiscriminate immigration to come into 
this country, for the pauper labor of the world to come into 
competition in American factories and on American farms 
with American labor [applause], contrary to the very essence 
of the argument that they make that the protection of Ameri- 
can labor is secured by the protective-tariff theories of the 
Republican party. It is argued by those in favor of admitting 
all immigrants that it was by that policy that we built up this 
country ; that it was through the admission of immigrants with- 
out restriction into America that this great country was set- 
tled and developed. We are all bound to admit that we can 
count back in the course of four or fiye generations to the orig- 
inal immigrants who came from the old country to establish 
our line here. But I want to say that the question of immigra- 
tion in the past and the question of immigration to-day are 
entirely different problems to consider. They are as different 
as black is from white; and why? Because we are receiving 
an entirely different kind of people. We may want, and do 
want, immigration of our blood, of our kith and kin, to develop 
and build up this country; but we do not want immigrants to 
come into this country who will tear down the American stand- 
ard of life, of living and of wages, who are of inferior races 
to our own, who have been oppressed and pauperized for so 
many centuries that they are unable to maintain the high ideals 
of American citizenship. 

The early history of the immigration coming to this country 
shows that it came from the people of Celtic and Teutonic 
blood. It came from northern Europe. It came from those 
people who have created the present civilization of the world. 
The facts show that the immigration coming to America to-day 
is not of the Teutonic and Celtic peoples, but it is from the 
Slay, the Iberic, and the Mongolian races in larger proportions 


than it is of the blood of northern Europe. What is the dif- 
ference? We find that in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, 
1,026,000 immigrants came into the United States, a greater num- 
ber than the entire number of immigrants that came to this 
country from the settlement of Jamestown down to the adop- 
tion of the Declaration of Independence—more people coming 
into the United States in one year than all who came prior 
to the establishment of our independent Government. That 
immense number should cause the American people to look 
well to the question as to who are making up this vast immi- 
gration coming here to mix their blood with our blood and with 
whom we must ultimately assimilate. 

In the early history of the country the immigrants came 
to America for a different reason than that which brings 
them here now. In the beginning of our settlement they came 
here to free themselves from the oppression of bad government 
in Europe. They belonged to that same independent race of men 
of the Aryan blood who, when they left their homes in the 
Caucasian Mountains, came with the idea already embedded in 
their hearts and minds of the glories of self-government. 
When those wild tribes first came to Europe they elected their 
own chiefs. When a leader was killed in battle, his son did 
not succeed him, but the candidates for the office laid their 
shields on the turf, and the warriors, the electors of their 
day, threw their swords into the shield of the man that they de- 
sired to follow, and the man who received the greatest number 
of swords was the chief and the ruler from that day on. 

They brought that principle with them from the Caucasus 
Mountains. It has been embedded in them to this day. It is 
the same principle that worked in the blood of the American 
patriot when he drew his sword for independence at Bunker Hill 
and at Yorktown. In other words, it is what is in the blood 
that makes a people great and prosperous. God Almighty 
did not create all animals equal. He created some strong and 
some weak. He did not create all races of men equal. He 
created some intelligent and some unintelligent, some brave 
and some cowardly, some thrifty and some lazy. 

Practically all of the immigrants who came to this country 
before 1880 were from northern Europe. They were of the Teu- 
tonic and Celtic origin. They did not come because they were 
assisted by others; they did not come because somebody paid 
their way to get them out of their old country, but they came 
here because they wanted to live in a free country. They came 
here to get rid of the oppressions of their old home. They 
came here, themselves raising the money that it cost them to 
move their families to America. They came here facing the 
terrors of an unknown ocean, and cut their way through a 
primeval forest, facing savage tribes, to build their homes and 
to establish this Republic. 

As long as there were any homestead lands left in the West 
to be taken up and to be made into homes, that immigration 
still continued from northern Europe—continued to come from 
people of our kith and kin, people whom we could absorb and 
make a part of us in one generation. But when that class of 
immigrant could no longer find a homestead here on which to 
build his home and found his independence, he ceased to come. 
When the great steamship companies of the world found that 
the immigration was falling off, which had been very profitable 
to them, they felt it was necessary for their business to keep it 
up. They found that the immigrant from northern Europe was 
no longer willing to come, because the inducements that in 
former years brought him to America no longer existed. Then 
they put their agents in the field to bring not good immigration, 
but to bring any immigration they could get, for the sole purpose 
of the profit derived from the money paid for the steerage pas- 
sage, and not for the benefit of America or the upbuilding of 
our Republic. It then became a ques.ion of who was it easiest 
for them to get. It was that class of people who were most 
discontented with their home surroundings, who were most op- 
pressed and downtrodden at home, and who therefore were most 
willing to leave. 

And it was in that field they sent their agents to secure the 
immigration that make the profits for their great companies. I 
am informed, and I am sure that the facts are true, that the 
steamship companies entering New York in the last year made 
over $25,000,000 of profit off of the steerage immigrants. they 
brought into this country. That is the inducement for them to 
bring in the class of people that we now find coming here, and 
when they come here they are here for good or for bad. If 
they are of benefit to the country, we derive the benefit; if they 
are of injury, we suffer that injury. 

Now, the contention that I make is that we should take care 
of our own people first. The argument is often made that this 
is a free country; that we should open our arms to everyone; 
that America should be the home of the downtrodden and the 
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oppressed of all lands. That is a beautiful sentiment, one 
worthy of those who utter it; but my idea is that the true way 
to live, the true way to push forward civilization and Christian- 
ity, is to build up the best standards and not tear them down. 


I believe that our first duty is to our home people. Show me 
the man who does not think his first duty is to his home and his 
fireside and I will show you a man who is too cowardly to pro- 
tect that home and that fireside. [Applause.] Show me the 
man who is not loyal to his own State before he extends his 
loyalty or friendship to some other State and I will show you a 
man that is unworthy the State that gave him birth. Show me 
a man that does not believe that the Stars and Stripes that fly 
over this Capitol are the emblem of the greatest nation on God's 
earth and I will show you a man that is unworthy of American 
citizenship. [Applause.] 

It is that which makes us a great nation. It is that reason 
which makes us the great race that we have always been—loyal 
to ourselves and loyal to our people. It is because we have re- 
fused to mix our blood with the blood of an inferior people that 
we to-day stand at the head of the world’s civilization. 

If the immigration coming into this country is a menace to 
American citizens, to American people, is it not our duty to stop 
it now? I want to call your attention to a few sentences that 
the President uses in his message in reference to this question 
that goes right to the meat of the question. He says: 

What we should desire to find out is the individual quality of the 
individual man. In my judgment, with this end in view, we shall have 
to a through our own agents a far more rigid inspection in the 
countries from which the immigrants come. It will be a great deal 
better to have fewer immi, „ but all of the right kind, than a 
great number of immigran many of whom are necessarily of the 
wrong kind. As far as possible we wish to limit the immigration to 
this country to persons who pro; to become citizens of this coun- 
try, and we can well afford to insist upon adequate scrutiny of the 
character of those who are thus propo for future citizenship. 

Now, are we doing it? Are we scrutinizing those who pro- 
pose to come here for future citizenship? I find that the report 
of the Commissioner-General of Immigration for this year— 
that is, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905—shows that of 
the 1,026,000 immigrants that came into this country only 
221,000 were of Teutonic origin, 124,000 of Celtic origin, and the 
balance were either Slavic, Iberic, or Mongolian origin, people of 
a different blood from ours and a different race. You say that 
may not affect us; that we are able to absorb these people and 
have them become a part of us. If 1,000,000 comes this year— 
and it has been gradually increasing from year to year—in ten 
years it will amount to 10,000,000 immigrants, two-thirds of 
whom are people of a race different from ours and inferior to 
ours. We must absorb them. A million a year in ten years will 
amount to more than one-tenth of the population of the United 
States. 

Mr. GOULDEN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. McCreary of Pennsylvania). Does the 
gentleman from Alabama yield to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman what per 
cent of immigration coming here return home again—of that 
1,026,000 what per cent does the gentleman estimate will return 
within the next five years? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have not ascertained the percentage. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Then I will give it to the gentleman. It 
is 40 per cent. Forty per cent return and 60 per cent remain. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, one more inquiry, if the gentleman will 
permit me. I live in New York City and have made a study of 
this matter—have been to Ellis Island a number of times in 
the last year. Is the gentleman aware that the demand for 
laborers—those doing the lowest manual labor—is so great that 
it is necessary that the immigration be kept up to the present 
number of good, honest, healthy men and women? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I am not. 

Mr. GOULDEN. It is a fact nevertheless. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It may be a fact from the standpoint 
that tie gentleman looks at it, but the standpoint from which he 
looks at it is the standpoint of wealth and not of humanity. 

Mr. GOULDEN. No; it is not; but from that of absolute 
necessity of the times. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am looking at it from the standpoint 
of the man who earns his daily bread by his daily work. [Ap- 
plause.] I will say to the gentleman right here, and that is 
where the issue comes in this question, I would rather let the 
factory and the furnace and the plantation wait a reasonable 
length of time to make its development than I would to drive 
American citizens to Canada in order that they may get homes 
because they can not compete with the class of labor that is com- 
ing into the United States to-day. [Applause.] 

Mr. GOULDEN. Does the gentleman know that out of the 


400,000 or more coal miners at least 75 per cent are foreigners? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes, I know that; but most of them are 
the right kind of foreigners. 

Mr. GOULDEN. It is almost impossible to get anyone to do 
ordinary manual labor and the work of necessity unless you get 
it through our ports of admission for immigrants. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit an 
interruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. STANLEY. Is not that true, I will ask the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. GoutpEen], because of the various injunc- 
tions that have been issued by mine owners against native men 
who at various times have struck, and then these people have 
been brought here in cattle cars by the contract and by the head 
to supplant the different places of the American laborer? If 
that is not the case in New York, it is to a shameful degree in 
Kentucky. [Applause.] 

Mr. GOULDEN. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I would be glad to 
yield to my friends, but I do not want to yield for a contro- 
versy outside of the line of my speech. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I only want to say that I believe the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY] is at 
times true, but it is a condition and not a theory that confronts 
us now, and my figures are taken from the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Immigration at Ellis Island, Mr. Watchorn, a gentle- 
man who rose from the position of a coal miner to the position 
he holds to-day, and who is an authority on these matters. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have the report of the Commissioner 
of Immigration before me on my desk, and I know that there 
is a certain class of immigrants coming to this country who 
ultimately intend to return to Europe. A large number of Ital- 
ian immigrants who come to this country return, as do a great 
many of the Chinese and Japanese. That may lessen the num- 
bers that stay here, but, according to the gentleman’s own 
figures, of the men that came last year 600,000 would remain, 
and we would have the same problem, maybe in a little less 
degree, but the same problem of assimilating those people and 
raising them to American standards. Now, look at the differ- 
ence. You say that it makes no difference, but why does 
this condition obtain? The people of northern Europe have 
not mixed their blood with any alien race. They are still the 
pure, white blood, the people of the Aryan race who came 
down from the Caucasian Mountains. In southern Europe we 
find the Iberie race. It is a well-known fact in history that 
the Spaniard, the Italian, the Greek, and the Assyrian have 
mixed their bloods with the races of Asia and of Africa for 
many generations past. They are not of the pure white race, 
and when we mix with them we also are not of the pure 
Aryan race. Consider what is the difference in the civiliza- 
tion produced by these different races of people. The Iberic 
race, the Spaniards, settled South America. The civiliza- 
tion of South America is a Spanish civilization. It is the civil- 
ization of that mixed race. What do we find there? We find 
the so-called “republics” are military despotisms. We find 
them far behind the progress of the world in the arts, in agri- 
culture, and in mechanics. It is not that they have not great 
fertile plains or rich mines or great rivers to carry their com- 
merce to the sea, but they are a race of people who are not up 
to the high standard of the Teutonic and Ceitic races in the 
fight for progress and civilization. Compare them with North 
America, that has been peopled by the races of northern Europe, 
where we find the highest type of republican form of govern- 
ment that the world has ever produced and the greatest Chris- 
tian civilization that the world has ever known. You have a 
fair comparison of the two races of people there. 

Now, do you wish to have the standards of North America pulled 
down to the standards of South America? If you mix the same 
blood in the veins of the people of North America to-day that 
is found in South America, of necessity you will pull them down 
to that standard. It is just as much a folly to claim that we 
will not lower American standards by admitting to this country 
the immigration that has lower standards than ours as it is to 
say that you will not destroy the breed of thoroughbred Ken- 
tucky horses by breeding with them a Texas broncho pony. 
But, as I said, take the history of these people and you find that 
the people who came here from northern Europe and settled 
this country ‘went to the farms. They wanted independence; 
they wanted their own homes. They cleared away the forests, 
they developed the country, they built the railroads, and they 
developed new markets for our manufactured products. You 
take the settlement of Minnesota by the Norwegians and 
Swedes. They were from northern Europe, and many of them 
to-day can not speak the English language, but they have made 
a great State. They have developed the lands of that State, 
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they have produced markets for us, and they are rapidly becom- 
ing assimilated and a part of the American people; but you 
take the immigration that is coming here to-day, only one-third 
of whom are from northern Europe, and what do you find? 
Are they going out to the West and developing the farm; are 
they making new markets? No; under the present system that 
is bringing this class of immigration to America it is the weak- 


est who come. It is those who can not stand alone at home, 
and by reason of the very small cost of bringing them to this 
country they come here, in many cases, assisted by those in 
foreign countries who desire to get rid of them. They do not 
go out and develop the farm. ‘They are not the class who build 
the railroads, and, as a rule, they are not the class who go into 
the mines, but they are the class who become the tramps and 
the organ grinders of the great cities. Of the immigrants who 
came to this country last year, I find that 31 per cent of them 
remained in the great State of New York, 7 per cent in Massa- 
chusetts, 20 per cent in Pennsylvania, and 5 per cent in New 
Jersey; four States retained 63 per cent of them, and I find 
that Illinois retained 7 per cent and Ohio 5 per cent, making a 
total of 75 per cent of those immigrants who came to this country 
remaining in those six States of the Union. 

Now, why? In the early history of the settlement of this 
country the immigrants who came here, the immigrants of our 
blood and kin, went all over the United States. They went to 
the frontier and faced the dangers of the Indian war and the 
hardships of the frontier country and built their homes, but of 
this class of immigrants coming to-day we find 75 per cent of 
them located in six of the great States of the Union; and why? 
Because in those great States we find the great cities of New 
York, Philadelphia, Jersey City, Chicago, Boston, and Cincin- 
nati. It means that they have gone to the cities and not to the 
farms. It means that they have gone where they could find the 
easiest prop to rest on, because they could not stand alone. 
Now, what must be the result? They are becoming charges 
upon the people of those States. The statistics show that there 
is a much greater per cent of aliens in our reformatory and 
charitable institutions than there is of Americans. I find 
from the statistical reports that in the penal, reformatory, 
and charitable institutions of the United States there are 
349,000 inmates. Of those inmates 97,000, or 28 per cent, are of 
foreign birth. Compare the number of foreign-born people in 
this country with the number of American-born people in it, 
and then realize that nearly one-third of the inmates of our 
penal and charitable institutions are of foreign birth, which 
conclusively demonstrates that the class of immigrants coming 
into this country are not up to the American standards or 
American ideals of life or living; and even more, that when 
they come here we must be charged with their support and 
maintenance in the greater number of cases. 

That being the case, what is the result when they come in 
competition with the American workmen? That is the real 
question. My friend from New York has said that we need 
these immigrants; that we need them all. I know and am 
willing to admit that there is a greater demand probably for 
labor in the country than there ever has been, but there is a 
greater prosperity in America to-day than there ever has been. 
There is more surplus capital in America to-day than there ever 
has been, and necessarily there is a great demand for labor. I 
wish this condition would last forever; but it will not, my 
friends. It may be a year, it may be a decade, but in the end 
this condition will not continue. Hard times will ultimately 
come around, furnaces and factories will close, and when that 
time comes who will be the laborer that is employed? He will 
be the man who can work the cheapest. 

Now, is that man who can work the cheapest the American 
laborer of our blood and kith and kin, or is he the laborer of 
foreign importation? The American laborer has a high stand- 
ard, the highest standard, probably, in the world of any labor- 
ing man. He believes that he has got a right to a good home 
for himself and his family, to such wages as will enable him 
to properly clothe his children and give them good schooling, 
and have separate rooms for his boys and his girls, and he 
ought to live up to that standard. The man who denies that 
proposition is unworthy of his American birth. But, on the 
other hand, the class of immigrants that are coming in here 
to compete with the American laborer is a class of people who 
for hundreds of years have been downtrodden and oppressed 
in their own homes in the old country. They are people 
many of whom live to-day in America in one room in the tene- 
ments of the big cities and are satisfied with their condition, 
They are people many of whom I am informed do not wish 
their children to go to school. They are a people who live on 
the coarsest food. Well, now, my friend, when the day comes 
that the furnaces and factories go out of blast, when the farms 


have bad crops, I want to ask you which of these laborers is 
going to hold his job, the laborer of our kith and kin, whose 
fathers helped build this Republic, whose fathers carried the 
American battle flag in the war of the Revolution, who faced 
the dangers of the frontier and cleared away the forest, drove 
back the Indian, and founded our Republic, or the laborer that 
comes to-day from the oppressed classes of Europe? Why, you 
know and I know when that day comes the man who will 
work the cheapest will hold his job. The man who can work 
the cheapest will be found willing to work the cheapest. And 
you will find that the laborers of southern Europe, the people 
who have been downtrodden and oppressed for years, will take 
the places of American workmen and the latter will be driven 
to the soup houses. They will go to British America, as they 
are doing to-day and have gone in the past, to find homes, 
because they can not find work in America, and because they 
can not stand the competition of this class of labor you are 
leaving your doors open to receive to-day. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what I wish to say is this: That I believe 
the Congress of the United States is willing to pass a bill to 
protect the American laborer from this unfair competition. But 
in the past we have never been able to get a Committee on Immi- 
gration to report a bill to the House for the House to act upon. 
In the Fifty-seventh Congress, when that committee had a bill 
before the House dealing with other questions, I offered an 
amendment seeking to restrict the tidal wave of European immi- 
gration coming into this country, and the House by more than a 
three-fourths vote adopted the amendment. Unfortunately, it 
found its resting place in a committee of the Senate and was 
never heard from again. Of course, we all know there is a 
great pressure by the steamship lines to induce immigration to 
come into this country and opposition to any law cutting off the 
number of immigrants. It is worth $25,000,000 a year to them 
for it to continue. But the American workman has a right to 
protection against that class of labor. The only place where he 
can get protection is in this House. This House can not act 
unless the committee charged with the consideration of these 
bills reports them to the House. 

Therefore, in the beginning of the session, when we are con- 
sidering the President's message, I take this opportunity to bring 
this question before the House, for fear that if the House does 
not take it up and voice the sentiment of the American people in 
favor of protecting the American workman against the pauper 
labor of Europe we will never have any action in the matter 
at all. It is for this reason that I am taking up the time of the 
House to-day. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Will my colleague allow me 
to ask him a question. I did not hear all of his remarks. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. The accomplishment of 
your purpose will have to be obtained by making additional re- 
strictions? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Since the beginning of this 
session of Congress I have introduced a bill increasing the per 
capita tax to $20; it is only $2 now. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to my colleague from Ala- 
bama I think that is right. I did not go into the discussion of 
how we should restrict the immigration at this time, because 
I did not care to go into the discussion of a bill which I in- 
troduced and that passed the House at one time, but was de- 
feated in the Senate. I think there are but two ways to meet 
the question. One is along the line of the bill I offered some 
years ago, which provided for an educational test; in that way 
I think we will get the best class of immigrants from the dif- 
ferent countries. It required that each immigrant should be 
able to read and write some portion of the Constitution of the 
United States. The other was to increase the head tax, as my 
colleague has suggested; and I do not think $25 is too high 
at all—the amount he has put in his bill. The most undesira- 
ble class of immigrants that we have to-day, of which there is 
a large number, is the assisted immigrant. That is an immi- 
grant who has his way paid for him by somebody else. The 
assisted immigrant is a weak immigrant. We want the strong. 
When you put the head tax high you will eliminate the weak, 
and only the strong will come. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. The assisted immigrant that 
you refer to is the one who is assisted by some relative who 
comes to this country and who by his intelligence earns enough 
to be able to send back to the old country for any relative. Do 
you not think, as you have just said, that it is the most unde- 
sirable class of immigration to come into this country? Do you 
not think that restriction ought to be increased and the 
degree of relationship narrowed down to father and mother, 
son and daughter, and not to general relationship? 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do, because the statistics show that the 
tax on immigrants, assisted immigrants, makes it possible that 
they may include cousins who are so far removed that you 
can not trace any relationship at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. And thereby a great many 
of their neighbors are brought inte this country in that way. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think a great many are. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. That is my information. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no criticism to make of my col- 
league’s bill. If you had doubled the amount that you had put 
in your bill, making it $50 rather than $25, then we would be 
sure to eliminate the assisted immigrant; and also providing 
in the law that the immigrant should be able to read and write, 
then we would only have the most intelligent come here to com- 
pete with American laborers; and it goes without saying that 
the most intelligent would hold up American standards. 

Mr. McNARY. Before the gentleman sits down, I would like 
to ask him whether the statement which I have frequently read 
in the newspapers, that the South wants immigration, is cor- 
rect or not, and whether he does not believe that the large 
amount of prosperity which has been enjoyed in the Northern 
and Western States from the time of the war on has been 
largely due to the immigration to those uncleared territories; 
and would he kindly explain, if the South does not want immi- 
gration, what it does want to supplant the negro labor which 
we have heard so often spoken of by gentlemen from that sec- 
tion? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to say this, in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts: In the first place, I do believe the 
great prosperity in the Northern States to-day and the develop- 
ment of the great Northwest is due to the immigration that 
came to this country before 1880. I call my friend’s attention 
to the fact that the immigration that came here up to 1880 was 
of the Teutonic and Celtic people. It was immigration from 
northern Europe. They went out, as stated, into these western 
plains, cleared the land and developed farms, built railroads, 
and made markets for us, and in a large measure our prosperity 
is due to them; but the immigration coming to-day is not from 
northern Europe; it is from southern Europe; the same class 
of people that settled South America, as I explained a few mo- 
ments ago. We do not want South American civilization in the 
Southern States. In place of that we want the Teutonic, and 
Celtic, and white civilization of the North. Now, if you would 
give us to-day the immigration from northern Europe, if you 
would give us the Irish, the English, the French, the German, 
the Scotch, and the Scandinavian, we will welcome him with 
both arms open, and are ready for him in the South and want 
him in the South. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. In that connection, Mr. 
Chairman, if it will not interrupt my colleague—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. As bearing on the demand 
for labor in the South, last year we made the largest cotton crop 
ever produced in the South—nearly fourteen million bales. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to my colleague that I think 
there is a demand for labor in the South. I know in my district 
that we could use a good many more men in the furnaces, the 
mines, and the factories than we have got, and I would be glad 
to have them if we can get the right people, if we can get the 
kind of people that made the North and Northwest great—people 
of the Teutonic blood; but we do not want in the South an in- 
ferior race. We have one inferior race to contend with, and we 
do not want another that will give us a great deal more trouble. 

Now, as to the production of cotton last year, I shall have to 
say to my colleague that I can not agree with him that it was 
labor that made that great crop. It was an unusual cotton sea- 
son. It was the weather and the long-continued cotton season 
that made the 13,000,000 bales. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. In that connection, if my 
colleague will allow me to suggest, there is an explanation of 
that immense cotton crop. Take the statistics along in 1880 and 
you will find that 10 per cent of the cotton was produced at 
that time in the South by white labor. Take the statistics of 
last year and you will find that of that immense crop more than 
50 per cent was made by white labor. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am sure that is true. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. My friend behind me says 
62 per cent of it last year was produced by white labor; and we 
contend that if they will let us alone we will solve the great 
problem of the negro by the white people coming into the South 
and cultivating the land. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no doubt my colleagne’s state- 
ment is true, and I will say to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. McNary] that there is a demand among some of the 
southern farmers for more laborers; but it is from the large 


planters, the men who have four or five thousand acres of land 
under cultivation, The negroes of the South have gone to the 
North—have gone to railroad work; have gone to the furnaces; 
gone to the mines—and there is a scarcity of labor among the 
large planters. But you must remember that a great majority 
of the cotton farmers of the South are the men who follow the 
plow themselyes. The great agitation among the farmers of 
the South is to cut down the amount of acreage, and to keep 
up the price of cotton thereby, and if you brought cheap Chinese 
labor or cheap European labor and put it on these big planta- 
tions, you would only increase the amount of the crop, pull 
down the price for the farmer who is following the plow him- 
self, and make his condition worse than it is to-day. 

Mr. McNARY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. McNARY. There are one or two more thoughts I should 
like to ask the gentleman to consider before taking his seat. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has only about two min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. MoNARY. He will hardly have time to consider these 
thoughts of mine, and perhaps I had better give expression to 
them myself a little later on; but I should like to ask him 
whether he does not know that it is the presence of the negro 
and the conditions under which the negro labors in the South 
that have kept the Irishman, the German, and the Scandinavian 
out of the South. 

I should like to ask him also to explain to the House in what 
way the civilization of New Orleans and Louisiana, built up by 
the French, is inferior to the civilization of other white people. 

T should like to ask him further to explain how it is that the 
countries of Argentina and Chile, occupied by Spanish-speaking 
people, with very few negroes or Indians, and lately receiving 
an immense immigration from Italy, are advancing as rapidly 
as the United States ever did in its history, so much so that 
Buenos Ayres, at the Paris Exposition, received a higher award 
for its educational work than did the city of Boston, the best 
educational center in the United States. 

I think the gentleman is entirely wrong in his premises, and 
I hope to be able to convince this House at a little later stage 
that the Italian labor and the labor of southern Europe, instead 
of being a detriment, will be a benefit in every section of the 
country wherever it comes. Wherever they immigrate they 
buy property and improve it, and in my judgment they would 
prove to be buyers of property and improvers of waste land and 
would tend to develop waste territory and would prove to be 
builders-up rather than tearers-down of the civilization of the 
South. And later, if the committee does report a bill, I would 
like to submit some pertinent questions to the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I can not in the two 
minutes remaining to me answer all of the gentleman’s ques- 
tions. I want to say, however, that there are many Italian 
laborers who come from the north of Italy who are of Celtic 
origin. They are of the white blood—a people of the same civ- 
ilization and blood as ourselves. It is the immigrants of Iberic 
blood that do not come up to our standards. 

Mr. McNARY. Is not the Spaniard of Celtic blood? Were 
not the great majority Celts and talking a Celtic tongue when 
the Romans conquered the country? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; the Spaniard is of Iberic blood. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. McCreary of Pennsylvania). The 
time of the gentleman from Alabama has expired. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Does the gentleman desire 
more time? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to answer the question of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, but I can not go fully into 
an answer without taking some time. If the House will allow 
me a few minutes, I will endeavor to answer him briefly. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Alabama have fifteen 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama may be extended fifteen minutes. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will not occupy the 
time of the House many minutes, because I have said very fully 
what I intended to say, but in answer to the remarks of my 
friend from Massachusetts I will say briefly that he referred 
me to the civilization of Chile and the Argentine. We know 
that Chile is the most powerful country in South America, the 
most progressive country in South America; that it has always 
been the most progressive country; that the civilization of 
Chile is more nearly equal to the civilization of America to-day 
than any other South American republic. I think my friend 
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will agree with me as to that. Why is that the case? It only 
carries out and sustains the argument I have already made. 
Chile is the only South American country that has been more 
fully settled by the people of northern Europe—by the Celtic 
race and the Teutonic race of people—than any other country 
in South America. We know that although the people of Chile 
speak the Spanish tongue, to-day the leading men, the pro- 
gressive men of that great southern country, came from the 
Scotch and Irish ancestry who went there one hundred years 
ago. It is the Scotch and Irish blood—the Celtic blood—in 
those people that has made Chile the great Republic of South 
America. 

Mr. McNARY. Will the gentleman give me the names of a 
few of those Scotchmen? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not recall the names in an off- 


hand speech. 
Mr. McNARY. Is it the O'Higgins and the Lynches and the 
McKennas? [Laughter.] 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, that would only carry out my ar- 
gument, because they come from Ireland and are of the same 
Celtic blood. [Laughter.] 

Now, as to the Italians. He says that there are instances in 
this country_where the Italian labor has developed and done 
well. Well, that is true. Let me call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to this fact: The report of the Commissioner of Immi- 
gration says that of the Italians that came to this country last 
year there were 185,000 from the south of Italy, or of the 
Iberic blood—that is, of the mixed blood. There are 35,000 
who came from the north of Italy, of the Celtic blood—of the 
blood of our people. 

Now, when you are speaking of Italians, you must designate 
where they come from, because the Italian from the north of 
Italy is of as good blood as we are, of the same blood, of un- 
mixed blood; that same blood that made our civilization, and 
there are many settlements of Italians from northern Italy 
that are to-day doing as much good and advancing as rapidly 
in this country as any other class of immigrants, as those who 
come from Scandinavia, England, Scotland, Ireland, Germany, 
or France, because they have the same blood in them. As I 
have already said in this argument, the Creator of the uni- 
verse made some men weak and some men strong; He made 
some men intelligent and some unintelligent; He created the 
great Celtic and Teutonic races to ¢arry forward the banners 
of our present civilization and the principles of Christianity, 
and when we contaminate our blood with an inferior race we 
will not be carrying out the object of our creation, but will be 
tearing down the old-time American standards instead of build- 
ing them up. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman to 
clearly define what he means by Iberic blood? May I ask him 
whether or not the race that produced the world’s civilization 
anterior to the Romans, and in some respects the greatest race 
the world ever saw, were not the Greeks; whether or not 
Sicily and southern Italy were not Greek in origin; whether or 
not they did not talk the Greek tongue when the Romans ex- 
tended their dominion over them, and whether or not they have 
not preserved the Greek characteristics? And in what way 
are the people of Greek blood inferior to those of northern 
Italy, other than because of the unfortunate conditions that 
surround them, other than the keeping up of the feudal sys- 
tem, the denial of opportunity, the absolute restriction of edu- 
cation—in what way are they inferior to the people of the other 
parts of Italy? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to en- 
cronch on the time of the House much further, but I shall be 
glad to answer the gentleman’s questions, if I can. There is no 
question that the original Greek and the original Roman were 
of the same Aryan blood that we are, but, as I said, the people 
of Syria, Greece, Italy, Spain, and Portugal have for generations, 
yes, for hundreds of years, mixéd their blood. They have ab- 
sorbed emigrants from Asia and Africa; they have become 
amalgamated with the inferior races of Asia and Africa until 
to-day the Commissioner of Immigration and those who are 
learned in these matters designate these races of people from 
Spain and Portugal and Italy and Greéce and Syria as of 
Iberie blood to distinguish them from the pure Celt and the 
pure Teuton—the men of the pure Aryan white race—and if 
the blood of the Iberie race is mixed and we try to assimilate 
it we mix our blood in the same way, possibly not to the same 
extent, that we would if we tried to bring to this country 
races from Asia or Africa and assimilate them. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, one more question, to get at 
this Iberie blood. Do I understand the gentleman would like 
to have the House understand that the Commissioner of Immi- 
gration, who, apparently, has invented a new race, would lead 


this House to believe that the Arab who invented and developed 
a civilization, many of the elements of which are among our 
choicest treasures at the present time, is not of Caucasian 
blood? That the Jew and the Syrian who developed a civiliza- 
tion of their own and have given to us many of the most precious 
things that we now have were not of Caucasian blood, and that 
the mixture therefore of Syrian and Arabic blood would be a 


mixture of elements non-Caucasian? What I desire to get at 
is this, whether or not that blood, the Aryan blood, a branch 
of the Caucasian race, is, in his judgment and the judgment of 
the Commissioner of Immigration, deteriorated to such a re- 
markable degree by mixture of the Semitic blood from the 
‘Arab and from the Syrian and from the Jew—other branches 
of the Caucasian race—that it produces an inferior race? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentle- 
man that I do not attempt to say what the Commissioner of 
Immigration believes. I merely state what the Commissioner 
says in his report and that he does designate the peoples of 
Portugal, Spain, southern Italy, Greece, and Syria as of the 
Iberie race, and as showing what the result would be I simply 
suggested, as an example, the difference between the civiliza- 
tion of the South American republics, that were settled and 
civilized by the people of the Iberic race, and the civilization 
of North America to-day, which is the civilization of the Celtic 
and Teutonic peoples. 

Mr. BEDE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield 
to the gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will yield to my friend 
from Minnesota in a moment. 

Mr. BEDE. I wish to ask one question, and that is, in your 
study of this subject, do you not think it would be better to put 
the burden upon the steamship companies who bring over these 
people, rather than upon the mere individual who comes here? 
Is it a crime not to have $25 upon reaching America? How 
many of the original settlers of Jamestown and Plymouth could 
haye paid $25, as your colleague from Alabama [Mr. RICHARD- 
son] would put in his bill? Is it not character rather than 
cash that we desire? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say I am not blaming any man 
for coming to America. I think he is a wise man who tries to 
come, but I think we ought to protect ourselves. I suggest that 
when each immigrant is charged a head tax of $25 and can not 
pay it the steamship company which brings him over without it 
ought to be made to carry him back free. I do not believe in 
putting any hardship upon the poor immigrant. We can not 
pass a law designating from what European countries we will 
admit emigrants and which we will not, therefore we must 
adopt a plan that will only admit the strongest and the best, 
and a head tax is part of that plan. 

Mr. BEDE. Had we not better put them under civil service? 
[Laughter.] Would not a head tax make the immigrant merely 
the slave of the man who advanced the $25? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; because our laws prohibit anyone 
from paying it for the immigrant; he must earn it in advance 
for himself. 

Mr. BEDE. I know, but it is done just the same. 

Mr. WHARTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 3 

Mr. WHARTON. Does the gentleman from Alabama think 
and has he ever considered, or has he made an investigation 
and does he not now think, that along this line of labor and 
for the purpose of securing the proper amount of labor in the 
southern industries, not confined to any one Congressional 
district, but to the whole South—the new South and the indus- 
tries there—if the same rate of wages prevailed there as does 
in the Northern States you could fill up the whole South and 
the industries there with enough of this good Irish labor, which 
can be procured in the North and which is the best kind of 
labor on the face of the earth, to meet your demands? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that he is 
assuming a fact which is not so. He is assuming the wages 
of the South are not as good as those of the North. I repre- 
sent a large manufacturing industrial district in the South, 
and I will say that our wages—that is, the mills and factories— 
are governed by the amalgamated scale. The labor scale that 
governs your wages is identically the same as that which 
governs ours, and the wages paid to our miners are greater 
than they are paid to your miners, because your coal miners, 
if you are referring to them, are paid by the long ton and are 
only paid for the coal that goes from the screen; they get 
nothing for the slack coal. It is only the lump coal for which 
they are paid. Our miners are paid by the short ton and are 
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paid for all the coal that comes out of the mine; therefore if 
the gentleman makes a fair comparison of miners’ wages 
he will see the miner of Alabama is paid more per ton for his 
work than the miner in Pennsylvania. So my friend is mak- 
ing a mistake when he assumes that there is cheap labor in 
the South. I will tell you what keeps the class of immigrants 
that we would like to have from coming South: It is that 
they have to come in contact with the negro, and they do not 
wish to do so. That is our unfortunate position. We will 
be glad to welcome them there. 

Mr. Chairman, let us hope that at an early date the commit- 
tee having this important matter in charge will report a 
bill to the House so restricting immigration to our country as 
to protect the American wage-earner, whether on the farm, in 
the furnace, the mines, or the factory, against the pauper 
labor that is now threatening his family and his home. [Loud 
applause. ] 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the article I send to the 
Clerk’s desk be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


RESPONSIBILITY FOR HAZING, 

When the facts of the Branch-Meriweather tragedy. first 3 
the Post was at no loss to identify it as the fruit—and the perfectly 
legitimate fruit—of a survival of hazing. It stood unmistakably re- 
vealed in that sinister light, and we so described it in our editorial 
comment at the time. eriwether had been hazed—they call it 
“running” now, but it is the same old abominable persecution in 
another name—and Meriwether, instead of submitting to the outrage, 
forced a fight upon his tormentor. 

Now, it appears that hazing or running—label the barbarism as you 
will—has been going on steadily, and not so very secretly at that. 
Young Meriwether told no tales. He took his own case in hand, and 
managed it as t he could for his dignity and self-respect. It was 
paia enough that he had no protection save in his own courage and 

is own strong arm. Anyone could see that he had to fight or incur 
the contempt and ostracism of the whole academy. 

Whose fault was it? Whose fault is it now with this hazing and 
little boys sent to the hospital every few days? When Willard Brown- 
son was Superintendent at Annapolis he executed the law and ex- 
pelled three hazers, as was his bounden duty. Then came Congress 
repudiating its own laws and reinstated those three offenders. ‘They 
had a pleasant holiday, lost nothing in grade, escaped a little be ye 
ant service, and are at present, on the whole, distinctly beneficiaries 
of the episode. Congress is making a great uproar over these recent 
disclosures of hazing and eral ruffianism, but what could Congress 
have expected after reinstating the hazers expelled by Admiral Brown- 
son and thus sealing their offenses with D ee s it now proposed 
to hold Admiral Sands responsible for conditions which Congress itself 
has deliberately created? 

Meanwhile, as the perfectly natural product of all this hypocritical 
nonsense, we are developing at Annapolis every latent instinct of 
cowardice and hoodlumism. It is all very fine for Congress to get up 
on its hind legs and snort at the seon now presented for its in- 
2 — the same, the fault lies at the Government's door, and 
nowhere else. 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I call that rather a drastic article 
on the situation and especially with reference to what is said 
about the Congress of the United States, but while it is hard and 
severe, can any Member of this House challenge the correctness 
of the statement? A few years ago a young man in the Mili- 
tary Academy was hazed to death, a constituent of the gentle- 
may from Pennsylvania [Mr. WANGER]. 
up over that death, as it should have been, and a committee of 
investigation was appointed which investigated and made its 
report, and proper legislation followed the recommendation of 
that committee. The matter certainly was made as public as 
anything of the kind could be. The investigations of that com- 
mittee were published from day to day in the press of the 

country. The discussions upon the floor of this House were 
published, but when three young men, in defiance of the laws of 
the United States and in defiance of the rules and regulations 
and discipline of the Naval Academy, proceeded deliberately to 
violate that law and were tried and expelled by the officers of 
the Naval Academy, as it was their sworn duty to do, what 
followed? 

Because they were three fine specimens of American manhood, 
and because they had three eloquent gentlemen on the floor of 
this House to plead for them, a bill was introduced that author- 
ized their reappointment into the Navy. It could not be con- 
strued in any other light by those men than to be at least a 
forgiveness for what they had done and a weakening on the 
part of Congress in the enforcement of the law. When that 
bill was brought up in the House repeatedly and unanimous 
consent was asked for its consideration, some Member of the 
House invariably objected. And on the 4th day of February, 
1905, the bill was brought up, and I will read from the RECORD 
to show what took place at that time: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Brown] in 
asks unanimous consent for present consideration of the bill the title 
of which the Clerk will again report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“A bill (H. R. 17750) authorizing the appointment of certain mid- 
Mei to the United States Navy.’ 

he SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. Srms. Mr. Speaker, I shall object until I understand this bill bet- 
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ter. We passed a bill to prevent this offense, and here we are going 
to work to rescind that action at the first instance of its violation. 
The President himself says that it was a plain violation of the law, 
though not an aggravated one. Now, we will have six suspension 
days at the end of this Congress, when the House can pass the bill, 
if it is disposed to do so. I voted for the measure to prevent hazing, 
and here upon the very first occasion where it has been viola we 
are asked to vacate action under it. I have no feeling in this matter 
myself, and do not know any of these young men. 

The suspension days came, and we know how suspension 
measures get through the House. They come right on the heels 
of Congress, when every Member is interested in getting some 
other measure through in that way or by unanimous consent. 
He fails to vote against the measure for fear that some meas- 
ure in which he is interested will be refused unanimous consent 
or voted against. That measure was passed in this House, I be- 
lieve, not as a result of the deliberate judgment of the House, 
but by reason of the coercion growing out of the circumstances. 
It is unpleasant to say “I told you so,” but it was talked pri- 
vately here and urged upon the part of Members not to object 
until it almost became a menace as well as a species of per- 
suasion. So the bill was passed. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Stus!] yield for just a suggestion? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes. 

Mr. PRINCE. I think the gentleman from Tennessee and my- 
self agreed upon that proposition, and both of us spoke in op- 
position to it. 

Mr. SIMS. We certainly did. 

Mr. PRINCE. In order to remind the gentleman, I wish to 
call his attention to this, that the President of the United States, 
who is the Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy, on Jan- 
uary 11 sent a special message to Congress. Does the gentle- 
man recollect that? 

Mr. SIMS. I do. 

Mr. PRINCE. I will just hand you this paper. 

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman can read it while he has it there. 

Mr. PRINCE. The gentleman from Tennessee can use it 
himself. I wanted to call his attention to the fact that the 
President asked it be done. 

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman from Illinois is entirely correct. 
The President of the United States did ask that he be author- 
ized to reappoint the young men. The President himself is 
subject to the same influence that we are. No doubt the al- 
most irresistible gentlemen who appealed to Members of this 
House in private conversation to not vote against these young 
men also brought pressure to bear upon the President of the 
United States, and he, through the same feeling, committed the 
same mistake that we did. 

Mr. RIXEY. I understand that the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee referred in the first part of his remarks to a young 
man who lost his life as a result of hazing at the academy? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RIXEY. And to argue that this law against hazing 
was a result of that case? Now, if that is true, hazing then 
was then supposed to be an aggravated offense, something 
from which would necessarily follow physical disability or 
injury? 

Mr. SIMS. Possibly. 

Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman tell me if he knows what 
were the circumstances in regard to the three cadets? 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I do not recall the circum- 
stances in regard to the three cadets who were expelled, but 
the President in his message says it was a plain violation of 
the law. 

Mr. RIXEY. Now, will the gentleman allow me to inform 
him to some extent as to what the circumstances were? in 
that case there was practically no physical hurt. There may 
not have been any other kind of injury to these three cadets, 
One of them, as I remember the circumstances, had failed to 
promptly respond when ordered to line or dress up by his 
superior officer. The superior officer said, “Come to my room 
to-night.” That evening he came around. The superior officer 
was not in, but his roommate was, and he asked him what he 
wanted. The cadet said, “I have come here because I am 
ordered by my superior officer.” He said, “I suppose he wants 
to put you through some of the ordinary exercises.” I had 
forgotten the names of them, but they were ordinary gymnastic 
exercises such as are practiced at the academy. That was the 
offense in one case. When the witnesses were before the 
naval committee, one of them, and I think it was Captain 
Brownson, in reply to a question from me as to what was 
hazing—because the statute does not define it—said, “It is 
any command by a superior classman to a lower classman.” 

For instance, he said: “If a superior class man directed one 
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of the other class men to bring him a glass of water,’ and he 
obeyed, that,” he said, “is hazing.” Now, I wish to ask the 
gentleman this: Ought there not to be some degrees in hazing? 

Mr. SIMS. Of course I will be glad to answer the gentleman. 
I will ask the gentleman from Virginia who has just interro- 
gated me if he was not one of the members of that committee? 

Mr. RIXEY. I was, and heard all the testimony, 

Mr. SIMS. And therefore as a Member who determined 
with reference to this particular case, I take it that he did know, 
and that he yoted in favor of it? 

Mr. RIXBY. I did, and made some remarks on the floor in 
favor of the action which was taken. 

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman also voted for the law which was 
passed on the subject? 

Mr. RIXEY. I do not know when that law was passed. I 
presume I voted for the law if it came up during my term of 
service here, 

Mr. SIMS. The young gentlemen who had been expelled 
violated the law which this House passed. 

Mr, RIXEY. The court-martial which tried them decided 
that they had violated the law, but the law which was passed 
by Congress contained no definition of hazing. These young 
men were dismissed from the academy for doing what I think 
was a very minor offense. I think it was a gross injustice to the 
young men that they should be dismissed from the academy, 
and not be allowed to hold office under the Government of the 
United States again. Congress has righted the wrong that was 
done by inflicting the minor punishment of reduction in rank. 

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman now returns to the argument that 
he favored at first; I take it that he takes that position in all 
good faith. But it certainly occurs to me as the experience of 
my life that the first offense committed is usually the least, and 
if you begin forgiving and overlooking the first offense it simply 
leads to graver offenses. I have no doubt that the gentleman 
from Virginia and members of the committee who reported that 
bill were animated by humane motives and goodness of heart, 
but the whole country believes that by reason of the action of this 
House it has brought upon itself the shed blood of Midshipman 
Branch. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I will ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee if the evidence in the Meriwether case does not dis- 
close the fact that this hazing and these contests have been go- 
ing on there for several years, and if that had not been the cus- 
tom long prior to the time that Congress passed this act rein- 
stating these young men? If that is the case, why is Congress 
to be criticised and held responsible for the action that the news- 
paper referred to charges? 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, the newspaper article I read 
charges—and it is a conservative paper, the Washington Post, 
which is not given to yellow journalism or sensationalism, but 
reechoes the press of the entire country—that when the officers 
of the Naval Academy, in pursuance of the law, had done their 
duty Congress wiped out the result of their action by restoring 
to their rank in the Navy these first offenders against the law. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Does not the evidence in the 
Meriwether case show that the law had been violated constantly 
prior to the time that Congress passed this act reinstating these 
young men? 

Mr. SIMS. Why, Mr. Chairman, the very fact that this prac- 
tice existed was the cause of the enactment of the law. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Yes; and all the faculty there 
in charge of that naval institution knew that this law was being 
violated constantly, and if they did know they should have come 
in and made objection when this bill was pending in Congress. 

Mr. SIMS. Let me say in reply to the gentleman, in the case 
of the hazing of Mr. Kimbrough, of Tennessee, which took place 
only a few days ago, and since the death of Branch, and since 
the trial of Meriwether began, Kimbrough was threatened with 
death if he reported the guilty parties. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. You do not answer my ques- 
tion. 

Mr. SIMS. I am going to answer it. 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, if these young men were guilty of 
this inhuman, brutal, and cowardly conduct, and then threatened 
to kill their victim if he reported them, do you suppose it does 
not have some effect upon the officers of that institution, after 
having discharged their duty, that Congress by its action nulli- 
fies their action? 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I want to say to the gentle- 

-man that I supported that measure under the representation 
and belief that the young men had been guilty of nothing more 
than at least a technical violation of this law, that they had 
not violated the spirit of the law at all, and that there was 
no objection really on the part of the faculty to their rein- 
statement. But it was with the full understanding and belief 
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that the offense of hazing was not practiced in that institution. 
If I had known the facts disclosed since, I would never have 
yoted to reinstate those young men. But nevertheless I think 
the faculty of that institution should have communicated to 
Congress what knowledge they had, if they were going to hold 
Congress responsible for refusing to enforce the law as we had 
made it. 

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman certainly did not read the report 
of the of the Navy. The officer in charge of the 
Naval Academy said the act would have a bad effect upon the 
institution and a bad effect upon the discipline, and, while they 
did not use the exact language, the meaning was that it would 
bring the law into disrepute and render it null and void, just 
as it has done. 

Mr. MUDD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes. 

Mr. MUDD. If the gentleman will permit me, I want to cor- 
rect what I think is a misapprehension in his mind. 

Mr. SIMS. I should be glad to have any misapprehension 
corrected. 

Mr. MUDD. The gentleman states that these young men 
were reinstated in the academy. 

Mr. SIMS. Reappointed, I said. 

Mr. MUDD. They were not in fact reappointed to the acad- 
emy, but reinstated in the Navy. 

Mr. SIMS. Reappointed in the Navy. 

Mr. MUDD. I do not say that for the purpose of contro- 
versy, but simply to correct a misapprehension. The gentle- 
man states that all punishment was wiped out. The gentleman 
is mistaken in that. In the intervening time they had suffered 
considerable punishment, and they suffered the punishment of 
a very large reduction of rank, for they were put back at the 
very foot of the class in which they had formerly had held quite 
high rank, 

One other thing. The Superintendent of the academy, if I 
recollect aright, said it would be very hurtful to discipline if 
these young men were allowed to come back to the academy, 
where their unlawful practices had been carried on. As a 
matter of fact, as I have already stated, they were not allowed 
to come back to the academy. 

Mr. SIMS. They were pardoned by act of Congress. Whether 
all the discomforts that they had suffered by reason of their mis- 
deeds and violation of law were wiped out or not is not the 
question. Whether they were reappointed to the academy or 
not is not the question. They were reappointed to positions in 
the Navy. They were not degraded. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. SIMS. I am glad to yield, although it looks as though 
my speech would be all questions and no answers. 

Mr. LOUD. Just one question. 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. LOUD. Are you aware that there were twenty fist 
fights at the academy between the time that these men were 
expelled and the time when they were reinstated in the Navy, 
previous to the time mentionéd in this article? 

Mr. SIMS. I was not aware of it. I assume from the gen- 
tleman’s question that he means to assert that that is true— 
that there were twenty fist fights. 

Mr. LOUD. I mean to say that when the investigation takes 
place which we have asked for those facts will come out. 

Mr. SIMS. You charge that there were twenty fist fights? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not know myself whether there were or not, 
but I accept the gentleman’s statement that there were. And 
what a comment it is upon the Naval Academy of the United 
States that we are being taxed here to keep young men there to 
practice fist fights. [Applause.] 

Mr. LOUD. And, more than that, fagging, which is just 
another method of hazing, has been in full swing all this time, 
which fact now comes to our knowledge and will come out in 
the investigation. 

Mr. SIMS. In other words, the law we passed has been held 
in utter contempt by the young men of that institution. 

Mr. LOUD. Precisely, before the time you speak of. 

Mr. SIMS. Before and since. 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. 

Mr. SIMS. And it seems to me, if this be true, that it must 
have been with the connivance of the officers. 

Mr. LOUD. Exactly. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not make that charge on my own personal 
knowledge, for I do not know; but, Mr. Chairman, there is a 
resolution introduced at the other end of this Capitol and one 
introduced in this House to investigate. I am in favor of both 
resolutions; and when these deplorable and disgraceful facts 


558 


are brought out in the heat of our indignation we pass salutary 
laws, and when an attempt is made to enforce them we turn 
around, childlike, in the spirit of kindness, and wipe out all we 
have done by pardoning the offenders. 

Now, if the naval officers in charge of that academy are to 
be censured, let us censure them. But are we not rather 
estopped, at least those of us who voted for that reinstate- 
ment measure, for these officers at the time stated plainly what 
would be the effect upon the discipline of the academy. They 
said it would not help it, and it did not help it. But, are the 
officers in charge of that institution simply there to draw sala- 
ries and shut their eyes to these enormities, and neither report 
them or act upon them? If they are, the sooner we remove 
them the better. These young men from the several Congres- 
sional districts of this country are sent there to receive their 
education in order that they may ornament the Navy and 
be useful to their country; but if they are to receive the 
education only of prize fighters and bullies, the sooner we stop 
the appropriation the better it will be. [Applause.] 

Now, the gentleman from Tennessee who appointed Mr. Kim- 
brough is not here to speak for himself, or I would not have 
arisen on this occasion. What do we hear from the press of 
Tennessee to-day? That the parents of that young man who 
was hazed, and who would have died if he had not had medical 
attention, want him to resign and come home. I do not believe, 
and I shall not believe until I see the proof, that a majority of 
the cadets are of the brutal type that the proof shows that some 
of them are. It is the bad minority, and some of the others 
seem to have a fear of reporting it. Why, who would not 
be afraid when death is to be measured out to the student who 
reports these misdeeds? Somebody has asked what is hazing? 
I do not care what hazing is, but I know what assault and 
battery and manslaughter and murder is. 

A Memesrr. That is hazing. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMS. Is there a city. or town in the United States that 
permits such conduct to go on as is going on at our Naval 
Academy and at West Point and called “ hazing?” Would mu- 
nicipal or State authorities permit it among those under their 
immediate charge and not place them in jail or the penitentiary, 
where they belong? I think you can not find a community any- 
where in which the young men go about beating and bullying 
and killing other young men. But that is what is going on at 
these academies. It is very difficult to find it out, and it is only 
when death comes as a shock to the whole community. You may 
talk about twenty fist fights—there may have been 120, and prob- 
ably there were. Nothing but ‘a death that shocks the whole 
community brings it to the country’s attention, and then we 
find out the facts. Think of it! Millions have been spent for 
magnificent buildings, officers detailed under good salaries, and 
young gentlemen sent there from all parts of the United States 
to learn what? The rules and practices of the prize ring—up- 
per cuts, solar plexus, stomach punching. How can any man 
who has a heart feel proud of a record made by a young man 
that goes there and learns such things as that? Show me a 
commanding officer, a great general, or admiral in the world’s 
history that was not a kind and humane man. Show me one that 
ever, because be had it in his power, put to pain a weaker 
mortal simply for the sake of brutal inhuman pleasure that he 
might get out of seeing the weak one suffer. But that is the 
record this academy is making. 

We can not be too severe in the denunciation of it or in 
spenking of the fact. The facts are bad enough, and I have no 
doubt that we have not got all of them. But I hope that we 
shall have them, and then after deliberation, if the House 
passes additional legislation, after thorough investigation and 
report, I hope we shall have the hardihood to stand up and 
sustain our action, and not reverse the action of the officers of 
the academy when they have carried out, or attempted to carry 
out, the law that we have made. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Butter of Pennsylvania). Does the 
gentleman from Tennessee yield to the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Did the gentleman obserye in the 
press that the officers of the academy state that the reason that 
the hazing took place is that Congress passed a law two years 
ago relieving the two young men from the sentence that had been 
imposed ? 

Mr. SIMS. I have noticed in the newspapers that the officers 
say that our action here is the occasion of the recent hazing. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is their defense for the re- 
cent hazing. f 

Mr. SIMS. Yes; that is the defense made by the officers, 
that Congress itself has restored the young men to the academy. 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentle- 
man whether he remembers that the President of the United 
States sent a message to Congress upon that subject? I weald 
like to have the gentleman put it in the Recorp in connection 
with his remarks, so that the facts may be fully set forth and 
the responsibility of Congress concerning the matter. 

Mr. SIMS. Yes, I will include the message. I do not know 
how long the report is; but will include it if not too long, or 
the letter of the Secretary of the Navy. Mr. Chairman, in 
order that the House may have the defense—those who voted 
for that—of the President’s message, I shall include it in my 
remarks. It is as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


In the fall of 1903 John Henry Lofland, Earl Worden Chaffee, and 
Joseph Drummond Little, then members of the first or highest class 
at the Naval Academy, severally committed acts for which they were 
charged with the offense of hazing, were tried by court-martial, and 
were dismissed from the academy and from the naval service. 

In a letter addressed to the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs of the House, March 21, 1904, the Secretary of the Navy, after 
reviewing the facts aonn which action in the cases of these midshipmen 
was based, states that “ if discretion in the infliction of punishment had 
been vested either in the court-martial or the Department a lighter 
punishment than dismissal from the service might have been inflicted,” 
and concludes that Congress is the proper authority to determine in 
cases of this character whether exception should be made to the opera- 
tion of the statute. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs (House Report No. 2454, 58th 
Cong., 2d sess.), upon consideration of the Department's report, unani- 
mously concludes that “under all the circumstances no detriment will 

done the service" by sanctioning the 3 of these mid- 
ees to the naval service under appropriate conditions and restric- 
ons. 

Upon review of the facts in this case, I concur . in the con- 
clusions of the Secretary of the Navy and the Committee on Naval 
Affairs with respect to the character of the offenses committed by these 
midshipmen. eir acts were in plain violation of the letter of the 
statute, but the case presented is not an aggravated one, and I believe 
that their severance m the academy, their reduction to the foot of 
the class of which they were members, and their entry into the naval 
service without formal graduation will be ag oe punishment. 

The draft of a bill granting authority for the be rr cong of these 
midshipmen to the Navy under conditions and restrictions believed to 
be sufficient to guard the interests of the service is inclosed for the 
consideration of the Congress. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tue WHITE HOUSE, January 11, 1905. 


I take the following from the report: 


[H. R. 12273, granting President at to restore certain midghip- 
a men to service, 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, March 21, 190}. 


Sm: The receipt is acknowledged of your letter of the 29th ultimo, 
with which you inclosed, with request for the views and recommenda- 
tions of the Department thereupon, the bill (H. R. 12273) grantin 
authority to the President, in his discretion, to restore certain mid- 
shipmen to the naval service. 

In reply I have the honor to state that the midshipmen referred to 
in this bill are John Henry Lofland, Barl Worden Chaffee, and Joseph 
Drummond Little, all members of the first or highest class at the 
aradon: The ciass left the academy in February, 1904, for the pur- 
pose of completing their academic course at sea. In October, 1903, 
these midshipmen severally committed acts for which they were charged 
with the offense of hazing, tried by court-martial, and sentenced to 
dismissal from the service. The sentences were approved by the Super- 
intendent of the academy and were oy carried into effect. 

have examined with care the evidence in each case, and find no 
substantial differences in the facts. In each case the accused selected 
a midshipman of the lofWest class who had been guilty of some minor 
irregularity, such as taking fruit from the mess room, being surly or 
disobedient in the ranks, and the like, ordered him to the room of tha 
accused, and there directed him to repeat In each case one or more of 
certain exercises as a punishment for his misconduct. The exercise 
may be described as follows: The “sixteenth exercise,” where, while 
standing erect, one bends the knees until the thighs touch the heels 
and rapidly rises again; standing upon the head; “doing the cruise,” 
where one lies on the back and raises one leg to a position perpen- 
dicular to the body, lowering slowly until within 1 inch of the floor 
and raising it again to the same position; hanging upon the wardrobe 
by the hands. These exercises were repeated wy many times. No in- 
jury was incurred, except that the muscles of the leg were somewhat 
stiff the next day. The exercises which were performed were legiti- 
mate gymnastic exercises not unusual at the academy. They were per- 
formed under compulsion and for the purpose of inflicting punishment, 
There was no right on the part of the accused to inflict any punish- 
ment whatever for a violation of discipline, as punishment can be in- 
flicted only by order of the Superintendent. Each of the accused was 
an officer in the corps of midshipmen, and it was his duty to take 
notice of breaches of discipline and report them, instead of inflicting 
punishment for them. 

From this statement of the cases it will be seen that if discretion in 
the infliction of punishment had been vested elther in the court-martial 
or the Department, a lighter punishment than dismissal from the serv- 
ice might have been inflicted; but this can not be said with certainty, 
in view of the t importance which has been attached to the total 
eradication of the practice of hazing. There was, however, under the 
law, no discretion as to punishment. ‘The act of June 23, 1874, is as 
follows: 

“In all cases when it shall come to the knowledge of the Superin- 
tendent of the Naval Academy at Annapolis that any naval cadet has 
been guilty of the offense commonly known as hazing, it shall be the 
duty of the Superintendent to order a court-martial, com d of uot 
less than three commissioned officers, who shall minutely examine into 
all the facts and circumstances of the case and make a finding thereon ; 
and any naval cadet 8 of said offense by said court shall, 
upon recommendation of court, be dismissed ; such finding, 


and 
when approved by said Superintendent, shall be final, and the cadet so 
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dismissed from said Naval Academy shall be forever ineligible to reap- 
pointment to said Naval Academy.“ 

The act of March 3, 1903, is as follows: 

“That the Superintendent of the Nayal Academy shall make such 
rules, to be approved by the Secretary of the Navy, as will effectuall 


prevent the practice of hazing; and any cadet found guilty of partici- 
pating in or encouraging or countenancing such practice shall be sum- 
marily expelled from the academy, and shall not thereafter be reap- 
pointed to the corps of cadets or eligible for appointment as a com- 
missioned officer in the Army or Navy or Marine Corps until two years 
after the graduation of the class of which he was a member. 

It be observed that the first act renders the offender forever 
ineligible for reappointment to the academy. The second act, in addi- 
tion, renders the offender ineligible for appointment as a commissioned 
officer in the Army, Navy, or- ine Corps until two years after the 
graduation of the class of which he was a member. he class from 


in rank 
throughout their future service. Even upon this bill, however, 
pie out by the commandant of cadets who, in the absence of the 

uperintendent, at the Department's Sas has expressed views 
thereon, that the effect upon the discipline of this school of restoring 
these midshipmen to the service in any capacity until two — after 
— sanaton of the class of which they were members will * * + 


Upon the foregoing statement of facts it is believed that the commit- 
tee will be able to reach a conclusion ng the oo presented. 
Fhe Department considers that its duty eases of this character is to 
pbey the law as it stands, and that Congress is the proper authority to 
determine whether, in any given cases, exceptions should be made to the 
operation of statute. 

Very respectfully, 
W. H. Moony, Secretary. 

Hon. Georcr EDMUND Foss, 

Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 

I am not here censuring any man as haying improper motives. 
They voted as they did because it was presented to them in 
the way of a kindness, as a species of forgiveness, and as the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rixrey] said, that they had been 
guilty of like offenses. But what are you going to do? Suppose 
you have another bill presented here. We have already got 
a good law if it is only enforced. Here are three men who were 
convicted on the same Jaw who are now in the Navy. Here are 
others guilty of like offenses, maybe more aggravated, who will 
be expelled, or ought to be. Then, you will find that we have 
established a precedent for putting them back, provided they can 
show that they were acting from long-standing habit. Do 
numerous repetitions on this thing make it right or a pardonable 
wrong? 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Tennessee 
says that he knows what assault and battery and what beatings 
and murder are. 

Mr. SIMS. I said manslaughter. 

Mr. RIXBY. Manslaughter. I desire to suggest to him that 
the case of the three cadets was neither one of these. If that 
is what he means by hazing, then the three cadets were not 
guilty of hazing. The cadets were not only heard in testimony, 
but Captain Brownson and the other officers at the Naval Acad- 
emy were also heard, and it was thoroughly sifted. It was 
shown to be neither assault and battery, beating, nor man- 
slaughter. It was simply requiring the cadets to do some of the 
exercises that they were accustomed to under their superior 
officers. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Standing on their heads? 

Mr. RIXEY. I do not think that was in it. No; my col- 
league the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Loup] says it was 
not. One of them was holding oneself up by the arms in this 
fashion and bringing the body up a number of times. Another 
was the “setting-up” drill. I want to ask my friend this, If 
he does not think there ought to be a difference between the 
punishment of people who are not guilty of serious offenses and 
those who are guilty of serious offenses? And I want to say, 
furthermore, that instead of my friend saying, as he can very 
readily now, “I told you so — and nearly every gentleman in 
this House who voted against the three-cadet bill now comes up 
and says “I told you so”—instead of leveling his remarks 
against the Congress why does he not level his remarks against 
the authorities at Annapolis? [Applause.] According to the 
recent testimony in the Meriwether case, they evidently winked 


at and had knowledge of the fact that the rules were continually 
being violated. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I have said before that I was not 
acquainted with the details of the violation of the law by the 
three cadets mentioned. 

You have heard read the plea the President made, and now 
the officers of the academy say that law was the cause of haz- 
ing being recommenced or pursued in the academy. 

Mr. RIXEY. And it looks as if the officers of the academy 
were to blame. 

Mr. SIMS. The officers say that Congress was to blame. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does that make it so? 

Mr. SIMS. And the newspapers of the entire country say 
that Congress was to blame, and I am trying to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact of how useless it will be to have a 
new investigation and another law or an amendment of an exist- 
ing law if we are going, through sympathy or otherwise, to ab- 
rogate the law or its penalties after they have been inflicted in 
the future. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. 
tleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Do I understand the gentle- 
man to state that the law, as it now stands, is sufficient to pre- 
yent hazing if properly enforced? 

Mr. SIMS. Why, Mr. Chairman, it is amazing to think that 
at these two great institutions, kept up by the Government—by 
the taxes of the people—that they will be guilty of such brutal, 
inhuman, and barbarous conduct as the evidence shows they 
have without any law except self-respect and the environment 
of a Christian neighborhood. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I understand the gentleman 
to say that the law, as it now stands, is sufficient, if properly 
enforced, to prevent hazing. 

Mr. SIMS. . I do not want it to be understood that I am not 
in favor of making this law stronger. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Is the law adequate, as it 
now stands, if properly enforced? 

Mr. SIMS. I think it is, or would have proven so if Members 
of Congress had only had the nerve to stand by the law which 
they passed themselves. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Well, I will ask the gentle- 
man another question. Does he not think it would be proper 
and right that there should be a full investigation by Congress 
to see why this law has not been enforced and who is responsi- 
ble for its not being enforced? 

Mr. SIMS. I certainly do. As I said before, if you can not 
enforce the laws we have with the officers you have there now, 
what is the use of giving them more laws? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMS. In one moment. Now, if we have an academy 
here filled by a lot of young men who, instead of being an 
honor to their country, are studying prize-ring rules and seeking 
more the reputation of a bully than a hero [applause], the 
sooner we keep them at home the better. Wipe out the appro- 
priation and stop the crimes. [Applause.] 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I fully agree with the gentle- 
man, and I think this ought to be stopped; but inasmuch as it 
seems the responsibility is being placed upon Congress by the 
faculty of that institution for the violation of law, as he has 
stated, I think it is incumbent upon Congress to investigate 
the condition of affairs down there and see who is responsible. 

Mr. SIMS. I think you are exactly right; and I will vote 
for it. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. And I believe that the failure 
on the part of Congress to take due notice of this would have a 
demoralizing influence, not only on Annapolis and West Point, 
but upon every college in the country. 

Mr. SIMS. I think you are exactly right, and I approve of 
every word you have said. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I have just come in, and I have not 
heard all the gentleman from Tennessee has said, but he has. re- 
ferred to a statute there, and I presume he has it before him, 
which is applicable to these cases. Now, will you please read 
the statute for the information of the House, and I think this 
will be a good time to do so, and let us see whether it needs 
strengthening or not. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I have not the statute. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. The gentleman from Virginia has 
the statute. 

Mr. SIMS. Then I will be glad to read it. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will ask you to read that part wbich 


Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
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Mr. SIMS. It reads as follows: 


Provided further, That the F of the Mili 5 5 Academ 
shall make such es, to be approved by the Secretary of War, as will 
effectually prevent the practice of hazing; and any cadet found gullt 
of participating in, or encouraging or countenaneing, such practice shall 
be aa, expelled from the academy and shall not thereafter be 
reappointed to the Cor 1 of Cadets, or be eligible to appointment as a 
commissioned officer of the Army or Navy or Marine Corps until two 
years after the graduation of the class of which he was a member. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Now, I will ask the gentleman if he 
does not think, instead of remanding that question to the super- 
intendents of the academies, would it not be better for Congress 
to pass some criminal statute applicable to such cases, defining 
hazing and assault. and battery, aggravated assault, man- 
slaughter, and murder, and then make it applicable to those two 
institutions, and not leave it to the superintendents and com- 
mandants, who, I believe, are winking at this offense daily and 
weekly there? 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I heartily approve of the sugges- 
tion of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I would also make it applicable to 
them as coconspirators when they wink at it. I believe they are 
winking at it, and I believe there ought to be a further inyesti- 
gation and this statute ought to be so amended. 

Mr. BOWIE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. BOWIE. The gentleman from Tennessee believes that 
pardons are sometimes properly granted? 

Mr. SIMS. Oh, yes, indeed. 

Mr. BOWIE. That the pardoning power ought to rest with 
some officer for an offense. That being true, would the gen- 
tleman contend that because the governor of a State, or par- 
doning power, recommended a pardon in a particular case, 
that therefore they were responsible for all murders committed 
thereafter? 

Mr. SIMS. I certainly would not think so and I do not 
think the gentleman from Alabama was very serious in his 
question. The President, as I am informed, could have restored 
these young men without act of Congress 

Mr. BOWIE. Evidently not, because he recommended the 
passage of this bill, and they are trying to put upon us the 
responsibility for the commission of crimes since then merely 
because we thought in three cases there was just cause for 
the pardon or mitigation of the penalty existing, "which I do 
not think justifies their subsequent conduct in the slightest 
degree, any more than the pardon of a man charged with murder 
would justify the commission of murder afterwards. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that this is on all 
fours with the suggestion of the gentleman. The officers in 
charge of the Naval Academy are responsible for its discipline 
and its government, and when they make rules in accordance 
with what the law authorizes and we set aside the result of 
their disciplinary measures, it has the effect to break down the 
discipline in the institution thereafter. While you might be 
perfectly willing to pardon a young man who had been guilty 
as they were in this case, if it results in a reinstatement of 
the conditions that existed before, which seems to be the fact 
if the officials of the Naval Academy are to be believed, the 
result is greater than usually attaches to the pardon of an 
individual. It is the wiping out of the good effects of law. 
Every time a good rule is Violated and its violation is con- 
doned, you weaken the rule. And that is what has been done 
in the present case. 

Now, I am certainly in favor of all legislation that is neces- 
sary to prevent a recurrence of the conduct of which these 
gentlemen have been guilty, however severe it may be, to bring 
about that result, even if it goes to the extent of wiping out 
the academy entirely. I am not willing to vote appropriations 
here to educate young men in a charity school to compete with 
Corbett, Fitzsimmons, and Jeffries in the learning of the prize 
ring. I will vote willingly to wipe out the whole thing if it 
can not be run as a Christian nation ought to run it. [Ap- 
plause.] Who wants to see a battle ship in charge of an admiral 
who in his schoolboy days took pleasure in the suffering of a 
helpless, innocent victim, simply being tortured, that he might 
enjoy the brutishness of a nature that even excels that of the 
lower animals. Where in nature do you find an animal among 
the lower animals or beasts that ever yet punished or tortured 
one of their own kind simply to enjoy the spectacle of the suf- 
fering growing out of it? 

Talk about defining hazing! I do not care what hazing is. 
The things that have been done in its name can never be con- 
ducive to the building up of a noble character and fit those 
guilty of it for the high positions for which they are interded. 

Mr. WACHTER. Will the gentleman yield? 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. SIMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WACHTER. Would not the gentleman include football 
in that as well? 

Mr. SIMS. I am not so well up on football. 

Mr. WACHTER. Has the gentleman ever seen a game? 

Mr. SIMS. I saw one game, and that was enough for me. 

Mr. WACHTER. Well, the gentleman should include that in 
his remarks. 

Mr. SIMS. Let me draw the distinction. I never yet knew 
a long-haired gentleman who was forced into a football team 
because the other fellows were larger than he was. He volun- 
tarily goes into it, turns his hair loose and makes a rush at 
another man whose hair is loose. [Laughter.] It is all volun- 
tary; there is no coercion. And besides, the Government of the 
United States does not pay for the education of a football bully. 

Mr. WACHTER. But the Government pays for the man if 
he is maimed to such an extent as to be sent away from the 
academy? 

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman from Maryland did not state that 
he meant football at the academy. Mr. Chairman, if we stop 
murder and manslaughter maybe we will get down to where we 
ean stop the brutalities of football. But in such a contest they 
are at least selected with reference to their equality. They do 
not take only the students of the upper class. I think if you 
were to rake down to the mudsills of society you would find a 
class higher than such a class. [Applause.] The members of 
the upper class are several years older. They have gone 
through what is necessary to harden their muscles, and they 
make a practice of taking a little boy who has just been ap- 
pointed, a boy who is the pride of his parents and the hope of 
the community, and compel him to stand on his head, in order 
to please these gentlemen of the upper class, until he is almost 
dead. That is the information that I have with reference to 
Mr. Kimbrough, of Tennessee. 

Mr. MAHON rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SIMS. I do. 

Mr. MAHON. I would like to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: Where these cadets engage in a brutal fist fight, whether 
the cadets engaged in it and the referee, in case a cadet is 
killed, do not deserve’suspension and discharge from the acad- 
emy as well as the cadets who simply stand a boy on his head 
and make him unconscious for a half hour or so? 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, the question is well put and well 
asked. Where in any State of this Union could you go on and 
hold a prize fight in which manslaughter follows that every 
party to the fight would not be regarded as guilty and as a 
principal? I think the same punishment should be adminis- 
tered to those who violate the laws of the land and State in 
the nayal and military academies that would be meted out to 
men in a town of a State for such an offense. 

Mr. MAHON. Would not the effect of the code be that it 
would not be murder, but where a cadet goes voluntarily into a 
fight and the cadet is killed, the offense would be that of man- 
slaughter? 

Mr. SIMS. I know that it is manslaughter, but there is in a 
sense premeditation. The fight is prearranged and is: accord- 
ing to a programme. There is at least that much premedita- 
tion. The killing was no doubt not intended; but any killing 
in violation of law is manslaughter. I say, are we going to 
continue appropriating money to keep up a great institution 
that ought to be the pride of the people, that permits such con- 
duct as has been brought to the knowledge of every one in this 
House in the last few weeks? 

Mr. MAHON. Does not the gentleman believe that the trou- 
ble about these academies is not so much in the boys as it is in 
the officers of the Navy and the Army [loud applause], and that 
in order to get at the root of the whole evil we will have to 
strike at the men in command who do not discourage this condi- 
tion of affairs, as appears to be the case with the officers of the 
Navy and of the Army? 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I must be candid. I have nobody 
to shield. I believe that if the officers used that degree of dili- 
gence which they should and which they are there to use, 
they might not possibly prevent every offense, but certainly 
we would have much less of it than we have been haying. I do 
not wish to shield them. 

Mr. MAHON. Is it not a fact that Mr. Bronson, the Super- 
intendent of the academy, recommended or said to the Naya! 
Committee and through the Naval Academy to Congress, that 
they had no-objection to having them reinstated, and if they 
were it would not interfere with the discipline of the academy? 
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Mr. SIMS. I do not know. I was not present, and I did not 
hear the testimony, but I have read a report in the newspapers 
as coming from the Secretary of the Navy, in which the officers 
stated that it would have a bad effect on discipline. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I stated some time ago in the 
discussion I understood that the officials at the naval school 
made no objection or protest. I did it by reason of the fact 
that a member of the Naval Committee stated to me that they 
would make no objection to the reinstatement of these men. 
They were helpless and they had to go into the case and en- 
deayor to secure proper administration, but that they would 
make no objection to the reinstatement. 

Mr. SULZER. Who is the member? 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I do not care to give the 
name; I talked to him in private. 

Mr. SIMS. This is all a closed incident so far as the people 
of this country are concerned. They did act upon the law 
which was passed, and expelled three young men, and the Presi- 
dent said it was a plain violation of that law, and we relieved 
them here of the result of a violation, a plain violation of a 
plain law. I do not care whether the officers of the Naval 
Academy said they had no objection or not. We know that 
officers of the Government, in hearings before committees of 
Congress, do not say: “I am opposed,” “I object,” or “ I recom- 
mend.” They answer the questions asked. They make a report 
and only answer questions, so that there was nothing unusual 
in the officers not entering a violent protest against that report. 
They simply give the facts in answer to the questions asked. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these remarks are irregular and incoher- 
ent, I have been interrupted so often. I make no complaint of 
that. I have almost lost the thread of my discourse, but I 
only bad one object in view; not to say: “I told you so,” but 
there is the Recorp where I did tell you so [applause], in 
which I urged a year ago my reason for objecting to what I re- 
garded as bad legislation. 

I shall object again if any bill of the same kind comes before 
this House, without any personal feeling, but simply in the 
exercise of a duty that is broad and general, and based upon a 
demand for the best results for the whole country, and not 
simply the exercise of forgiveness to individuals. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will my colleague yield? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. As I understand the various 
definitions that have been given of hazing, it is ex parte punish- 
ment. For instance, they will take a green boy who has just 
come in there, and young men who have been there for several 
years, who have got smart and know how to do things, will take 
this boy and punish him, and no one else will be punished; 
but in this case of Meriwether it was a plain case of a duel, 
and in such a case as that both men are punished. I think the 
evidence taken in the Meriwether court-martial clearly shows 
that that fight was umpired by some officers of that institution 
down there. I hope I am mistaken, but I think the press re- 
ports state that the officers winked at it; that the officers knew 
it, and that they had had this kind of a code for duels, and so 
forth, down there for years. Now, that is not hazing, but is 
simply a plain case of dueling. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not know how those facts are, but if the 
officers of the Naval Academy are becoming referees for fights 
of this kind I think we had better quit making appropriations 
to run the academy. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No; I think we had better turn 
out those officers and put others in there. 

Mr. SIMS. And let us see if we can find somewhere in this 
broad land and in this Navy of ours men who will go there for 
the purpose of preparing these young men for the high duties 
they are to perform, and let this crowd who like hazing and who 
defend it and the officers who wink at it go down and join the 
Fitzsimmonses and Jeffries in their chosen profession, at their 
own expense, and not as the result of taxes to be paid by our 
constituents. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man if he does not think that if these cadets are expelled and 
kept out it will cure this evil at the academy? I should like to 
ask him if the possession of a high and honorable profession, 
and a living for life and the possession of a commission and all 
that goes with it, will not be a sufficient inducement to keep 
these men from jeopardizing it, if they know that as soon as 
they are detected they will be expelled and forever barred from 
the opportunity to attain these desirable things? I should like to 
ask the gentleman if he does not think that will cure this evil? 

Mr. SIMS. I think expulsion would be enough, no doubt, if 
adhered to, to prevent it; but where hazing is accompanied by 
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brutality and bodily injury it should also be punished as it 
would be punished under the laws of all the States in this 
Union. I do not think simple expulsion is adequate punish- 
ment, but that the offenders should receive the same punish- 
ment they would receive if guilty of like offenses in any State 
of the Union. 

Mr. WACHTER. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee if he can give any reason for hazing or for the play- 
ing of football in the brutal manner it is played? 

Mr. SIMS. -Mr. Chairman, why did not the gentleman ask 
me something easy? To me it is inconceivable that young men 
going there or to any other school should want to bring suffer- 
ing upon younger men, who are physically inferior, simply for 
the purpose of seeing them suffer. It is impossible for me to 
conceive how anyone can want to do that. Certainly no such a 
young man should be an officer in the American Navy or be 
educated at public expense. 

In closing I beg to call attention to the Department letter of 
Secretary Moody as to what effect the naval officers said the 
reappointment of the expelled cadets would have upon the con- 
tinuance of hazing in the Naval Academy. 

Mr. SIMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, if I have any time remain- 
ing, I will yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee has five 
minutes remaining, which he yields to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. HENRY]. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, in the five minutes 
allotted me I can only refer briefly to the statute read by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims], which provides that 
the Superintendent of the Military Academy shall make such 
rules, to be approved by the Secretary of War, as will effect-' 
ually prevent the practice of hazing,” etc. 

The whole country has been shocked by the recent occur- 
rences at Annapolis. Without discussing the merits of the 
ease one way or the other, I simply call the attention of the 
House to the fact that the statute which has been read in refer- 
ence to the Military Academy is not applicable to the Naval 
Academy. Both these academies are located on Federal terri- 
tory. The States in which they are located have no jurisdic- 
tion to deal with the stated offenses. Therefore it is left with 
Congress to pass some suitable provision covering such offenses 
as have occurred at both these institutions. Since the statute 
referred to was passed it seems we have had no hazing at the 
Military Academy, but we have had some harrowing instances 
at the Naval Academy. 

Without making any accusation, permit me to say the country 
believes that there are some officials in these institutions wink- 
ing at offenses of hazing being committed there, and I must con- 
fess that by reading the testimony and studying these cases 
as they have appeared in the newspapers before the country 
it does seem that some of the officials in these institutions have 
encouraged or tolerated such things to some extent. Con- 
gress can put an end to hazing at these academies if it will but 
enact a Federal statute, exercising the power that is conferred 
upon this body, defining clearly what constitutes hazing, and 
prescribing a penalty. Then if officials at either academy wink 
at it, or knowingly encourage or tolerate it, let the statutory 
provisions make them accessories before the fact, or con- 
spirators, subject to punishment for a crime and removal from 
office. [Applause.] 

Mr. MUDD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I haye only five minutes. 

Mr. MUDD. I want to say to the gentleman from Texas that 
the statement has been made that this fight was refereed by 
an officer of the academy. I want to say that that is a mistake. 
It is not a fact, and I want it to go into the RECORD. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr, Chairman, I made that state- 
ment and I got it from the public press. I do not know whether 
it is true or not, but I believe it to be true. 

Mr. MUDD. The testimony does not show anything of the 
kind. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Well, Mr. Chairman, there is a wide- 
spread belief in this country that the authorities at the academy 
are not frowning upon and discouraging such occurrences. 
There is only one way to stop hazing at these great governmental 
institutions. The plain remedy is to enact a most comprehen- 
sive Federal statute covering hazing and kindred crimes in 
their every aspect and affix a commensurate penalty suitable to 
every grade of the offense. 

As it is now, you leave it in the hands of the Superintendent 
of the academy to prescribe the rule, to be the court and jury, 
and if some of the officials are inspiring and encouraging these 
infamous practices of course they will suppress all knowledge of 
their action and the facts in regard to them. Define what 


hazing is, and whenever these students who have been there a 
number of years take up a callow youth just entering the insti- 
tution and make him stand on his head, and subject him to other 
similar cruelties, make that assault and battery, which it is, 
and punish them as their crime deserves. Wrest the power of 
making rules as far as possible from the Superintendent, enact 
a wholesome statute and then force the officials there to enforce 
it or take off their officials heads. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What about dueling, which I 
understand goes on there? y 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Of course the statute ought to be 
made so broad that it will cover that and every offense. 

Mr. WACHTER. Football? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes; I would stop football, unless 
you are the beginner with a six-shooter and club so that he 
may cope on equal terms with the veteran player. [Laughter.] 

wa CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas has 
expired. 

Mr. HILL of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman’s time be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Texas 
be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, this matter is vividly 
before the country, and now is the time for Congress to act. 
We have jurisdiction of the subject-matter. We can clothe the 
Federal judiciary and machinery with ample power to reach 
these things. The States have not the power because the scene 
of action is on Federal territory. My contention is that a gen- 
eral Federal statute should be enacted taking the power of mak- 
ing rules out of the hands of the Superintendents of these acad- 
emies on this subject. It should specifically define such perni- 
cious practices, make them so broad that they will apply not 
only to the students, but to every offending official of the insti- 
tution and everyone else connected with them. Then you can 
suppress it, but not before. 

Oh, it is well enough for us to talk about inculcating the 
manly art in these institutions, but, as I understand it, we are 
not maintaining these great academies for the purpose of 
bringing up a race of ruffians. We are sending these young 
men to be educated for the service of their country, to refine 
them, to broaden them and make them gentlemen, and not to 
train them up as pugilistie prodigies to vie in the fistic graces 
with those notables, Jeffries, Fitzsimmons, and Corbett. [Ap- 
plause. ] 
` This is about all I care to say on this subject to-day. We 
have the power, and I wish to say when an opportunity is pre- 
sented I shall vote for some statute broad enough to define 
every aspect of hazing, one swift and effective in its provisions 
and operations, one that will terminate these disgraceful occur- 
rences that have brought shame to the participants, discredit 
to the institutions, and dishonor to the country. An honest 
and exhaustive investigation will test whether the officials, if 
they be guilty, can supinely sit by and permit assaults, murder, 
maiming, and brutalities; whether they can sit idly by and 
month after month permit the hospitals at Annapolis and West 
Point to be filled with victims of such encounters, bruised, 
bleeding, and mangled, and then blandly plead to the Govern- 
ment and the American people that they were ignorant and in- 
nocent of what was going on under their very eyes and what 
all others seemed to know. [Applause.] 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, on the 1ith day of this month 
(December, 1905) I introduced the following resolution, which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

i nima: 
r 
ation, and poignant regret the deplorable condition of the people in 
Russia, and especially condemn and ex y deplore the cruel out- 
rages, the unspeakable brutalities, and the unwarranted and wholesale 
assassinations of Russla's Jewish citizens; and 

Whereas it is solemnly alleged, and there is a widespread and prevalent 
t it 


is true, that these te le crimes, 
willful murders of the Jews in Russia 


opinion will and 
must stand indi bar of the world as beyond 
the pale of its civilization. 
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Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, that resolution expresses my 
sentiments in regard to the terrible crimes against the Jews 
in Russia; and, if I mistake not, it expresses the sentiments 
of most of the Members of this House of Representatives, and 
the heartfelt and sympathetic opinion of the humane and 
liberty-loving citizens of our country, who are shocked and 
grieved and outraged by the inhuman barbarities and appalling 
atrocities which have been going on for the past two years in 
Russia. During this short time, I am reliably informed by 
those most competent to testify, that more than 100,000 help- 
less Jews—men and women and children—absolutely defense- 
less and guilty of no wrong, have been cruelly, inhumanly, 
pitilessly, and barbarously murdered and butchered to make 
a Russian holiday. There has been nothing like it in all the 
history of the world, not even during the horrors of the 
Dark Ages, and humanity to-day stands aghast, stunned and 
grieved and horrified. It is simply impossible to describe the 
outrages on the Jews in Russia. Whole communities have 
been destroyed by fire and sword. No calamity of such mag- 
nitude has ever befallen Israel. All the horrors of the Inquisi- 
tion, all the persecutions of the Middle Ages pale into insig- 
nificance in comparison with these stupendous crimes and ap- 
palling atrocities. The terrible bloody work is too frightful to 
contemplate; and yet we only know but a fragment of the 
awful truth. What a spectacle Russia presents at the dawn 
of the twentieth century! - 

Mr. Chairman, I feel deeply on this question. Only a few 
weeks ago 125,000 Jewish people, at the least calculation, 
relatives of the thousands and thousands of murdered Jews in 
Russia, marched through the streets in my Congressional dis- 
trict, clothed in somber black and crape, in a great mourning 
funeral procession for the martyred dead in Israel. It was 
one of the most impressive, one of the most striking, and one 
of the most pathetic scenes in all the history of the city of New 
York. Sadness and misery were written on every face. By- 
standers took off their hats, bowed their heads in sympathy, 
and shed tears of sorrow. Nothing like it ever occurred be- 
fore—Israel weeping and mourning for her dead—and I hope 
nothing like it will ever occur again in this land or any 
other. 

But the murders go on. A veritable reign of terror exists. 
The black hand of ignorant fanaticism, race hatred, and re- 
ligious bigotry has been raised throughout Russia against the 
law-abiding, peaceable, and defenseless Jews, and the barbaric 
work of rapine, plunder, outrage, and assassination continues 
and increases until even the heartless and hardened and super- 
stitious Cossack is sickened by the bloody and ruthless scenes. 
Thousands and thousands of helpless men, women, and children 
are being slaughtered before the very eyes of civilization, and 
not a power lifts its voice in protest or raises a hand in condem- 
nation. The facts—such as we get—are blood curdling and the 
numbers of the dead are appalling. Nothing like it ever oc- 
curred before in all the annals of time. It is a big, blood-red 
page in human history—a gigantic crime against a common 
humanity—and Russia must be forced to stop it.. How, do you 
ask? I answer, How were the butcheries in Armenia stopped? 
How were the cruelties in Cuba ended? What did the powers 
do in China? Russia can, if Russia wants to do it, end these 
atrocities in a day. They must be stopped. The red reign of 
the Romanoffs must end. We can not look on longer without 
taking some decisive action. These crimes are great interna- 
tional crimes. The victims appeal to mankind, to the brother- 
hood of men, to the justice of the world. The massacres of 
Lodz and Odessa and Kishineff cry out to high heaven, and the 
time has come when the civilized world must tell Russia in no 
uncertain tones that these wholesale crimes against the Jews 
must cease, now and forever, or the civilization of this day will 
stand disgraced in the eyes of future generations. [Applause.] 

Now, sir, I stand in my place on this floor, and charge on my 
responsibility as a Member of Congress, that it is solemnly al- 
leged, and not denied, and there is a widespread and prevalent 
feeling throughout the world that it is true, that these terrible 
crimes of rapine and pillage and devastation, that these brutal 
atrocities, and that these monstrous murders of the helpless 
Jews in Russia, are secretly connived at by the Russian Govern- 
ment; that they have been incited by the Russian ruling 
classes—the grand dukes—and that they are instigated, 4irecuy 
or indirectly, by high officials in Russia for religious and politi- 
cal purposes. What a fearful indictment of Russia! Is it 
true? We will know some day. It is not for me to say now, 
however, whether these fearful charges implicating the Rus- 
sian Government with direct responsibility for these atrocities 
on the Jews in her dominions are true or not, impartial history, 
sooner or later, will reveal the truth and the whole truth, and 
I leave that awful charge to unerring Time. But I do stand 
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here to-day and I do say that any nation that will permit, or 
that does permit, or that has permitted, these terrible assassina- 
tions to go on and continue, and makes no effort to check them, 
deserves the condemnation of the civilized world; and that we, 
the representatives of the American people, have the right, true 
to our traditions, voicing the sentiments of our constituencies 
and a common humanity, to cry out against these wholesale and 
willful crimes against a persecuted race, and denounce these 
barbarous outrages upon the Jews, and to notify Russia that, 
in our opinion, unless she stops, and stops immediately, these 
assassinations of the Jews, she will place herself, in the judg- 
ment of mankind, beyond the pale of civilization. That is the 
position I take now, and that is the position this House should 
take, and we should take it at once. 

Mr. Chairman, I arraign Russia before the bar of civilization 
for great crimes against a common humanity. The Russian 
Government is responsible for these outrages on the Jews. 
She can not avoid the awful and tremendous responsibility. 
I believe that Russia could stop these murders if Russia 
wanted to stop them. These great crimes, sir, against an op- 
pressed race, on account of race, are not local crimes; they go 
beyond State lines; they are great international crimes; they 
are butcheries of innocent men and women and children, and 
in the eyes of the Master these innocent victims are our brothers 
and our sisters, and we would be false to ourselves, to all that 
we revere and hold dear, and to every dictate of humanity, if 
we did not denounce and cry out against them with all the ve- 
hemence of our righteous American indignation. If we do not, 
ours will be the shame and ours the blame. We can not evade 
our responsibility by asking Am I my brother’s keeper?” 

Oh, yes, Mr. Chairman, I know it is said by those who speak 
for the Administration that our Government can do nothing; 
that the President and the Secretary of State can not act and 
have no power, according to international law, to intervene or 
to interfere in the internal affairs of Russia. That may or may 
not be true, but one thing is certain—it has been done in Tur- 
key and in Cuba and in China; and another thing is sure, and 
that is, that we, the Representatives in Congress of the American 
people, have the right to raise-our voice in protest against the 
plundering and the massacre, week in and week out, of thou- 
sands and thousands of poor, helpless, defenseless men, women, 
and children in Russia. We can do that. Let us do it. We 
aided the Greeks in their heroic struggle; we sympathized with 
the Irish in their aspirations; we interfered when the Turks 
massacred the Christians in Armenia, and we intervened with 
force of arms to aid the Cubans. 

Why should we refrain from aiding the Jew in Russia? I 
say, in my judgment, it is our duty and the duty of the Gov- 
ernment to condemn and denounce these Jewish atrocities and 
to protest against these unspeakable crimes against the Jewish 
people in Russia in words that ean not be misunderstood, and 
I believe that if we do, that if we pass this resolution, that it 
will have the desired result and effectively put a stop to the 
Russian Jewish outrages, atrocities, and massacres. That right 
we have; let us exercise it. It will be a declaration to Russia, 
to the Czar, and to the grand dukes, who are directly or indi- 
rectly responsible for these crimes, that the American people 
and the House of Representatives of the United States sympa- 
thize with the Russian Jews the same as we would with any 
other outraged and downtrodden and oppressed people, and 
that we are opposed to these race crimes and that the ruthless 
extermination of the Jews in Russia must cease. If this is 
all we can do, let us do it, and do it quickly; and I believe 
that if we do our protest, our condemnation, and our denuncia- 
tion will be heard in St. Petersburg and that the Russian Gov- 
ernment will quickly see to it that the wholesale butchery of 
Jewish communities is stopped. We can not ignore these crimes 
against humanity. We can not escape our duty and our re- 
sponsibility. These innocent victims are our brothers and our 
sisters—mankind throughout the world are one. A great and 
continuing crime against one race is the concern of all the 
other races. Can anyone who believes in the Fatherhood of 
God and the brotherhood of man successfully deny it? 


For mankind are one in spirit, and one instinct bears along, 

Round the earth’s electric circle, the swift flash of right or wrong; 

Whether conscious or unconscious, yet humanity’s vast frame 

Through its ocean-sundered fibers feels the gush of joy or shame— 

In the gain or loss of one race all the rest have equal claim. 

[Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I have said that we do not know one-half of 
the truth regarding the terrible crimes against the Jews in 
Russia. The facts at present are unobtainable. Russia sup- 
presses them. In the dying threes of their official power, the 
cruel and heartless rulers of Russia have sense enough to pre- 
clude the world from knowing the awful truth of the unprece- 
dented barbarities that are taking place within their domin- 


ions. To their credit be it said that they have decency enough 
to be ashamed to let the light of publicity beat on their cruel 
infamies and their infamous butcheries. But murder will out, 
and sooner or later the bright light of investigation, searching 


for truth, will beat upon them more fiercely than ever. Then, 
and not till then, will the awful calamity of the Jews in Russia 
be known, and when it is known I predict the revelation will 
be the most frightful in the annals of time, and the blackest 
page in all history. 

Mr. Chairman, my heart goes out to the rayished and plun- 
dered and oppressed Jews in Russia. I grieve with those who 
grieve for the dead. I sympathize with the living and the ter- 
ror stricken. I have enlisted with all my soul in their cause, 
and in Congress and out of Congress I shall do all that I can to 
aid them to ameliorate their condition. I am not a bigot. I 
care naught for creed. I have no race prejudice. I stand for 
humanity, and a man is a man, for all that, to me. I have 
struggled all my life to help those who needed help, to do some- 
thing to better the conditions of the poor and the humble, to 
aid oppressed humanity in every land and in every clime, and 
to raise the lowly and downtrodden to a higher plane and push 
them forward a step further in the grand march of human prog- 
ress. I shall continue my work along my own lines. I shall 
never turn back. I know my duty to my fellow-man, and it 
makes no difference to me whether he lives in the Orient or the 
Occident—whether he be Jew or gentile. In the battle for the 
right I can not go far wrong. There is nothing right but justice. 
I appeal for justice for the Jew, and I say to all the world that 
these outrages on the Jews in Russia must stop. I tell you that 
we can do our share to stop them. This resolution I offer is 
only a beginning. Let us pass it Let us condemn and 
denounce the massacres of the helpless Jews in Russia, and 
that will accomplish something; and then let us hold a mon- 
ster demonstration of protest—here in the capital of the Re- 
public; here in the shadow of the White House—and demand, 
in the name of the American people and a common humanity, 
that official America, in a diplomatic way, serve notice on 
official Russia that the murders of the Jews in Russia must 
cease, and that will accomplish much more, and I believe effec- 
tually put a stop to these atrocities and devastations. A word 
from the President will go far to realize the object desired. A 
note of warning from the Secretary of State will have a most 
salutary effect. All the world applauded Theodore Roosevelt in 
using his good offices to bring about peace between Russia and 
Japan. We ask him now to use his good offices as President of 
the great Republic to bring peace to the harassed and maligned 
and outraged and persecuted Jew in Russia. He can do it if 
he will; and if he does, sorrowing humanity will place him on a 
higher pedestal, and a great race of grateful people will forever 
call him blessed. 

Mr. Chairman, let me say to this House that I have the honor 
to represent in the heart of the city of New York one of the 
largest Jewish constituencies in the United States, and most of 
these people, or their parents, have come to our shores from 
Russia and southeastern Europe, and I want to say here, know- 
ing them as I do, living among them, believing in them as I do, 
and respecting them as I do, that there are no better, no more 
loyal, and no more patriotic citizens in the United States. They 
are honest, sober, thrifty, industrious, liberty loving, and intel- 
ligent. They have come to our free land to escape the ostra- 
cism and the persecution of governments like Russia, and taking 
advantage of the opportunities vouchsafed them here, by fru- 
gality and industry, by perseverance and sobriety, by hope and 
tenacity of purpose, they have forged rapidly to the front in 
every line of endeavor, and they are to-day as good citizens as 
any other class of people in all our country. [Applause.] If 
anyone here will go over to the densely populated great Hast 
Side of New York, where I live, and where these people live, and 
where there are more people to the block than in any other like 
space on earth, he will be convinced of all I say regarding 
the Jew, and he will find among the throngs of school children 
in the public schools that the Jewish boys and the Jewish girls 
are among the brightest, the neatest, the aptest, the smartest, 
and the most intelligent. I know well these people; they know 
me, and have always been my friends; and I would be false to 
myself, false to my convictions, and false to every impulse of 
my nature, if I did not sympathize with them and do my best to 
comfort and aid them in the day of their greatest sadness and 
affliction and calamity. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, just a word of truth for the Jew and I will con- 
clude. It is, however, unnecessary for me,or any other man, to 
eulogize the intrepid sons and the virtuous daughters of Israel. 
The Jew needs no eulogy. All be asks is justice. All he de- 
mands is equal opportunity and equality before the law. The 
record of his race from the dawn of time down to the present 
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day is the history of the march of humanity along the highways 
of progress and the avenues of civilization. In all ages of the 
world the ostracized and persecuted Jew has done his share for 
his fellow-man, for eniightenment, for liberty, for freedom, for 
progress, and for civilization—and he has done it all in the face 
of intense adverse circumstances. In science and in art, in lit- 
erature and philanthropy, the Jew, in all lands and in all times, 
has written his name high in the temple of human fame. In 
statesmanship and diplomacy, in law and in medicine, in ethics 
and philosophy, in research and discovery, the greatness of the 
Jew is and ever has been unchallenged. In commerce and in 
trade, in industry and husbandry, overcoming forces that would 
deter another, he has held his own in the vanguard of progress. 
Persecuted for thousands of years he has surmounted all obsta- 
cles; shunned for centuries he has kept in the very front of 
the higher and the better civilization. In trial and in triumph, 
in tempest and in sunshine, in war and in peace, on land and 
sea, in all eras and in all places, the Jewish race has written 
its enduring name and its eternal fame all over the pages of 
human history. Civilization owes much to the Jew; Christi- 
anity owes more. Neither debt can ever be paid. Destroy 
what Israel has done for the human race and you leave a void 
that can not be filled—an abyss which can not be bridged. Call 
the roll of the earth’s illustrious dead and at least one name in 
every five will be the immortal name of a distinguished Jew 
who has stamped his indelible impress on the brightest pages of 
the world’s history. [Prolonged applause.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Conner having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate 
had passed without amendment the following resolution : 

House concurrent resolution 12. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That when e two Houses adjourn on Thursday, December 21, they 
stand adjourned until 12 o'clock meridian, Thursday, January 4, 1 5 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 480) supplemental to the act 
entitled “An act to provide for the construction of a canal con- 
necting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” approved 
June 28, 1902, and for making appropriation for the isthmian 
canal construction, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Attison, Mr. Hats, and Mr. TELLER as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


DISTRIBUTION OF THE PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, a short while ago my colleague 
the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims] gave us 
a bird’s-eye view of how things are at Annapolis and of the hor- 
rors that haye been enacted there. We have been now out in 
Russia for a few moments, so I think we had better come back 
to Annapolis. When this matter was before the House, in 
relation to West Point, when we had the trouble about hazing, 
the position I then took on the floor of this House was that the 
punishment of officers who failed to stamp it out, and boys who 
engaged in this business, should be certain, severe, and sure. I 
was even opposed to the Lacey bill, that my friend the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] so eloquently championed and 
which passed this House. When we settled the West Point 
matter we thought thaf there would be an end to this business 
in these institutions. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. Does the gentleman not know that since 1874 
the law at Annapolis provides for absolute dismissal? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. No other punishment, and absolute prevention 
from ever being reappointed? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. - 

Mr. LACEY. And that the very severity of the punishment 
prevented the officers from enforcing the law, while if there 
could have been some leeway up and down, so as to meet trifling 
offenses like the one referred to, they could not only have dis- 
covered the crimes, but could have punished them. But the 
punishment is so severe that the result is that they have usually 
done nothing. 

Mr. MAHON. That law is still in force. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; but absolutely ineffective. 

Mr. MAHON. And they did find a mild remedy in the Meri- 
wether-Branch case. 


Mr. LACEY. Well, in the Meriwether case a rebuke was ad- 
ministered to the cadet, but if instead of being convicted of as- 
sault and battery, which resulted in the death of a cadet and 
then being rebuked, he had been convicted of the crime of the 
mildest form of hazing, he would have to be punished by dis- 
missal and practically perpetual exclusion from the Navy. 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; and he ought to be punished under the 
act of 1874 as it stands. 

Mr. WACHTER. But what right has an officer to construe 
the law as being too severe, when has said that it is 
not too severe? What right has a naval officer to use any dis- 
cretionary powers when the law is plain and explicit? 

Mr. MAHON. He has no right to do it. 

Mr. LACEY. May I answer the gentleman from Maryland 
in the time of the gentleman from Pennsylyania? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. Why, he has no right at all. 

Mr. WACHTER. But the gentleman says that they did it, 
however. 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly; they always did, and the effect of 
making a punishment beyond that which seems just 

Mr. WACHTER. To whom? 

Mr. LACEY. To anybody, and shocking to mankind is that 
it always results in no punishment. If you made the penalty 
for the offense of hazing that of death, no man would ever be 
charged with it. Such law would be a dead letter. 

Mr. WACHTER. If Congress said so it would be right, and 
they have no discretionary powers. 

Mr. LACEY. It has been the history of every country in the 
world that an excessive punishment without any minimum 
results in the ignoring or evading of the law. That has been 
the case at Annapolis and at West Point. 

Mr. WACHTER. Well, they have no business to do it. 

Mr. MAHON. The way they have run things at Annapolis, 
they can find a mild way to punish a boy, but they do at present 
just about as they please down there. Now, in the West Point 
matter, when it was before this House, I advocated an amend- 
ment, which I think I offered, providing that when a young man 
entered either one of those institutions, in addition to the oath 
he ordinarily takes, there should be added to the oath that he 
would not engage in brutal fist fights, hazing, or any disorder 
of that kind, and if he were found guilty of a disobedience of 
that law the punishment provided was not only dismissal, but 
punishment by fine and imprisonment for perjury. The House 
contended that the honor—the high standard of honor—control- 
ling the officers of these institutions and the cadets would pre- 
vent fighting and hazing in the future. 

I am free to confess, Mr. Chairman, that I have lost all 
confidence and all faith in the high standard of honor as prac- 
ticed at Annapolis and West Point. I am one of those who 
believe that when two young men or two older men deliberately 
plan to have a brutal fist fight that every instinct of a gentle- 
man in that fight is wiped out. That is for dogs and not for 
men. I will admit there are cases when reputable men 
and reputable cadets, under the impulse of passion, a word said 
and a word flung back, may come in conflict, but there is a 
difference between that sort of contest with fists and fights 
which have been conducted deliberately and winked at by the 
officers of that institution. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. MAHON. A moment; yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will be very glad to have the 
gentleman, or some one else who knows, to state it as a fact, 
if it is a fact, that these officers have winked at this code 
duello that they have had there for years and years. 

Mr. MAHON, I will simply state that they must have had 
knowledge of it. When three or four or five boys are, as I am 
informed, placed in the hospital of the institution—the officer in 
charge of the hospital being an officer of the Navy—and when 
boys are brought to the hospital with their faces blackened by 
brutal fist blows and other injuries, with other severe injuries 
inflicted, it certainly shows that the surgeon is aware of it, and 
it is his duty to report to the officer in command. [Applause.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do I understand that this code 
duello has existed down there for years, and this brutality, as it 
can well be called, has been carried on for years? 

Mr. MAHON. I simply make the statement that I under- 
stand it has never been stopped at Annapolis. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The officers seem to make a 
distinction, or there is a distinction some one is trying to make, 
between hazing, which you know is ex parte punishment— 
they all jump on one little fellow 

Mr. MAHON, Yes. 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And bully some one. As I un- 
derstand, it seems the code duello has been the code amongst 
the young men down there for years and years, but in the 
matter of hazing—— = 

Mr. MAHON. That is only a more violent form of hazing. 
Take a young stripling, a boy of 16 years of age, who is put in 
the academy ; the upper-class men throw themselves in his path- 
way to get some word or expression from him that they can take 
as an insult, and then make his life miserable until they get 
him to confront a big bully so that he can be properly beaten. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. My friend is an old soldier and 
will agree with me that hazing is not as fair treatment of a 
boy as where he is given a chance to protect himself in a duel. 

Mr, MAHON. It is all hazing. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Of course it is ali “ hazing,” it 
seems, but there is a difference between all parties jumping 
one fellow and two lads fighting a duel on a common plane. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I am free to say I have an ap- 
pointment to make to the academy, and I have a bright boy 16 
years and 1 month old, and I have withheld his appointment, 
and I am very free to say if I can not send that bright little 
boy in my district down to Annapolis without subjecting him to 
this brutal treatment some other person can fill that appoint- 
ment. [Applause.] He is now living among cultivated people 
and not in danger of the insults and fists of the big rowdies of 
upper class 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman—— 

ae CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yie 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. : 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I heard stated a few years ago 
by the father of a boy in this institution that this code of 
honor, as they call it, had been in operation ever since the be- 
ginning of the institution, and I submit it as a reasonable propo- 
sition that this practice could not have been carried on during 
all these years without the knowledge getting to the authorities 
of the institution. 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; so has hell been in operation since the 
beginning of creation. 

Mr. COLE. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield for 
just another suggestion? Over in the State of Ohio, you will 
remember, a few days ago, at Kenyon College, I believe, the boys 
of a certain society tied a young man on the railroad track and 
a train came along and killed him. These young men are in- 
dicted and will have to stand trial before a civil court for man- 
slaughter. Now, what reason is there that these young men, 
sent there by the Government and_kept by the Government, 
should not be compelled to abide by the same sort of treatment 
and the same sort of punishment? 

Mr. MAHON. I am free to say they would get it if they 
were not on a military reservation. If this institution was not 
under the control of the Government and under the laws of 
Maryland the crime Meriwether committed would have put him 
behind the bars in some jail. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to come to another point. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Will the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
yania [Mr. Manon] yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. MAHON. I will. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. The gentleman said something about 
a statute of 1874 being ample to cover these cases, 

Mr. MAHON. I recall the law. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I would like the gentleman to tell me 
what that is. 

Mr. MAHON. My friend from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] is very 
familiar with it. 

Mr. LACEY. I can state it. In 1874 a law was passed pro- 
viding that hazing at Annapolis should be punished by dismissal. 
That was the only punishment provided by law; and that dis- 
missal should prevent the dismissed cadet from ever again being 
appointed to Annapolis, 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. That applied only to Annapolis? 

Mr. LACEY. Only to Annapolis. In 1903 a bill was passed 
for West Point, which provided in the case of the dismissal of a 
eadet for hazing he should not be eligible for appointment in 
the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, or any naval or military acad- 
emy for two years after the graduation of the class to which he 
belonged. That was the change in the law, and afterwards 
that same bill was brought into the House and adopted as to 
Annapolis, without any reference being made to the act of 1874. 
The committee evidently overlooked the fact that the act of 
1874 existed, because no reference was made to it. 

The point I make is this, that the statutory punishment is not 
too severe in a great many cases, In the three cases to which 


such allusion has been made—practically it was not hazing at 
all, but technically it could be called so—nothing short of dis- 
missal and exclusion from the Navy could be imposed upon the 
parties found guilty. And if we would give some latitude to 
the officers there they could enforce the law; but to say that 
because one man tells another to stoop down and stand up, and 
to stoop down and stand up, a couple or more of times, he shall 
be dismissed for doing it, and, being dismissed, shall be ineli- 
gible to being appointed again in the Army or Navy, is simply 
ridiculous; and the result is that the cadets refuse to testify 
or give information, because they know that the only punish- 
ment that can be inflicted is an extravagant one; one that 
shocks their own sense of fairness. And therefore they keep 
their complaints to themselves, and the officers find themselves 
unable to enforce the law because the only way to enforce it is 
by imposing a punishment that shocks the conscience of a 
court-martial. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. After the clear statement made by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] it would seem clear that 
the law, being inflexible now, is too mild to apply to the extreme 
cases and too extreme to apply to the mild ones, Therefore 
the punishment is not suitable, and that both of those statutes 
should be so amended that we can have a sliding scale of pun- 
ishment that is commensurate with the crime. 

Mr. MAHON. The act of 1874 is a good law. The amend- 
ment of it would be a weak thing for this House to do. 

Now, what is hazing? The gentleman from Iowa says a boy 
stoops down and puts his hands on the ground. I believe that 
is what they call something like “setting up.” There is nothing 
in the mere fact of making a boy put his head down. But the 
whole system of hazing, from the slightest to the greatest, is to 
humiliate the young man when he enters that institution. Gen- 
tlemen know that as well as I do. 

Mr. Chairman, I know of an instance at West Point which 
occurred not long ago. I heard it from a cadet. A young lad 
went there and be was made to stand guard all night when they 
were out in camp. The older class men watched the officer 
of the day, and the young man was made to stand from 8 
o'clock at night until daylight with his musket at shoulder, 
guarding a dead rat lying at his feet. That did not hurt any- 
body. That did not hurt the boy particularly, but it was in- 
tended to humiliate the boy. Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe in 
the case of these young cadets who enter these institutions, and 
who are outraged and insulted by upper class men, if there 
is anybody to use their fists or use a bludgeon, let it be the 
young boy who can go in and club or knock down the first high 
-tongh who insults him, 

Mr. Chairman, I want to call your attention to another mat- 
ter: Somebody through the press has undertaken to charge that 
the trouble in this matter has been caused by the action of the 
House in the Fifty-eighth Congress adopting the bill which my 
friend from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] so earnestly advocated and had 
passed. At the time I was opposed to restoring these cadets, 
but a message comes from the President, supporting one by the 
Secretary of the Navy, that under certain conditions the 
restoration to the service of these boys would not have any bad 
effect upon the academy; and I allowed myself to be hood- 
winked and bamboozled in the matter and yoted for it. I will 
not vote again for such a bill. 

Mr. LACHEY. Will the gentleman allow me a question in this 
connection? There ought to be, perhaps, some legislation upon 
the matter. Take the case of General Sheridan’s boy, who went 
to West Point. Of course they had some fun with him. They 
made him sit in a saddle on a clotheshorse, and had him recite 
Buchanan Read’s “ Sheridan’s Ride.“ Now, that was hazing. 
Would you dismiss all those boys who played a joke like that 
upon a boy who had been appointed to West Point? Would you 
bar those boys forever from the Army? 

Mr. MAHON. I would say that that was not hazing. If I 
was the officer in charge I would have sense enough to make a 
distinction between play and hazing. 

Mr. LACEY. But that is hazing. 

Mr. MAHON. Some one, through a newspaper—I do not 
know whether it is the press agent of the Panama Canal 
[laughter I—has undertaken to show to the country that this 
House was censurable for the lack of discipline down there on 
account of reinstating these boys. Now, what is that act? It 
is short: 

That the President be, and is hereby, authorized and empowered in 
his discretion— 

It was left entirely to the discretion of the President whether 
these boys should be reinstated without weakening the discipline 
of that institution— z 
to appoint to the nayal service the three midshipmen of the then first 


class who were d on the 6th day of November, 1903, pursuant 
to the fin and recommendations of A court-martial ce 
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Mr. LACEY. I want to correct my friend there; the bill does 
not authorize their reinstatement at all. 


Mr. MAHON. I am goming to that. 

Mr. LACEY. Reappointment to the Navy. 

Mr. MAHON (continuing)— 
said midshipmen to take rank at the foot of the class from which dis- 
missed, and to serve at sea in like manner as the other members of 
said class: Provided, That such appointments shall not be operative or 
effective unless and until said midshipmen shall have passed such exam- 


inations and conformed to such requirements as may be prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Navy. 


Now, this bill did not make these boys go back to the acad- 
emy to join their class, because they had shown to Congress 
and to the court-martial that tried them that they were not 
worthy to go back to the academy and join their class; that 
their conduct was such that it would be demoralizing to the 
discipline of the institution; but they had to go away some- 
where and pass an examination, and then they were appointed 
to the Navy and put into the service. In other words, that they 
were not proper subjects to go back to the academy on account 
of their former conduct—could not even join their class and take 
their examination—but they were proper men to send away for 
examination and be made officers on our great battle ships. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like again to correct my friend. There 
was no such proposition involved as that. The class had all 
graduated. The time of the class had expired. These boys 
were within three months of graduation when dismissed. To 
send them back again was an entirely useless thing. They sim- 
ply missed their examination, and it required them to take 
another examination, but deprived them from getting a diploma, 
not to disgrace them. 

Mr. MAHON. The Superintendent of the academy was bit- 
terly opposed to these boys going back to the academy. 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly; but not to their going into the Navy. 

Mr. MAHON. “I was opposed to these boys going back to 
the academy or into the Navy.” 

The Superintendent of the academy wanted them sent some- 
where else to be examined, and then they could go and take 
positions as officers on a gunboat, a cruiser, or a battle ship. 
He did not want them to go to the academy and be treated like 
other cadets—compel them to graduate like all the other boys 
and get their two years’ cruise at sea. 

Mr. LACEY. They have to take their two years’ cruise at 
sea, but at the foot of the class. 

Mr. MAHON. Congress is not to blame fully for their resto- 
ration to service, but through some influence coming from the 
Navy Department, some from Secretary of the Navy, up through 
the President, into this House, to persuade us to restore these 
three cadets and put into the Navy those who should never haye 
gone there. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one other thought and then I am done. 
The case of Branch and Meriwether was a gross and outrageous 
violation of the rules of the academy, a prearranged fight be- 
tween an upper class man and a lower class man, with referees 
appointed to see that there was a fair fight. That was only 
the culmination of a long system of the hazing of Branch which 
resulted in that brutal fight. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman know who 
the officers were or who the men were who had charge of that 
duel? I used the word “ officers” a while ago. I do not know 
that they were “ officers.” I want to find out if they were; all 
my information is derived from the press, which used the word 
“officers.” 

Mr. MAHON. The testimony taken before that court-martial 
shows who the referees were. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I thought perhaps the gentleman 
knew. I have not read the testimony except what I saw in the 
papers. I do not want to do anyone any injustice. These 
“ officers” may not have been, and I hope were not, the officers 
in charge of the academy. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Will the gentleman yield for a 
further question? He said a moment ago that this affair was 
a gross violation of the laws and regulations of the academy. 
Can the gentleman give us any information whether the laws of 
the State of Maryland permit prize fighting within the limits 
of that State? 

Mr. MAHON. No, sir. 

Mr. MUDD. The Naval Academy is not under the jurisdic- 
tion of the State laws. It is a Federal reservation. 

Mr. MAHON. It is a military reservation. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Then does the gentleman say 
that the criminal laws of that State have no jurisdiction there? 

Mr. MUDD. The Federal courts have jurisdiction. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is a Federal matter, I 
should say, but I have some doubts about it. 


á 75 MUDD. There is no law in Maryland authorizing prize 
ighting. 

Mr. MAHON. It is a military reservation, and it is an open 
question whether the civil authorities can punish for a crime 
committed on those grounds. That question is now before the 
Attorney-General of the United States to be settled—whether the 
civil or Federal courts can go in there and take hold of a man 
and punish him. 

Mr. WACHTER. I want to say for the information of the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Fostrr] that the United States 
district attorney from Baltimore was in attendance upon that 
court-martial as the representative of the Government. 

Mr. MAHON. If I was the United States district attorney in 
that district I would have made a very strong effort to have 
brought the offenders into the criminal court to punish them for 
the life taken. I think the Federal authorities have the power. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, Congress is not to blame. The responsi- 
bility can not be thrown on Congress. This legislation which 
we passed in the Fifty-eighth Congress was on a recommenda- 
tion from the Navy Department and the President. Whether it 
was right or wrong, if there is any responsibility for this lax 
discipline, getting worse and worse, it does not rest upon the 
Congress of the United States. We act largely on the recom- 
mendations of the heads of the different bureaus of the Govern- 
ment, who are supposed to know the facts. 

Now, how are you going to cure this eyil? I was a boy once, 
and probably if I had been a midshipman at Annapolis I might 
have gotten into the same trouble. Boys will be boys the world 
over, and you can not change them. If they are permitted to 
practice these brutal things in our institutions they will practice 
them; but, as was stated before, Mr. Chairman, the boys are not 
at the root of this trouble. The trouble is with the men who 
have charge of them. Think of an officer in the Nayy—a man 
who has been educated at the expense of the Government, whose 
position has thrown him amongst the best and most cultured so- 
ciety—think of such an officer permitting these brutalities. It 
is almost beyond the pale of belief of even a Member of Congress. 
But I am firmly convinced, and it will take a great deal to 
change my conviction, that the officers at the Naval Academy 
have known that this thing has been going on; that sufficient 
efforts haye not been made to punish hazing; that there has 
been no restraining arm put upon these young boys, full of young 
blood, but that the condition of things there has been winked at 
and encouraged by the officers of the Navy, who have somehow 
or from somewhere got it into their heads that you can not make 
brave men and gentlemen out of boys unless they are put through 
these brutal practices and fights during their educational ca- 
reer. That is the belief that prevails in the Army and in the 
Navy. If you sit down and discuss it with them, they say that 
it makes brave and heroic men to put these young men through 
these practices. I assert the contrary, and that a brutal prize 
fight will degrade and lower the gentlemanly instincts in a young 
man. It is not going to make him braver or better. 

Now, I understand a resolution has been offered to investigate 
not only the boys, but to investigate the officers in charge of 
the academy. It is a resolution introduced by the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Loup]. It has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. I hope that dignified committee, all gentle- 
men of culture and distinction, will give us a chance at it in the 
near future, and if this House gets a chance at it, some of 
these gentlemen will be taught a lesson that they will not 
forget, at least until they are put on the retired list. [Laugh- 
ter.] If the Committee on Rules forgets it—and they may, for 
they are pretty busy—there may be a motion to discharge the 
committee from its consideration. 

A MEBER. Let us hear the resolution. 

Mr. MAHON. The resolution reads as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and is hereby, 
directed to make a thorough investigation of the situation and condi- 
tions at the United States Naval Academy at 5 and especiall 
to ascertain and rt whether there have been violations of law an 
the regulations governing the academy, and especially whether there 
has been hazing, fagging, running, and class fist fighting in practice 
there, and the knowledge of and responsibility of the officers of the 
academy for any conditions found. Such committee may act by a 
subcommittee, if found advisable, and may sit at the Capitol or at the 
Naval Academy or elsewhere, and may send for persons and papers 
and examine witnesses and take such other action as may be found 
necessary. 

Now, I want to suggest to the Naval Committee that they call 
the surgeon at Annapolis and ask him how many boys with 
broken noses, blackened faces, and bruised heads he has treated 
within the last year or two. When they get his answer, it will 
be something to start on. 

I want to make another suggestion to the Naval Committee— 
a committee that I have very high regard for. That is this: 
That if we can not get the officers to enforce the law we shall 
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take every cadet and make him take a solemn oath that he 
will not only support the Constitution of the United States, 
the laws, and the flag, but to raise his hand before high heayen 
and take a solemn oath that he will not in any manner, shape, 
or form take any part or be guilty of any practice of this 
kind in either of our military of naval institutions. Then we 
will put him on his honor, and he either must refrain from this 
practice or else he must stand before his fellows as a perjured 
man. 

Mr. MUDD. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. MUDD. If I am not altogether wrong, these cadets—all 
of them—take an oath now to obey all the regulations of the 
academy. One of the regulations is not to engage in hazing. 

Mr. MAHON. I know they take it, but they do not pay any 
attention to it; they take it with a mental reseryation. 

Mr.MUDD. But the gentleman said that he would require 
them to take the oath. I want to say that they take that oath 
now. 

Mr. MAHON. The rules and regulations as they construe 
it is what they take the oath to keep. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But the proposition as put by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is much broader than the one 
suggested by the gentleman from Maryland. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania said they should have an oath to uphold 
“the laws and Constitution of the United States.” 

Mr. MAHON. There is a great deal of mental reservation in 
taking the oath at Annapolis. 

Mr.MUDD. But how will the gentleman stop the mental 
reservation? : 5 

Mr. MAHON. If the boy takes the oath that he will not 
engage in a fist fight or hazing in these institutions and it can 
be proved that he does, he is guilty of perjury, and punishment 
in the Federal courts of the United States will follow, if he is 
on a military reservation. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I understand there are others 
on the list who wish to address the committee, and as it is 
getting late, I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

_ Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration House 
resolution 42 and had come to no resolution thereon. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. Date, by unanimous consent, was given leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers 
in the case of bill H. R. 15577, Fifty-eighth Congress, providing 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
‘at Carbondale, Pa., no adverse report having been made thereon. 


ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED TO THE PRESI- 
DENT OF THE UNITED STATES FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States for his approval bill and joint resolution of 
the following titles: 

H. R. 299. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Columbia River by the Portland and Seattle Railway 
Company. 

H. J. Res. 48. Joint resolution to pay the officers and em- 
ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their 
respective salaries for the month of December, 1905, on the 20th 
day of said month. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DaTzxLl (at 4 o'clock and 32 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 
o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting draft of a 
bill relating to accountability of disbursement of public moneys 
and public stores by officers of the Army—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, asking permission for 
Commander William G. Cutler, United States Navy, to accept 
the insignia of the Legion of Honor—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of Indian 
‘Affairs showing open-market purchases in the Indian Depart- 


ment because of exigencies—to the Comniittee on Expenditures 
in the Interior Department, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of 
War submitting an estimate of appropriation for a cable con- 
necting Forts Dade and De Soto, Fla—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia submitting an estimate of appro- 
priation for salaries in the public schools—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of 
War submitting an estimate of appropriation for relief of L. K. 
eee the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
print 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of 
Agriculture submitting an estimate of deficiency appropria- 
tion for the Bureau of Animal Industry—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for relief of persons who 
sustained damage by fire at Rock Island Arsenal—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Attorney-General sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for defense in Indian depre- 
dation claims for the year ending June 30, 1906—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War, sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for payment of the claim of 
John and David West, of Cathlamet, Wash.—to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Attorney-General sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for United States peni- 
tentiaries at McNeil Island, Washington, and Atlanta, Ga.—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia submitting an estimate of appropriation 
for addition to the Eastern Market house—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for payment of claims of 
Lieut. Col. William M. Black, United States Army, and Lieut. 
Mark Brooke, United States Army—to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State asking permission for 
Col, T. W. Simons, United States Army, to accept the decoration 
of the Order of the Double Dragon from the Chinese Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, asking permission for 
Lieut. Gen. A. R. Chaffee, United States Army, to accept the 
commission and insignia of the office of Grand Commander of 
the Legion of Honor—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, submitting a draft of 
proposed legislation relating to the disposal of useless papers in 
the Post-Office Department—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Center 
Harbor, Brooklin, Me.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to 
which was referred the resolution (H. Res. 73) requesting the 
Secretary of the Interior to report progress of investigation of 
black sands of Pacific slope, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 7); which said resolution 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

1 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OHOWS: 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 8965) to provide for the ap- 
propriate marking of the graves of the soldiers of the Confeder- 
ate army and nayy, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8966) to set apart certain 
lands in the Territory of Arizona as a public park, to be known 
as the Petrified Forest National Park—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 8967) to attach St. 
Lucie County, in the State of Florida, to the southern judicial 
district—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8968) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Lake City, in the State of Florida—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 8969) ratifying 
and confirming chapter 58 of the twenty-third legislative assem- 
bly of the Territory of Arizona, providing for repair of the 
Territorial bridge at Florence, Pinal County, Ariz.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Teritories. 

By Mr. LAC ET: A bill (H. R. 8970) authorizing the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office to quitclaim the title con- 
veyed to the United States for land in forest reservations under 
certain conditions—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 8971) to erect an addition to the 
post-office and court-house building in the city of Jackson, State 
of Tennessee—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8972) to extend the lines of 
the Capital Traction Company—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: A bill (H. R. 8973) to amend section 
5200, Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to national 
banks—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 8974) extending the time for 
settlement upon the Uintah Reservation or lands originally 
within the limits thereof—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 8975) to prohibit the coming 
into and to regulate the residence within the United States, its 
Territories, and all territory under its jurisdiction, and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, all Japanese persons and persons of Japanese 
descent and Korean persons and persons of Korean descent—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 8976) to 
change the line of the reservation at Hot Springs, Ark., and of 
Reserve avenue—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 8977) to create a new divi- 
sion of the western judicial district of Texas, and to provide 
for terms of court at Delrio, Tex., and for a clerk for said court, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 8978) to authorize Indian 
allottees to sell and convey their allotted lands for school 
sites—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H. R. 8979) to en- 
able the Department of Agriculture to conduct demonstration 
experiments for the purpose of eradicating pear blight in Cali- 
fornia—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 8980) increasing the 
limit of cost of public building at Columbia, Mo.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 8981) to authorize pur- 
chase of a certain index and roster of military organizations of 
the widow of David P. Craig, and so forth—to the Committee 
on Printing. 

By Mr. BURLBNIGH: A bill (H. R. 8982) for the establish- 
ment of a light-house and fog signal at Isle au Haut, Me.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 8983) to authorize the de- 
tail of a retired naval officer in behalf of American seamen—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8984) to amend the laws gov- 
erning labor or improvements upon mining claims in Alaska— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 8985) to establish a fish- 
cultural station in the county of Hickman, in the State of Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 8986) for the 
establishment of an Indian sanitarium or school at or near Fort 
Pierre, in the State of South Dakota—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 8987) to enable 
the President of the United States to call an international con- 
oe relating to immigration—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 8988) to fix the standard 
of weights and measures by the adoption of the metric system of 
weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 8989) to create in the War 
Department a special roll to be known as the “ volunteer retired 
list,” to authorize placing thereon, with pay, certain surviving 
officers of the United States Volunteer Army of the civil war, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 8990) making an appropria- 
tion for the completion of a 14-foot waterway from Chicago to 
St. Louis—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 8991) to repeal certain laws 
relating to permanent and indefinite appropriations—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 8992) to appro- 
priate money for the completion of classification of lands in- 
cluded within the Northern Pacific Railway land grant—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. $ 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H. R. 8993) to amend the Bowman 
Act, volume 22, Statutes at Large, page 485—to the Committee 
on War Claims. a 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 8994) to provide 
for a land district in Yellowstone, Carbon, and Rosebud coun- 
ties, in the State of Montana, to be known as the Billings land 
district—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 8995) to add 10,000 acres of land, 
by purchase or condemnation, to the Chattanooga and Chicka- 
mauga National Military Park, and appropriating $200,000 for 
that purpose—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 8996) requiring 
life insurance companies to make annual report to the Secre- 
tary of Commerce and Labor, and providing penalties for fail- 
ures so to do—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8997) to regulate the prac- 
tice of pharmacy and the sale of poisons in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 8998) to pension widows 
of deceased soldiers and sailors of the United States at the 
same rate as their deceased husbands—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLCOTT: A bill (H. R. 8999) to supplement the act 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
1887, and the acts amendatory thereof—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 9000) for the erection of an 
auditorium in the national cemetery at New Albany, Ind.—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 9001) to amend section 2 of 
an act entitled “An act granting pensions to soldiers and sail- 
ors who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, 
and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and de- 
pendent parents,” approved June 27, 1890—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9002) for the 
erection of a public building at Centralia, III.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H. R. 9003) re- 
pealing an act entitled “An act to extend the time for presenting 
claims for additional bounties”—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 9004) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to provide revenue for the Gov- 
ernment and to encourage the industries of the United States,” 
approved July 24, 1897—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 9005) dividing the State of 
South Carolina into two judicial districts, providing for the 
appointment of a district judge, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 9006) for improving, repairing, 
and the erection of an addition to the public building at Peoria, 
III.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9007) for the relief of gaugers, storekeeper- 
gaugers, and storekeepers—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 9008) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to add to the segregation of coal and 
asphalt lands in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, Ind. T.— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 9009) authorizing the board 
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for the leasing of school lands in the Territory of Oklahoma to 
lease the said lands reserved for educational and public building 
purposes for mining and quarrying purposes and the develop- 
ment and operation of oil and gas wells, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9010) to constitute the Osage Indian Reser- 
vation, Oklahoma Territory, a recording district, and to provide 
for the incorporation of cities, towns, and villages, and cities of 
the first class therein, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9011) allowing the Otoe and Missouri In- 
dians to dispose of all surplus lands and removing restrictions 
on all“ inherited lands ”—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9012) to provide for the selection of grand 
and petit jurors for the district court in the Territory of Okla- 
homa—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9013) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to supplement existing laws relat- 
ing to the disposition of lands, and so forth, approved March 3, 
1901, ” approved June 13, 1902—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9014) donating lands in Oklahoma Terri- 
tory for educational purposes—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9015) providing for the sale of a part of 
Noble Park, in the city of Guthrie, Logan County, Oklahoma 
Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 9016) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to cause to be investigated and to provide for the 
payment of all claims presented on behalf of churches, schools, 
libraries, hospitals, and establishments conducted for the bene- 
fit of churches, or for charitable purposes, arising from the 
occupation and use of the buildings, grounds, and other property 
of various kinds occupied, used, taken away, injured, consumed, 
or destroyed by the United States or its Army during the civil 
8 or for its benefit in any way—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 9017) 
to establish a fish hatchery and fish station in the State of North 
S ONETO the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9018) authorizing a public building at 
Fayetteville, N. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. ` 

By Mr. POU: A bill (H. R. 9019) to provide for the erection 
of a public building in Henderson, Vance County, N. C.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 9020) to regulate proc- 
ess and proceedings in the courts of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 9021) to prevent con- 
spiracies in restraint of trade and to punish those engaged 
therein—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 9022) granting second- 
class mail privileges to certain charitable, educational, and re- 
ligious publications—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 4 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 9023) to provide for the 
proper lighting and maintenance of the Statue of Liberty, Bed- 
loes Island, New York Harbor—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. RIXBY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 52) asking for 
estimates for the improvement of Accotink Creek, in Fairfax 
County, Va.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution (H. Res. 105) directing the 
Clerk of the House to pay to the widow of Daniel P. Hickling, 
deceased, late locksmith of the House, a certain sum of money— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A resolution (H. Res. 106) directing the 
Clerk of the House to pay to the widow of Isa Black, late a 
doorkeeper of the House, a certain sum of money—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A resolution (H. Res. 
107) authorizing the chairman of the Committee on Industrial 
Arts and Expositions to appoint a janitor to said committee— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 9024) granting an increase 
of pension to Lewis Lennox—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 7 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9025) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry B. Arnold to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9026) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Meiners—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9027) to correct the military record of 
Corwin M. Holt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDRUS: A Dill (H. R. 9028) to refund legacy 
taxes illegally collected from the estate of James W. Quintard— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9029) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of Ambrose McGregor—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9030) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of Lydia A. Oakley—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9031) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of John D. Heins—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 9032) to carry out the 
finding of the Court of Claims in the case of the St. Louis Hay 
and Grain Company—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 9033) granting an increase 
of pension to Burgoyne Knight—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9034) granting a pension to Mary F. Me- 
Cauley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9035) granting 
a pension to William D. Frazier—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9036) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9037) granting an increase of pension to 
David Fannin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9038) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses Hull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9039) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Hales—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9040) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Fults—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 9041) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel Coleman—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9042) for the relief of Albert Rebsamen—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 9043) granting 
an increase of pension to William A. Coverston—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 9044) granting an increase o 
pension to Albert B. Woolverton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 9045) granting certain 
lands belonging to the United States and situated in the State 
of Alabama to the State of Alabama for the use and benefit of 
the common schools of that State—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9046) granting a pension to William 
Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9047) for the relief of the heirs of Lloyd 
Brooks, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9048) for the relief of the heirs of Austin 
Nix, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9049) for the relief of Bennett Robertso: 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CALDERHBEAD: A bill (H. R. 9050) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Wallace—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9051) granting an increase of pension to 
Asher S. Bouden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9052) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9053) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 9054) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth D. Lasater—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9055) granting an increase of pension to 
John N. Matthews—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9056) granting an increase of pension to 
J. V. Galliher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9057) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson D. Hankins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 9058) granting an increase 
of pension to James Watson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 9059) granting an 
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increase of pension to Ebenezer S. Edgerton—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. , 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9060) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph S. Pratt—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9061) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry S. Walls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 9062) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward Delaney—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9063) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Steele—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9064) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. McClintic—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9065) granting an increase of pension to 
George G. Brail—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9066) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel H. Barton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9067) granting an increase of pension to 
David Mufiy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9068) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9069)- granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9070) granting an increase of pension to 
Norman Morford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9071) granting an increase of pension to 
Chancy Pickell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 9072) for the relief of 
Henry Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 9073) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Melissa McCracken—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 9074) granting an 
increase of pension to Abraham E. Pierson—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9075) to remove the charge of desertion 
against the military record of Minor Berry—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9076) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Joseph Willett—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9077) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Engle—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9078) granting an increase of pension to 
Arnold Mattingly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9079) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Whitehead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9080) granting an increase of pension to 
Joel D. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9081) granting an increase of pension to 
John Attaway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9082) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas G. Gambill—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9083) to correct the military record of 
Allen Byers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9084) for the relief of Charles Snyder— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 9085) granting an increase 
of pension to Harrison H, Mitchell—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 9086) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Gates—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 9087) granting an increase of 
‘pension to William Winn—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9088) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Rue—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9089) for the relief of Virginia K. Hahn 
and Mary E. Carroll—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 9090) granting an increase of 
pension to Amasa B. Saxton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 9091) granting an increase 
of pension to Stacy B. Warford—to the Committee on Invalid 
' Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 9092) granting a pen- 
sion to Lucy Walke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 9093) granting an increase 
of pension to Farrie M. Allis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 9094) for the relief of the 


trustees of Walnut Grove Church, of Gibson County, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9095) for 
the relief of the heirs of James M. Claxton—to the Committee 
on Claims, 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 9096) grant- 
ing a pension to Ruth F. Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9097) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Margaret Robertson, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 9098) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of John McCabe and Patrick McCabe, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 9099) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Leary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9100) granting a pension to Nancy C. 
Paine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9101) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Loomis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 9102) for the relief of 
Ephram Hunter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A Dill (H. R. 9103) granting an increase 
of pension to Alfred M. Hooper—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9104) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 9105) for the relief of R. M. 
Magill—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9106) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9107) granting a pension to James W. 
Russell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 9108) for the relief of the estate 
of Mary A. Gough, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 9109) for the relief of J. H. 
Henry—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 9110) granting a pension to 
Jessie A. Rand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9111) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry B. Jordan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9112) granting a pension to Ada P. Con- 
naughey—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9113) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Cleaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9114) granting an increase of pension to 
John Beerman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H. R. 9115) for the relief of the 
estate of Moses K. Wheat, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9116) to pay the estate of Sampson B. 
Cloud the sum of $1,595—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9117) for the relief of Thomas Bonner, 
jr.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9118) for the relief of Fannie R. Bonner— 
to the Committee on War Claims. à 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 9119) granting a pension 
to H. F. E. Schroer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9120) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Cain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 9121) granting an increase 
of pension to John Adair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9122) granting an increase of pension to 
Philander Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9123) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. McKenzie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9124) granting an increase of pension 
T. J. Tupper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9125) granting an increase of pension 
Nelson B. Toole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9126) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan Parish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9127) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac L. Rerick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 9128) granting an increase 
of pension to William T. Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 9129) for the relief of John C. 
De Lany—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 9130) granting an increase 
of pension to John Brinkley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 9131) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Charles D. Southerlin—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (41. R. 9132) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Benjamin F. Pettit—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 9133) for the relief of John 
eee & Co., of San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on 
ms. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9134) for the relief of Riley Moutrey—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9135) granting a pension to August 
Croma—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9136) granting an increase of pension to 
R. L. Mitchell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9137) granting an increase of pension to 
George Molitor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9138) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron L. Rockwood—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEIFER: A bill (H. R. 9139) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas J. Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 9140) granting a pension to 
Amanda Hoover—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9141) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis Ortleib—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 9142) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Herman A. Kimball—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9143) granting an increase of pension to 
Adolph M. Clay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 9144) to correct the military 
oe of Wilson B. George—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 9145) for the relief of John M. 
Miter Teo the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9146) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis A. Jones—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9147) granting an increase of pension to 
Jorden H. Saylors—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 9148) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. K. Southard—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE (by request): A bill (H. R. 9149) granting 
an honorable discharge to David A. Nichols, late private, Com- 
pany K, Second Arkansas Cayalry—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9150) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel M. Fleming—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9151) to correct the muster 
rolls of Company K, Second Arkansas Cavalry, as concerns 
Isaac Thompson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9152) to correct the military record of H. 
Clay Griffin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 9153) for the relief of 
Pardon M. Bowen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9154) for the relief of Joseph Crist—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9155) granting a pension to Catharine 
Haddock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9156) granting an honorable discharge to 
Isaac Dulhagen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 9157) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas J. Garrison—to the Committee on Inyelid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9158) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel M. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 9159) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John S. McClary—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9160) 
to correct the military record of James McMillan—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 9161) for the relief of 
W. E. Gorton—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H. R. 9162) for the 
relief of the heirs of Ewing M. Skaggs, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 9163) granting a pension to 
Margaret M. Best—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9164) for the relief of Mary 
S. Logan—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 9165) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to issue patent to the -Scandinavian Evan- 
gelical Lutheran Little Missouri River Congregation to certain 
pi for cemetery purposes—to the Committee on the Public 
Lan 


By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 9166) for the relief of the Citi- 
zens’ Bank of Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 9167) for the relief of John S. 
Friend—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9168) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Mote—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9169) for the relief of E. N. Smith—to the 
Committee on Claims. > 
By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 9170) granting an increase 
of pension to George McAldridge—to the Committee on Inyalid 

Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9171) granting an increase of pension to 
John Herbison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9172) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse Carmack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9173) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Burgess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9174) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Roam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9175) granting an increase of pension to 
Belfield Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9176) granting an increase of pension to 
Hezekiah Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9177) granting an increase of pension to 
Anthony Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9178) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9179) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Odle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9180) granting an increase of pension to 
David F. Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9181) granting an increase of pension to 


H. C. Boughan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9182) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Burress—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9183) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Goodwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9184) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Sims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9185) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron Sternes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9186) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9187) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Kittrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9188) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9189) granting a pension to Dempsey 
Cope—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9190) granting a pension to Ida Carty—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9191) granting a pension to Mary C. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9192) granting a pension to Sylvania 
Engle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9193) granting a pension to James Miles— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9194) granting a pension to A. Welch—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9195) granting a pension to Sarah E. Wil- 
coxon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9196) granting a pension to John H. Fen- 
wick—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9197) to correct the military record of 
Davis Todd—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9198) to amend and correct the records of 
Company D, Seventh Regiment Provisional Enrolled Missouri 
Militia, by including the name of Valentine Fraker therein, with 
the dates of his enlistment and discharge—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9199) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Samuel A. Richardson—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9200) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Timothy J. Guthrie—to the Commit- ` 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9201) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Joseph Doms—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9202) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John C. Bennett—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9203) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of George Robson—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9204) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Calyin C. Young—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9205) for the relief of Abram Floyd and 
= H. Floyd, heirs of Mahala Floyd—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 9206) for the relief of Mary 
A. Ayres—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9207) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Ailes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9208) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles F. Welschhaus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9209) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen D. Cohens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9210) granting an increase of pension to 
Enoch Conner—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9211) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J, Crisman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 9212) for the relief of Joseph 
W. I. Kempa, executor of the last will and testament of Wil- 
liam J. Grutza, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 9213) 
granting a pension to Daniel Skipper—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 9214) granting an in- 
— of pension to Victoria Bishop—to the Committee on Pen- 

ons, 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 9215) to authorize the re- 
opening and readjustment of the accounts of Maj. Thomas B. 
Dewees, late major, Ninth Cavalry, United States Army—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 9216) granting an increase of 
pension to Catherine R. Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: A bill (H. R. 9217) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles P. Singer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9218) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9219) granting an increase of pension to 
Walter McDaniel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9220) granting an increase of pension to 
James M, Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 9221) for the re- 
lief of T. L. Weedon—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9222) for relief of Dan Fry, 
5 Alexandria County, Va.—to the Committee on Military Af- 

Irs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9223) for the relief of Thomas 
Fletcher, of Alexandria County, Va. —to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9224) for the relief of F. H. 
Cleveland, of Alexandria County, Va.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9225) for the relief of Andrew 
Grady, of Alexandria County, Va.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9226) for the relief of Charles 
Dearborn, of Alexandria County, Va.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9227) for the relief of James 
Sheridan, Alexandria County, Va.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9228) for relief of N. A. 
Kraft, sr.,.of Alexandria County, Va.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. . 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9229) for the relief of A. J. 
Nalls, of Alexandria County, Va.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9230) for the relief of R. B. 
Warren, of Alexandria County, Va.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. ° 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9231) for relief of A. L. 
Lewis, of Alexandria County, Va.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9232) for the relief of the trustees of 
Cedar Grove Church, of Culpeper County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9233) granting a pension to Elisha P, 
Maconaughey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9234) granting an increase of pension to 
W. A. MeDonald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 9235) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Kate H. Kavanaugh—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9236) granting a pension to Albert I. 
Merrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ScHNEEBELI: A bill (H. R. 9237) granting an 
increase of pension to Jacob Dachrodt—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 9238) for the relief of William 
Saphar—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9239) granting an increase of pension to 
James Cronwhite—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: A bill (H. R. 9240) granting an increase 
of pension to William S. Dawson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9241) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter W. Duffield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9242) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry E. Cross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9248) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. Bernard—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9244) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel E. Barber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9245) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hix—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9246) granting an increase of pension to 
Allen Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9247) granting a pension to Joshua C. 
Carney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 9248) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James T. Butler—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9249) granting an increase of pension to 
R. 8. Cromer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9250) granting an increase of pension to 
Obediah B. Nation—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 9251) for the relief of 
John F. Byars, of Brown County, Tex., formerly of Newton 
County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9252) for the relief of Mrs. M. L. Baker— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9253) granting a pension to Vallie A. Me- 
Millin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9254) granting a pension to Eliza J. Mor- 
gan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9255) granting a pension to F. M. Harri- 
son—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9256) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha E. Sanford—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9257) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel M. Stukes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9258) granting an increase of pension to 
John Nash—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9259) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Moore—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9260) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison B. Freeman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9261) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Herridge—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9262) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Farrar—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9263) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Highsmith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9264) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Baetz—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9265) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel E. Holland—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9266) to pay W. M. Edgar for mules killed 
by Mescalero Apache Indians—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 9267) granting 
an increase of pension to William Cook—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9268) granting a pension to Milton R. 
Dungan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9269) granting an increase of pension to 
William Winans—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9270) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiley B. Johnson—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9271) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Henry Martin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9272) granting an increase of pension to 
Bayles E. Cobb—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9273) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
correct the military record of Reuben C. Freese—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9274) 
for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of Valentine 
Kirchner—to the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9275) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Pitcher and Axel Hayford and Samuel Otis and George B. Fer- 
gusson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9276) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary O’Hare—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9277) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth A. Butler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9278) granting an increase of pension to 
Melville A. Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9279) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Curley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9280) to correct the military record of 
John McGrail—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9281) to correct the naval record of Jo- 
seph Roberts—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 9282) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry J. Kelly—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9283) granting an increase of pension to 
James Doody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9284) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9285) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Washington E. Hall, alias John 
Duffy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9286) to correct the naval record of George 
Nelson Armstrong—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 9287) granting a pension to 
Eliza Byron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9288) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine Braggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 9289) for the 
ee of the Mitsui Bussan Kaisha—to the Committee on 

8. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 9290) for 
the relief of the heirs of Thomas B. Doe, of Virginia—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 9291) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Marshall H. Burnham—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBBER: A bill (H. R. 9292) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Skadden—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9293) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison Wagner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEMS: A bill (H. R. 9294) granting an increase of 
pension to S. Amanda Mansfield—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 9295) to provide for the re- 
imbursement of officers and seamen of the Nantucket Shoals 
light-ship No. 58—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 9296) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabeth D. Hoppin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9297) for 
the relief of Henry E. Rhoades, assistant engineer, United 
State Navy, retired—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE. A bill (H. R. 9298) for the relief of the 

estate of David C. Haynes, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of John S. Lindsay, to get out of 
committee and aid in its passage at present session the Penrose 
and Dalzell bill granting $2 per day to prisoners in military 
prisons during such confinement and $12 per month—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the New Orleans Board of Trade, for legisla- 
tion to secure an effective and enduring American mercantile 
marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

Also, petition of the National Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, for conyerting building used at Portsmouth by the peace 
conference into recreation headquarters for sailors, and that it 
be named The Roosevelt“ —to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Charleroi Lodge, Independent 
Order of Odd Fellows, No. 1030, of Charleroi, Pa., favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Modesto Irrigation Association, against 
granting San Francisco reservoir site in the Yosemite Park—to 
the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petition of the Humane Association of America, against 


any change in the present law relative to live stock in transit— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: Papers to accompany bill for 
relief of Samuel Vaux, bill H. R. 8143; Mrs. Lucy Thomas, bill 
H. R. 8140, and John H. Winne, bill H. R. 8189—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Richard Callaghan, bill H. R. 8481—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. S 

Also, petition of the Commission on Trade and Commerce, of 
Pittsburg, for measures to further and promote trade with for- 
eign countries, but against any revision of the present tariff 
laws of the United States—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Gordon Choctaw Game Preserve, for appro- 
priation to create game preserve of 100,000 acres—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Petition of the New York 
City Association, relative to maintaining treaty obligations 
with Indians of civilized tribes—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petitions of Federation of Trades, 
per the following unions: Machinists, No. 58; Carmen’s, No. 47; 
Blacksmiths’, No. 190; Painters’, No. 898; Boiler Makers’, No. 
27, and Sheet Metal Workers’, No. 56, against Interstate Com- 
merce Commission having control of railway rates—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Gordon 
Choctaw Game Preserve, fayoring appropriation to create game 
preserve of 100,000 acres—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of citizens of Maine, against 
amendment of the Grout law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of the United Confederate Veterans 
of New Orleans, for provision to care for graves of Confederate 
soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
fayoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: Petition of the New Orleans 
Board of Trade, for an effective and enduring American mer- 
cantile marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the United Confederate Veterans of New Or- 
leans, for provision to care for graves of Confederate soldiers 
that died in northern prisons—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Melina McCracken—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Lee W. Putnam— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: Petitions of Washington Camp, No. 312, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Houtzdale, Pa., and W. M. 
Rounsley, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Piowingo Tribe, No. 199, Improved Order 
of Red Men, of Bradford, Pa., favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of Patriotic Order Sons of America, Camp No, 
55, of Lajose, Pa., and Scott W. Norris and others, favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of Welcome Council, No. 406, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Morrisdale Mines, Pa., and 
John A. Shimel and others, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Ansonville Lodge, Independent Order of Odd 
Fellows, No. 1005, and C. A. Sawyer and others, favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. ESCH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Amasa 
B. Saxton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Stephens Dicker- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Charles Horn and others, favoring restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the Choctaw and Chicka- 
saw nations, favoring sale of 100,000 acres of land in the Indian 
Territory to certain persons for a game preserve—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of United Confederate Veterans, for legislation 
for care of graves of Confederate soldiers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. GARNER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Ambrose Burton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of John S. Hart—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: Paper to accompany bill 
= relief of John E. Hardway—to the Committee on War 

laims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the American Bar Association 
and others, favoring permanency of bankrupt act—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Aspinwall Council, No. 238, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Gordon Choctaw Game Preserve, for appro- 
priation to create game preserve of 100,000 acres from lands of 
8 5 and Chickasaw tribes—to the Committee on Indian 

airs, 

Also, petition of Eastern Oklahoma Miners’ Association, 
against grant of mineral lands to Oklahoma—to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of National Grange of Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, at Atlantic City, November 20, 1905, for 
removal of tax on denaturized alcohol rendered unfit for a 
beverage—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HALE: Petitions of Council No. 28, of Oneida; 
Council No. 85, of Winfield ; Council No. 26, of Knoxville; Coun- 
cil No. 26, of Coal Creek; Council No. 54, of Louisville; Council 
No. 106, of Sharps Chapel, and Council No. 81, of Wellsville, all 
in Tennessee, Independent Order of United American Mechanics, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HAY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Daniel 
Cullers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Abraham Baggett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of John Evans Lodge, No. 751, 
of Diller, Nebr., favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, newspaper article, Cheyenne, Wyo., for use of steel cars 
in postal railway service—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of the Presidio Heights Improve- 
ment Club, of San Francisco, for appropriation for improve- 
ment of the Presidio—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Association of Wholesale Grocers of Cali- 
fornia, against a duty on tea and coffee—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Sequoia Parlor, No. 160, of San Francisco, 
Cal., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Louis 
Orthleib—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Amanda Hoover— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
A. M. Clay—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Herman A. Kim- 
ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wilson 
B. George—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the American Society of the Isle of Pines, 
against cession of said island to Cuba—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce and Board of Trade 
of Denver, Colo., favoring creating of the Mesa Verde National 
Park—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LEVER: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 8122) pro- 
viding for the erection of a public building at Sumter, S. C—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the United Confederate Vet- 
erans, for an appropriation to care for the graves of Confed- 
erate soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Joseph H. Gleisch and others, for repeal of 
the duty on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of Orbisonia Lodge, Independent 
Order of Odd Fellows, favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Washington Camp, No. 604, of St. Thomas, 
Pa., and Orbisonia Lodge, No. 640, Orbisonia, Pa., Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of John L. Beveridge and 95 other 
generals of the Volunteer Army of the United States of the 
civil war, requesting the creation of a volunteer retired list 


for surviving generals of said Volunteer Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, letters from Charles Francis Adams and others, request- 
ing Congress to pass an act to create a volunteer retired list— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEVIN: Petition of Growers and Packers of Leaf 
Tobacco of the Miami Valley, against reduction of tariff on 
Philippine tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
Thomas Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Victoria Bishop— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Petitions of Niobrara 
Tribe, No. 373, Improved Order of Red Men, of Tremont, Pa.; 
Reiner City Council, No. 370, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics; Washington Camp, No. 145, Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, of Hegins, Pa.; G. W. Osman and others, of Hegins, 
Pa.; Washington Camp, No. 72, Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, of Delano, Pa., and Harry E. Shafer and others, of 
Delano, Pa., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RIXEX: Paper to accompany bill for relief of W. A. 
McDonald, Lignum, Va.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of E. P. Macon- 
aughey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: Petition of citizens of Monette, Mo., fa- 
voring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of the Seminole tribe, for inde- 
pendent statehood for Indian Territory—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: Petition of the board of super- 
visors of Yavapai County, Ariz., against jointure of statehood 
with New Mexico—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of the common council of Hart- 
ford, Conn., for a government forest reserve in New Hamp- 
shire—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Municipal Art Society, of Hartford, Conn., 
for preservation of American forests—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Municipal Art Society, of Hartford, Conn., 
against commercial spoliation of Niagara Falls—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Putnam Council, No. 19, Independent Order 
of United American Mechanics, of Wallingford, Conn., favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wallingford, Conn., favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. x 

By Mr. SULLIVAN. of New York: Petition of the Chamber 
of Commerce of Pittsburg, favoring tarif revision and reci- 
procity with certain European governments—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Trans-Mississippi Commercial Congress, 
for liberal appropriations for improvement of harbors of Gulf 
of Mexico and Pacific coast and for the Columbia River—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the United Confederate Vet- 
erans, urging provision for caring for graves of Confederate 
soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 


Turspay, December 19, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Kean, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


TRANSPORTATION OF COAL AND MINE SUPPLIES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 16th instant, 
the record, testimony, and opinion of the Commission in the 
matter of alleged unlawful rates and practices in the transporta- 
tion of coal and mine supplies by the Atchison, Topeka and 
Santa Fe Railway Company, and requesting that the original 
papers be returned; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In accordance with the request 
stated in the letter of transmittal the original papers will be 
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preserved and returned to the Interstate Commerce Commission 
after having been printed. 


COL. T. W. SYMONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of State, requesting, pursuant to law, 
that permission be granted by Congress to Col. T. W. Symons, 
United States Army, to enable him to accept the decoration of 
the Order of the Double Dragon conferred upon him by the 
Chinese Government; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

COMMANDER WILLIAM d. CUTLER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, requesting, pursuant to law, 
that permission be granted by Congress to Commander William 
G. Cutler, United States Navy, to enable him to accept the in- 
signia of the Legion of Honor conferred upon him by the Goy- 
ernment of France; which, with the accom paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LIEUT. GEN. A. R. CHAFFEE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, requesting, pursuant to law, that 
permission be granted by Congress to Lieut. Gen. A. R. Chaffee, 
United States Army, to enable him to accept the commission and 
insignia of the office of Grand Commander of the Legion of 
Honor conferred upon him by the French Republic in recogni- 
tion of his recent visit to France as the head of the special mis- 
sion of American Army officers to witness the grand maneuvers 
of the French army; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PURCHASE OF SUPPLIES FOR INDIANS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, a compli- 
ance with section 2 of the Indian appropriation act of March 3, 
1905, a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs sub- 
mitting a statement showing the open-market purchases in ex- 
cess of $500 on account of exigency ; which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the National 
Firemen's Association, of Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called “Dryden insurance bill;” 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the National Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to have the storehouse at Portsmouth, N. H., lately used for 
the peace conference, devoted to a gymnasium and recreation 
headquarters for sailors, and that it be called“ The Roose- 
yelt;” which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented a petition of the legislature of 
Idaho, praying for the passage of the so-called “ pure-food 
bill; ” which was ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed 
in the Rxconb, as follows: 

[Certificate of certified copy.] 
Srarp OF IDAHO, 


Office of the Secretary of State: 

I, Will H. Gibson, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of 
house joint memorial No. 1, by Aulbach. 

Passed the house of representatives February 21, 1905. 

Passed the senate February 27, 1905. 

Filed in the office of the secretary of state March 2, 1905. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 

at seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 


th day of March, A. D. 1905. 
WILL H. GIBSON, Secretary of State. 


[SRAL] 

House joint memorial No, 1 (by 8 memorlalizing the Congress 

ot the United 8 

Your memoralists, the legislature of os pak of Idaho, respectively 

represent that, having heretofore enacted a for the protection 4 the 

people against adulterated, misbranded, and deleterious f. 

and medicines, 55 necessity for adequate at ome 
tes —— 9 ob aly commerce suc 


bited articles, does hereby memoral Senate of the United States 
to speedily enact 3 prohibiting in interstate commerce in adul- 
Ligh ed, misbranded, deleterious foods, drugs, and medicines, to the 


end that the laws of our State relative thereto may be more effective. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented a petition of the legislature of 
Idaho, praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed in the Rxconb, as follows: 


{Certificate of certified copy.] 
STATE or IDAN 
Office of the Secretary of State: 


t seal of "state. Done at Boise Ci the capital of Idaho, this 
th th day of March, A. D. 1905. we pi 


WILL H. Grsson, Secretary of State. 
House concurrent resolution No. 4 (by Thomas). 


Whereas stepa have been taken by the National Congress, now assem- 
bled in Washing eee in toward ä the powers of the Interstate 
88 In accordance with the ideas of President Roose- 


Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent each of our Senators 
and Representatives in Congress. 
This house concurrent resolution passed the house of representatives. 
on ‘the 20th day of January, 1905. 
James F. Hens, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
This house concurrent resolution passed the Senate on the 3d day of 


March, 1905. 
B. L. STEvEs, President of the Senate. 


I hereby that the within house concurrent resolution, No. 4, 
originaron in the house of representatives of the legislature of the State 
of during the eighth session. Bs 


Chief Clerk of the Henne of 5 
Mr. HET BURN presented a petition of the legislature of 
South Dakota, praying for the passage of the so-called“ pure- 
food bill;” which was ordered to lie on the table, and to be 
printed in the Rxconb, as follows: 
[State of South Dakota, department of state.] 


UNITED STATES OF AMBRICA, 
State of South Dakota, Secretary’s Office: 

I, D. D. Wipf, secretary of state of South Dakota and keeper of the 
great seal thereof, do hereby certify that the attached instrument of 
writing is a true and correct co oR of house joint resolution No. 10 

slature of 1 3, and of the whole thereof, and has 


as passed by the l 
been com the original now on file in this office. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my 3 and affixed the 
t seal of the city of Pierre 


he State 88 * Dakota. Done at 


his 1st day of March, 1 
[SEAL] D. D. Wipr, Secretary of State. 
the Senate of the United States to 


A Raves 3 memorlallzin 
3 interstate commerce in adul- 


peedily enact Bec ne og 
terat misbrand cines. 

Be it resolved b arse house T 6 (the senate concur- 
ring), That the leg ture of the State of South Dakota, having here- 
tofore enacted laws for the protection of the people against adulter- 
ated, misbranded, and deleterious foods, denga 8 and medicines, real - 
izing the necessity for adequate legislation 7 aos re to protect the 
State against interstate commerce, which is beyond the control of the 
State, in such Sipser ne articles, does hereby memorialize the Senate 
of the United States to speedily enact efficient legislation prohibiting 
interstate commerce in Le weigh gy misbranded, and deleterious foods, 
drugs, and medicines, to end that the laws of our State relative 


theren may be more effective. 
The secre’ of state is hereby Instructed to forward copies to our 
© the chairman of the Manufactures 


United States Senators and one 
Committee of the United States Senate. 
(Indorsed :) A joint resolution memorializing the Senate of the United 
States to — 5 enact 3 prohibiting interstate commerce in 
adulterated, misbranded foods, drugs, medicines. 
Brown, Speaker of the House. 
eer J. E. MCcDOUGALL, President of the Senate. 


a H, C. DUNHAM, Chief Clerk. 
est: 
L. M. Stuuoxs, Secretary of the Senate. 
I hereby certify that the within joint resolution originated in the 
house and was known in the house files as Joint resolution No. 10.“ 
H. C. DUNHAM, Chief Clerk. 
Srarn or SOUTH DAKOTA, 


Office of Secretary of State, ss: 
Filed February 27, We at 4.15 o'clock p. 
„ A. PLATTS, e Secretary of State. 


Mr. NELSON . a petition of the Minnesota State 
Association of Builders’ Exchanges, of St. Paul, Minn., praying 
for the passage of the so-called “ Esch-Townsend railroad-rate 
bill; * which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., remonstrating against the ratification of the Isle 
of Pines treaty; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. KNOX presented the petition of S. M. Howe, of Sligo, 
Pa., and the petition of John Trayor, of Falmouth, Pa., praying 
for the passage of the so-called “ex-prisoners of war pension 
bill; ” which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Du- 
quesne Heights Methodist Episcopal Church, of Duquesne; of 
the congregation of the Mount Washington Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Pittsburg, and of the congregation of the Mount 
Washington Presbyterian Church, of Pittsburg, all in the State 
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of Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the General Assembly of the 
Presbyterian Church of the United States, in session at Pitts- 
burg, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Indian Territory when 
admitted to statehood; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of George Washington Council, 

No. 423, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Sharps- 
burg, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict 
immigration; which was referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 
- He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Oil City, 
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in Government buildings, grounds, and 
ships; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. t 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of Wilkins- 
burg, Pa., and a petition of the congregation of the Presbyte- 
rian Church of Loysville, Pa., praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented memorials of Easton Division, No. 250, of 
Easton; of Hazleton Division, No. 316, of Hazleton, and of Val- 
ley Subdivision, No. 678, of Pennsylvania, all of the Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Esch-Town- 
send railroad-rate bill;“ which were referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Civic Club, of Harrisburg; 
of the Civic Improvement Association, of Hollidaysburg; of the 
Reading Circle of Newcastle, and of sundry citizens of Phila- 
delphia and Mercer, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prevent the impending de- 
struction of Niagara Falls on the American side; which were 
referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game. 

He also presented petitions of the Philadelphia Branch, Na- 
tional Indian Association, of Philadelphia; of the Indian Asso- 
ciation of Pittsburg and Allegheny ; of the Indian Association of 
Bethlehem, and of S. Newlin, of Philadelphia, all in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying that an appropriation be made for the 
purchase of small land holdings for the landless Indians of 
northern California; which were referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Exeter Grange, No. 668, of 
Exeter; of Iona Grange, No. 272, of Towanda; of Richland 
Grange, No. 1206, of Richland Center, and of Allegheny Grange, 
No. 1208, of Kinzua, all Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
amend the present oleomargarine law by striking out the word 
“knowingly ;” which were referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1539) to increase the efficiency 
of the Medical Department of the United States Army, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1540) to increase the efficiency of the Ordnance Depart- 
ment of the United States Army, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ELKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 979) to amend an act entitled “An act 
authorizing the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company 
to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city of Yank- 
ton, S. Dak.,” reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

WILLIAM H. HUGO, DECEASED. 


Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs I report back favorably, without amendment, the 
bill (S. 1870) for the relief of William H. Hugo, deceased. 

I ask for the present consideration of the bill. A bill on the 
same subject has passed the Senate, I believe, at every session 
since I have been here. It proposes to relieve Lieutenant Hugo, 
who, in 1881, was cashiered and dismissed from the service by 
a military court-martial in time of peace, in New Mexico. His 


commander has recommended the passage of the bill in the 
most earnest words. The bill merely relieves this man, now 
dead, of the stain of that court-martial. 


His offense was being 


tipsy at roll call in garrison in time of peace. This man was 
one of the most gallant soldiers who fought in the civil war. 
He was twice promoted for gallantry on the field. His com- 
mander recommends the passage of the bill for his rellef. It 
carries no money and no promotion, but it merely relieves the 
family of the stain and enables them to associate with the fam- 
ilies of the fellow-soldiers of the dead man. That is the whole 
of the bill, and I ask that it be passed now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
reported by him. 

Mr. FRYE. Let it be read for information. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President is hereby authorized to review 
and revoke the order of court-martial of William H. Hugo, late a lieu- 
tenant of cavalry in the Army of the United States, and the status of 
the said William H. Hugo shall be as though he had never been sepa- 
rated from the service of the United States: Provided t no pay, 


bounty, or other emoluments shall accrue or become payable by virtue 
of the passage of this act. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


Is there objection to the present 


ELIZA A. LEMON. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 
tion submitted yesterday by Mr. Scorr, reported it without 
amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Eliza A. Lemon, widow of H. H. Lemon, 
late a member of the Capitol police force, a sum equal to six months’ 
salary at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his ise, 
said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other 
allowances. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2213) granting a pension to Sarah M. Howard (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2214) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
F. Stevens (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2215) for the relief of A. 
W. Walburn; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2216) granting an increase of 
pension to David W. Magee; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 2217) for the relief 
of Bird L. Fletcher; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2218) granting an increase of pension to Hiram R. 
Ellis; 

A bill (S. 2219) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Bannon; and 

A bill (S. 2220) granting an increase of pension to David O. 
Ramsey. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2221) granting an increase of pension to John F, 
Sacks ; 

A bill (S. 2222) granting a pension to Isabell Reckner ; 

A bill (S. 2223) granting an increase of pension to James C. 
Plybon ; 

A bill (S. 2224) granting a pension to Isaac W. Allen; 

A bill (S. 2225) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
White; 

A bill (S. 2226) granting a pension to John T. Hudson (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2227) granting a pension to Daniel M. Yeager; 

A bill (S. 2228) granting a pension to Leonidas H. Cook: 

A bill (S. 2229) granting an increase of pension to William 
I. Hilkey; and 

A bill (S. 2230) for the relief of Capt. Isaac Alt’s company 
(B) Forty-sixth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Militia 


(with accompanying papers). 
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Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2231) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church at Keyser, formerly New Creek, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 2232) for the relief of Jane C. Surber (with accom- 
panying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2233) for the relief of the estate of Jacob J. Fore- 
man, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2234) for the relief of Martina Nieto; 

A bill (S. 2235) for the relief of Kaenhappauch Thomas; 

A bill (S. 2236) for the relief of Louis F. Brooks; 

A bill (S. 2237) for the relief of D. B. Barbour and A. P. 
Gladden, copartners doing business under the firm name of 
Brown, Barbour & Gladden; 

A bill (S. 2238) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of 
the legal heirs of John Harper, deceased, to certain lands in the 
State of Virginia; 

A bill (S. 2239) for the relief of Harmon W. Hessen; and 

A bill (S. 2240) for the relief of William Large. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S, 2241) granting an honora- 
ble discharge to Benjamin F. Helmick ; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 2242) for the widening of Mills avenue NE. from 
Rhode Island avenue to Twenty-fourth street; and 

A bill (S. 2243) to acquire certain ground for a Government 
reservation. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2244) to authorize trans- 
fers of imported merchandise on deposit in bonded warehouses ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2245) to promote the efficiency of 
the clerical service in the Navy of the United States, to organize 
a clerical corps of the Navy of the United States, to define its 
duties, and to regulate its pay; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 2246) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Gettysburg, in the State 
of Pennsylvania; and : 

A bill (S. 2247) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at York, in the State of 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills ; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2248) granting an increase of pension to James 
Hassan; 

A Dh (S. 2249) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Smith; 

A bill (S. 2250) granting an increase of pension to John Rauch 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2251) granting a pension to Henry G. Clement; and 

A bill (S. 2252) granting an increase of pension to Orestes B. 
Wright (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a bill (S. 2253) to defray 
traveling and other expenses of judges of United States district 
courts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2254) granting a pen- 
sion to Oliver H. Moore; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2255) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Thompson; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 2256) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alexander F. McConnell; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2257) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary J. Campbell; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2258) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Milton A. Romig; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 2259) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Duby; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2260) authorizing the 
extension of Meridian place NW.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 2261) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
1897, and all acts amendatory thereof; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2262) for the relief of Pay 
Director E. B. Rogers, United States Navy; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2263) granting an increase of 
pension to Harrison C. Plummer; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S- 2264) to provide for en- 
larging the public building at Roanoke, Va., in order to accom- 
modate the United States courts; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2265) to provide for enlarging 
and improving the United States building at Lynchburg, Va., 
containing the United States court rooms, clerk’s oflice, and 
post-office; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2266) authorizing the Joint enn: 
mittee on the Library to purchase a bust of President Zachary 
Taylor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 2267) requiring estimates of 
expenditures, and specifying in detail the items thereof; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2268) to prevent corporations 
engaged in interstate commerce from making contributions to 
campaigns for Federal office; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 2269) to provide for the 
payment of certain claims against the District of Columbia, in 
accordance with the acts of Congress approved January 26, 
1897, and as amended July 19, 1897; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2270) for the relief of Nicola 
Masino, of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2271) repealing an act 
entitled “An act to extend the time for presenting claims for 
additional bounties,” and its amendments and extensions, so 
far as they limit the time for presenting claims for additional 
bounties granted to soldiers by the twelfth and thirteenth sec- 
tions of the act of July 28, 1866; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce: 

A bill (S. 2272) providing for the maintenance and operation 
of snag boats on the Sacramento, Feather, and San Joaquin riv- 
ers, California ; 

A bill (S. 2273) to establish at Cape Mendocino, California, 
quarters for the light keeper ; 

A bill (S. 2274) to establish a fog signal on one of the jetties 
at the entrance to the harbor at Humboldt Bay, California; 

A bill (S. 2275) to provide for the erection of a keeper’s 
double dwelling at Point Bonita, California ; 

A bill (S. 2276) to establish a light-house near Santa Bar- 
bara landing, California ; 

A bill (S. 2277) to establish a light-house and fog signal on 
Red Rock, upper part of San Francisco Bay, California ; 

A bill (S. 2278) to construct a tender for the engineer service 
of the twelfth light-house district; 

A bill (S. 2279) to establish a light and fog-signal station 
near Point Cabrillo, California ; 

A bill (S. 2280) making an appropriation and providing for 
the construction of a United States revenue cutter for service 
in the harbor of San Francisco, State of California; 

A bill (S. 2281) providing for the construction of a vessel of 
the first class for the Revenue-Cutter Service, to be stationed 
with headquarters at Honolulu, Hawaii; and 

A bill (S. 2282) to provide for the establishment of a life- 
saving station at Half Moon Bay, south of Point Montara and 
near Montara Reef, California. 
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Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2283) making an appro- 
priation for the erection of a permanent rostrum in the national 
cemetery at the Presidio, San Francisco, Cal.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2284) making an appropriation 
for the improvement of the grounds within the Presidio Military 


Reservation, at San Francisco, Cal:; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 2285) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William W. Herrick; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 2286) to confer jurisdic- 
tion upon the circuit court of the United States for the ninth 
circuit to determine in equity the rights of American citizens 
under the award of the Bering Sea arbitration of Paris, and to 
render judgment thereon; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 
ben bill (S. 2287) granting an increase of pension to James V. 

Ope; 

A bill (S. 2288) granting a pension to Sarah H. Thompson; 

‘A bill (S. 2289) granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 
Leatherman; and 

A bill (S. "2290) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
Duncan (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 2291) for the relief of 
Jesse L. Adams; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2292) for the relief of certain 
entrymen and settlers within the limits of the Northern Pacific 
Railway land grant; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
fee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2293) granting an increase of pension to William C. 
Hitchcock; and 

A bill (8. 2294) granting a pension to Michael Reynolds (with 
accompanying papers). 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 2295) to grant an hon- 
orable discharge to Nathan P. Randall; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 2296) restoring to the public 
domain certain lands in the State of Minnesota; which was 
read twice by its title, aml referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 2297) for the relief of the 
estate of Andrew B. Conley, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRAZIER introduced the following bills; which were 
Severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2298) for the relief of the trustees of the Presby- 
terian Church of Franklin, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 2299) for the relief of the estate of J. E. Bauman, 
Sr., > i: 
A bill (S. 2300) for the relief of the estate of N. T. Power, 


deceased ; 

A bill is. 2301) for the relief of the estate of H. B. Henegar, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 2302) for the relief of I. J. Humphreys; 

A bill (S. 2303) for the relief of the estate of Lemuel Cox, 


deceased ; 
A bill (8. 2304) for the relief of the estates of Asa Faulkner, 
deceased; Lewis L. Faulkner, deceased, and S. B. Spurlock, de- 


ceased ; 
eres bil (S. 2305) for the relief of the estate of J. H. Frith, de- 


A pin (S. 2306) for the relief of the estate of William 
Grigsby, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2307) for the relief of M. E. Hall and the estate of 
James B. Hall, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2308) for the relief of James J. Crunk; 

A bill (S. 2309) for the relief of the estate of ‘Alvin Barnes, 


deceased; and 

A bill (S. 2310) for the relief of George W. Webster. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 2311) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary E. Pettit; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred’ to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2312) to pay to the heirs 
of J. H. MeVeigh, deceased, the sum of $10,375; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2313) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Castle; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2314) for the relief of the heirs 
of George B. Simpson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2315) granting an increase 
of pension to William T. Graffam; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEE introduced a bill (S. 2316) recognizing the mili- 
tary service of and giving pensionable status under all pension 
laws of the United States to persons serving under United 
States officers as home guards, militia, or other provisional 
troops during the civil war; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2317) to fix the status of the 
Fifth and Sixth Regiments of Delaware’ Volunteers; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2318) for the relief of Thomas 
Kennedy, executor of the estate of Margaret Kennedy, deceased ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 14) ac- 
cepting the recession by the State of California of the Yosemite 
Valley Grant and the Mariposa Big Tree Grove, and including 
the same, together with fractional sections 5 and 6, township 5 
south, range 22 east, Mount Diablo meridian, California, within 
the metes and bounds of the Yosemite National Park; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 


STATISTICS RELATING TO PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. There has been presented, Mr. President, 
in this body a bill relating to the public schools of the District, 
and likewise one in the other House. It is a matter which is 
attracting a great deal of attention. I understand that other 
bills are to follow. 

I have had some statistics very carefully collected relating 
to the schools in Washington, as well as in certain other cities, 
which will be very helpful to the committee in considering that 
important matter, and I beg to ask unanimous consent to have 
the paper printed as a Senate document and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


FOREST RESERVES. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I submit a resolution and ask that it may 
lie on the table, to be taken up for consideration at another time. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of culture be, and he is hereby, 
instructed to send to the Senate of the ‘United States a statement 
all moneys received and disbursed on account of the creation of forest 
reserves, and in the management and control thereof, since July 1, A. D. 
1903 ; also a statement of sections 16 and 36 of the public lands set 
aside for educational purposes which have been included within z 
forest reserves created and within any lands withdrawn from entry 
and settlement in anticipation of the creation of any forest reserve, 
giving such information separately as to each reserve and designating 
the State or Territory in which such reserve and sections are situated: 
also the amount of surveyed public land subject to be selected by the 
State or Territory in lieu of said sections 16 and 36 so 8 in said 
forest reserves and the character of such land subject to such lieu 
selection, giving the location of such land. 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITIONS. 


Mr. KEAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Select. Committee on Industrial Expositions be, 

is hereby, 3 to emplox a —— r, to be paid from the 

contingent of the Senate, at 1, 440 per annum, until 
otherwise provided by law 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON INTEROCEANIC CANALS. 
Mr. MILLARD submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


agp That the Committee on Interoceanie Canals po and 8 is 
te 7 guthor T 5 be paid . DREE o £ the 
0) 

888305 until othe rwise provided tor by law. - p 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF THE INTERIOR OF PORTO RICO. 
On motion of Mr. FORAKER, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate be instructed to take oe 
the files of the Senate the original manuscript of the Report of the 
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Commissioner of the Interior of Porto Rico for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1905, printed as Senate Document No. 59, Fifty-ninth Congress, 
first session, and return the same to the Secretary of the Interior. 


BRIDGE AT NOME CITY, ALASKA. 


Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 955) authorizing the city of Nome, a 
municipal corporation organized and existing under chapter 21, 
Title III, of an act of Congress approved June 6, 1900, entitled 
“An act making further provision for a civil government for 
Alaska, and for other purposes,” to construct a free bridge 
across the Snake River at Nome city, in the Territory of Alaska. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, let the bill be read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate before any request is made that it may 
now be considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT YANKTON, 8. DAK. 


Mr. GAMBLE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 312) to extend the time for the comple- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River at Yankton, S. Dak. 

Mr. FRYE. Let it be read for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, in line 7, after the words “ South Dakota,” to 
insert “as amended by the act approved January 27, 1905;” so 
as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 6 of the act approved March 9, 1904, 
authorizing the Yankton, Norfolk and Southern Railway Company to 
construct a combined railroad, wagon, and foot-passe: ger bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Yankton, S. Dak., as amended 
by the act approved January 27, 1905, be, and is hereby, amended by 
extending the time for commencing the construction of said bridge to 
March 9, 1907, and by extending the time for completing said bridge 
to March 9, 1909. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MINING CLAIMS. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 93) to amend section 2326 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to mining claims. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. It provides that all suits brought pursuant to the 
provisions of section 2326 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States in support of an adverse claim filed in any United States 
land office against an application for patent for a mining claim 
shall be deemed actions at law, to be tried as other actions at 
law are tried in the courts having jurisdiction of the subject- 
matter of the suit. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, it will be an accommodation 
to me if the Senate will now proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. There are three or four nominations which 
have been neglected in the Senate for some days, and I should 
like to have them disposed of. I therefore move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes 
spent in executive session, the doors were reopened. 

WIDENING OF BLADENSBURG ROAD. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 55) for the widening of Bladens- 
burg road, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill 
the title of which he has named. The bill will be read for the 
information of the Senate, 


The bill was read; and by unanimous consent the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WIDENING OF COLUMBIA ROAD. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Unless there is some other business to be 
transacted, there is on the Calendar the bill (S. 68) for the 
widening of a section of Columbia road east of Sixteenth street 
which I should like to have considered. A similar bill passed 
the Senate at the last session, and it is recommended by the 
Commissioners. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia with an amendment, in section 7, page 6, line 
5, after the word“ appropriated,” to strike out “ one half from“ 
and insert “ out of,” and in line 6, after the word “ Columbia,” 
to strike out “and the other half out of any moneys in the 
United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated ;” so as to 
make the section read: 


Sec. 7. That when the verdict of said jury shall have been finally 
ratified and confirmed by the court, as herein provided, the amonnts of 
money awarded and adjudged to be payable for lands taken under the 
| SR maa hereof shall be paid to the owners of said land by the dis- 

ursing officer of the District of Columbia from moneys advanced to 
him by the Secretary of the Treasury upon requisitions of the Com- 
missioners of said District, as provided by law; and a sufficient sum 
to pay the amounts of said judgments and awards is hereby appro- 
priated out of the reyenues of the District of Columbia, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION AT GREENHILL, R. I. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent to call up from the 
Calendar for present consideration the bill (S. 280) to provide 
a life-saving station at or near Greenhill, on the coast of South 
Kingston, in the State of Rhode Island. It is the first bill on 
the Calendar. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MALLORY. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is; and the report will be 
read for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Derew on 
the 14th instant, as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 280) 
to provide a life-saving station at or near Greenhill, on the coast of 
South Kingston, in the State of Rhode Island, having considered the 
same, report with a recommendation that it pass. 

A similar bill was favorably reported from this committee in the 
Fifty-eighth Congress and pna the Senate, but failed to receive con- 
3 in the House. he report of the committee on that bill is 
as follows : 7 

“The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 7173) to provide a life-saving station at or near Greenbill, on the 
coast of South Kingston, in the State of Rhode Island, having con- 
sidered the same, report with a recommendation that it pass. 

“A similar bill was favorably reported from this committee in the 
Fifty-fourth Congrest, having the sanction of the Acting Secretary of 
the Treasury and the Superintendent of the eae ervice, as will 
appear by the following letters which were printed in the report on 

a 3 

“ TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
“Washington, D. C., January 25, 1897. 

„Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your refer- 
ence of the 21st instant of bill S. 3569, * To 9 a life-saving sta- 
tion at or near Greenhill, on the coast of South Kingston, in the State 
of Rhode Island,’ and asking for suggestions touching its merits and 
the propriety of its passage. 

“In reply, I have to state that the matter was referred to the Gen- 
eral Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service for report, which has 
been received and is herewith transmitted, with my concurrence. 


“ Respectfully, yours, 
W. E. Curtis, Acting Secretary. 
“The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 
“United States Senate. 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
“OFFICE OF THE GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT 
“ LIFE-SAVING SERVICE, 

“Washington, D. C., January 25, 1897. 
„Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge your reference, for report. 
of the letter of the Committee on Commerce of the Senate, transmit 
ting bill (S. 3569) to provide a life-saving station at or near Greenbill, 
on the coast of South Kingston, in the State of Rhode Island, for sug- 
gestions touching the merits of the bill and the propriety of its passage. 
“A bill of the same import was introduced in the House o Repre- 
sentatives during the Fifty-third Congress, and in response to a similar 
request from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I, 
under one of 3 5, a Phy gh baa to the Secretary of the Treas- 

ury my views thereon, concurring in those expressed by certain office 
of the Life-Saving Service that such a station. is Geairable. od 
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1 inclose a copy of this report and beg that it may be accepted as 
my report upon the present bill. 
“ Res ly, yours, 8. I. X 


. I. KIMBALL, 
“General Superintendent. 


“The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY.” 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF 
GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT LIFE-SAVIXG SERVICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., February 5, 1894. 
Sin; I have the honor to acknowledge your reference, for report, 
of the letter of the Committee on Interstate and Age Commerce 
of the House of Representatives, dated September 13, 1893, inclosing 
bill (H. R. 218) entitled A bill to provide a life-saving station at or 
near G ill, on the coast of So Kingston, in the State of Rhode 
Island,’ 7 suggestions touching the merits of the bill and the pro- 


priety of its passage. 

— Desiring the views of the officers of the district which embraces 
the point referred to, I addressed letters to them asking for the same. 
The 122 officer replies: 

»In regard to the establishment of a station at Greenhill I 
spectfully state that in my judgment this part of the coast, from its 
exposed situation, would be better protected by the addition of another 
station at or near the place mentioned for the following reasons: The 
distance between Quonochontaug and the Point Judith stations, fol- 
lowing the shore, is about 14 miles. The patrols from these stations 
corak a a small part of this distance, ving a long stretch un- 
protected, 

Buy the addition of a station halfway between these points, which 
would He in the immediate vicinity of Greenhill, the coast could be 

ractically patrolled from the Pattaquamscott River to Noyes Komi 
eaving about 3 miles from the first-mentioned point to Watch Hil 
not covered by the patrols of the life-saving force. In view of the 
large number of vessels of all classes constantly passing and repassin 
this part of the Rhode Island coast to and from sone Island Sound; 
through the “Race” and Fishers Island Sound, it is my unbi 

opinion that the establishment of a station in the vicinity of Greenhill 
would increase the efficiency of the Service and justify the cost of 
erecting and maintaining it.’ 

“The district superin ent rts: 

„The station contemplated at Greenhill, I think, would be of service, 
as it, in connection with the one already at Be would 
about cover ‘the coast from Point Judith to Wa Hill.’ 

“The assistant superintendent of the district says: 

In my judgment, stations at these points (Greenhill and Watsons 
Pier) would be of great benefit to all marine interests and are much 
needed. With a station at Greenhill the most dangerous parts of the 
shore from Point Judith to Watch Hill would be guarded.’ 

I N bed in the views of officers. A1 

Lis tfull ours, z . KIMBALL, 
F “General Superintendent. 


re- 


“The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

FISH-CULTURAL STATION IN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask leave to call up for present considera- 
tion the bill (S. 653) to establish a fish-cultural station in the 
State of Illinois. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appro- 
priate the sum of $25,000 for the establishment of a fish-cultural 
station in the State of Illinois. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for ‘a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JUVENILE COURT FOR ‘THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Calendar is in order. 

Mr. LODGE. I was going to suggest a recess, as I think all 
the bills have been taken from the Calendar which could be 

without debate or objection. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator from New Hampshire has an- 
other bill to call up, I will yield. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If there is no objection to a bill on the 
Calendar (S. 51), which is similar to the one that was passed at 
the last session, creating a juvenile court in and for the District 
of Columbia, I would like very much to have it considered, and 
will ask unanimous consent for its consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to make an inquiry of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. Is this measure drawn up on 
the plan of the juvenile courts which have been so successful in 
two or three parts of the country? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It follows precisely the form of the bills 
enacted in several of the States, and is very carefully guarded 
in every particular. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read the third time. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator in charge of the bill will 
give us a little explanation about it. I am sure I do not ex- 
actly appreciate the effect of it—how far it will go. Will the 
Senator from New Hampshire, in just a word or two, give us 
an idea of the scope of the bill? 


Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. President, at the last session we had a similar bill before 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, which was sub- 
mitted to the Commissioners for their consideration, and they 
proposed several amendments, which were very important and 
which are incorporated in this bill. As I understand, the bill 
simply provides for a court for juvenile offenders, separating 
them from offenders of adult age; and the Senator from Georgia 
knows that in this city particularly the police court is not a 
very good place in which to try children. The bill provides for 
a judge at a salary of $3,000, and merely creates a separate 
court for juvenile offenders, giving considerable latitude to the 
judge in the matter of punishment. It is following precisely 
what has occurred in the legislation of California, some of the 
New England States, and I think in other parts of the country. 

Mr. PERKINS. In Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CULLOM. And Illinois. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And in Illinois and other States, and they 
have been a great success. This bill has been drawn along those 
lines guarded, I feel sure, with great care, and some of us be- 
lieve that if enacted into law, as I trust it will be, it will have 
a very beneficial effect upon the children of the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is one of those tribunals which depends 
for its success almost entirely upon the person who is chosen 
for judge. 

Mr. GALLINGHER. Undoubtedly so. 

Mr. SPOONER. He must be a man who cares more for chil- 
dren and their welfare than for the strict enforcement of ‘law. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The suggestion of the Senator from Wis- 
consin is certainly a wise one. The appointment of a judge to 
administer this bill, if it shall become a law, is really a matter 
of surpassing importance. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have followed with a good deal of interest 
the development of these tribunals in two or three places in the 
country, and have read much about them. I think it is one of 
the finest of all the modern improvements in the way of caring 
for children who are without adequate paternal care. It gives 
them a chance. 

Mr. BACON. 
fenders? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Under 17 years. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Under 17 years of age. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to inquire of the Senator whether 
there is any provision either in this bill or under any existing 
law in the District by which juvenile convicts are separated 
from the others. I think it is very much more important than 
the court to make provision so that those who are convicted 
shall not be herded with the older convicts. The great need of 
reformation—very much more so than the court—is in what 
you shall do with the juvenile offender when he has been con- 
victed of crime. This bill, it seems, went to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. I do not know whether it is prac- 
ticable or whether it would be within the jurisdiction of this 
bill to so enlarge it as to incorporate that feature, which I re- 
gard as much more important of the two. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. KNOX. I should like to state for the information of the 
Senator from Georgia that there is now in the District of Co- 
lumbia, under the control of the Department of Justice, both a 
reformatory for girls and one for boys, under the age of 17, to 
which juvenile offenders below that age are committed. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. That is a very important piece of 
information, Mr. President, and adds very largely, I think, to 
the importance of this bill. So I understand that all convicts 
would go from this juvenile court to the reformatories mentioned 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. GALLINGER. They would go to the reformatories, cer- 
tainly, for girls and boys, which are institutions well established 
here. 

Mr. BACON. Very well; that is an important point. 

Mr. MALLORY. If the Senator from Georgia will permit me, 
I will call his attention to the feature of this ‘bill which pre- 
scribes that, in the judgment of. the court, the court may sus- 
pend sentence and put the juvenile offender on ‘his good ‘be- 
havior, giving an opportunity to reform rather than send him to 
Jail. 

Mr. BACON. T desire to say that with that feature now in 
the existing law, I very heartily approve of this additional bill. 


The bill provides for the trial of juvenile of- 


1905. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


581 


n The question is on the passage of 
bi 


The bill was passed. 
RECESS. 


Mr. LODGE. I am informed that the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the Panama 
appropriation bill will be ready very shortly to report, and are 
anxious to dispose of the matter to-day, if possible, so as to 
clear the way for the adjournment for the holidays. I therefore 
move that the Senate take a recess for half an hour. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 50 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until 2 o'clock and 20 minutes 
p. m., when it reassembled. 


PANAMA CANAL APPROPRIATION, 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the conferees of the two 
Houses on House bill 480 have met and agreed upon a report, 
which I present to the Senate, and ask for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report of the committee of con- 
ference will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The committee of conference on_the mpeg Cg votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 480) sup- 
plemental to an act entitled “An act to prava for the construction of 
a canal connecti: the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” ap- 
proved June 28, 1902 and making appropriation for isthmian canal 
construction, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 

tive Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2 and 3 and 
from its amendment to the title of the bill. 

That the House recede from its disa ment to the amendments of 
the Senate numbered 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10; and a to the same. 

That the House recede from ‘its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment, as fol- 
nar Bae lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the 

owing : 

“That the 2 per cent bonds of the United States authorized by sec- 
tion 8 of the act entitled ‘An act to provide for the construction of a 
canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,’ ap- 

roved June 28, 1902, shall have the rights and privileges accorded 
2 law to other 2 per cent bonds of the United States, and every 
national banking association having on deposit, as prona Dy law, 
such bonds issued under the provisions of said section 8 of d act, 
approved June 28, 1902, to secure its circulating notes, shall pay to the 
Treasurer of the Unit States, in the months of January and July, a 
tax of one-fourth of 1 per cent each half year upon the average amount 
of such of its notes in circulation as are based upon the de; ts of 
said 2 per cent bonds; and such taxes shall be in lieu of existing taxes 
7 its notes in circulation imposed by section 5214 of the Revised 
ta tutes.” 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

W. B. ALLISON, 
eryr HALE, 


M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W. P. HEPBURN, 
SERENO E. Payne, 
L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, as I understand the report of 
the committee of conference, the first section of the bill is 
amended so as to make it identical with the bill (S. 1475) which 
recently passed the Senate in relation to the taxation of bonds 
held by national banks as security for circulating notes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I suppose I need not remind 
the Senate of the conditions and circumstances under which the 
bill to which I refer was passed by the Senate. I was person- 
ally very greatly surprised when the bill came back from the 
other House with a message that the House held its adoption by 
the Senate to be in contravention of section 7 of Article I of the 
Constitution. I believe it will be found that neither House of 
Congress has ever held that bills imposing or reducing taxes 
upon national banks were revenue bills within the meaning of 
the Constitution. The section, as it came from the House and as 
it is proposed to be adopted in the conference report, is an 
amendment of section 13 of the refunding act of March, 1900, 
which originated in the Senate and was sent to the other House, 
where it was received and passed without the constitutional 
question having been raised, All the provisions of the refund- 
ing act were placed in the bill by the Senate, and to this there 
was no objection. Other important measures affecting taxation 
of banks have originated in the Senate without protest. 

Last year, when the isthmian canal bill, so called, was before 
the Senate, a similar provision to that now in controversy was 
inserted in that bill at the suggestion of the Finance Committee. 
That bill went to the other House and no constitutional objection 
was raised. By the rules of the House of Representatives all 
revenue bills—all bills relating to or affecting revenue—are 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. All bills 
relating to the taxation of national banks have been uniformly 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, showing 


very clearly that the House itself in its practice has not held 
bills of this nature to be revenue bills. In the very last ses- 
sion—and I suppose I am at liberty to speak of what occurred 
in that House as shown by the public records—a bill was intro- 
duced by a Member from Connecticut [Mr. Hix] containing 
substantially the same provisions that are now incorporated in 
this first section. That bill was referred by the action of the 
House to the Committee on Banking and Currency; it was 
reported back by the Committee on Banking and Currency with 
additional provisions as to the taxation of national banks; it 
was taken up for consideration without a question being raised 
as to its character; taken up without any claim that it was en- 
titled to the privileges of a revenue bill; and it was discussed for 
weeks. No point was ever raised as to the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, nor was there any claim 
or suggestion on the part of anybody that the bill was a revenue 
bill. The claim is now made for the first time that the preroga- 
tives of the House are invaded by legislation of this kind. 

There have, in my judgment, been very good reasons why 
such bills have not been considered revenue bills. Taxation 
in this case is a mere incident of the general legislation for 
the management and control of national banks. The taxes im- 
posed are not for purposes of revenue. 

If the question is to be raised, it can not properly be settled 
by the action of one House alone; and I hope and believe that 
the action of the Senate in agreeing to the report of the con- 
ference committee will not be held, as it can not be held, as a 
waiver of any constitutional rights of this body. The matter 
should be taken up and considered carefully between the two 
Houses as to what determination shall be reached upon the 
question. 

If the bill which came from the House of Representatives, 
and which is now before the Senate, is a revenue bill, if it is 
subject to the prohibition of section 7, Article I, of the Consti- 
tution, it is certainly also subject to the provision in the same 
section which gives the Senate full power of amendment. Does 
anybody in the Senate suppose that we could have properly 
amended this canal appropriation bill by placing an entire 
tariff bill upon it, or that we could have amended it by taking 
duties off this article or that article, or by increasing or dimin- 
ishing internal-revenue taxes? No attempt has been made here, 
within my knowledge, to amend bills of this character in that 
way; but if the contention of the House of Representatives is 
to stand, if we are to change the rules and practices between the 
two Houses on questions of this kind, it must become apparent 
to all that the powers of the Senate in regard to dealing with 
tariff questions will be immeasurably enlarged, because if we 
can take any of these bills—and we have too many of them in 
which the power of taxation is used not for general revenue 
purposes, but for regulation, repression, or prohibition—and 
amend them as we please by tariff and internal-revenue amend- 
ments, the Senate’s powers over this class of legislation is prac- 
tically unlimited. But whatever may be the effect of this action, 
un Invasion of this kind, or an attempted invasion of this kind, 
should be treated calmly and deliberately between the two 
Houses, as I hope this question will be. Certainly I shall insist 
that the Senate relinquishes none of its rights and makes no ad- 
mission that the contention of the House is correct by the 
adoption of this conference report. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I rise mainly for the purpose 
of bringing to the attention of the Senate some authorities upon 
the question which the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Ar- 
pricH] has been discussing. In order that in the Rrcorp the 
real issue between the House and the Senate may be made 
apparent, I ask the insertion, without reading, of the first section 
of House bill 480. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it 
will be so ordered. 

The section referred to is as follows: 

That the bonds authorized by section 8 of the act entitled “An act 
to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of 
the Atlantie and Pacific oceans,“ approved June 28, 1902, shall be 
subject to the provisions of section P? of the act entitled “An act to 
define and fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity of all 
forms of money issued or coined by the United States, to refund the 
public debt, and for other purposes," approved March 14, 1900, the 
same as though said bonds were issued er the provisions of said act 
of March 14, 1900. 

Mr. SPOONER. It will be observed that this section refers 
solely to the bonds authorized by the “canal act” to be issued 
to provide funds for the construction of the isthmian canal. 

As there seemed to be reasonable doubt concerning the con- 
struction which might be placed upon the language of the sec- 
tion as it came from the House, it was thought wise, in order 
that national banks might not be deterred by any doubt from 
utilizing the bonds as a basis of circulation, to employ different 
phraseology. 
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As section 1 was not germane to the appropriation contained 
in section 2 of the bill, and not ordinarily within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Committee on Appropriations, a bill was introduced 
by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], reported from the 
Committee on Finance, and passed by the Senate as an inde- 
pendent bill, although identical, except as to phraseology, with 
the section 1 which had come from the House. I ask that the 
bill be inserted in my remarks without reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will 
be so ordered. 

The bill referred to is as follows: 


A bill supplemental to an act entitled “An act to provide for the con- 
struction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific 
oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, and making appropriation for 
isthmian canal construction, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the bonds authorized by section 8 of the act 
entitled “An act to provide for the construction of a canal connecting 
the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, 
shall be subject to the provisions of section 13 of the act entitled “An 
act to define and fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity of 
all forms of money issued or coined by the United States, to refund the 
public debt, and for other purposes,” approved March 14, 1900, the same 
as though said bonds were issued under the provisions of said act of 
March 14, 1900. 

Mr. SPOONER. Thereupon, Mr. President, the following 
resolution was adopted by the House and, with the bill S. 1475, 
messaged to this body: 

Resolved, That the bill S. 1475, in the opinion of the House, contra- 
venes the first clause of the seventh section of the first article of the 
Constitution, is an jnfringement on the privileges of this House, and 
that the said bill be taken from the Speaker's table and be respect- 
muy returned to the Senate with a message communicating this 
resolution, 


The matter, of course, demands and must receive serious at- 
tention, as the public interest requires that it shall be brought 
ily to a sound conclusion. The bill was returned uncon- 
sidered, with a challenge of the power of the Senate, under the 
Constitution, to originate it. If the House of Representatives 
is correct in its view that the bill is a bill “ for raising revenue,” 
within the meaning of section 7 of Article I of the Constitu- 
tion, certainly the bill is properly returned and must rest here. 
If the House of Representatives is wrong, the Senate has no 
right to yield its jurisdiction. No department of the Govern- 
ment has any right to surrender any portion of the power or 
responsibility with which the Constitution has clothed it. It 
is vital, both as to the National Government and to the State 
governments, that the line of demarcation drawn by the framers 
of the Constitution of the United States and of the various 
States between the three independent and coordinate branches 
of the Government shall be observed always with the utmost 
strictness, to the end that neither shall, in the slightest degree, 
invade the other. 

And so it is inexpressibly important that each branch of the 
legislature, National or State, shall keep within the constitu- 
tional limitations upon its power. 

The only fear I have ever entertained, Mr. President, for the 
future of our Government has arisen from apparent popular 
toleration of or encouragement to invasions by one department 
of the Government of the functions of another—in the nation 
or in the States. There seems to be a popular complaisance 
upon the subject, or an indifference of public opinion, which 
bodes no good throughout the country. I read in a newspaper 
this morning, and I can here refer to no State, that the governor 
of a State has decided who shall be speaker of the house of 
representatives of that State, and it seemed to be accepted as 
sound governmental conduct under our system of government. 
It has occurred in other States. It is a tendency to be resisted, 
not encouraged. 

Mr. President, the men who founded this Government and 
framed our Constitution took lessons from history and experi- 
ence on the other side of the sea, and when they created the 
three coordinate and independent branches of the Government, 
assigning to each its jurisdiction, they created a government 
which, in its divisions, was a perfect representative or democratic 
government. And when the people of any State permit, under 
any pretext, those three branches of the Government to be re- 
duced to two, they tolerate treason to our constitutional system. 

The legislature of a State is not to be organized by the ju- 
diciary nor is it to be organized by an executive, and if the 
time shall ever come—and we have seen it in some States 
when by passive acquiescence the execution of the law is prac- 
tically combined with the making of the law, the structure in 
its completeness and as the fathers made it is destroyed and the 
distinction between it and a monarchy is largely obliterated. 

Mr. President, as important as I regard that—and as I said 
before, it is fundamental, and our people should cling to it in 
season and out of season as they cling to the flag—it is likewise 
profoundly important that neither House of the Legislature shall 
transcend in its relation to the other constitutional limits. 
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Assertion was made in the House in advocacy of the resolution 
for the return of the bill that at the last session the Senate in- 
vaded the prerogative of the House and upon its being resented 
had receded. In my judgment, at the last session of Congress 
the Senate transcended its rights under the Constitution and 
invaded the prerogative of the House. That was in the amend- 
ment to the agricultural appropriation bill by which the Senate 
enacted a construction of the tariff act in its relation to draw- 
backs. The Secretary of the Treasury had construed the draw- 
back clause as including wheat and was admitting it free of 
duty. That was a question of construction. The Senate 
adopted an amendment to the appropriation bill declaring the 
drawback provisions not to include wheat. 

It is not the function of legislatures to construe the laws. 
That is a judicial function, It may be persuasive in the court, 
but it is not binding upon the court, and where such an act is 
passed and the court is of opinion, as to past transactions, that 
the legislative construction is not the sound one, it stands by the 
judicial construction, but from the passage of the construing act 
it works a change in the law. Therefore the House rightly ob- 
jected, in my opinion, to the amendment by the Senate to the 
tariff act, and the Senate did only its duty in receding from the 
proposition. But there is no similarity whatever between that 
amendment and the action here complained of. 

But, Mr. President, if the House of Representatives, 357 of 
whose Members yoted for this resolution challenging the power 
of the Senate, rising to make it more solemn, is right, then the 
Senate is deprived of a legislative jurisdiction which from the 
foundation of the Government it has exercised, and it is weak- 
ened in its legislative power to the detriment of the public 
interest. Now a word as to the obvious purpose of the bill 
which has been returned unconsidered. I apprehend that very 
few will be found to characterize it as a “tax bill.” Certainly 
from a constitutional standpoint it is not a “bill for raising 
revenue.“ 

What is its manifest object? 

Under existing law the 2 per cent canal bonds heretofore 
authorized could, when issued, be used as a basis for national- 
bank circulation. Under existing law the tax upon that circula- 
tion would be 1 per cent. The law which is made by this bill 
to apply to the canal bonds relates to 2 per cent bonds, and to 
encourage their use as a basis for bank circulation reduces the 
tax from 1 per cent to one-half of 1 per cent. So the bill which 
was returned to us was simply a bill bringing these 2 per cent 
canal bonds upon the same basis in respect of taxation with all 
2 per cent bonds of the Government. 

Is it possible, Mr. President, that it can with reason be said 
that the object of this bill is to“ raise revenue“ for the support 
of the Government? 

The question is this: Is the bill, which was introduced as a 
separate proposition by the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. TELLER], 
and which the Senate passed, a revenue bill within the meaning 
of section 7 of the first article of the Constitution? 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

This brings us to the question: What is a “revenue bill” 
within the meaning of the Constitution? 

The definition is well settled, thus: 


Revenue laws: Laws made for the direct and avowed purpose of 
creating and securing revenue or public funds for the service of the 
Government. (Anderson's Law Dictionary, p. 899.) 


This embraces clearly all bills passed in the exercise of the 
taxing power, whether in the form of customs duties or internal- 
revenue taxation, for the purpose of raising money for the sup- 
port of the Government. 

This definition excludes, and the constitutional provision was 
intended to exclude, bills passed in the exercise of constitu- 
tional powers other than the taxing power, even if they oper- 
ated to raise revenue, or eyen if they imposed incidentally a tax 
or taxes to secure the more efficient and successful exercise of 
the power. 

Such bills or laws have never been either in practice or ju- 
dicially deemed “ revenue” bills or laws. 

Congress enacts laws from time to time which operate to 
raise revenue. The post-office laws operate to raise revenue. 
Congress frequently changes the post-office laws so as to raise 
more revenue. But it has not been contended for many years— 
it was once—that those were revenue bills within the meaning 
of this clause of the Constitution. 

The power to create national banks is a power which exists in 
Congress. It is not the sole prerogative of either House. It is 
not the taxing power. It is legislation which Congress may 
enact under the money power; and the Supreme Court of the 
United States has so decided. The taxation imposed from the 
beginning upon the circulation of national banks is purely in- 
cidental to the exercise by the Congress, in creating national 
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banks, in supplying the people with the circulation of national 
3 of a distinct power vested by the Constitution in either 

ouse, 

Mr. MORGAN. Was not the oleomargarine bill of the same 
character? 

Mr. SPOONER. The oleomargarine bill was hardly of the 


same character, perhaps. It is a close question. The Senator- 


puts to me the question now whether the Congress may use the 
taxing er solely for the purpose of regulation. In other 
words, he would ask me whether Congress under the Constitu- 
tion may exercise the taxing power for any other purpose than 
to raise revenue for the purposes of the Government. 

Mr. BACON. Like the 10 per cent tax on State-bank issues. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. I do not care to go into that question, 
for I wish to get along with what I have to say. I am trying 
to say this: It would be under the commerce power, to my mind, 
that the oleomargarine tax could be levied lawfully. I am not 
sure that I am prepared to say I like the theory of using the 
taxing power simply to regulate, except as a means of exercis- 
ing a granted power. It has gone as far, I think, at least as it 
ought to go. But the tax imposed upon the circulation of State 
banks is a lawful tax. It was a tax enacted by the Congress 
under the money power. Whether a wise tax or an unwise tax, 
a just tax or an unjust tax, it was a constitutional tax, and it 
was not a tax simply for purposes of regulation. 

Mr. BACON. The Supreme Court, I think, held directly to 
the contrary, that it was not such a tax, and was for the 
purpose 

Mr. SPOONER. A tax which of course was intended 

Mr. BACON. To destroy State-bank circulation. 

Mr. SPOONER. To destroy State-bank circulation. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. But that was an incident to the main purpose, 
which was to put in its place a national circulation. So, after 
all, in the last analysis, it was an incident to the exercise of a 
conceded power, in my judgment, rather than the exercise of one 
power for the purpose of accomplishing indirectly an object. 
But let that go. 

Mr. President, the definition of revenue laws” which I read 
to the Senate is taken from Mr. Justice Story, (see United 
States v. Mayo, 1 Gall, 398, and Story on Constitution, sec. 
880); and the Supreme Court, in the case of United States v. 
Norton, 91 United States, 568, had occasion to consider care- 
fully the question as to what is meant by the phrase revenue 
bill,” or what the word “reyenue” as used in section 7 of 
Article I of the Constitution means. This was a post-office 
money-order case. It was a criminal case, but the court was 
obliged in deciding it to pass upon the question whether it was 
a “revenue law” or not, because as it determined that it was 
or that it was not the law, it was claimed, would be valid or 
invalid. They say: 

In no just view, we think, can the statute in question be deemed a 
revenue law. 

The lexical definition of the term revenue“ is very comprehensive. 
M a AA og SLANE EEEN fon: A DATARAN on thn PANCARI PITANA 

The phrase other sources” would include the proceeds of the public 
lands, arising from the sale of public securities, the receipts of the 
Patent Office in excess of its expenditures, and those of the Post-Office 

portent when there should such ex as there was for a time 
in the early history of the Government. Indeed, the phrase would apply 
in all cases of such excess. In some of them the result might fluctuate, 
there being excess at one time and deficiency at another. 

It is a matter of common knowledge that the appellative revenue 
laws” is never applied to the statutes involved in these classes of cases. 

The Constitution of the United States, Article I, section 7, provides 
Saar a =) bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Repre- 
sehe ‘construction of this limitation is 
uniform action of Congress. 


That is, as to what was meant by a “ revenue bill“ under this 
clause of the Constitution— P 
came under the consideration of Mr. Justice Story, in The United States 
v. Mayo (1 Gall., 396). He held that the phrase “revenue laws,” as 
used in the act of 1804, meant such laws “as are made for the t 
and avowed purpose of creating revenue or public funds for the service 
of the Government.” The same doctrine was reaffirmed by that 
eminent judge in the United States v. Cushman, 426. 

These views commend themselyes to our judgment. 

Here is an interesting and original discussion of the ques- 
tion, and I will take but a moment with it before I bring to 
the attention of the Senate a decision by the Supreme Court 
of the United States declaring this very section involved be- 
tween the Senate and the House not to be a revenue bill within 


that clause of the Constitution invoked by the House. I read 
from the case of the United States on the relation of Oran C. 
Michels v. Thomas L. James, postmaster of the city of New 
York, 13 Blatchford’s Circuit Court Reports, 207. After quot- 
ing the clause “All bills for raising revenue shall originate in 
the House of Representatives,” the court says: 

Certain legislative measures are unmistakably bills for raising 
revenue. These im taxes upon the people, either directi 
directly, or lay duties, imposts, or excises for the use 
ment, and give to the persons from whom the money is 
1 in return, unless in the enjoyment, in common with the rest 
of the citizens, of the benefit of good government. 


That is a well thought out distinction and definition. 
It is this feature which characterizes bills for raising revenue 


Taxes levied throughout the United States upon all coming 
within the purview of the act to raise revenue for the general 
uses of the Government and all of the people— i 


It is this feature which characterizes bills for raising revenue. They 
draw money from the citizen; they give no direct equivalent in return. 
In resi to such bills it was reasonable that the immediate repre- 
sentatives of the taxpayers should alone have the power to originate 
them. Their immediate responsibility to their constituents and their 
jealous for the pecuniary interests of the people, it was sup- 
posed, would render them especially watchful in the protection of those 
whom they represented. But the reason fails in respect to bills of a 
different class. A Dill ating l rates for postal service pro- 
vides an equivalent for the money which the citizen may choose vol- 
untarily to pay. He gets the fixed service for the fixed rate, or he lets 
it alone, as he pleases and as his own interests dictate. Revenue, be- 
yond its cost, may or may not be derived from the service and the 
pay received for it, but it is only a very strained construction which 
would a bill eee rates o R 0 as a bill for raising 
revenue, within the meaning of the Constitution. This broad distinc- 
tion existing in fact between the two kinds of bills, it is obviously a 
just construction to confine the terms of Constitution to the case 
whieh they plainly designate. To strain those terms beyond their pt 
mary and obvious m. and thus to introduce a precedent for that 
sort of construction, would work a great public mischief. Mr. Justice 
Story, in his Commentaries on the Constitution (sec. 880), puts the 
same construction upon the language in question, and gives reasons 
for the views he sustains, which are able and conyincing. In Tucker's 
Blackstone only, so far as authorities have been referred to, is found 
the opinion that a bill for establishing the post-office o tes as a 
revenue law. But this opinion, although pat forth at an early day, 
has never obtained any general approval; but both legislative practice 
and general consent have concurred in the other view. 


Mr. President, I now ask the attention of the Senate to the 
case of Twin City Bank v. Nebeker, 167 U. S., 196, which is 
upon the precise question, and is unanimous and conclusive. 1 
will take the time to read a portion of the statement of the 
case in order that Senators may see how controlling is the de- 
cision. In this case the plaintiff bank brought suit against 
Nebeker, then Treasurer of the United States— 


to recover from the defendant in error the sum of $73.08, alleged to 
have been by the former under protest to the latter, who was at 
the time Treasurer of the United States, in order to procure the release 
of certain bonds, the property of the bank, which bonds, the declaration 
alleged, were illegally and wrongfully withheld from the plaintif by 
the defendant. 

The plaintiff went into liquidation— 


That is, the bank— 


in the manner provided by law, on the 23d of June, 1891, and on the 
25th of August, 1891, deposited in the Treasury of the United States 


lawful money to redeem its outstanding notes, as uired by section 
5222 of the Revised Statutes of the U States. r making such 
deposit the demanded the bonds which had been deposited by it 


to secure its circulating notes, and of which defendant had on 
as Treasurer of the United States. The defendant refused to deliver 
them, u the bank would make a return of the a e amount of its 
notes in circulation for the period from January 1, 1891, to the date 
when the deposit of money was made—viz, the 25th of August, 1891— 
and pay a tax thereon. he bank then made a return of the average 
amount of its notes in circulation for the period from January 1 to 
June 30, 1891, and d to the defendant 156.28, protesting that he 
had no oe to demand the tax, and delivered to him a protest in 
writing setting forth that, in making the return and in payi the tax, 
it did not admit the validity of the tax or defendant's authority to 
exact or collect it, but made the return and se arene solely for the pur- 
pose of procuring the possession of the Uni States bonds belongin 
to it, which defendant had refused to release until such return 
payment were made, and further protesting that it was not Hable to 
the tax or any part of it. The bank’s agent then made another de- 
mand upon defendant for the bonds; but he refused to deliver them 
until a return should be made of the average amount of its notes in cir- 
culation for the period from July 1 to August 25, 1891, and a tax paid 
thereon. Its agent then delivered such return to defendant and paid 
him $16.83, at the same time delivering a written protest in the same 
form as the one above mentioned. These transactions were with the 
defendant himself, and the money was paid to him in person. 

The Journals of the House of Representatives and the Senate of 
the United States for the first session of the Thirty-eighth Congress 
were put in evidence by plaintif. The bank claims that these Journals 
show that the national-bank act originated as a bill in the House of 
Representatives; that whem it the House it contained no provi- 
sion for a tax upon the national banks, or upon any corporation, or 
upon any individual, or 2 — = property, nor any provisions whatever 
for raising revenue, and t the provisions that appear to author- 
ize the Treasurer of the United States to collect any tax on the circu- 
lating notes of national banks originated in the Senate by way of 
amendment to the House bill. 

Which is the fact. The court say: 


The provision relating to taxation, which, it is alleged, was inserted 
by — of amendment the Senate, appears as section 5214 of the 
Rev Statutes. 
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I am told by my friend the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
son] that that is the very section involved here. 

Mr. ALLISON. The same section. 

Mr. SPOONER. The same section. 

Now, the court says: 

The contention in this case is that the section of the act of June 3, 
1864, providing a national currency secured by a piedge of United 
States bonds, and for the circulation and 8 hereof, so far as 
it imposed a tax upon the webs amount of the notes of a national 
bai association on circulation, was a revenue bill within the 
clause of the Constitution declaring that “all bills for raising revenue 
shall originate in the House of Representatives, but the Senate may 
propose or concur with amendments as on other bills” (Article I, sec- 
tion 7); that it oa sept from the official journals of the two Houses 
of ner ia that while the act of 1864 originated in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, the provision imposin is tax was not in the bill as it 
paseen that y, but originat in the Senate by amendment, and 

ing accepted by the House became a 1 of the statute; that such 
tax was, therefore, unconstitutional and void; and that consequently 
the statute did not justify the action of the defendant. 

The question could not, I think, be more clearly presented to 
the court than it is upon this statement of fact. ‘The court say: 

The case is not one that requires either an extended examination of 

recedents or a full discussion as to the meaning of the words in the 
Sonstitution “bills for raising revenue.” What bills belong to that 
class is a question of such magnitude and importance that it is the part 
of wisdom not to attempt, by any general statement, to cover every 
possible phase of the subject. It is sufficient in the present case to say 
that an act of Congress providing a national currency, secured by a 
pledge of bonds of the United States, and which, in the furtherance of 
hat object, and also to meet the expenses attending the execution of 
the act, imposed a tax on the notes in circulation of the banking asso- 
ciations organized under the statute, is clearly not a revenue bill which 
me Constitution declares must originate in the House of Representa- 
ves. 

Mr. Justice cg a well said that the practical construction of the 
Constitution and the history of the origin of the constitutional pro- 
vision in question proves that revenue bills are those that levy taxes in 
the strict sense of the word, and are not bills for other purposes which 
may incidentally create revenue. (1 Story on Constitution, sec. 880.) 

That was the language of Mr. Justice Story long ago, incor- 
porated in this opinion and expressly affirmed, and also in the 
Ninety-first United States, by unanimous decision of the Su- 
preme Court. The court continues: 

The main purpose that Con had in view was to provide a na- 
tional currency based upon United States bonds. and to that end it was 
deemed wise to impose the tax in question. The tax was a means for 
effectually accomplishing the great object of giving to the people a 
currency that would rest primarily upon the honor of the United States 
and be available in every part of the country. There was no purpose by 
the act or by any of its tid peny to raise revenue to be applied in 
meeting the expenses or obligations of the Government. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not intend to take further time. 
Here is to be found, under the strongest possible sanction, a 
definition of the word“ revenue,“ as used in this constitutional 
provision, made a great many years ago by Judge Story, prac- 
tically adopted by both bodies ever since, sustained by a num- 
ber of decisions which I have not stopped to eyen note, and 
lastly sustained in language too plain for dispute by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. Nothing can be plainer than 
that this bill and kindred bills do not fall within that definition. 

There seems to be no answer to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] that if section 1 as sent to 
us by the House of Representatives is a revenue bill within the 
meaning of section 7 of Article I of the Constitution we have 
a right under that clause to add to it a tariff bill or amend- 
ments to the internal-revenue law. An attempt to treat the 
bill as a revenue bill for such a purpose could not fail to excite 
derision. 

_ Mr. President, I can not take more time. I am conscious of 
the very imperfect presentation of a very strong and sound 
proposition. 

The Senate is about seemingly to recognize some force in 
the contention of the House. 

Mr. TELLER. How? 

Mr. SPOONER. By incorporating the same provision in a 
little different language in the House bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is the same language. 

Mr. SPOONER. The same language is used that is found in 
the Senate bill. But, Mr. President, that is to the credit of the 
Senate. It does not mean that the Senate yields in the slight- 
est upon the point. In my view, to do this would be infidelity 
to the Constitution, and would be full of harm to the public 
interest. It means simply this, that without any temper, with, 
I think, the unanimous opinion among the lawyers of this body 
that the jurisdiction of the Senate t originate and pass re- 
turned to us the bill has been hastily and without foundation 
challenged by the House of Representatives, the Senate will 
not delay for one moment the passage of this emergency 
bill for prolonged conferences between the two houses on this 
question. > 

Mr. President, I intend to move at the proper time a reference 
to the Committee on Finance of the message from the House 


of Representatives with instructions to that committee to report 
fully to the Senate upon the subject. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I do not care to discuss the 
point raised by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH ] 
and so ably discussed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Spooner]. I simply want to make the statement to the Senate 
that when Congress authorized the construction of the canal I 
thought then that this vast work should be intrusted to the 
engineers of the Army. I think so still. I hope at some proper 
time the committee authorized to pass upon this question will 
report a bill to that end. 3 

I think the best organized body of men in the world, certainly 
in the United States, to do this work is the Army engineers. 
They have been intrusted with work of this kind for a hundred 
years, and in all the hundred years of the history of the engi- 
neers of the United States Army there has been but one case, 
I believe, of defalcation. I think that the Army engineers have 
the ability to do this work more economically and better than- 
any other body of men that could be organized for that purpose. 
From their long experience they are not only fitted to do the, 
work, but they are the largest employers in the country of civil 
engineers. In a sense the War Department is organized to take 
eharge of all the sanitary arrangements in Panama. It has 
engineers to carry out that feature of this work, as well as the 
building of the canal. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I would not care to discuss 
this question except for the statement made by the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] as he was closing, that we had 
apparently yielded to the contention of the House that another 
bill, in no wise connected with this measure, had been an evasion 
of their right to originate revenue bills. 

The House sent to us a bill containing some legislation which 
it was entirely proper for them to incorporate in the bill, if 
they saw fit. I understand that the House may pass an appro- 
priation bill and send it here containing general legislation. 
We have a rule that a bill coming from the House shall not be 
amended by any general legislation here. We also have a pro- 
vision that certain amendments may be put on, if they are 
reported from a standing committee. We did what we had a 
right to do. We struck out the legislative portion of the bill as 
to bonds and some parts of the bill which might be considered 
as legislative giving directions as to the expenditure of this 
money. 

Mr. GORMAN. They were limitations. 

Mr. TELLER. They were but limitations on the bill. 

Mr. President, so far as the members of the conference com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate expressed themselves, they were 
entirely in accord with the position taken by the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] and the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. ALDRICH]. I do not care myself to go into any general dis- 
cussion except to say that I do want to enter it upon the 
records of the Senate that we in nowise gave way to that de- 
mand; that it was but an assertion of our right to amend the 
bill, and to amend it as we thought it ought to be amended if 
it was to pass with that clause in it. 

Mr. SPOONER. What I said was that it might seem, in 
view of the fact that the section was put back into the bill, as 
if we were yielding, and that I immediately denied.. I did not 
intend to impute that to the members of the conference com- 
mittee. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not consent that the provision as it 
came from the House should be put back, for the simple reason 
that the Finance Committee when considering it had not con- 
sidered the character of the first section as sufficient to accom- 
plish what the House intended to accomplish and what the 
Senate wanted to accomplish. We left the question open as to 
whether that was an invasion of the right of the House. 

I confess, Mr. President, that I should not, under the circum- 
stances, have been willing to consent to any change of the Sen- 
ate rule on amendments—that is, in striking it out. I should 
have insisted that it should remain out but for the fact that 
the House members were insistent that it should go in, and we 
are at the end of the session before adjournment for the holi- ~ 
days, the executive department demanding of us the passage 
of this bill, saying they need the money, and I felt we could 
afford to yield something not in the way of the demand that 
they made, but on the amendment that we had made. 

Mr. President, I listened to the legal argument made by the 
Senator from Wisconsin, as I always do, with great pleasure. 
I think it is perfectly unanswerable. There are one or two 
phases of his address to the Senate that struck me with great 
force. I must say that it was very refreshing and encour- 
aging to me to hear the Senator from Wisconsin advising the 
Senate that we must stand by the old theory of government; 
that we had limitations upon the departments; that the legis- 
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lative department was to legislate, the executive department 
was to execute, the judicial department was to determine con- 
troyersies. I know there are a great many Senators here who 
believe that doctrine to be true and who are devoted to it. 
Yet I know in the last few years there has been in every 
department of the Government apparently a disposition to for- 
get that these are constitutional distinctions and are binding 


upon us all. There has grown up within a few years a disposi- | 
tion to say, When you want a thing done you must find a way 
to do it. I recall that within a very short time, in a message 
from the Executive to Congress, it was suggested that certain 
things ought to be done, and there was the advice to Congress 
that Congress must find a way to do it. 

Mr. President, our power here is an unquestioned power. 
There can not be much controversy as to what are our duties 
and our rights here. The limitations between the legislative 
and executive are marked in the Constitution, so that any man 
fit to sit in this Chamber ought to have pretty clear ideas of 
them. Sometimes we let the pressure that comes from certain 
places, I think, compel us to surrender our own conyictions to 
that of other people. So I repeat it is refreshing to hear a 
Senator stand on this floor and urge us to stand by the old tra- 
ditions of the bodies. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I should like to ask only one 
question of the distinguished chairman of the committee. The 
bill, as it will stand if the conference report is agreed to, 
enables the Treasury Department, under the direction of the 
President, to dispose of $135,000,000 of bonds, and the object of 
the amendment, I understand, is to enable the sale of the bonds 
to be made at a fair rate. 

I observe from the hearing before the Committee on Appro- 
priations that the distinguished officer who has charge of the 
construction of the canal, the Secretary of War, frankly stated 
that if these bonds were disposed of the executive branch would 
have a right to contract for any amount of work to the extent 
of the whole proceeds of those bonds without any further appro- 
priation by Congress. I should like to ask the Senator in 
charge of the bill if that construction of the Spooner Act has 
been accepted by his committee? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I think the committee was of 
the opinion (although I speak only for myself, as the question 
was not distinctly put to the committee as to their view of the 
Secretary’s statement) that the original Spooner Act provides 
that the President may contract for the construction of the 
canal, with a limitation of one hundred and thirty-five million, 
so that it leaves in doubt, to say the least, the question whether, 
if the President desired to do so under the original Spooner Act, 
he could enter into a contract for the construction of the 
isthmian canal on the plan provided for in that act, if he could 
find a responsible contractor who would agree to construct the 
eanal for $135,000,000. 

But in order that there might be no future dispute on that 
question and questions arising respecting it, this bill provides 
safeguards in regard to appropriations and contracts which 
pro tanto change whatever the original construction might prop- 
erly be as respects the power to make contracts. So I think 
whatever. 

Mr. BACON, If the Senator will pardon me, I desire to ask 
him if he means by that that the amendment which was offered 
by the Senator from Rhode Island has been retained by the ton- 
ference committee? The Senator will remember that the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Rhode Island prohibited any- 
thing from being expended except that which was paid out in 
accordance with appropriations. Was that amendment re- 
tained? The amendments are described only by numbers in 
the conference report, and consequently we were not able to 
understand them from the reading of the report at the desk. 

Mr. ALLISON. Practically all the amendments of the Senate 
are retained. The provision offered by the Senator from Rhode 
Island is retained in the bill as agreed upon by the committee 
of conference. So I think whatever difficulties or differences 
may have arisen respecting this important matter in the past, 
as to what the Spooner law did or did not authorize, it is made 
reasonably plain in the amendments made by the Senate and in 
the House bill agreed to by the conference committee that in the 
future there must be appropriations before contracts can be 
executed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference. 

The report was agreed to. 


PANAMA CANAL BONDS, 
Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the message from the House of 


Representatives returning the Senate bill be laid before the 
Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow- 

ing resolution of the House of Representatives, which was read: 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
December 15, 1905, 

Resolved, That the bill ox 1475) to provide that the 2 per cent 
bonds issued under section 8 of the act entitled “An act to provide for 
the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic 
Pacific oceans, approved June 28, 1902, shall have the same right and 
Na that are accorded b y law to other 2 per cent bonds of the 

nited States,” in the o 575 of this House, as ts the first 
clause of the seventh section of the first article ofi the Constitution, is 
an infringement on the privileges of this House, and that the said bill 
be taken from the Speaker's table and be respectfully returned to the 
Senate with a message communicating this resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the message be referred to the 
Committee on Finance, with instructions to report thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o'clock and 40 min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, 
December 20, 1905, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 19, 1905. 
CHIEF JUSTICE OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Stanton J. Peelle, of Indiana, to be chief justice of the Court 
of Claims, vice Charles ©. Nott, resigned. 


JUDGE OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Samuel S. Barney, of Wisconsin, to be judge of the Court. of 
Claims, vice Stanton J. Peelle, nominated to be chief justice of 
said court. 

ASSISTANT TREASURER. 


Joseph Bosler, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant treasurer of 
the United States at Philadelphia, Pa., to succeed William S. 
Lieb, removed. 

MARSHAL. 


William P. Warner, of Nebraska, to be United States marshal 
for the district of Nebraska, vice Treyanyon L. Mathews, re- 
moved. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Joseph B. Stewart, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for 
the cil of Richmond, in the State of Virginia. (Reappoint- 
ment. 

Levi M. Willcuts, of Minnesota, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Duluth, in the State of Minnesota. (Re- 
appointment. ) 

David S. Clark, of Delaware, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Delaware, in the State of Delaware, to succeed 
Robert G. Houston, whose term of office expired by limitation 
December 13, 1905. 

Sterling A. Campbell, of California, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Humboldt, in the State of California. 
(Reappointment. ) 

POSTMASTER. 
GEORGIA. 

Susie M. Atkinson to be postmaster at Newnan, in the 
county of Coweta and State of Georgia, in place of Robert F. 
Milner. Incumbent’s commission expires January 28, 1906. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn December 19, 1905. 


W. Y. Atkinson to be postmaster at Newnan, in the State of 
Georgia. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 19, 


COMMISSIONER OF THE INTERIOR OF PORTO RICO. 


Laurance H. Grahame, of New York City, to be commissioner 
of the interior of Porto Rico. 


TREASURER OF PORTO RICO. 


William F. Willoughby, of the District of Columbia, to be 
treasurer of the island of Porto Rico. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL OF PORTO RICO. 


Frank Feuille, of Porto Rico, to be attorney-general of Porto 
Rico. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICES OF THE SUPREME COURT. 
Frank W. Parker, of New Mexico, to be associate justice of 
the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico. 
John R. McFie, of New Mexico, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico. 
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ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


Charles W. Russell, of West Virginia, to be assistant attorney- 
general. 
DISTRICT JUDGES. 

William H. H. Clayton, of Indian Territory, to be judge of the 
United States court of the central district of Indian ‘Territory. 

William R. Lawrence, of Illinois, to be judge of the United 
States court of the western district of Indian ‘Territory. 

Hosea Townsend, of Indian Territory, to be judge of the 
United States court of the southern district of Indian Territory. 


CONSUL-GENERAL. 


William A. Prickitt, of New Jersey, to be consul-general of 
the United States at Auckland, New Zealand. 


CONSULS. 


Felix S. S. Johnson, of New Jersey, to be consul of the United 
States at Puerto Cortes, Honduras, 

Howard D. Van Sant, of New Jersey, to be consul of the 
United States at Kingston, Ontario, Canada. 


PENSION AGENT. 


2 A. Janes, of Michigan, to be pension agent at Detroit, 
c 
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 


Rovert H. Terrell, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice 
of the peace in and for the District of Columbia. 


DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 


William E. Trautmann, of Illinois, to be United States attor- 
ney for the eastern district of Illinois. 

Charles A. Wilson, of Rhode Island, to be United States attor- 
ney for the district of Rhode Island. 

William A. Northcott, of Illinois, to be United States attor- 
ney for the southern district of IIlinois. 

Samuel J. M. McCarrell, of Pennsylvania, to be United States 
attorney for the middle district ef Pennsylvania. 

Oscar Lawler, of California, to be United States attorney for 
the southern district of California. 

John M. Cheney, of Florida, to be United States attorney for 
the southern district of Florida. 

Earl M. Cranston, of Colorado, to be United States attorney 
for the district of Colorado. 

Nathan V. Harlan, of Nebraska, to be United States attorney 
for the district of Alaska, division No. 3. 

William D. Frazee, of Mississippi, to be United States attor- 
ney for the northern district of Mississippi. 

Robert C. Lee, of Mississippi, to be United States attorney for 
the southern district of Mississippi. 


Marion Erwin, of Georgia, to be United States attorney for | 


the southern district of Georgia. 

Wade S. Stanfield, of Indian Territory, to be United States 
attorney for the northern district of Indian ‘Territory. 

Daniel W. Baker, of Maryland, to be United States attorney 
for the District of Columbia. 


MARSHALS, 


Charles P. Hitch, of Illinois, to be United States marshal for 
the eastern district of Illinois. 

Stephen P. Stone, of Pennsylyania, to be United States mar- 
shal for the western district of Pennsylvania. 

Leon A. Townsend, of Illinois, to be United States marshal 
for the southern district of Illinois. 

Creighton M. Foraker, of New Mexico, to be United States 
marshal for the Territery of New Mexico. 

John F. Horr, of Florida, to be United States marshal for the 
southern district of Florida. 

Harry S. Hubbard, of Porto Rico, to be United States marshal 
for the district of Porto Rico. 

Pope M. Long, of Alabama, to be United States marshal for 
the northern district of Alabama. 

Aulick Palmer, of the District of Columbia, to be United 
States marshal for the District of Columbia. ° 

Morgan Treat, of Virginia, to be United States marshal for 
the eastern district of Virginia. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


David S. Clark to be collector of customs for the district of 
Delaware. 

William W. Sewall, of Maine, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Aroostook, in the State of Maine. 

Levi M. Willcuts to be collector of customs for the district of 
Duluth, in the State of Minnesota. 

William H. Devos, of Wisconsin, to be collector of customs 
for the district of ee in the State of Wisconsin. 

Frederick Hnos, of grag eg he lye nice Are re e 
the district of Fairfield, in the State of Connecticut. 


Gad Smith, of Michigan, to be collector of eustoms for the 
district of Superior, in the State of Michigan. 


ASSISTANT COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


John Doscher, of New Jersey, to be assistant collector of cus- 
toms at Jersey City, N. J., in the district of New York, in the 
State of New York. 

SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Edward F. Woodward, of California, to be surveyor of cus- 
toms in the district of San Francisco, in the State of California, 

Robert G. Pearce, of Illinois, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Rock Island, in the State of Illinois. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Henry E. Bowman, of New Mexico, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Las Cruces, N. Mex. 

Fen S. Hildreth, of Arizona, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Phoenix, Ariz. 

George W. Detamore, of Clayton, N. Mex., te be receiver of 
public moneys at Clayton, N. Mex. 

Frederick Mueller, of New Mexico, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Santa Fe, N. Mex. 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Zenas Y. Coleman, of North Yakima, Wash., to be register of 
the land office at North Yakima, Wash. 

Lucius Q. C. Lamar, of Oxford, Miss., to be register of the 
land office at Jackson, Miss. 

Milton R. Moore, of Arizona, to be register of the land office 
at Phoenix, Ariz. 

Howard Leland, of New Mexico, to be register of the land 
office at Roswell, N. Mex. 

Edward W. Fox, of New Mexico, to be register of the land 
office at Clayton, N. Mex. 

Manuel R. Otero, of New Mexico, to be register of the land 
office at Santa Fe, N. Mex. 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF COLORADO. 

William G. Lewis, of Edgewater, Colo., to be surveyor-general 

of Colorado. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF NEW MEXICO. 


Morgan O. Llewellyn, of New Mexico, to be surveyor-general 
of New Mexico. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Ralph Waldo Dempwolf, of Pennsylvania, to be a third lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
rank as such from October 23, 1905. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Henry D. Long, of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 

Carl Frederick von dem Bussche for appointment as second 
lieutenant of infantry, United States Army, with rank from 
February 2, 1901. 

MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 

‘William Adolphus Duncan, of Kentucky, to be assistant sur- 
geon with rank of first lieutenant, from May 1, 1905. 

Earl Harvey Bruns, of Indiana, to be assistant surgeon with 
rank of first lieutenant, from May 1, 1905. 

Herbert Charles Gibner, ef Connecticut, to be assistant sur- 
geon with rank of first lieutenant, from May 1, 1905. 

Clarence Le Roy Cole, of Kansas, to be assistant surgeon with 
rank of first lieutenant, from May 10, 1905. 

OHAPLAINS. 

Rey. Francis Patrick Joyce, of Kansas, to be chaplain with 
rank of first lientenant, from March 21, 1905 

Rev. Joseph Casey, of Missouri, to be chaplain with rank of 
first lieutenant, from April 22, 1905. 

Rey. Simon Michel Lutz, of Illinois, to be chaplain with rank 
of first lieutenant, from May 1, 1905. 

Rey. Herbert Stanley Smith, of New Jersey, to be chaplain 
with rank of first lieutenant, from June 19, 1905. 

ARTILLERY CORPS. 

William Thomas Carpenter, of California, to be second lieu- 
tenant from April 11, 1905. 

John Lee Holcombe, of Virginia, to be second lieutenant from 
April 11, 1905. 

Frank Huntington Phipps, jr., of Massachusetts, to be sec- 
ond lieutenant from April 11, 1905. 

Thomas Dunean, of Pennsylvania, to be second lieutenant 
from April 11, 1905. 

INFANTRY ARM. 

Benjamin Mart Bailey, of New York, to be second lieutenant 

from April 11, 1905. 
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Charles Walker McClure, of Illinois, to be second lieutenant 
from April 11, 1905. 

Lewis Carleton Leftwich, of Texas, to be second lieutenant 
from April 11, 1905. 

Chester Henning Loop, of Tennessee, to be second lieutenant 
from April 11, 1905. 

William Perkins Currier, of Virginia, to be second lieutenant 
from April 11, 1905. 

Pickens Evans Woodson, of Texas, to be second lieutenant 
from April 11, 1905. 

Ambrose Robert Emery, of Indiana, to be second lieutenant 
from April 11, 1905. 

Albert Leas Hall, of Indiana, to be second lieutenant from 
April 11, 1905. 

Edmund Clivious Waddill, of Virginia, to be second lieutenant 
from April 11, 1905. 

John Hanckel Ellerson, of Virginia, to be second lieutenant 
from April 11, 1905. 

SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. 


Col. Henry G. Sharpe, Assistant Commissary-General, to be 
Commissary-General, with the rank of brigadier-general, for the 
period of four years beginning October 12, 1905, with rank from 
that date. 

TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS, 
Corps of Engineers. 

Cadet De Witt Clinton Jones. 

Cadet Ernest Graves. 

Cadet Francis Bowditeh Wilby. 

Cadet Clarence Self Ridley. 

Cadet Alvin Barton Barber. 

Cadet William Fitzhugh Endress. 

Cadet Jarvis Johnson Bain. 

Cadet Thomas Henry Emerson. 

Cadet Robert Spencer Thomas, 

Cadet Carlos John Stolbrand. 

Cadet Roger Garfield Powell. 

Cadet John Neal Hodges. 

Cadet Arthur Rudolph Ehrnbeck. 


Artillery Corps. 


Cadet Douglas Imrie McKay. 
Cadet Thomas Marshall Spaulding. 
Cadet Thomas Bartwell Doe. 
Cadet Louis Herbert McKinlay. 
Cadet Benjamin Henderson Lorne Williams, 
Cadet Thomas Dewey Osborne. 
Cadet Otho Vaughan Kean. 
Cadet Halsey Dunwoody. 
Cadet David Curtis Seagrave. 
Cadet William Henry Dodds, jr. 
Cadet Le Roy Bartlett. 

Cadet John Lund. 

Cadet Robert Collins Eddy. 
Cadet Patrick Henry Winston. 
Cadet Julius Charles Peterson. 
Cadet John Stevens Hammond. 
Cadet Basil Gordon Moon. 
Cadet James Frederick Walker. 
Cadet Charles Roemer. 

Cadet Ellery Willis Niles. 
Cadet Adelno Gibson. 

Cadet Charles Dudley Daly. 
Cadet Albert Terrell Bishop. 
Cadet Haldan Urling Tompkins. 
Cadet James Saye Dusenbury. 
Cadet Lloyd Burns Magruder. 
Cadet Robert Henry Lewis. 
Cadet Francis Bowen Upham. 
Cadet Arthur Hazleton Carter. 
Cadet Sidney Howland Guthrie. 
Cadet Walter Evans Prosser. 


Cavalry Arm. 


Cadet John de Barth Walbach Gardiner, 
Cadet George Dillman. 

Cadet Philip John Radcliffe Kiehl. 
Cadet Clarence Kumukoa Lyman. 
Cadet Charles Lewis Scott. 

Cadet William Adams Dallam. 
Cadet James Hoop Dickey. 

Cadet Ralph Talbot, jr. 

Cadet William Nicholas Hensley, jr. 
Cadet Charles Exton Bamford. 
Cadet Louis Piaget Schoonmaker, 
Cadet Karl Daenzer Klemm. 


Cadet Edward Cornelius Hanford. 
Cadet Berkeley Thorne Merchant. 
Cadet Hugh Hunt Broadhurst. 
Cadet Arthur William Holderness, 
Cadet Louis Albert O’Donnell. 


Infantry Arm. 


Cadet Rolland Webster Case. 
Cadet Charles Stuart Donavin. 
Cadet Norman Foster Ramsey. 
Cadet De Witt Clinton Tucker Grubbs. 
Cadet Thomas West Hammond. 
Cadet Calvin Pear! Titus. 
Cadet William Charles Miller. 
Cadet Frederick Willis Manley. 
Cadet Arthur Willis Lane. 
Cadet Bernard Lentz. 
Cadet Frederic Coleman Test. 
Cadet Arthur Charles Tipton. 
Cadet Owen Stedman Albright. 
Cadet Fred Hendrickson Baird. 
Cadet Clifford Cabell Karly. 
Cadet George Frank Waugh. 
Cadet Allan Rutherford. 
Cadet William Henry Hawes. 
Cadet Oscar Arden Russell. 
Cadet William Seward Weeks. 
Cadet Avery Duane Cummings. 
Cadet Charles Smith Caffery. 
Cadet Allen Wyant Gullion. 
Cadet Louis Albert Kunzig. 
Cadet John Pearson Bubb. 
Cadet John George Hotz. 
Cadet Clarence Andrew Mitchell. 
Cadet John Roy Starkey. 
Cadet Felix Waggoner Motlow. 
Cadet Joseph Edward Barzynski. 
Cadet Ralph Dwight Bates. 
Cadet William Eaton Merritt. 
Cadet Ben Waller Feild. 
Cadet Robert Morrisson, jr. 
Cadet Bloxham Ward. 
Cadet Paul Hedrick Clark. 
Cadet Thomas Hixon Lowe. 
Cadet Herndon Sharp. 
Cadet Torrey Borden Maghee. 
Cadet William Whitehead West, jr. 
TO BE ADDITIONAL SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 
Artillery Corps. 
Cadet Henry Tacitus Burgin. 
Cadet Nathan Horowitz. 
Cadet Clifford Lee Corbin. 
Cavalry Arm. 
Cadet Joseph Ray Davis. ` 
Cadet Sherman Miles. 
Infantry Arm. 

Cadet George Washington Maddox. 
Cadet Walter Eldridge Pridgen. 
Cadet James Wilson Hemphill Reisinger, jr. 
Cadet Rupert Algernon Dunford. 
Cadet Charles Carr Bankhead. 

GENERAL OFFICERS. 
Brig. Gen. John P. Story (since retired from active service), 


Chief of Artillery, to be major-general from June 17, 1905. 


Brig. Gen. George M. Randall (since retired from active sery- 


ice) to be major-general from June 19, 1905. 


Brig. Gen. John F. Weston, Commissary-General, to be major- 


general from October 8, 1905. 


Col. Thomas ©. Lebo (since retired from active service), 


Fourteenth Cavalry, to be brigadier-general from June 22, 1905. 


Col. Winfield S. Edgerly, Second Cavalry, to be brigadier- 


general from June 23, 1905. 


MILITARY SECRETARY’S DEPARTMENT. 
Capt. Benjamin Alyord, Twenty-fifth 3 to be Military 


Secretary, with rank of major, from June 10, 1 


Capt. Eugene F. Ladd, detailed quartermaster, to be We 


Secretary, with rank of major, from June 23, 1905. 


ARTILLERY CORPS. 
Col. Benjamin K. Roberts (since retired from active service), 


Artillery Corps, to be Chief of Artillery, with rank of brigadier- 
general, from June 19, 1905. 


Col. Samuel M. Mills, Artillery Corps, to be Chief of Artillery, 
with rank of brigadier-general, from June 20, 1905. 
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APPOINTMENT, BY TRANSFER, IN THE ARMY. 
ARTILLERY CORPS. 


Second Lieut. Mark L. Ireland, Eleventh Infantry, from the 
infantry arm to the Artillery Corps, March 30, 1905. 


INFANTRY ARM. 

Second Lieut. Byrd Alston Page, Artillery Corps, from the 

Artillery Corps to the infantry arm, March 30, 1905. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
QUARTERMASTER'S DEPARTMENT. 

Maj. Robert R. Stevens, quartermaster, to be deputy quarter- 
master-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel from Decem- 
ber 15, 1905. 

Capt. Richmond McA. Schofield, quartermaster, to be quarter- 
master with the rank of major from December 15, 1905. 

INFANTRY ARM. 

First Lieut. George B. Pond, Third Infantry, to be captain 
from October 6, 1905. 

First Lieut. Dana T. Merrill, Twenty-third Infantry, to be 
captain from October 10, 1905. 

First Lieut. Alexander M. Wetherill, Thirteenth Infantry, to 
be captain from October 11, 1905. 

First Lieut. Charles N. Murphy, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be 
captain from October 29, 1905. 

First Lieut. Theodore A. Baldwin, jr., Twenty-fourth In- 
fantry, to be captain from October 30, 1905. 

First Lieut. George H. Shields, jr., Twelfth Infantry, to be 
captain from November 2, 1905. 

First Lieut. Bleutheros H. Cooke, Tenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain from November 15, 1905. 

CAVALRY ARM. 


First Lieut. Grayson V. Heidt, Fourteenth Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain from November 28, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Kerr T. Riggs, Fourteenth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from November 18, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Carl H. Miiller, Tenth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant from November 28, 1905. 


ARTILLERY CORPS, 
Capt. Adelbert Cronkhite, detailed quartermaster, to 
from November 24, 1905. 
THE MILITARY SECRETARY'S DEPARTMENT. 


Lieut. Col. James T. Kerr, military secretary, to be military 
secretary with the rank of colonel from June 17, 1905. 

Maj. Alexander O. Brodie, military secretary, to be military 
secretary with the rank of lieutenant-colonel from June 10, 
1905. 

Maj. Benjamin Alvord, military secretary, to be military sec- 
retary with the rank of lieutenant-colonel from. June 17, 1905. 


SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. 


Lieut. Col. Edward E. Dravo, deputy commissary-general, to 
be assistant commissary-general with the rank of colonel from 
October 6, 1905. 

Lieut. Col. Abiel L. Smith, deputy commissary-general, to be 
assistant commissary-general with the rank of colonel from 
October 13, 1905. 

Maj. David L. Brainard, commissary, to be deputy commis- 
sary-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel from August 
28, 1905. 

Maj. George B. Davis, commissary, to be deputy commissary- 
general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel from October 6, 
1905. 

Maj. Barrington K. West, commissary, to be deputy com- 
missary-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel from Oc- 
tober 13, 1905. 

Capt. George W. Ruthers, commissary, to be commissary with 
the rank of major from August 28, 1905. 

Capt. Harry E. Wilkins, commissary, to be commissary with 
the rank of major from October 6, 1905. 

Capt. William L. Geary, commissary, to be commissary with 
the rank of major from October 13, 1905. 

MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 


Lieut. Col. George W. Adair, deputy surgeon-general, to be 
assistant surgeon-general with the rank of colonel from April 6, 
1905. 

Maj. William W. Gray, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-general 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel from April 6, 1905. 

Maj. Louis Brechemin, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-general 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel from July 1, 1905. 

Capt. Frederick P. Reynolds, assistant surgeon, to be sur- 
geon with the rank of major from March 31, 1905. 

Capt. Robert S. Woodson, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon 
with the rank of major from April 6, 1905. 


be major 


Capt. Harry M. Hallock, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with 

the rank of major from July 1, 1905. 
PAY DEPARTMENT. 

Capt. Manly B. Curry, paymaster, to be paymaster with the 
rank of major from April 18, 1905. 

Capt. James W. Dawes, paymaster, to be paymaster with the 
rank of major from August 12, 1905. 

Capt. James Canby, 8 to be paymaster with the 
rank of major from October 4, 1 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 

Lieut. Col. Henry M. Adams, Corps of Engineers, to be colonel 
rent Col, Charles E. L. B. Davis, Co 

eu rles av. of En to be 
colonel from October 15, 1905. 87 W 

Maj. William M. Black, Corps of Engineers, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from June 26, 1905. 

Maj. Walter L. Fisk, Corps of Engineers, to be lieutenant-colo- 
nel from October 15, 1905. 

Capt. Eugene W. Van C. Lucas, Corps of Engineers, to be 
major from June 26, 1905. 

Capt. Henry Jervey, Corps of Engineers, to be major from 
October 15, 1905. 

First Lieut. Lewis H. Rand, Corps of Engineers, to be captain 
from June 26, 1905. 

First Lieut. Edward M. Markham, Corps of Engineers, to be 
captain from October 15, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Lewis M. Adams, Corps of Engineers, to be first 
lieutenant from June 26, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Charles R. Pettis, Corps of Engineers, to be 
first lieutenant from October 15, 1905. 

SIGNAL CORPS. 

Capt. Eugene O. Fechét, Signal Corps, to be major from 
August 22, 1905. 

First Lieut. Mack K. Cunningham, Signal Corps, to be captain 
from August 22, 1905. 

CAVALRY ARM. 


Lieut. Col. William Stanton, Eleventh Cavalry, to be colonel 
from March 18, 1905. 

Lieut. Col. Edward A. Godwin, Ninth Cavalry, to be colonel 
from June 22, 1905. 

Lieut. Col. Frederick K. Ward, detailed inspector-gerferal, to 
be colonel from June 23, 1905. 

Maj. Edward J. McClernand, unassigned, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from March 18, 1905. 

Maj. Levi P. Hunt, Thirteenth Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from April 7, 1905. 

Maj. Cunliffe H. Murray, Fourth Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from April 8, 1905. 

Maj. Charles A. Varnum, Ninth Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from April 10, 1905. 

Maj. Herbert E. Tutherly, detailed inspector-general, to be 
lieutenant-colonel from June 22, 1905. 

Maj. Thaddeus W. Jones, Thirteenth Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from October 20, 1905. 

Capt. Lloyd M. Brett, Seventh Cavalry, to be major from 
March 30, 1905. 

Capt. Elon F. Willcox, Sixth Cavalry, to be major from April 
7, 1905. 

Capt. Henry J. Goldman, Fifth Cavalry, to be major from 
April 8, 1905. 

Capt. Augustus C. Macomb, Fifth Cavalry, to be major from 
April 10, 1905. 

Capt. Thomas J. Lewis, Second Cavalry, to be major from 
April 22, 1905. 

Capt. William A. Mercer, Seventh Cavalry, to be major from 
June 26, 1905. 

Capt. Charles H. Grierson, Tenth Cavalry, to be major from 
August 2, 1905. 

Capt. Harry C. Benson, Fourth Cavalry, to be major from 
October 20, 1905. 

Capt. George H. Sands, Sixth Cavalry, to be major from Oc- 
tober 20, 1905. 

First Lieut. Robert R. Wallach, Third Cavalry, to be captain 
from March 80, 1905. : 

First Lieut. George Williams, Eighth Cavalry, to be captain 
from April 7, 1905. 

First Lieut. Charles S. Haight, Fourth Cavalry, to be captain 
from April 8, 1905. 

First Lieut. William D. Forsyth, Fifteenth Cavalry, to be 
captain from April 10, 1905. 

-First Lieut. John J. Boniface, Fourth Cavalry, to be captain 
from April 22, 1905. 

First Lieut. Warren Dean, Fifteenth Cavalry, to be captain 
from May 2, 1905. 
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First Lieut. Fitzhugh Lee, jr., Twelfth Cavalry, to be captain 
from June 26, 1905. 

First Lieut. James F. McKinley, Fourteenth Cavalry, to be 
captain from July 7, 1905. 

First Lieut. Patrick W. Guiney, Sixth Cavalry, to be captain 
from July 17, 1905. 

First. Lieut. Leon B. Kromer, Eleyenth Cavalry, to be captain 
from August 2, 1905. 

First Lieut. Charles A. Romeyn, Thirteenth Cavalry, to be 
captain from August 8, 1905. 

First Lieut. Evan H. Humphrey, Seventh Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain from August 16, 1905. 

First Lieut. George V. H. Moseley, First Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain from September 22, 1905. 

First Lieut. Charles ©. Farmer, jr., Tenth Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain from October 20, 1905. 

First Lieut. Stuart Heintzelman, Sixth Cavalry, to be captain 
from October 20, 1905, 

First Lieut. John D. Long, Twelfth Cavalry, to be captain 
from November 7, 1905. 

Second Lieut. William C. Gardenhire, Fifteenth Cavalry, to be 
to be first lieutenant from March 6, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Benjamin O. Davis, Tenth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from March 30, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Edward C. Wells, Tenth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from April 7, 1905. 

Second Lieut. George A. F. Trumbo, Thirteenth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant from April 8, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Taylor M. Reagan, Twelfth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from April 10, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Goss L. Stryker, Sixth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant from April 22, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Robert F. Tate, Twelfth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from May 2, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Sebring C. Megill, Eighth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from June 26, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Walter D. Smith, Eleventh Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from July 7, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Harry B. Jordan, detailed in the Ordnance 
Department, to be first lieutenant from July 15, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Frank P. Lahm, Sixth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant from July 15, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Orlando ©. Troxel, Twelfth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from July 17, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Creed F. Cox, Eleventh Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant from July 31, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Robert McC. Beck, jr., Twelfth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant from August 2, 1905. 

Second Lieut. George M. Russell, Fourteenth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant from August 3, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Lewis Brown, jr., Seventh Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from August 8, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Jerome G. Pillow, Fourteenth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant from August 16, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Ralph N. Hayden, Seventh Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from September 2, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Leonard Prunty, Fourth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from September 22, 1905. 

Second Lieut. E. Kearsley Sterling, Third Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from October 20, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Wiley P. Mangum, jr., Fifteenth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant from October 20, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Charles J. Naylor, Fourth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from November 7, 1905. 


ARTILLERY CORPS, 


Lieut. Col. Ephraim T. C. Richmond (since retired from 
active service), Artillery Corps, to be colonel from May 20, 


1905. 

Lieut. Col. Ramsay D. Potts, Artillery Corps; to be colonel 
from June 8, 1905. 

Lieut. Col. Elbridge R. Hills, detailed military secretary, to 
be colonel from June 19, 1905. 

Lieut. Col. Sydney W. Taylor, Artillery Corps, to be colonel 
from June 20, 1905. 

Lient. Col. Luigi Lomia, Artillery Corps, to be colonel from 
November 7, 1905. 

Maj. John D. ©. Hoskins, detailed inspector-general, to be 
lieutenant-colonel from March 22, 1905. 

Maj. Henry L. Harris, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant-colonel 
from April 12, 1905. 

Maj. Arthur Murray, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant-colonel 
from April 14, 1905. 

Maj. William E. Birkhimer, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from May 20, 1905. 


Maj. John A. Lundeen, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from June 8, 1905. 
Maj. Medorem Crawford, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from June 20, 1905. 
Maj. Garland N. Whistler, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from June 30, 1905. 
Maj. Hugh A. Reed, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant-colonel 
from September 16, 1905. 
Maj. Albert S. Cummins, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from November 7, 1905. 
ae a Albert C. Blunt, Artillery Corps, to be major from April 
2, 1905. 
Capt. William C. Rafferty, Artillery Corps, to be major from 
April 14, 1905. 
Capt. Warren P. Newcomb, Artillery Corps, to be major from 
May 20, 1905. 
Capt. Charles L. Phillips, Artillery Corps, to be major from 
June 8, 1905. 
Capt. Charles J. Bailey, Artillery Corps, to be major from 
June 11, 1905. 
Capt. Clarence P. Townsley, detailed quartermaster, to be 
major from June 20, 1905. 
Capt. George F. Barney, Artillery Corps, to be major from 
June 30, 1905. 
Capt. David J. Rumbough, Artillery Corps, to be major from 
September 16, 1905. 
Capt. Millard F. Harmon, Artillery Corps, to be major from 
November 7, 1905. 
First Lieut. Gwynn R. Hancock, Artillery Corps, to be cap- 
tain from April 12, 1905. 
First Lieut. Dan T. Moore, Artillery Corps, to be captain from 
April 14, 1905. 
First Lieut. Clarence B. Smith, Artillery Corps, to be captain 
from May 20, 1905. 
First Lieut. Russell P. Reeder, Artillery Corps, to be captain 
from June 8, 1905. 
First Lieut. Robert F. McMillan, Artillery Corps, to be cap- 
tain from June 11, 1905. 
First Lieut. Godwin Ordway, Artillery Corps, to be captain 
from June 30, 1905. 
First Lieut. Charles E. Kilbourne, Artillery Corps, to be cap- 
tain from July 17, 1905. 
First Lieut. Edward HiH, Artillery Corps, to be captain from 
September 3, 1905. 
First Lieut. William H. Monroe, Artillery Corps, to be captain 
from September 16, 1905. 
First Lieut. Richard T. Ellis, Artillery Corps, to be captain 
from September 16, 1905. 
Second Lieut. Wesley W. K. Hamilton, Artillery Corps, to be 
first lieutenant from January 23, 1905. 
Second Lieut. Hugh S. Brown, Artillery Corps, to be first lieu- 
tenant from February 2, 1905. 
Second Lieut. Henry H. Scott, Artillery Corps, to be first lieu- 
te ant from February 24, 1905. 
Second Lieut. Benjamin H. Kerfoot, Artillery Corps, to be 
first lieutenant from April 12. 1905. 
Second Lieut. William S. Browning, Artillery Corps, to be 
first lieutenant from April 12, 1905. 
Second Lient. Francis W. Clark, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from April 14, 1905. 
Second Lieut. Joseph F. Barnes, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from May 7, 1905. 
Second Lieut. Edward Canfield, jr., Artillery Corps, to be 
first lieutenant from May 10, 1905. 
Second Lieut. William P. Ennis, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from May 20, 1905. 
Second Lieut. Arthur H. Bryant, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from June 8, 1905. 
Second Lieut. Willis G. Peace, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from June 11, 1905. 
Second Lieut. William P. Platt, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from June 19, 1905. 
Second Lieut. Guy E. Carleton, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from June 30, 1905. 
Second Lieut. Herbert G. Millar, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from July 17, 1905. 
Second Lieut. Dennis H. Currie, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lientenart from August 6, 1905. 
Second Lieut. Beverly . Browne, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from August 9, 1 
Second Lieut. Edward M. Aide, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from August 24, 1905. 
Second Lieut. William R. Bettison, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from September 3, 1905. 
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Second Lieut. Raymond S. Pratt, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from September 16, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Alfred A. Maybach, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from September 16, 1905. 


INFANTRY ARM. 


Lieut. Col. Calvin D. Cowles, Fourth Infantry, to be colonel 
from April 11, 1905. 

Lieut. Col. George P. Borden, Fifth Infantry, to be colonel 
from April 14, 1905. 

Lieut. Col. William B. Wheeler, Second Infantry, to be colonel 
from October 11, 1905. 

Lieut. Col. Walter S. Scott, Eleventh Infantry, to be colonel 
from October 30, 1905. 

Maj. James A. Irons, Sixteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from April 9, 1905. 

Maj. Leonard A. Lovering, detailed inspector-general, to be 
lieutenant-colonel from April 11, 1905. 

Maj. Robert K. Evans, detailed military secretary, to be 
lieutenant-colonel from April 14, 1905. 

Maj. George F. Cooke, Twenty-sixth Infantry, to be lieuten- 
aut-colonel from July 28, 1905. 

Maj. Charles St. J. Chubb, Fifteenth SAUT; to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel from October 11, 1905. 

Maj. Palmer G. Wood, Twelfth tan, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from October 30, 1905. 

Capt. William F. Blauvelt, detailed paymaster, to be major 
from April 9, 1905. 

Capt. Henry C. Hodges, jr., detailed quartermaster, to be 
major from July 15, 1905. 

Capt. Robert L. Hirst, Twelfth Infantry, to be major from 
July 20, 1905. 

Capt. Harris L. Roberts, Second Infantry, to be major from 
July 28, 1905. 

Capt. Waiter H. Chatfield, Fifth Infantry, to be major from 
August 15, 1905. 

Capt. John F. Morrison, Twentieth Infantry, to be major 
from October 6, 1905. 

Capt. Andrew S. Rowan, Nineteenth Infantry, to be major 
from October 11, 1905. 

Capt. Frank B. Andrus, Eighth Infantry, to be major from 
October 30, 1905. 

First Lieut. Benjamin H. Watkins, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to 
be captain from February 11, 1905. 

First Lieut. Robert M. Brambila, Fourteenth Infantry, to be 
captain from February 18, 1905, 

First Lieut. Harry F. Dalton, Sixth Infantry, to be captain 
from April 11, 1905. 

First Lieut. John N. Straat, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain from April 29, 1905. 

First Lieut. George de G. Catlin, Second Infantry, to be cap- 
tain from May 13, 1905. 

First Lieut. Marshall Childs, Twelfth Infantry, to be captain 
from June 17, 1905. 

First Lieut. Henry S. Wagner, Fourteenth Infantry, to be 
captain from June 30, 1905. 

First Lieut. Frederick G. Knabenshue, Fifteenth Infantry, to 
be captain from July 20, 1905. 

First Lieut. George H. Knox, Seventh Infantry, to be captain 
from July 28, 1905. 

First. Lieut. Thomas J. Powers, Twentieth Infantry, to be 
captain from July 28, 1905. 

First Lieut. James E. Bell, Seventeenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain from July 28, 1905. 

First Lieut. Martin L. Crimmins, Nineteenth Infantry, to be 
captain from August 8, 1905. 

First Lieut. Marion M. Weeks, Twenty-first Infantry, to be 
captain from August 15, 1905. 

First Lieut. James M. Love, jr., Twenty-first Infantry, to be 
captain from August 21, 1905. 

First Lieut. Paul H. McCook, Second Infantry, to be captain 
from September 22, 1905. 

First Lieut. Frederick W. Coleman, Thirteenth Infantry, to 
be captain from October 4, 1905. 

Second Lieut. James L. Craig, Twenty-ninth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from December 31, 1904. 

Second Lieut. Edward K. Massee, Seventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from January 15, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Joseph A. Marmon, Fourth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from February 3, 1905. 

Second Lieut. James A. Higgins, Thirtieth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from February 11, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Rinaldo R. Wood, Fifth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from February 18, 1905. 


Second Lieut. Leonard H. Cook, Fifteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from April 11, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Horatio I. Lawrance, Twentieth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from April 11, 1905. 

Second Lieut. William B. Wallace, Twentieth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from April 29, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Wylie T. Conway, Twenty-eighth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant from May 1, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Shepard L. Pike, Eighteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from May 4, 1905. 

Second Lieut. George A. Wieczorek, Second Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from May 4, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Henry G. Stahl, Sixth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant from May 13, 1905. 

Second Lieut. Roy C. Kirtland, Fourteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from May 18, 1905. s 
Second Lieut. Alfred C. Arnold, Thirteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from May 20, 1905. 


OFFICERS PLACED ON THE RETIRED List oF THE ARMY. 
WITH THE RANK OF BRIGADIER-GENERAL. 


Col. Butler D. Price, Sixteenth Infantry, with rank from the 
date upon which he shall be retired from active service. 

Col. Henry H. Adams, retired, with rank from April 11, 1905. 

Col. William A. Jones, retired, with rank from June 26, 1905. 

Col. Henry W. Hubbell, retired, with rank from May 20, 1905. 

Col. Henry C. Ward, retired, with rank from October 30, 1905. 

Col. William Ennis, retired, with rank from November 7, 1905. 


WITH THE RANK OF COLONEL. 
Lieut. Col. John Tweedale, retired, with rank from June 10, 
1905. 
WITH THE RANK OF LIEUTENANT-COLONEL, 


Maj. Seymour Howell, retired, with rank from August 12, 
1905. 

Chaplain (Maj.) George Robinson, retired, with rank from 
March 19, 1905. 

Maj. Otto Becker, retired, with rank from October 4, 1905. 


WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR. 


Chaplain (Capt.) Orville J. Nave, retired, with rank from 
April 30, 1905. 

Chaplain (Capt.) Joseph A. Potter, retired, with rank from 
October 19, 1905. 


MEMBER OF CALIFORNIA DEBRIS COMMISSION. 


Capt. Charles H. McKinstry, Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army, for appointment as a member of the California 
Débris Commission provided for by the act of Congress ap- 
proved March 1, 1893, entitled “An act to create the California 
Débrs Commission and regulate bydraulic mining in the State 
of California,” to which office he was appointed during the last 
recess of the Senate. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA. 

William A. Heck to be postmaster at Cullman, in the county 
of Cullman and State of Alabama. 

John J. Stephens to be postmaster at Attalla, in the county of 
Etowah and State of Alabama. 

CALIFORNIA, 

Norman Ashcroft to be postmaster at Hollywood, in the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California. 

James G. Ferguson to be postmaster at Clovis, in the county 
of Fresno and State of California. 

George W. Humphreys to be postmaster at Dunsmuir, in the 
county of Siskiyou and State of California. 

James T. Negley to be postmaster at Alturas, in the county of 
Modoc and State of California. 

GEORGIA. 

Susie M. Atkinson to be postmaster at Newnan, in the county 
of Coweta and State of Georgia. 

John M. Duff to be postmaster at Tifton, in the county of Tift 
and State of Georgia. 

ILLINOIS. 

John F. Donovan to be postmaster at Kinmundy, in the county 
of Marion and State of Illinois 

Augustus H. Heiple to be postmaster at Washington, in the 
county of Tazewell and State of Illinois. 

William W. Wagner to be postmaster at Hospital, in the 
county of Kankakee and State of Illinois. 

INDIANA. 

Fletcher W. Boyd to be postmaster at Covington, in the 
county of Fountain and State of Indiana. 

John J. Brown to be postmaster at Rockport, in the ceunty of 
Spencer and State of Indiana. 
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Lyman Brandt to be postmaster at Park River, in the county 
of Walsh and State of North Dakota. 
Minnie L. Budge to be postmaster at Grand 8 in the 
county of Grand Forks and State of North Dakota. 
Clarence M. Condit to be postmaster at Westhope, in the 
county of Bottineau and State of North Dakota. 
Jeremiah H. Dooley to be postmaster at Leeds, in the county 
of Benson and State of North Dakota. 
James E. Galehouse, jr., to be postmaster at Carrington, in 
the county of Foster and State of North Dakota. 
Ole Helseth to be postmaster at Balfour, in the county of 
McHenry and State of North Dakota. 
Nelson C. Lawrence to be postmaster at Dickinson, in the 
county of Stark and State of North Dakota. 
Henry T. Nelson to be postmaster at Courtenay, in the county 
of Stutsman and State of North Dakota. 
OHIO. 
W. P. Shepard to be postmaster at Nelsonville, in the county 
of Athens and State of Ohio. 
OKLAHOMA. 
Frank W. Hungate to be postmaster at Hydro, in the county 
of Caddo and Territory of Oklahoma. 
John C. Morphis to be postmaster at Cleveland, in the county 
of Pawnee and Territory of Oklahoma. 
OREGON. 
Arthur Wheelhouse to be postmaster at Arlington, in the 
county of Gilliam and State of Oregon. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
Samuel M. Altdoerffer to be postmaster at Ambridge, in the 
county of Beayer and State of Pennsylvania. 
William D. Gerlach to be postmaster at Hazleton, in the 
county of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 
David Kaye to be postmaster at Monaca, in the county of 
Beaver and State of Pennsylvania. 
Harry B. Klingensmith to be postmaster at Ellsworth, in the 
county of Washington and State of Pennsylvania. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
Sherman C. Denham to be postmaster at Clarksburg, in the 
county of Harrison and State of West Virginia. 
WISCONSIN. 
W. G. Walker to be postmaster at Odanah, in the county of 
Ashland and State of Wisconsin, 


Calvin F. Brown to be postmaster at Pendleton, in the county 
of Madison and State of Indiana. 

Weldon A. Finch to be postmaster at Elwood, in the county of 
Madison and State of Indiana. 

Robert P. Grimes to be postmaster at Anderson, in the county 
of Madison and State of Indiana. 

William W. Kennedy to be postmaster at Martinsville, in the 
county of Morgan and State of Indiana. 

William Miller to be postmaster at Nappanee, in the county 
of Elkhart and State of Indiana. 

Marvin W. Pershing to be postmaster at Tipton, in the county 
of Tipton and State of Indiana. 

Arthur P. Twineham to be postmaster at Princeton, in the 
county of Gibson and State of Indiana. 


MARYLAND. 

Philip T. Harman to be postmaster at Ellicott City, in the 
county of Howard and State of Maryland. 

William F. Lankford to be postmaster at Princess Anne, in 
the county of Somerset and State of Maryland. 

Alfred W. Thompson to be postmaster at Ridgely, in the 
county of Caroline and State of Maryland. 

Gustayus B. Timanus to be postmaster at Laurel, in the 
county of Prince George and State of Maryland. 

George Tise to be postmaster at Hyattsville, in the county of 
Prince George and State of Maryland. 

Emma E. Zimmerman to be postmaster at Emmitsburg, in the 
county of Frederick and State of Maryland. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

George T. Bailey to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

Richard J. Considine to be postmaster at East Whitman, in 
the county of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 

Clarence W. Daugherty to be postmaster at Huntington, in 
the county of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts. 

Henry A. Pease to be postmaster at Edgartown, in the county 
of Dukes and State of Massachusetts. 

Charles L. Scranton to be postmaster at Cottage City, in the 
county of Dukes and State of Massachusetts. 

Leonard R. Smith to be postmaster at East Northfield, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

George L. Holley to be postmaster at Booneville, in the county 
of Prentiss and State of Mississippi. 

Thomas I. Keys to be postmaster at Ocean Springs, in the 
county of Jackson and State of Mississippi. 

Fred H. Powers to be postmaster at Starkville, in the county 
of Oktibbeha and State of Mississippi. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE, 
William A. Patterson to be postmaster at Contoocook, in the 
county of Merrimac and State of New Hampshire. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Jobn A. Ackerman to be postmaster at Orange, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey. 
William M. Bergen to be postmaster at Belmar, in the county 
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 
Jacob Feldman to be postmaster at Woodbine, in the county of 
Cape May and State of New Jersey. 
Nathan W. C. Hays to be postmaster at Burlington, in the 
county of Burlington and State of New Jersey. 
Wilson D. Gill to be postmaster at Paulsboro, in the county 
of Gloucester and State of New Jersey. 
William B. Livezey to be postmaster at Wildwood, in the 
county of Cape May and State of New Jersey. 
William Jeffers to be postmaster at Hackensack, in the 
county of Bergen and State of New Jersey. 
Horace E. Richardson to be postmaster at Cape May Court 
House, in the county of Cape May and State of New Jersey. 
NEW YORK. 
George H. Brown to be postmaster at Kinderhook, in the 
county of Columbia and State of New York. 
George H. Drumm to be postmaster at Chatham, in the county 
of Columbia and State of New York. 
August F. Funk to be postmaster at Philmont, in the county 
of Columbia and State of New York. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
Carlos McLeod to be postmaster at Carthage, in the county of 
Moore and State of North Carolina. 
Albert Miller to be postmaster at Lagrange, in the county of 
Lenoir and State of North Carolina. 


NORTH DAKOTA, 


Clarence C. Banks to be postmaster at Lansford, in the county 
of Bottineau and State of North Dakota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tvurspay, December 19, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. Prayer by the Chaplain, 
Rey. Henry N. Counen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 

Mr. Brantley, a Member-elect from the Eleventh district of 
Georgia, appeared at the bar of the House and took the oath of 
office. 


SITTINGS OF THE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 108. 


Resolved, That the being ttre on the Judiciary and any subcommittee 
thereof have leave during the Fifty-ninth Congress to sit during the 
sessions of the Honse. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution which the Clerk has just reported? [Af- 
ter a pause.] The Chair hears none. The question is on the 
adoption of the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

INVESTIGATION OF BLACK SANDS ON PACIFIC SLOPE. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following resolution, which I send 
to the desk and ask to have read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following 
peso guon, which is on the Calendar, and which the Clerk will 
repo 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the ‘Congress of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
9 to furnish to report on the progress of the investi- 
ion of the black sands o. a Pac fic slope, authority for which was 
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Included in that section of the sundry civil act approved March 3 
1905, which provided for the preparation of the report on the minera 
resources of the United States, and for his opinion as to whether or 
not this investigation should be continued. 


The SPEAKER. This resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining, and was reported to the House 
and is upon the Calendar. Is there objection to its present 
consideration? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to inquire who reported this resolution? 

Mr. BROWN. It was reported from the Committee on Mines 
and Mining yesterday, but the report is not yet in the folding 
room. 

Mr. PAYNE. Who reported it? 

Mr. BROWN. I, myself. ; 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to hear an explanation of what this is. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I will yield such time as is nec- 
essary in order to explain this matter thoroughly to the House 
to the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, this is simply a resolution of 
inquiry. It calls on the Secretary of the Interior to furnish 
the House with information relative to certain experiments 
which have been made during the past summer at a plant 
erected by the Government to treat the black sands of the country 
with a view of determining their mineral constituents, and an 
economical method of the separation of the same. An appro- 
priation was made in the last Congress of $25,000 for the pur- 
pose of carrying on these experiments. The immediate neces- 
sity of the experiments was due to the very rapid increase in 
the price of platinum by reason of the cutting off of the plati- 
num supply from eastern Asia during the Japanese-Russian 
war.. The experiments swere carried on at Portland, Oreg., and 
continued until the fund was exhausted. There is a plant of 
considerable size there, but it is impossible to further continue 
these experiments owing to exhaustion of the appropriation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, is it not a fact that the Geo- 
logical Survey, in a letter addressed to the Senate, has made a 
complete report of the result of the investigation as far as the 
investigation has gone? 

Mr. MONDELL. It is true that the Secretary of the Interior 
has sent such a letter to the Senate, but it is also true that that 
report is not officially before the House, and this resolution is 
introduced for the purpose of bringing a report before the House 
officially. 

Mr. DALZELL. Isn’t there a communication addressed to 
the House or the Senate by the Secretary of the Interior and 
published as a document on this subject? 

Mr. MONDELL. Not bringing out fully the information 
asked for in this resolution. The Secretary of the Interior has 
addressed the Senate on the subject, but there is nothing offi- 
cially before the House, and it is for the purpose of bringing 
before the House committees the information desired that this 
resolution is asked for. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, the information the gentleman de- 
sires by this resolution is not embodied in this House document. 

Mr. MONDELL. It is not embodied in any House document 
I know of. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is embodied, however, in the Senate docu- 
ment. 

Mr. MONDELL. It is embodied in a communication sent to 
the Senate in response to a resolution similar to this. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Would it not be just as well to have the 
Senate document printed for the information and use of the 
House? 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, the report is rather brief, and I will 
say to the Members of the House that the resolution was intro- 
duced in the House and Senate about the same time. The Sen- 
ate resolution unfortunately did not ask that information be 
sent to the Congress, but to the Senate, and therefore the House 
has not this information officially before it, and this resolution 
will bring somewhat the same information, I presume, from the 
Secretary to the Speaker as the Senate resolution brought. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman a question. As I understand, 
this information called for by this resolution has been sent to 
the Senate. 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. If it is not already printed as a document, it 
probably will be printed as a document, so that if it is printed 
by the House as a document it will be a duplication of printing. 

Mr. MONDELL. It is not proposed to have this printed as 
a document, but simply proposed that the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior shall inform the House in a communication. 

Mr. MANN. I say to the gentleman if it comes here it nat- 
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urally is printed as a document. Now, I suggest to the gentle- 
man if the Committee on Mines and Mining need.this informa- 
tion from the Secretary for their benefit they can get it by 
addressing a letter to the Secretary or Director of the Geolog- 
ical Survey. Every committee of the House gets that informa- 
fon upon request, and here is a proposition to duplicate print- 
ng— 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, Mr. Speaker, there is no proposition 
to duplicate printing at all. This communication has not been 
printed. I do not know that anyone has suggested that it be 
printed. It is the desire of the people living in many of the 
Western as well as some of the Eastern States, who have min- 
eral lands which they desire to have tested by the Government, 
to have this information officially in the hands of the commit- 
tees of the House. This information will be embodied in a com- 
paratively brief letter, and this resolution will bring it before 
the House. 

Mr. DALZELL. This resolution if passed will give the House 
information that is not to be had from any other source up to 
this time. 

yl MONDELL. That is true, sir, so far as the House is con- 
cern 

Mr. MANN. Has not this information been 
Senate? 

Mr. MONDELL. I think it has not; I am confident it has 
not. 

Mr. MANN. My understanding is the response of the Director 
of the Geological Survey has been printed in the Senate. 
4 Mr. MONDELL, Mr. Speaker, I have no knowledge of the 

act. 

Mr. MANN. Then would it not be well to let this go over and 
ascertain that fact? : 

Mr. MONDELL. But even if it had been printed there is no 
expense attached to asking the Secretary of the Interior to ad- 
dress a letter to the Speaker on the subject. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question, and that 
is, if in response to this inquiry a letter would come from the 
Secretary to the Speaker direct? 

Mr. MONDELL. It would. 

Mr. PAYNE. And by him of course under the rules it would 
be referred to some committee and ordered to be printed, so by 
force of the rules if it comes here it will be printed as a docu- 
ment of the House. Now, is not that correct? 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not think that necessarily follows. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is the invariable course, as I understand, 
and the same rule obtains in the Senate, so if it went to the 
Senate it must have been already printed. 

Mr. DALZELL. But the gentleman says this calls for infor- 
mation which is not available in any other form. 

Mr. PAYNE. But I understood the gentleman also to say this 
would bring a letter that has already gone to the Senate. 

Mr. MONDELL. That is true; the Secretary has addressed 
the Senate on this subject, but that information is not officially 
before the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. But did not the gentleman state it? 

Mr. MONDELL. I stated that a similar resolution had been 
introduced in the Senate, and in answer to that resolution the 
Secretary of the Interior had written a letter to the President 
of the Senate in due and proper form. 

Mr. PAYNE. And in answer to this inquiry the same letter 
in duplicate would come to the House. 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, I assume that some similar document 
would come here, and I desired to have it here officially in order 
that it might be considered by the committee, 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will allow me to make a sug- 
gestion, I think I can tell him how he can get that letter 
officially. 

Mr. MONDELL. What objection has the gentleman to having 
the information before the House? Why this sudden spasm of 
economy ? 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from Wyoming will pardon me, 
I will say if this precedent be set the House will soon be 
deluged with resolutions of that sort, because every Department 
of the Government with a hobby wants to get a report before 
the House and have it printed as a document. Now, I would 
suggest to the gentleman how he can get it officially before his 
committee and before the House without violating the prece- 
dents of the House. Let him call upon the Secretary for the 
information and receive the letter and report it to the House, 
if the House be entitled to it, and have it printed as a part of 
the report. That saves the precedent of the House as to getting 
the information officially before the committee and the House. 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman 
for the kind suggestion, but desire to inform him that this vio- 
lates no precedent of the House whatever; information is often 
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obtained by the House in this way; it is the usual way of 
obtaining it. This is a small document. It pertains to a sub- 
ject in which a vast number of people are interested. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. MONDELL, I will. f 

Mr. TAWNEY. Have you not seen the Senate document? 

Mr. MONDELL. I have seen a copy of the Senate typewrit- 
ten communication. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Doctor Day, of the Geological Survey, called 
on me a few days ago with a printed report from the Survey on 
the result of the investigation and tests they have been making 
at Portland under the appropriation of $25,000 made by the 
last Congress. Now, that report is full and in detail, covering 
the percentage of platinum in all of the different samples they 
have tested, and also covering a full description of the processes 
that have been employed by the Geological Survey in separating 
the platinum from the gold. That communication was made to 
the Senate and has been printed in full and in detail, and inas- 
much as the resolution will obtain no further information than 
that, it seems to me entirely unnecessary to duplicate it. 

Mr. MONDELL. I will say to the gentleman that the com- 
munication to which he refers, and two other communications 
which have been printed, do not contain all of the information 
obtainable relative to this investigation. What we desire is 
in a concise, compact form; a statement as to what has been 
accomplished, the general results of this investigation, and, in 
the opinion of the Secretary, the necessity, in view of the fact 
that there are 80 tons of material, consisting of some 600 
samples from 20 States, piled up at the plant awaiting treat- 
ment, of further prosecuting the investigation. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield 
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS]? 

Mr. MONDELL. With pleasure. ; 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to ask the gentleman if 
the Geological Survey has not authority to print geological 
bulletins, and does not the Director, Mr. Walcott, send them out 
over the United States all the while, and in view of that fact 
could not this information be given to the public and the gentle- 
man’s committee through one of these geological bulletins? 

Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman listened to the reading of 
the resolution, he will recall that the resolution asks the Secre- 
tary for a statement.as to the results of these investigations 
and the advisability of continuing them. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Has he not the right, without any 
authority of Congress to further authorize him, to print this 
as a bulletin, instead of coming to Congress, so that the general 
public can get the information? 

Mr. MONDELL. What objection has the gentleman to the 
House having this information? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Nothing, except that it might 
duplicate the printing. 

Mr. MONDELL. There will be nothing duplicated by this 
resolution, I think. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I think it should be printed, espe- 
cially the bulletin, to give to the House and the committee the 
information desired. 

Mr. MONDELL. The information asked for in this resolu- 
tion has never been officially before the House and will not be 
unless it is obtained in this form through a resolution of this 
character. 

Mr. DALZELL. I want to say to the gentleman that my con- 
stituents are very much interested in a continuance of this 
investigation, and I am, therefore, with him in his desire to get 
all the information possible. I have here a document, No. 65, 
printed at this session of this Congress, which contains a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior, written in response to a 
Senate resolution. The gentleman is undoubtedly familiar 
with the document. Now, is the information that he is seeking 
something in addition to what is contained in this document? 
I think if the House were persuaded that what he asks is some- 
thing that has not already been furnished the House the House 
would be willing to pass his resolution. 

Mr. MONDELL. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that the informa- 
tion we desire is in addition to the information contained in this 
document, because the information in this document does not 
enlighten the House fully and officially on the subject. If the 
House will bear with me a moment, I will repeat there are a 
vast number of samples piled up out there at Portland—some 
600 different samples from 20 different States. They can not 
be treated because the appropriation is exhausted. The plant 
is there ready to be started at any time, and we desire to learn 
officially from the Secretary as to this condition surrounding 
the investigation and the necessity of continuing it by reason 
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of the very great good that has already been aecomplished and 
the further good that will be accomplished by the examination 
of the samples now piled up at the Government plant and such 
as may be received. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. Does not the gentleman think that this matter 
of authorizing the printing of documents ought to go to the 
Joint Committee on Printing, of which the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CHARLES B. Lanpts] is the leading member, be- 
cause the President has recommended economy in the printing 
business, and the newspapers last winter said that committee 
was going to save a million dollars in the printing bills? It 
looks like if they were going to make any saving they ought to 
be doing it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

out MANN. Mr. Speaker, for the present I will have to 
object. 

Mr. MONDELL. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MONDELL. Is not this a privileged resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the first part of the reso- 
lution privileged. The latter part is not privileged; and that 
destroys the privilege of the whole resolution. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of House resolution 42. 

The SPEAKER. Pending that, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania wants to make a request. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to print some remarks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. MEYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the reference of the bill (H. R. 377) to extend the limits of 
the port of entry of New Orelans, La., be changed from the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

The motion to go into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union was then agreed to. 


DISTRIBUTION OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. BUTLER of Pennsyl- 
vania in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
House resolution 42. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I read a 
few days since a statement in the leading Republican organ of 
this city, the Evening Times, enumerating the number of. bills 
that had been introduced in this House since the 4th day of 
December that ignored, or tendered to ignore, the well-established 
and distinctly reserved rights of the States by invoking Fed- 
eral control. I was glad, Mr. Chairman, if I recollect correctly, 
that that staunch eRpublican organ condemned the tendency 
of the “ present times” toward centralization. I accept such a 
declaration as a gratifying protest. Many of these bills that 
were enumerated in that statement came from Democrats. I 
rejoice, Mr. Chairman, that this discussion has presented an 
occasion for a revival of loyalty and allegiance on this side of 
this House, as well as on the other side of the Chamber, to 
the great fundamental doctrines that lie at the foundation of 
our complex and dual national system of government, both 
State and Federal. Mr. Chairman, I especially rejoice that 
such a discussion as we have witnessed here in the past two 
days precedes the discussion of a subject that surely will be 
brought to the attention of this Congress at a later day for 
consideration and action; a question, Mr. Chairman, far more 
important than the matter of whether insurance is commerce 
or not; a question that involves not only millions of dollars, 
but a question that involves the protection of the life and the 
health of the people—the exclusive control of quarantine by 
the Federal Government. 

It is, Mr. Chairman, unwise and unsafe, in my opinion, for 
the Congress to permit the inspirations of any unusual event, 
fact, or development that appeals to or arouses the public mind 
in a fervid manner to dictate or influence what is intended to 
be remedial legislation. 

This Congress, Mr. Chairman, assembled on the 4th day of 
December under the shadows of two great recent developments 
or conditions, one occurring in the northern section of our coun- 
try and the other occurring in the southern section, which have 
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focused public opinion, and they are to-day weighing and press- 
ing earnestly upon the public mind, demanding Federal control 
where the Federal Government has never before exercised su- 
preme control. The one, as I have just said, being in the North, 
and the other in the South. The one is the startling, shame- 
less, aggressive, and grasping demoralization and dishonesty 
unearthed in the insurance investigation in the city of New 
York; the other the strong and earnest clamor that comes up 
from certain sections of the South, following the dreaded and 
appalling visitation of the epidemic of yellow fever; both de- 
manding or urging Federal control of these two great questions 
of insurance and health, The highest court of our country has 
solemnly declared that insurance is not commerce, but that it 
is a mere instrumentality of commercial exchange—an individ- 
ual contract. It is not denied by anyone in the hearing of my 
voice that the protection of health is strictly a police regulation 
belonging to the State, yet we have it asserted by men of dis- 
tinction and ability that the Federal Government should take 
control of these two great questions. Why, Mr. Chairman, the 
statement of the proposition itself is enough to cause this House 
of Representatives to pause and think well before we enact 
any legislation on that line. 

In the remarks that I intend to make I shall not undertake to 
enter into a discussion of the insurance question. That has 
been ably done, and been of great benefit to our country, and 
done in a patriotic manner. 

If we follow the ordinary course of this House, in my opinion 
that part of the President’s message relating to insurance 
must necessarily go to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce of this House. The claim asserted by the distin- 
guished gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, is an absolute confession 
that insurance is not commerce, because he says that he is 
reaching out for it for that great committee in order to use the 
taxing power of the Goyernment, a power that we know, if 
exercised to its full extent, can mean and does mean destruc- 
tion. What kind of a tax could be placed upon the business of 
insurance? Do we mean to drive it out of existence, as we in- 
tended to drive another industry out of existence when we 
passed the oleomargarine bill and taxed that industry out of 
existence to help another competitive industry? Nobody in- 
tends or desires to do that. The taxing power of the Govern- 
ment should only be used to create revenue. Any other use of 
it is an abuse. 

And in this connection, suppose it is referred to the Judiciary 
Committee, What would be the result? Stare decisis governs 
lawyers. They are confronted by the decisions of the highest 
court of this country that insurance is not commerce, that it is a 
contract made by individuals, that it is an instrumentality of 
commercial exchange. 

What can you expect from that committee? I know it has 
to be referred somewhere, because it is not admissible and 
proper, in the Committee of the Whole, to ask that it be laid on 
the table. I do not subscribe to the doctrine that I have heard 
asserted frequently in this discussion, nor do I believe that we 
can find justification or excuse that, because a matter belonging 
exclusively to State control has grown and enlarged and become 
more important, and that the Federal Government, in the supe- 
riority of its equipments and facilities, is better prepared to take 
charge, thereby it becomes the subject of Federal control. 
If it belongs to the jurisdiction of the States, as one of the local 
and domestic positive powers of the State, it matters not, in my 
judgment, how large it grows, how it stretches from the area of 
one State to another. It still remains the subject of State ju- 
risdiction. 

Why, suppose we follow this reasoning to its logical con- 
clusion. It would be but a short time, with the tendencies of 
these times, that Federal control would absorb the reserved 
right of States to restrict and punish its criminals by its own 
local statutes. It would not only do that, but it would absorb 
the right of the State to protect the peace and the morals of the 
people. Therefore I say that there is a part of the President's 
message which I look upon as being unsafe and dangerous. 

I dissent from the views of the Chief Executive of our Repub- 
lic, and do it with great respect and profound regard. It is an 
argument or a plea for Federal control simply because the in- 
surance business has expanded and grown larger and more 
powerful. He says, “The great insurance companies afford 
striking examples of corporations whose business has extended 
so far beyond the jurisdiction of the State which created them as 
to preclude strict enforcement of supervision and regulation by 
the parent State.” I propound this question to the members of 
this committee : 

Wherein and how has it changed in its methods and manners 
so as to invite Federal control? Is it not conducted in the same 
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way now substantially as it was when the first decision of the 
Supreme Court was made declaring that insurance is not com- 
merce? Are not solicitors sent out for patronage, and when 
reported back to the parent office policies are issued? It is 
still an individual contract. No more a matter of interstate 
commerce than a promissory note I might execute to a citizen 
of another State. I know that more people take policies of 
insurance to-day than they did twenty years ago. Why? Be- 
cause there are a great many more people in this country than 
there were then. Are we not, Mr. Chairman, establishing a 
precedent in this House by our legislation by saying that because 
it goes from one State to another we should abandon the State 
government control of its fundamental rights, its home rule, and 
its home rights? It preeminently behooves Congress to check 
and stay such tendencies. Follow it to its logical conclusion. 
Follow these expressions of the President of the United States 
to their logical results, and no man can predict the end. 

Mr. Chairman, it is proclaimed abroad throughout the land 
that we have become a great world power, that we are grow- 
ing and expanding. If that be true, and it is true, then cen- 
tralization of the most intense character will soon follow. Ah, 
Mr. Chairman, I fear that that is too true. But the President 
goes further in his message with expressions of relief that I 
cordially indorse: 

Of course the — 5 complete remedy for this condition must be found 
In an aroused public conscience, a higher sense of ethical conduct in 
the community at large, and especially among business men and in the 
great profession of the law, and in the growth of a spirit which con- 

mns all rating gf whether in rich man or in poor man, whether it 
takes the shape of bribery or of blackmail. 

The fact is that the States have had no opportunity to show 
what they can do. I do not think any State in the Union would 
be remiss or derelict in meting out punishment to men who dis- 
honestly and flagrantly, for political purposes and otherwise, 
criminally use the funds committed to their hands for unlawful 
purposes in utter disregard of their fiduciary obligations. I 
think that the State courts would be just as efficient to discharge 
these duties as a Federal court. 

Again, is it possible that anyone could contend fairly that 
that quickened conscience that will impel the sternest action 
ean not be found to exist among the citizens of a State? I 
believe that all laws that are made that are not upheld by public 
sentiment are the most likely to be laxly executed; that de- 
velopments that are made in New York in the investigation of 
insurance has aroused the quickened public conscience of the 
people of the States, and that the State will administer just as 
effectually and thoroughly as the Federal Government would 
administer a penal statute prohibiting such crimes. I say this 
without one single sentiment of hostility to Federal control in 
its legitimate sphere. I believe in the old democratic doc- 
trine—I mean the democratic doctrine that is the life and spirit 
of our Republic—that the nearer you get to the great body of 
the masses of the people the nearer you represent their true 
sentiment, their loyalty and affection, their individual liberties, 
and carry out the true principles of our republican form of 
Government. [Applause.] 

Why, then, should we calculate that the Supreme Court, after 
having discharged its plain duty under the Constitution and 
declared insurance not to be commerce, ete.—why should we 
declare that the Supreme Court will change its decision? I 
know that the distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN] has said that sometimes supreme courts, both State and 
Federal, change their opinions. Where have they changed it 
on a great fundamental principle that Hes at the very foundation 
of our Republic in the matter of the undenied control of the 
States over all matters of personal contract? Let anyone point 
to an instance. There are cases where State supreme courts 
and Federal Supreme Courts have changed their opinions. In 
that connection, following out his characteristic frankness and 
honesty, I see that Hon. Alton B. Parker has changed his opin- 
ion about a matter wherein he gave his opinion in connection 
with the ballots in New York. That was honest and fair. And 
that reminds me, when we look back and see the factors 
that led up to the development of these great wrongs, this ag- 
gressive dishonesty that is described so powerfully in the Presi- 
dent’s message, who was it that first called public attention to 
the enormities being perpetrated by corporations in the unlaw- 
ful use of their funds? It was a charge made by Judge Parker 
during the Presidential campaign of last year. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] He charged that there was rottenness, 
that there were improper contributions being made from trust 
funds of corporations for the purpose of carrying on a political 
campaign. Who says to-day that what he declared has not been 
overwhelmingly established as the truth? I say, who says it? 
No one dare rise up and say that the charge that Judge Parker 
made has not been fully verified and established, and that he 
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has been vindicated, and that he stands proudly as one of the 
bold, brave, honest citizens of our Republic. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the President still goes further: 

In my last annual message I recommended that the Con care- 
fully consider whether the power of the Bureau of Corporations can not 
constitutionally be extended to cover interstate transactions and insur- 
ance. 

Mr. Chairman, that reminds me of a very important matter 
of legislation that occurred February 10, 1903. Many of you will 
remember in the creation of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor it was insisted, for the purpose of controlling trusts and 
combinations, that a particular feature for publicity be ingrafted 
on that bill. It was my honor to serve on the conference com- 
mittee with the distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN] and the distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann], with Senator Hanna, Senator NELSON, and Senator 
Cray. That question came up about what was known as the 
“Nelson substitute.” What was the Nelson substitute? And 
in that connection I say that it was my pleasure to come here 
on the floor of this House and dissent to the report of that con- 
ference committee on that “ publicity” feature. In that con- 
nection I used this language on the 10th day of February, 1903: 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I dissent most earnestly and sincerely from this 
Nelson substitute. T believe it to be an ultra dilution of a . 
injection of so-called “ antitrust legislation.” I believe it to a trav- 
oey upon what its friends represent and claim to be its only virtue— 
publicity. 

It is well that we can look at things dispassionately. It was 
claimed that that was all of the antitrust legislation that was 
needed to regulate these great combines and trusts at that 
time—vociferously claimed and earnestly argued. True, I put 
my humble protest in against it, but I desire to test the declara- 
tions of the gentlemen who advocated it and so earnestly sup- 
ported that “ Nelson substitute” as to the fruits and results of 
it nearly three years afterwards. What was that substitute? 

The said Commissioner shall have power and authority to make, 
under the direction and control of the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, diligent investigation into the organization, conduct, and man- 
agement of the business of any corporation, joint stock company, or 
corporate combine engaged in commerce among the several States and 
with foreign nations, excepting common carriers, and gather such in- 
formation and data as will enable the President of the United States 
to make recommendations to Congress for legislation for the regulation 
of such commerce, and to report such data to the President from time 


to time as he shall require, and the information so obtained, or as much 
thereof as the President may direct, shall be made public. 


I pause and ask, What information on the subject of unlawful 
and oppressive combines and trusts has ever been conveyed to 
the President of the United States during the three past years 
by the Commissioner of Corporations of the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor? Has anyone heard of the use of his powers 
by the Commissioner under that publicity law? The power was 
given in that substitute, the Nelson substitute, for the Presi- 
dent to call for facts and information and hold in his hand just 
such part of it as he saw fit, and give to the public the balance. 
Have any facts furnished the President by the Commissioner 
been given to the public? 

I put it to any Republican on the other side of this Chamber 
or elsewhere, point me to a single instance where that investi- 
gation or collection of facts has been made by the Commissioner 
of Corporations in that Department. The power was in his 
hands. The mighty Standard Oil Company, the steel trust, and 
all other kindred combinations were there, and what has he 
done? And yet the President in his message recommends that 
we shall confer still greater power upon the Bureau of Corpora- 
tions, in charge now of the same Commissioner. Is there any- 
thing to encourage me or you or anyone else to give further 
power to that Bureau for the investigation of trusts and com- 
binations? None whatever. The Nelson substitute—the pub- 
licity law—has been a dead law, a failure, not because it had 
no field to operate in; the game was abundant. Permit me 
now, Mr. Chairman, to present another subject occupying a 
more delicate and sensitive relation to the reserved rights of 
the States than insurance. I, of course, refer to quarantine. 

In the trail or wake of the appalling and dreadful epidemic 
of yellow fever in the South there is a great clamor made for 
Federal control. No man could take his stand on the floor of 
this House who is more eager and anxious to forever banish 
that dreaded disease and plague from the shores of the South 
than am I; but rather than sacrifice one of the fundamental 
rights of my State, or its domestic and local control of one of 
its reserved powers, I would be willing to fight the yellow fever 
for ages to come. We are encouraged to believe that under the 
advance of science it will not be long before we will be 
free from this scourge. Many public men express the opinion 
that we want Federal control. They do not stop to consider 
the far-reaching effects of such a proposition. 

The position that I take is that I concede that there is no 
violation of the reserved rights of the States in this proposi- 


tion; that the Federal Government controls quarantine so as to 
prevent the importation of disease from foreign countries or 
the spread of disease from one State to the other. By so doing 
the Government is but exercising its constitutional function. 
That, Mr. Chairman, the Government is doing to-day, and I 
contend that under the present law the Government has clothed 
the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service with all the 
authority and power that Congress is authorized under the 
Constitution to give. But the other proposition is, and the real 
question is, can a Federal quarantine law, giving Federal 
health authorities supreme control, be framed within constitu- 
tional limits and not interfere with the positive reserve rights 
of-the States? That is the main question. When I remember 
that Federal jurisdiction of quarantine is exercised primarily 
in the interest of commerce and that State jurisdiction is ex- 
ercised primarily for the protection of life and health in dif- 
ferent communities and secondarily in the interest of commerce, 
then I dissent from this proposition. Now, if any gentleman 
will take the trouble to investigate Federal legislation on quar- 
antine he will find that every act of Congress up to 1900 on the 
subject of quarantine was in aid of the enforcement of State 
laws. I do not contend that if the Government can lawfully 
and rightfully exercise a certain constitutional function the 
mere failure to do that abnegates or causes the Government to 
abandon it. Let us look at the law. 

The first law we have on the subject is “An act to prevent 
the introduction of contagious diseases from one State to an- 
other, and for the punishment of certain offenses,” approved on 
the 27th day of March, 1890. What more authority can the Goy- 
ernment give to the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service 
than to give the control of interstate quarantine? The next 
law, Mr. Chairman, on this subject is “An act granting addi- 
tional quarantine powers and imposing additional duties upon 
the Marine-Hospital Service,” which is now known as the Pub- 
lic Health and Marine-Hospital Service. This act requires the 
Surgeon-General and even the President of the United States 
to maintain officers at foreign ports, medical or otherwise, or con- 
suls, and not to let any vessel leave that port until it comes with 
a “bill of health.” That is control of foreign quarantine in its 
supremest manner. Why, some gentleman said to me: The 
Government has no right, it is extrajudicial to assert a power or 
to make a law that is to operate in a foreign port.” I admit 
that is true. The Secretary of the Treasury by this law is 
required to formulate rules and regulations for the inspection of 
those vessels, and the answer that I make is that if those ves- 
sels do not allow that inspection to take place and to receive 
that bill of health, why we certainly have control over this side 
of the waters and we can prevent them from coming into our 
ports and landing unless they comply with our requirements. 
That is the answer to it. There is the legislation giving Federal 
control, in which I agree and believe, and I say right here that 
if the Federal Government had the control, with the consent of 
the States, of the maritime stations that the States control 
that it would be better for us and better for all concerned, ana 
before I conclude I wish to point out what I conceive to be the 
way that can be done. Now, that is the legislation of the past. 
Let us look now and see the legislation that took place in 1902, 
and it happened to be my pleasure to have charge of the bill 
that came from the Senate to the floor of the House, and that 
bill ee this. The important section of it was section 7, which 
reads: 

That when in the opinion of the Surgeon-General of the Public 
Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United States the interests 
of the public health would be promoted by a conference of said service 
with State or Territorial boards of health, quarantine authorities, or 
State health officers, the District of Columbia included, he may invite 
as many of said health and quarantine authorities as he deems neces- 
sary or proper_to send delegates, not more than one from each State or 
Territory and District of Columbia, to said conference: Provided, That 
an annual conference of the health authorities of all the States and 
Territories, and the District of Columbia to be entitled to one delegate: 
Territories and the District of Columbia to be entitled to one delegate: 
And provided further, That it shall be the duty of the said Surgeon- 
General to call a conference upon the application of not less than five 
State or Territorial boards of health, quarantine authorities, or State 


health officers, each of said boards or quarantine authorities joining in 
such request to be represented by one delegate, 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I will read the opinion from a distin- 
guished Republican, giving his views on the subject of that sec- 
tion I have just read. The subject was carefully considered 
for days and days trying to get at what was right, what the 
jurisdiction of State and Federal quarantine was. Senator 
Spooner, in the report which he made on this bill, says: 

This section we regard as by all means the most important section in 
the bill. The dividing line between the Federal power of quarantine, 
in its relation to fore Un commerce and interstate commerce, and the 


State power of quarantine and police regulation, in its relation to the 
public health, is undoubtedly real. 


Why, some men think it is a fiction. If you can take charge 
by the Federal Government of quarantine and matters relating 
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to health, why can you not take charge of diphtheria or measles, | The office of the President of the United States was forgotten 


or anything in the way of diseases that are contagious or in- 
fectious? Why does it not lead to that? He continues: 

But it is often very difficult of discernment, and therefore it has 
often happened that State authorities have felt their poron invaded 

Fed authorities, and Federal autho’ have that the 
national function was invaded by State authorities, and out of it all 

grown more or less of friction, necessarily detrimental to t 
ublic interests. No statute, of course, can change the power of the 
Federal authorities as defined by the Constitution, or take away the 
sovereign power of any State in respect of these matters. 

That is all I am contending for to-day. I know that our 
people are aroused under the terrible visitation of yellow fever, 
and by the memory of that which occurred in 1879, in which 
15,000 people lost their lives, with a monetary loss of more than 
a million dollars, which is calculated to lead us from the 
stanch mooring of what is right between the authorities of 
the States and the Government. Why, Doctor Wyman—and I 
say in this connection that I will be glad to see the Bureau of 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service made a separate 
department, but not with a secretary in the Cabinet; in my 
judgment it ought not to be controlled by the Treasury De- 
partment, for there is no compatibility, but make it a separate 
department—Doctor Wyman administers the laws of the Gov- 
ernment with all delicacy, with great ability, with consummate 
skill in all matters of possible friction between the State and 
the Government, and has given full satisfaction by the manner 
in which he has administered them. 

Senator Srooner further said: 

The committee has been impressed with the conviction that in the 

neral public interest some tion Federal legislation of the 

tate health authorities, in the way of consultation upon mor haga of 
vital consequence to the localities, and as to the rules to be put in oper- 
ation by both State and Federal authorities in accomplishing the same 
end, would of necessity bring about better understanding and a coopera- 
tion which would 1 regent a fuller accomplishment of the 
great purpose desired by both the Federal and the State authorities. 

He further predicted that the best of results would follow the 
law, because— 

First. That when, in the opinion of the Surgeon-General, the inter- 
ests of the public health would be promoted by a conference of that 
service with the State or Territorial health officers he may invite 
as many of said health officers and quarantine authorities as he deems 
necessary to send delegates, not more than one from each State or Ter- 
ritory and District of Columbia, to such a conference. 

Second. That an annual conference of the health authorities of the 
States and Territories and District of Columbia shall be called by the 
Surgeon-General, each State, Territory, and the District of Columbia 
to be entitled to one delegate. 

Third. That it shall the duty of the Surgeon-General to call a 
conference upon the application of not less than five State or Terri- 
torial boards of health, quarantine authorities, or State health officers, 
each of said boards or say authorities joining in such request 
to be represented by one delegate. 

I take this occasion to read the well-established and ac- 
cepted judicial view. I know that the Supreme Court of the 
United States, in a decision rendered by Judge Miller, shadows, 
or indicated, some different doctrine than this, but Judge Grier 
in a certain case said: 

It has been frequently decided ny Osa court that the powers which 
relate to the merely municipal regulations, or what may more prop- 
erly called “internal police,” are not surrendered by the States or 
restrained by the Constitution of the United States, and that, conse- 
quently, in relation to these the authority of a State is complete, un- 
qualified, and conclusive. Without attempting to define what are the 
peculiar subjects or limits of this power, it may safely be affirmed that 
every law for the restraint and punishment of crime, for the preserva- 
5 — of the public peace, health, and morals must come within this 
category. 


As subjects of legislation, they are from their very nature of pri- 


mary importance. ‘They lie at the foundation of social existence; the 
are for the protection of life and liberty, and necessarily compel all 
laws on subjects of secon importance, which relate only to proper à 
convenience, or luxury, to e when they come in conflict or col- 
lision. Salus populi suprema lex. 


That is the fundamental doctrine. Mr. Chairman, I am re- 
peating a great deal of the well-established doctrine as declared 
by our Supreme Court. I am repeating it simply for the reason 
that I believe that there is a strong and intelligent view and 
feeling prevailing in many sections of the South upon the 
advisability of supreme Federal control of quarantine. We 
have had it said over and over again to us by the northern 
people and by the Republican Representatives on this floor that 
they are willing to abide by whatever law the southern Repre- 
sentatives and the Southern States are of opinion will protect 
them from a visitation of yellow fever again. We are grateful 
for that generous sentiment. We appreciate it. As a southern 
man I do not invite them to give their sanction or their vote, 
and they would not do it if I did, to any proposition that ignored 
a fundamental, domestic, local right of a State. Why, Mr. 
Chairman, no people on earth could have been more grateful to 
the President of the United States for the absolute and unquali- 
fied courage and profound and earnest sympathy that welled up 
in his heart for our stricken people, that he manifested when he 
visited New Orleans. It was accepted with profound gratitude. 


in the appreciation and the esteem that they accorded the man, 
But let us see for a moment what Doctor Wyman says about 
this matter. Listen to him talking abouf the law of 1902: 


The conferences called for by this act are very valuable in preventing 


the — of epidemic diseases by insuring cooperation of State au- 
thorities with the Public Health and Marine-H tal Service. Matters 
of sanitary interest, ventilation, housing, dis of garbage, etc., and 


matters relating to prevention of epidemic diseases are considered by 
special committees appointed by 9 for that purpose. 

The State health authorities are thus ought into close relationship 
with the Public Health and Marine-Hospi Service. The municipal 
health officers, through their dealings with the State board of health 
form a part of the system. The result is an Interchange of views of 
mutual understanding between all health authorities, and the closer 
relations thus established will be of great benefit in the public-health 
work of the future. 

I think there ought to be an amendment to that law to the 
effect that every chairman of a board of health, or other desig- 
nated State health officer, ought to be ex officio a member of the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service. Doctor Wyman, I 
am certain, has recommended the same. Let them sit down at 
the same board and confer with each other, and in that confer- 
ence agree upon rules of uniformity that will prevent many of 
the useless restrictions on travel and embargoes that were 
placed upon commerce and avoid serious inconvenience to peo- 
ple that occurred so frequently in the Southern States during 
the reign of the epidemic. Why, it went up as far north as 
Cairo, III. We suffered immensely in the derangement of our 
business matters, and consequently great loss of money. All we 
need is for the State to consent that this board of health, its 
president of the board of health, or any health quarantine officer 
be allowed to sit around the Federal board. 

I would be glad to see a National Federal Board of Health 
with the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service at the head 
of it, so that they would have conferences and would adopt 
rules that would prevail at all ports and in the States. As 
it is now, the Federal Government, while it exercises interstate 
quarantine, can start a train from New Orleans to Louisville, 
going through two or three States, and not a man on that train, 
under the rules and regulations as administered by the State, 
can get off in Alabama or Tennessee unless he complies with 
the regulations prescribed by the State. I would be glad to 
see it so that when a man complied with the rules and require- 
ments, detentions, isolations, and so forth, that are necessary to 
pronounce him free from infectious disease and bears a certifi- 
cate that he should have the right to leave that train at any point 
in Alabama or Tennessee by presenting his certificate and go on 
rejoicing. That is the rule I want. That can neyer be ac- 
complished except by the consent of the State through the 
action of its legislature. 

Mr. GARRETT. Does the gentleman think now that a Fed- 
eral statute could bring that about? I am very much interested 
in what the gentleman has been saying. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. ‘The present statute brings 
that about. 

Mr. GARRETT. Then it makes it possible to permit one to 
get off in violation of the local regulations? That is the point 
at which I am driving. j 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. No; the present statute 
does not do it, and it could not be done except with the consent 
of Alabama and Tennessee. It is impossible for it to be done. 

Mr. GARRETT. And the Federal Government can not enact 
a statute which would permit it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. No, sir; it could not enact 
a statute to permit that man, against the quarantine regulations 
of Alabama, to get off. He would probably have to go to Can- 
ada if the State of Kentucky objected to the same thing, because 
that would be making, my dear sir, the Federal Government 
supreme and exclusive on the question of quarantine in the 
limits of a State. 

Mr. GARRETT. I concur with the gentleman entirely. Just 
one thought further, if the gentleman will permit me. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT. Assuming, now, for a moment that that can 
be done, that the Federal Government can enact a statute which 
would force upon a community the reception of an individual 
traveler through the State that desired to stop at that particu- 
lar station, despite the local quarantine regulation, and assum- 
ing that the Federal Government should pass an act undertaking 
to provide that he might do that, would not this also be true, 
that after he had gotten off the train and had ceased to be an 
interstate passenger he would immediately become subject to 
the police regulations of the State? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. How could he get off the 
train if the State has a guard there to meet every train? Now, 
let me read to my worthy friend from Tennessee a short 
paragraph, 
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Mr. GARRETT. I was assuming that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama (reading)— 

Sup a citizen or an alien, no matter whom, the President of the 
United States or the humblest individual that ever entered the harbor, 
to approach our city, bringing infection, pasren Beer — Py thousands— 
an a 424. Just more dreadful than that . : aag 2 a is 
12 ustly rej a rey ority o aw of nations. 

gr whom is bee peled? the Federal Government? Under 
clause of the timi Y Under which of its powers? Under 


ie commercial power? A traffic in contagion! A tariff on disease! 


Under its war power? A war with the king of terrors! No; the 
State, and the state alone, has the power, and alone is charged with 
the duty of repelling disease and of guarding its confines from the en- 
trance of whatever might injure its citizens. 


Mr. Chairman, I must confess that it is no surprise to me that 
conservative, patriotic citizens from all sections of the Union, 
who love with honesty and sincerity and desire to preserve the 
principles of our Government, are becoming anxious and uneasy 
when they hear that the Federal Government is solicited by 
respectable, good, and intelligent citizens to take charge of con- 
tracts and health within the limits of the States, 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time, and will 
yield it to the gentleman from Virginia. I also ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia does not 
appear to be present. The gentleman from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. STEENERSON]. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Chairman, that there is great diver- 
sity of opinion in this House in reference to this subject of 
insurance dealt with in the President’s message is apparent. 
The discussion so far has to my mind been very instructive and 
beneficial. It is very important to take the right step at this 
time with reference to this portion of the message, because the 
proper action at this time will have an influence upon the action 
that is likely to follow. The gentleman from New York, the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, has contended 
that insurance, not being commerce, should not be referred to 
the Comittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce; that the 
subject can be reached and regulated by means of the exercise 
of the taxing power. It seems to me that his position is un- 
answerable. On the other hand, the gentleman from Iowa, 
chairman of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, contends that notwithstanding the fact that the highest 
court has decided that insurance is no commerce, yet that there 
is a possibility that the court may reverse itself upon that ques- 
tion in view of the assertion on the part of Congress of authority 
over the subject. This same view seems to be expressed by the 
Commissioner of Corporations in his report. He says: 

Seemingly the most effective way to settle the question is for Con- 
gress to so legislate upon the sub as to afford an opportunity to 
present to the Supreme Court the question whether insurance as now 
Sarre is interstate commerce, and hence subject to Federal regu- 

There is a distinction between control under the commerce 
clause of the Constitution and attempted regulation by reason 
of the power of taxation, as suggested by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne], or by reason of the regulation that 
would result from control of the mails, as suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. If the Supreme Court 
should be induced to reverse its decision and hold that insur- 
ance is commerce, under the commerce clause of the Constitu- 
tion, then the authority of Congress over that subject would be 
exclusive of all other authority and would ipso facto destroy all 
State regulation authority and control over the subject. On 
the other hand, if you exercise authority by means of the taxing 
power or any similar power, it would be simply supplemental to 
State authority and State control, and such regulation and con- 
trol would not be interfered with. It would be analogous to the 
matter of the traffic in intoxicating liquors, where the Federal 
authority simply supplements and aids the power of the State 
and municipality. By means of the taxing power the Federal 
Government supplements and helps the government of the State 
and municipality with that subject. 

I was very much impressed by the argument of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Rictarpson] in regard to the quaran- 
tine matter, in which it was argued that the authority of the 
Federal Government can be made to work in conjunction with 
the State authorities, and so, instead of being in conflict, the 
two would work together with more effectiveness than the one. 
I beg to congratulate gentlemen of the minority upon this floor 
on their argument against undue centralization of power in the 
Federal Government. I believe it is wise to retain as much 
power in the local and State governments as is consistent with 
the due and proper exercise of the authority of the General 
Goyernment. I believe almost to the full extent that they do 


in the preservation of State authority, and I am as much 
against undue and unnecessary centralization of power in the 
Federal Government as they possibly can be. Now, what would 
be the result if Congress should enact a law asserting control 
over the subject of insurance as interstate commerce and such 
an act should be upheld by the Supreme Court? It is not life 


insurance alone that is referred to. It is fire insurance, marine 
insurance, casualty insurance, fidelity insurance, and all kinds 
of insurance contracts. This subject is already regulated in 
nearly every State, if not every State in the Union. In the 
State of Minnesota, for more than a generation, we have built 
up a code of laws on the subject of insurance, which laws, we 
think, are wise and beneficial. We make it a condition prece- 
dent to the entry of any foreign corporation into that State for 
the purpose of engaging in insurance that they must comply 
with the regulations that we prescribe. They must pay a fee. 
They must pay a 2 per cent tax upon all premiums paid in. 
The tax on fire-insurance premiums goes to the support and the 
relief of sick, injured, or disabled firemen, and their widows 
and orphans. 

The State of Minnesota in 1903 collected $242,350 from insur- 
ance companies foreign to the State, in 1904 more than a quarter 
of a million, and this year approximately three hundred thon- 
sand, and a large share of this is used for the support of dis- 
abled firemen in the various municipalities, being divided ac- 
cording to the amount of premiums paid by particular localities. 
We do not want these laws destroyed or impaired. 

Now, if you should succeed in inducing the Supreme Court of 
the United States to reverse itself on this question, and to say 
that Congress has the power under the commerce clause to regu- 
late insurance of all kinds, you would deprive the State of its 
authority and destroy all of those statutes that we have on our 
books, and I yenture to say that they are the result of long 
experience and that they are wise laws. They have safely 
guarded the rights of the policy holders of the State in the past. 
We are satisfied with them. We can amend them whenever our 
people so desire. We desire to retain both the control of and 
the revenue from insurance in the State. 

Who have asked for their destruction? Not the people of 
Minnesota; not the policy holders of the State; not the brave 
and heroic firemen who have been injured in the line of duty, 
nor their widows and orphans. No; on the contrary, these have 
protested and are protesting against such legislation. Neither 
have I heard of the people of any other State asking for such 
a measure. The demand does not come from the people, but 
rather from the managers of insurance interests who feel im- 
patient under State regulation and control. Why, the first bill 
introduced in the Fifty-eighth Congress placing insurance under 
Federal authority and control was introduced by the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. DRYDEN], who is and was the presi- 
dent of the Prudential Life Insurance Company, one of the 
largest in the country. The dishonesty in life insurance man- 
agement disclosed by the investigation in New York, however 
deep and disgraceful, has not shown that the solvency of any of 
the companies concerned was affected. 

To the location of these companies with their enormous ac- 
cumulations of funds in the financial center of the country, 
where speculation and gambling on the exchanges is constantly 
going on, is largely due the fall of these men. These causes are 
local to the city of New York. 

It may be claimed and it is claimed that Federal control is 
superior to State contro]. I myself went on the stump a few 
years ago and argued that if we created the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor it would be a regular “trust buster;” that it 
would do wonders in the land in regard to monopoly; but it has 
not reached our expectations. Federal control in itself has 
never shown itself to be superior to State control in its proper 
field. [Applause.] Look at the banks. Is the supervision of 
the Federal Government over national banks superior to the 
supervision of the State banks by the State authorities? Are 
there not failures of national banks all over the land and de- 
positors swindled just as much as the State banks? Look, for 
instance, at the supervision that ought to be exercised over 
interstate transportation. Have not the railroad companies 
ever since the interstate-commerce law was passed in 1887 been 
violating the law every day? [Applause.] Have we not cre- 
ated the machinery whereby the act should be enforced, and 
yet do we not find them unable to enforce it? And although the 


Department of Justice claims to have been very busy, has not 
that Department failed to land the rebaters and discriminators 
in the penitentiary so far? 

How to make these laws of Congress more effective, how to 
make our regulation regulate is the problem constantly before 
us. It is the question of the hour, We hope to make our laws in 
regulation of interstate commerce, as well as for the suppression 
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of monopolies and trusts, so that they will at least, as a rule, 
be obeyed; but we have not yet succeeded. Let us not invade 
the jurisdiction of the States in such a manner“as to destroy or 
impair it. 

Compare the State control of transportation within the States 
with Federal control over interstate transportation. Which is 
the most complete and effective? I favor control by the Federal 
Government of matters within its proper sphere, but I do not 
want to see it supersede State control where that is practicable. 
The Federal authorities just now seem to have a great desire to 
supervise, but so far we have not had very efficient supervision 
in that field. Why, the very disclosures that have been made 
in the State of New York are the result of an investigation set 
on foot by the State machinery, as has been well stated here; 
and if that investigation were to be carried a little further I 
believe we would find national banks, under Government super- 
vision, using the public money unlawfully in the financial opera- 
tions and speculations carried on to enrich the men in control. 

I do not believe that the Supreme Court will ever reverse its 
decision that insurance is not commerce, and I would be opposed 
to asking the court to reverse itself. I am glad it decided as it 
did. If we leave well enough alone, then when Federal control 
is desired we can exercise it by virtue of the taxing power, and 
that kind of Federal control will be supplemental to State con- 
trol and not destructive of it or exclusive of it. I am therefore 
opposed to referring this matter to the Commerce Committee. 
I am willing to take, and I think this House ought to take, the 
decisions of the Supreme Court as conclusive. Insurance is 
not commerce, and this question should not be referred to the 
Commerce Committee. Should it be referred to the Ways and 
Means Committee? That is another question. It seems to me 
that before we decide that question we ought to have the opinion 
of the Committee on the Judiciary as to whether or not regula- 
tion by means of the taxing power is proper, or whether it is 
analogous from a legal point of view to the taxing of oleomar- 
garine, mixed flour, and all these other subjects that have been 
reached in that way, or whether it would be practicable and 
lawful within the power of Congress to exercise control by 
means of our control over post-offices and post-roads under the 
Constitution or by means of any other authority that the Federal 
Government may possess. 

When we have learned the opinion of these eminent gentle- 
men who compose that committee, I believe that we will be 
aided in a proper solution of this problem. I know it is claimed 
that we are most of us lawyers and can investigate for our- 
selves, but we have not all the time to determine this question 
and give to it such thought and attention as ought to be devoted 
to it. I believe that the Committee on Judiciary have the 
time and that they will render us valuable service in the solu- 
tion of this question. As I haye said, I am willing there should 
be Federal control over insurance, provided it will not destroy 
State supervision and control. Federal control or regulation 
under the commerce clause would be exclusive and would 
destroy all State authority over the subject, but Federal regu- 
lation by means of the taxing power would not. The two could 
work in harmony and supplement each other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has expired. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Minnesota three minutes more. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Now, it is claimed in the message that 
the inability of the State to regulate effectively insurance com- 
panies of other States doing business in such State is clear. 
I deny it. Experience has proven the contrary. The power 
over foreign has been just as effective as the power over do- 
mestie corporations. 

In the power to exclude a foreign corporation from doing 
business within its limits a State possesses a most effective 
means of regulation. If the corporation does not comply with 
State requirements, it is excluded and can do no business therein. 
It would seem to me to be a reflection upon the people of the 
different States to say that with such absolutely effective weapon 
in their hands they can not control these matters better than 
can be done for them by a bureau here in Washington. Any- 
one familiar with the peculiar form of bureaucracy we have 
here will not be inspired by any great confidence in its supe- 
riority to regulate insurance. 

No corporation foreign to a State has any absolute or vested 
right to enter or do business therein. 

Its admission to the State is a matter of comity only. When- 
ever a foreign insurance corporation does not now, in the 
opinion of the State authorities, treat its customers or policy 
holders right, or there is a question as to the fairness of its 
methods or its solvency, it is excluded. Its license is revoked, 
and the funds deposited to secure existing contracts in the 


State are retained. In this matter of foreign insurance, the 
several States are amply able to take care of themselves now, 
and much better off than if foreign insurance companies could 
be forced upon them, as they could be were insurance adjudged 
to be commerce. I believe the people of the several States know 
what they are about, and the fact that no demand comes from 
them, but rather from the insurance interests, is significant. 
If it is desired to have action on the part of Congress on this 
insurance matter, let us proceed on the theory that what the 
highest court in the land has decided to be law is the law; let 
us exercise the taxing power or our power over the postal 
service with a view to such a control by Federal authority as 
will supplement and aid, but not destroy, the authority of the 
several States in the premises. 

I hope, therefore, that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Norris] will prevail, and the whole matter be 
referred to the Judiciary Committee, with instructions. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Chairman, it was with a great deal of 
interest, and profit as well, that I, among the new Members of 
the House of Representatives, have listened to the various 
arguments which have been presented by the Members before 
this Committee of the Whole on the question of referring the 
various phases in the President’s message to the different com- 
mittees to which it should properly go. On yesterday we heard 
oration, profound, inspiring, and prophetic, upon the injus- 
tice, inhumanity, and barbarity perpetrated on the Jews in 
Russia. These atrocities perpetrated on the Jews appeal to 
the refinement and the humanitarian sentiments of every 
human being. No doubt the President of the United States 
would approve any action taken by the House of Representa- 
tives toward authorizing him to express his sympathy with 
these mistreated human beings. He. has already shown his 
humanitarian sentiments, his profound sympathy between the 
warring nations of Russia and Japan, and has well shown that 
he is entitled to the place which is ascribed to the peacemaker, 
of whom it is said: “ Blessed is the peacemaker.” 

We also listened on yesterday afternoon to quite a disserta- 
tion on the wrongs perpetrated in the Naval Academy at Annap- 
olis, in what is known as “ hazing.” Being from the State of 
Louisiana, from which State young Meriwether comes, I feel 
that it is proper at this time for me to state, in the absence at 
this moment of the other Members from Louisiana, that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy has found, upon examination of the facts in 
that case, that Meriwether was not guilty of hazing, because, 
under the act of Congress, should he have been guilty of haz- 
ing he would have been expelled from the Naval Academy. 
Neither do we find, upon that examination, as it has been 
claimed by some Members on the floor, that he was guilty of 
even assault and battery, much less manslaughter. But the 
Secretary has found that he was guilty of violating some of the 
rules and regulations of the academy, and for that reason a pen- 
alty has been assessed, apparently light in its form. There are 
good reasons why no heavier penalty should have been assessed 
in that particular case. A man may repel force by force, using 
sufficient force to overcome the attack with whicli he is opposed, 
and Meriwether being forced into the encounter which resulted 
in the unfortunate death of young Branch, simply repelled that 
force which was thrust upon him and by which he was opposed. 

Unfortunate though it be, still it was one of those incidents 
which might happen in the life of anyone in defending his 
honor and in standing up for the rights which are given him by 
nature—the right of self-defense. But, passing from that to 
the immediate question which is now before the Committee of 
the Whole, as I understand it, it is whether or not that portion 
of the President’s message which refers to an inyestigation and 
supervision of the insurance companies shall be referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, or whether it should be referred to 
some other committee of the House. Now, it may be that being 
a new Member, and, as was denominated by the leader on this 
side of the House on the first day of the session, one of the 
kids, it would be more appropriate that nothing should be said 
by one of them on this occasion, but we all know that it is the 
nature of a kid to butt in. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, the leader of this side of the House gave an 
illustration only a few days ago to show why it is best on 
some occasions that the mouths of Members should not open. 
But if we are to be consigned to the tomb or denominated like- 
nesses of corpses because we remain silent, I prefer, at least, 
to open my mouth upon this occasion. It is said that a few 
years ago, before the manufacturing enterprises had attained 
the magnitude to which they have now come in the State of 
Alabama, where there was an abundance of coal and of iron 
and of limestone with which to flux the metal and an abun- 
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dance of forests, on one occasion an enterprising man from the 
North attended a funeral. He was inquisitive to know from 
what section of the country the beautiful horses came which 
were drawing the hearse to the grave. He was told the horses 
came from Kentucky, that the harness came from Cincinnati, 
that the hearse came from Chicago, that the coffin came from 
Pittsburg, and that the case in which the metallic casket was 
contained came from Maine. He was struck with astonish- 
ment that with all the facilities for making iron and steel and 
leather and wooden material none of these materials should 
come from the State of Alabama. Expressing his astonish- 
ment he asked, What is it that the people of Alabama contribute 
on this occasion? He was answered that they contributed the 
corpse and the hole in the ground. Mr. Chairman, I am 
afraid that unless we on this side of the House succeed better 
in agreeing upon the various propositions which have been dis- 
cussed we may also be called upon to contribute in the future 
the corpse and the hole in the ground, or we may be in the 
position that the young lady was placed in when she was not 
prepared to see the young gentleman who was visiting her. 
She sent down word by the green servant girl that at present 
she could not come in; that she was negligee. The servant did 
not correctly pronounce the expression which she had gotten 
from her mistress, and I am afraid that if we do not try to 
agree upon the various propositions that have been presented, 
when we go back to give an account of our stewardship we will 
find ourselves as naked as a jay.” [Laughter and applause.] 

The President says in his message, under the head of in- 
surance: 


Recent events have emphasized the importance of an early and ex- 
haustive consideration of this subject to see whether it is not possible 
to furnish better safeguards than the several States have been able to 
furnish against corruption of the flagrant kind which has been 

I repeat my previous recommendation that the Congress should also 
consider whether the Federal Government has any power or owes any 
duty with a ry to domestic transactions in Insurance of an interstate 

a 


character. 
conceded. 

Mr. Chairman, in presenting that feature of the question 
before this committee I wish to say that the President has in 
his message shown that he possesses the convictions of a Bryan, 
the firmness of an Andrew Jackson, the popularity which he 
will obtain through the medium of this instrument as great as 
that of Witte among the Russian people, and he has shown by 
his position on the various measures which he has taken in 
this message to have the patriotism of the Japanese. I say 
this in spite of the fact that there are many questions upon 
which we have widely differed from the President, and we be- 
lieve have had just cause for finding serious fault, but the posi- 
tion which he has taken on these public questions now before 
the country draws him nearer and nearer to the Democratic 
heart, and we may well allow the dead past to bury its dead. 
There are various ways under the Constitution of the United 
States in which the question of regulating insurance companies 
may be followed. Any one of them would be adequate, in my 
humble opinion. None of them violates either the letter or the 
spirit of the Constitution of the United States. I say this with 
due deference and with all deference to the learned and able 
leaders on this side of the House, and by it I do not wish to be 
understood as taking the position that the Federal authorities 
should supervene or should take the place of the control which 
the States now have of the various insurance companies. 

As suggested, insurance may be regulated by the levying of 
taxes. Under that article of the Constitution which provides for 
establishing uniform laws on the subject of bankruptey. It 
may be regulated under that provision which reserves to Con- 
gress the right to make laws for the District of Columbia, and 
if it had not been that the Supreme Court of the United States 
has repeatedly held that insurance is not commerce it might 
have been regulated under that clause, but if it should, as 
expressed by the gentleman who has just preceded me, I 
would not be willing for it to be regulated through that channel, 
because of the fact that it would in all probability supersede 
the supervision which the States now have over insurance. 
There is no principle of democracy more thoroughly embedded 
in my nature than that the rights of the various States should 
be reserved to them and that these rights should remain forever 
in the States. Under the head of levying taxes, without going 
into detail, it is perfectly apparent that with twelve billions 
of insurance policies outstanding it would be proper that a vast 
amount of that kind should be controlled by some power, that 
it would be proper that some strong arm intervened between 
the weak arm of the State and these strong insurance com- 
panies. The mind of man can not conceive of an amount so 
vast, so stupendous as $12,000,000,000, to be controlled in one 
form and another by these insurance companies, either with 
or without supervision. The acts of wrong which they have 
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already perpetrated upon widows and orphans and upon those 
holding insurance policies for the benefit of themselyes and their 
creditors go to show that they can not be left alone to do their 
own will in their own way. If it should fall under the head 
of bankruptcy, under which it could properly fall, it could easily 
be held or a statute could be enacted by which it could be deter- 
mined that they should submit to the inspection of the proper 
committee and tribunal or a bureau whenever the facts justified 
an investigation for the purpose of ascertaining whether or not 
their outstanding obligations exceeded their assets, and con- 
struing these twelve billions distributed among the several com- 
panies, a billion or a billion and a quarter in any one company 
of outstanding insurance, whether or not that was a liability 
which could be counted against them in declaring them to be 
insolvent in cases where fraud is charged, and the prima facie 
showing is that fraud has been perpetrated, either in contribut- 
ing to national campaign funds, in paying outrageous and un- 
reasonable salaries, a hundred thousand dollars and a hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars, to the presidents of their companies, 
and other acts which have been shown by the investigation car- 
ried on recently in the State of New York and other places. 
But it is contended that the supervision by the United States 
of insurance companies would contravene the right inherent in 
them and reserved to them by the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, we see that the Constitution allows us to 
keep and bear arms; still the various States of the Union are 
permitted, in the construction of that clause in the Constitution, 
to regulate the manner in which arms shall be kept and shall be 
worn, and as to whether citizens shall be allowed to carry them 
concealed or whether they shall be allowed to carry them of a 
certain size, etc. We find also that the national Interstate Com- 
merce Commission is vested with the power to discriminate and 
determine certain things in reference to interstate traffic on the 
railroads; and still nearly every, if not every, State of this 
Union has a State commission on the same lines, and their in- 
terests, their desires, and their duties do not conflict. The sale 
of intoxicating liquors is regulated by the United States laws, 
and still we find in every State in the Union that the traffic in 
intoxicating liquors is regulated by the State authorities. We 
find the same in reference to the irrigation of the arid lands in 
the West. We find the same in reference to levees, particu- 
larly on the Mississippi River, which are contributed to by the 
States as well as by the United States Government, and their 
supervision does not interfere one with the other. We have 
also been told this morning upon this floor that some Members 
are opposed to national quarantine regulations. For one I be- 
lieve that the strong arm of the National Government ought to 
come to the aid of the State government in the question of quar- 
antine. The point has been reached in the history of infectious 
and contagious diseases that all the States are not able to con- 
trol satisfactorily to the other States the question of quarantine, 
and while I take the position that each State should still have 
the right in its own way to control its local matters, in the ques- 
tion of quarantine and in all other questions of the kind as well, 
there should be a supervisory control, and to a certain extent 
now there is a supervisory control on the part of the United 
States Government, and there is no conflict so far as my atten- 
tion has been called. The people of the South are recently 
aroused on the question as to whether or not we shall obtain at 
this session of Congress anything in benefit of our public-road 
system. We are deeply interested in that question. That might 
be construed in the same way as interfering with States rights 
and trespassing upon our domain; but I understand that some 
bills have been presented and will, no doubt, be pressed by 
those who are favoring them. They will be reported, I hope, 
but the regulations are to be so arranged that they will not con- 
travene the rights of the States. All of these questions might 
as well be eliminated by the States, because of the fact that the 
United States Government is to supervene in behalf of these 
various matters, as that will deprive them of the right to exer- 
cise their local authority. 

I contend, Mr. Chairman, that it will not. The wrongs of the 
insurance company should be remedied. The frauds have been 
stupendous. The depredation and spoliation and injustice to 
the people can not longer be tolerated, and, if they are, it is only 
a question of a short time when the people will be so hampered, 
so chained, so enslaved, that they can not longer be considered 
as freemen. We have had an experience of that kind in our 
own State, where the great lottery company organized there 
for years and years not only interfered with questions of legis- 
lation and hampered but actually controlled for the time being 
the legislature of the State, until the strong arm of the National 
Government came in and regulated them to a certain extent by 
saying that they could not transmit the lottery matter through 
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the United States mails. That was the regulation, and it 
stopped this evil practice. Where a fraudulent concern, be it 
lottery company, insurance company, or any other kind of a 
company, sought to perpetrate any wrong or frauds or injustice 
on the people, they could be debarred from using the United 
States mails, and they could be investigated by proper authori- 
ties in this connection. There is another thing which this side 
of the House stands for, and I believe that there is not a Mem- 
ber on this side, with perhaps a few exceptions, but who is in 
favor of the railroad rates being regulated by some authority, 
whether the Interstate Commerce Commission or some other. 
It makes no difference whether it is to be regulated by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission and whether it be a question 
of commerce or not, the principle is the same. Why do the 
Members on this side of the House favor the National Govern- 
ment regulating the question of railroad rates, and at the same 
time object to the regulating of insurance companies? The 
question of the right of the State, the inherent right of each 
State to govern its own internal affairs, is the same in the one 
case as it is in the other. I believe that the great law commit- 
tee, the Judiciary, should handle this question. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have taken the authority of saying 
something with reference to what a new Member has observed 
after a short stay in the capital. I do believe that the feeling, 
the inspiration, of patriotism is implanted in the hearts of 
every Member of this national body. We are here to make the 
laws for the whole United States. We are here representing 
the people of this entire Government. We have a great and 
glorious country, one worthy of all love, all respect, of every 
emotion of patriotism. The oppressed of all lands and climes 
find here a harbinger of peace and plenty. Italy's balmy 
zephyrs kiss our southern skies and Russia's congealing vapors 
envelop our northern homes in robes of purest white. The 
prow of ocean’s monster directs her course from America's 
beach and gladdens the hearts of an amazing world with prod- 
ucts of her native home. With our network of railroads, tele- 
graph and telephone lines, a home free to each of the adult 
citizens of our country, with our coffers groaning under the 
weight of our precious treasure, we defy the world to refute 
our claim that America is the most propitious land upon which 
a benignant sun doth shine to-day. We are patriots. We love 
our country. We have a country worthy of our love. From 
the most remote antiquity man, whose soul ever stirred with 
patriotic emotions, has gone forth at his country’s call, and has 
staked his life and bis sacred honor in his devotion to her 
cause. The war songs of every age and nation have awakened 
the strongest passions and have stirred the deepest emotions 
of her warriors. In the glorious achievements of those who 
have suffered in humanity’s cause, the bard has awakened the 
slumbering chord of his noble lyre and called forth the beatific 
strains which still float upon the tide of time. The grandest 
monument which can commemorate the deeds of men is that 
which the patriot erects in the affections of his countrymen. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, this is undoubtedly one of 
the most important subjects that has come before Congress for 
many years. That proposition is conceded on all sides. Why 
is it important? It is important because the great life-insur- 
ance companies of this country have been reaching forth their 
hands and filching from the pockets of our people all over the 
land. As the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran] stated 
the other day, it has become the occupation of thieves and the 
pastime of scoundrels. It is a question of so much importance 
that our President has seen fit to call the attention of Congress 
to it again and again. He called the attention of the Fifty- 
eighth Congress and called our attention to it in the Fifty-ninth 
Congress, repeating only and emphasizing his advice to the 
Fifty-eighth Congress. But it has been said that the President 
is not a lawyer. That may be true; but he is surrounded by law- 
yers. He has a Department of Justice, and there there are able, 
thoroughgoing lawyers who have undoubtedly examined this 
question and examined it carefully and have advised the Presi- 
dent as to its legal status. After this advice has been consid- 
ered, he sees fit to call the attention of Congress to the subject. 
. Now, I assume that it is the opinion of the President of the 
United States and the opinion of the Department of Justice, 
and that it has been their opinion for some time, that Congress 
has jurisdiction and power to deal with this subject; otherwise 
it were folly for the President to repeatedly call our attention 
to it. 

- The gentleman from Pennsylvania the other day said that he 
himself had discussed the constitutionality of the question with 
an Assistant Attorney-General of the United States and had 
been assured that in the opinion of that gentleman there was no 
question but what Congress had power to deal with the subject. 


I am aware of the fact that a great many gentlemen believe 
that Congress has no jurisdiction and power. That opinion is 
founded entirely upon a few decisions rendered by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, the first being Paul against Vir- 
ginia, rendered in 1868, or nearly forty years ago. I submit, 
gentlemen, that at that time the insurance proposition was not 
what it is to-day ; that in the years that have elapsed since 1868 
to the present time insurance has come to be a vastly different 
proposition from what it was when the opinion in the case of 
Paul v. Virginia was rendered. We did not at that time have 
any Hydes, McCalls, and McCurdys, and others whose names 
have now become quite familiar to the American people. The 
other day I read, and I presume that other gentlemen have done 
so, that this young man of Equitable fame gave a dinner costing 
twenty or thirty thousand dollars to Sarah Bernhardt. At the 
same time perhaps some poor woman and babies may have been 
dying of starvation in the same precinct where he was giving 
his dinner. Had he used the money for the purpose of buying 
them some of the comforts and necessaries of life we might 
applaud and not complain, but we have a right to complain 
when he blows in that much money to make a good fellow of 
himself with Sarah Bernhardt, because it is our money that he 
is using when he does it. 

I was saying that insurance is a different proposition now 
from what it was some years ago. The Supreme Court of the 
United States has declared that what is an article of commerce 
is determinable by the usage of the commercial world. That is 
held in the case reported in 125 United States, page 465. As 
stated by the gentleman from Massachusetts the other day, the 
case of Paul v. Virginia was practically overruled in the case of 
Champion against Ames. The court held there that a lottery 
ticket, while of only nominal value, was a subject of commerce, 
and where it has been sent from one State to another that it 
is the subject of interstate commerce. An insurance policy may 
not be a lottery ticket; but I assume as a matter of fact that a 
policy written by any of the solvent insurance companies of this 
country ought to be of equal value with a lottery ticket, ninety- 
nine out of every one hundred of which are absolutely worthless, 
and only blanks. Then a policy of insurance is a thing of value. 
I submit that it is a commodity, and I submit that it is com- 
merce. The effect of the ruling in Champion v. Ames has prac- 
tically overruled the principle involved in Paul against Vir- 
ginia, upon which gentlemen claim that insurance is not com- 
merce. 

Again, it has been held by the Supreme Court of the United 
States that the sending of a telegram is commerce, and that the 
sending of a telegram from one State into another State is in- 
terstate commerce. That was held in the case of the Pensa- 
cola Telegraph Company against the Western Union Telegraph 
Company. Now, then, I desire to give what Justice Field, who, 
I think, wrote the opinion in the case of Paul v. Virginia, has 
to say concerning the effect of the decision in the case of the 
Pensacola Telegraph Company against the Western Union Tele- 
graph Company. 

By the decision now rendered Congressional legislation can take this 
control from the State and even thrust within its borders a corpora- 
tion from other States in no way responsible to it. 

The effect of the opinion in Paul v. Virginia was that this 
could not be done. In the latter case it has been held that it 
may be done, and one of the able judges who rendered the 
opinion in Paul v. Virginia recognizes the fact. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, will my colleague permit a 
question? 

Mr. McCARTHY. Certainly. 

Mr. NORRIS. I should like to know what case it is from 
which you have read the extract? 

Mr. McCARTHY. That is from the case of the Pensacola Tele- 
graph Company v. The Western Union Telegraph Company, 
which arose in this way: The Pensacola Telegraph Company 
was authorized by the State and given an exclusive franchise. 
The Western Union Telegraph Company entered that State, 
and the question arose as to whether the Western Union had 
any authority to enter the State and transact business there 
when an exclusive franchise had been given to the other com- 


pany. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Western Union being a foreign corpora- 
tion. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Yes; and the Supreme Court of the United 
States held that the Western Union might do so, and Justice 
Field used the language which I have just quoted. 

It may be true, as the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RICHARD- 
son] bas just said, that-the mere statement of this proposition 
is preposterous; but I do not think so. What is the definition 
of commerce? It is defined as trade, traffic, and intercourse. 
Now, when a gentleman from New York goes into Nebraska and 
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undertakes to sell life insurance or any other kind of insurance, 
I submit that he is trading with our people. I submit that the 
business he is engaged in is trade and traffic with our people. 
I submit that it is intercourse with our people, and if it is not 
I want to know what it is. 

- The Iowa court has held that insurance is a commodity. You 
will find this in 102 Iowa, at page 602, and the Supreme Court 
of the United States has held that commerce is an exchange of 
commodities, and an exchange of commodities between citizens 
of different States is interstate commerce. The Supreme Court 
of the United States has held that the power to determine what 
articles may become subjects of commerce is in Congress—that 
is, that Congress has the power to determine what . may 
become articles of commerce. 

Now, I would be as reluctant as any gentleman on the floor of 
this House to see the Federal Government usurp the functions 
of a State or the powers of a State, or venture upon the domain 
of States rights. I can not agree with the gentleman that the 
nearer the Government is to us the purer and more perfect that 
Government is. I believe that there are subjects that the Fed- 
eral Government can deal with more effectively than State gov- 
ernments can deal with them, and I believe that this is one of 
the subjects. At any rate it must be conceded, notwithstanding 
what the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEENERSON] has said 
concerning the wise and beneficent laws of his State, that 
the State governments have made a most dismal failure in 
their attempt to regulate and control insurance corporations. 
Why do I believe that? Because, notwithstanding the laws 
which we find on the different State statute books, some of 
which have been there for many years, all of the evils, all of 
the wrongs, and all of the abuses that our people complain of 
have developed while those laws have been in existence. Some 
of the best, wisest, and strongest of the insurance commissioners 
from those States where they have the best laws, have admitted 
that State control has proved an absolute failure, and they are 
the ones who have recommended that Federal legislation be 
enacted upon this subjcet. 

The Supreme Court has held that the courts can not hold 
that any article which Congress recognizes as the subject of 
interstate commerce is not such, and I have no doubt that 
should Congress enact a law declaring insurance to be com- 
merce, and transactions between citizens of different States to 
be interstate commerce, the Supreme Court would sustain that 
aw. 

Now, perhaps nothing is pertinent at this time unless it is 
confined strictly to the pending motion, and I submit that this 
part of the President’s message should be referred to a commit- 
tee that is willing to act upon it and not to a committee that 
has already prejudged the case, that has already decided that, 
notwithstanding the suggestions of the President, this body has 
no jurisdiction and no power to act. 

I submit that it is proper to refer this subject to the Inter- 
state Commerce Committee. That is the committee that ought 
to consider the question, in my opinion. There is a.committee 
of fair-minded gentlemen, of able gentlemen, many of whom are 
lawyers, and an opportunity will undoubtedly be given to every 
member of the Judiciary Committee, and to every lawyer who 
is a Member of this House, to appear before that committee and 
submit any statement of fact or legal conclusions desired. And 
there is no question but what the subject will be carefully, 
thoroughly, and learnedly considered by that committee. I do 
not believe that a tax upon these insurance companies will 
afford adequate relief. In my opinion all that the companies will 
do is simply to pay the tax and add that much to the premiums 
which they require their policy holders to pay. It is the man 
way down at the bottom who, in the last analysis, pays the 
taxes in every instance. 

I might cite instances where the Federal Government has 
dealt more thoroughly with problems than have the local 
governments. If it be true that the nearer the government to 
the people the purer and wiser and better the government, how 
is it that the rottenest specimens of government that we can 
find or ever heard tell of are found right at home, in our own 
municipalities where we live? No other form of government is 
to be compared with them for corruption. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WOOD of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the greatest question 
before the American public to-day is, in my opinion, that in refer- 
ence to the regulation of interstate railroad and interstate ter- 
minal rates. The President of the United States very wisely 
gave this subject a very prominent place in his message, and in 
that document, -while calling the attention of Congress to the 
railroad-rate question, did not fail to call attention to the neces- 
sity of Federal legislation in reference to interstate terminal 
eyils. [Applause.] 


The city of St. Louis is to-day recognized as the greatest rail- 
road center in the world from the standpoint of mileage. There 
is a greater railroad mileage centering at St. Louis than there is 
at any other city in the world. More than twenty great rail- 
roads pass through St. Louis. In fact, there is scarcely a 
transcontinental line but touches St. Louis; and yet, notwith- 
standing that fact, St. Louis, in one sense the greatest railroad 
center in the world, is nevertheless not on the railroad map. 
Some of the gentlemen present would probably not understand 
what I mean when I say that St. Louis is not on the railroad map. 
But when I tell you that if you will go to the depot here at 
Washington and try to ship a barrel of flour to St. Louis you can 
not do it, but, on the contrary, you would be compelled to ship 
it to East St. Louis, III., and from East St. Louis reship it to 
St. Louis, and pay a charge for the second shipment at an ab- 
normally high rate, you will understand partially weet I mean. 
But to this I shall refer again later on. 

All of the railroads of which I speak must cross the Missis- 
sippi River somewhere in the vicinity of St. Louis. Some years 
back there was constructed between the cities of East St. Louis, 
III., and St. Louis, Mo., across the Father of Waters, that mag- 
nificent structure known as Eads Bridge. The Eads Bridge was 
controlled by a holding company, and the rates were considered 
to be arbitrary. To prevent this evil another bridge was con- 
structed, called the Merchants’ Bridge. In the charter granting 
the privilege of constructing this second bridge across the Mis- 
sissippi River, Congress especially specified that there would be 
no combination between it and the first bridge or between the 
Eads Bridge and the Merchants’ Bridge; and, further, espe- 
cially provided that in the event that there was any such com- 
bination that the charter should be forfeited. 

Notwithstanding these wise provisions in the charter, not 
miany years rolled around before a holding company was formed, 
and this holding company acquired the control of the Eads 
Bridge and also of the Merchants’ Bridge; and, not satisfied 
with this, acquired also the control of the bridge at Alton, some 
30 miles up the river, and, still not satisfied, this holding com- 
pany secured also the control of all the interstate terminals on 
either bank of the river, and eventually acquired control of all 
the ferries plying across the river for many miles along its 
shores. To show you the extent to which this holding company 
went in order to acquire a complete monopoly of all accesses to 
St. Louis, I tell you that in purchasing the control of the 
ferries across the river it paid-as high as from fifteen hundred 
to sixteen hundred dollars per share for stock which had never 
been valued at more than from two to three hundred dollars 
per share. 

Thus it has developed that an immense combination of cor- 
porate interests, known as a holding company, has the absolute 
control of all the bridges, of all the ferries, and of all the inter- 
state terminal facilities for miles up and down the Missis- 
sippi River, and in this way controls every avenue of trade 
leading into the city of St. Louis; and, worse than that, 
controls the avenues of trade leading from the East to the 
West. This combination of corporate interests is the master 
of a gateway at the center of the nation, and, in its absolute 
dictatorship of this gateway at the crossing of the roads. of 
national commerce, restrains the interstate trade from the East 
to the West, injuring at the same time the manufacturing indus- 
tries of New York and New Haven and the shipper of wheat, 
corn, and cattle in the West and Southwest. 

This immense corporation is not composed, as a general thing, 
of St. Louis citizens, but is rather composed, controlled, and 
dominated by men who live in New York and Philadelphia, in 
England and in France. 

Fourteen great railroad corporations have combined to form 
this gigantic trust. Fourteen great railroads have joined to 
form this holding company, and so complete is the monopoly 
that they have acquired and so vast are the revenues that they 
are enabled to exact from the commerce of the nation that the 
proceeds derived are almost sufficient to satisfy, even when 
divided by fourteen, these great railroads; is almost sufficient to 
meet the demands of the multimillionaires living in Aew York, 
London, and Paris. 

No greater conspiracy against trade and commerce | ean be dis- 
covered in the history of the past. Never before did a combi- 
nation of corporate interests so completely obtain a controlling 
hold upon commerce and trade as has this holding company 
obtained upon the commerce which crosses the center of our 
nation. This holding company, conscienceless, remorseless, 
merciless, has demanded its pound of flesh from the manufac- 
turer, the merchant, and the tiller of the soil with like impunity. 

Not satisfied with these so-called “legitimate victims,’ and 
forgetting the old adage of “ honor among thieves,” this combi- 
nation of fourteen great railroads has, in years past, and is 


602 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 19, 


to-day, squeezing and harassing all the other railroads that 
have the audacity to attempt to compete with them in the trade 
of the Southwest. A few years back the Rock Island Railroad 
Company, an independent line, a line not having a finger in the 
terminal pie, a line not recognized as one of the fourteen con- 
spirators, attempted to purchase its own terminals, and to this 
end attempted to buy the Wiggins Ferry, with its terminals 
leading into St. Louis, so that it might have free access into the 
city and be relieved thereby of paying tribute to this terminal 
company. But the great Rock Island Company—great and 
powerful and controlled by wealthy and ingenious financiers as 
it was—did not realize the task that it was undertaking. In 
order to checkmate the purpose of the Rock Island system, this 
terminal association trust paid five times the value of the Wig- 
gins Ferry system to prevent its falling into the hands of the 
Rock Island company. The result was that the Rock Island 
failed in its attempt to gain a free access into the eity of St. 
Louis, and was compelled to bend the knee and to contribute 
also its mite to the already overflowing coffers of this terminal 
trust.. Even great railroad systems are powerless to contend 
against so giant an aggregation of capitalization, which is not 
composed of millions nor of tens of millions, but the capitaliza- 
tion of this great terminal railroad combination is expressed in 
nine figures. It is a matter of hundreds of millions of dollars. 

Having thus acquired a complete monopoly of all the avenues 
of trade leading into St. Louis and from there to the great 
southwestern territory, this combination of parallel competing 
lines, which could only exist by virtue of violations of the 
Sherman antitrust law, began at once to violate the interstate- 
commerce laws by fixing and collecting arbitrary rates on all 
freight and passenger traffic entering St. Louis or billed to the 
Southwest. It is impossible for man, woman, or child to enter 
St. Louis from the east or to leave St. Louis going toward the 
east without paying a poll tax to this trust, for they charge so 
much a head for man, woman, and child entering or leaving 
St. Louis, just as they charge so much a head for horses, cattle, 
and swine that are shipped across the river from the great 
cattle fields of the Southwest. But this is by far the least of 
the injuries. It is impossible to ship a pound of butter, a dozen 
of eggs, or a carload of coal into the city of St. Louis without 
paying, forsooth, an abnormal terminal tax. Worse than this, 
you can not ship these goods into St. Louis at all except at the 
will of this terminal trust, which has chosen the fair city of 
St. Louis as its special prey and the great Southwest as its own 
domain. 

I have some figures here. It costs just 4 cents per ton to 
bring coal 60 miles to East St. Louis from points in IIIinois, 
and then it must be reshipped across the river to St. Louis at a 
cost of 30 cents per ton. Think of that! It costs more than 
seyen times as much to ship a ton of coal 2 or 8 miles across 
the Mississippi River than it does to ship it 60 miles across the 
country from a point in Illinois. From the coal fields of the 
State of Illinois last year 6,000,000 tons of soft coal were 
shipped across the river, and the price paid for that one item 
for that one State, going one way at 30 cents per ton, was 
$1,800,000. If the tax thus levied at this price on this one 
item of soft coal from one State in one year is $1,800,000, what, 
then, must the tax have been on all the various products that 
go across that river? What must it have been when the sum 
total of all the taxes levied upon all the passengers that go 
across the river is also computed? 

You will be astonished when I tell you that if you buy a 
ticket from here to California on any of the railroads that are 
not in the trust you will be eharged, without knowing it your- 
self, but you will be charged, nevertheless, or the railroad from 
whom you buy the ticket will be charged, 25 cents for your 
passage across the river, and if you go via one of the railroad 
companies that are in the trust you will be charged just 5 cents. 
And, gentlemen, the total amount of real property involved in 
these terminals and bridges is not very great, comparatively, 
while the tax levied on the people by this terminal trust is 
vastly greater than the total valuation of all the property 
that they own, 

The voice that you now hear is not that of one crying in the 
wilderness, but is rather the echo of a complaint that has been 
loud, long, and lasting, and comes to you from the business men 
and the manufacturing industries of St. Louis and the South- 
west. Not alone for myself do I speak. I am speaking for the 
thirty associations of business men organized in St. Louis. 
These associations have petitioned for redress from the crimes 
against interstate commerce committed, by this holding trust. 
I am speaking for thirty business associations, whose mem- 
bership comprises several thousand of the best business citi- 
zens of St. Louis, who ask that Congress, by the power 
granted to it by the Constitution and by its inherent power to 


correct a wrong to interstate commerce and trade, step in and 
with a controlling hand remedy the evil that has been done, 
[Applause. } 

Do you ask why the business men of St. Louis and the South- 
west are complaining against this great injury? If you lived in 
St. Louis you would not need to be told the reason why. If 
you lived in St. Louis you would find that it would be impossi- 
ble for you to leave the city toward the East without paying 
tribute. If you lived in St. Louis you would understand that 
the growth of the city, the growth of the commerce of the 
Southwest, is being restrained by this combination of corporate 
interests and that an unlawful tax was being imposed upon 
one and all alike. 

Nor is the question a local one. The coal shipper of West 
Virginia, the merchant who ships out the boots and shoes of 
New England, the manufacturers of Chicago who trade with 
the Southwest are alike taxed and hampered by this company, 
for all the products and industries of the nation that pass 
through the avenues of trade in the vicinity of St. Louis are sub- 
ject to a tax imposed by this terminal! trust. 

Having an absolute arbitrary, the charges are, in many in- 
stances, extortionate. And who, you ask, fixes these charges? 
Are they passed upon by the Interstate Commerce Commission? 
No. Are they examined by the railroad authorities of the State 
of Missouri or of the State of Illinois? No; there is no power 
in such authorities to regulate this combination, this question 
of interstate commerce. It is a national question. The sover- 
eign people of the various States can fix the railroad charges 
within their State lines, but they can not govern the rates to be 
charged across this river between two sovereign States. And 
so, as years have passed, as the power of this company grew, 
as it discovered that its position was arbitrary, the rates that 
were charged upon the commerce, trade, and travel were fixed 
by people living on the Hudson, or the Thames, who were 
guided only by that maxim “ all the traffic will stand.” 

And who pays this tax ultimately? It must come sooner or later 
from the consumer. It must come from the cattle raiser of the 
Southwest, from the man who goes early in the morning to 
sow the corn and wheat on our Western farms, and who, after 
months of toil, in the golden dusk of evening, gathers in the 
harvest as a contribution to this terminal combine. The un- 
crowned (so-called) American king, the farmer, the cattle 
raiser, the small producer, ultimately pay for all this, and in 
so doing pay into the coffers of this great holding trust all of 
these illegal charges, from whence it is divided among these 
fourteen railroads and in turn distributed to the men who live 
in princely villas. 

This absolute trust, unfortunately holds the key to every 
access to the city of St. Louis, and without its assent neither 
person nor freight can enter. There is but one open sesame“ 
to the metropolis of the Southwest, and that is the will of this 
corporate combination. 

And now, I wish to get to another and still more astonishing 
evil that arises from this violation of the Sherman Anti-trust 
Act, and from this violation of the expressed law of the nation 
in reference to interstate commerce. It is this: This holding 
company, this company that controls every avenue of trade or 
travel into the city of St. Louis, and from whose jurisdiction 
there is no escape, this company to whom all must bend the 
knee, is in a position to favor certain shippers and disfavor 
others. You have heard on the floor of this House during the 
last few days statements showing how, by means of private 
car companies, by means of rebates, and by other devices, cer- 
tain shippers are favored by railroads, but with all the aston- 
ishing statements that you have heard, there is none that shows 
the flagrant outrages and direct violations of law that are put 
in force by this holding trust. There are several ways in 
which it can be done. There are one or two ways in which it is 
done. 

As I have already stated, freight is not shipped directly to 
St. Louis, but is shipped to East St. Louis, III. It so happens 
that there is a great congestion at the terminals on the Illinois 
side. Freight arrives from the East at East St. Louis and is 
there stopped. Now, if you are so fortunate as to be a fayored 
shipper of this company, if you are on their list as a favored 
patron, your freight is speedily sent across the river, but If 
you are not a favored shipper your freight will probably be 
sidetracked, and, although you will be astonished to hear my 
words, weeks and sometimes months pass before you would get 
your freight at all, and the excuse that would be given would 
be the congested conditions that exist. 

Gentlemen, think of a modern city with a Chinese wall built 
around it! Think of a modern city having a tollgate at its 
portals! Think of the metropolis of the Louisiana purebase 
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sociation, of St. Louis, is a combination of corporate interests con- 
trolling all the bridges and ferries across the Mississippi River in the 
vicinity of St. Louis between the States of Missouri and Illinois and 
all interstate terminal facilities on either bank of said Mississippi 
River in violation of the express law of the nation in reference 2 
trusts and combinations of corporate interests. 

Second. The complaint made by the citizens of the said States that 
the said combination of 8 interests controlling all the avenues 
of commerce across the sald r River is charging arbitrary 
rates on all freight and passenger traffic across the said river in viola- 
tion of the law of the nation reference to interstate commerce and 
trade and in restraint of free interstate traffic. 

In performance of its said duties the said committee shall have 
power to sit during the term of the Fifty-ninth Congress, to compel 
the attendance of witnesses, and the production of books and papers, 
and to do and perform all things necessary to accomplish the fulfill- 
ment of its said duties. 

The said committee shall report its findings in writing to the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives and to the Attorney-General of the 
United States. 

[Loud applause.] 

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. WOOD of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I would like to ask if the business associa- 
tions of St. Louis have appealed to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission for relief; and if so, what was the result? 

Mr. WOOD of Missouri. In answer to the gentleman’s ques- 
tion I will state that they have appealed in all directions. 
Not very many days ago there came to Washington a petition 
signed by many thousands of the business people of St. Louis, 
in which they appealed to the President of the United States. 
And one of the requests I received from St. Louis was to intro- 
duce a resolution in this House, which I would be glad to do, 
commending and thanking and approving the course of Presi- 
dent Roosevelt, who, I believe, is a citizen who fears none 
and who does recognize equal rights to all; because Presi- 
dent Roosevelt not more than thirty days ago took up this 
matter and instructed the Attorney-General of the United 


locked behind a gate with the key in the hands of a soulless 
trust! 

In ancient times, in the days of classic Greece and Rome, men 
built walls about their cities for protection, to keep out invading 
hordes of robbers and thieves, to keep out invading armies, if 
you like, but by the strange caprice of modern commerce in the 
days when men have departed from chivalry and have bent 
their time and energies in the pursuit of avaricious conquest, 
we find here a modern city, more splendid than any that graced 
the plains of Greece, with a modern wall built around ft for a 
far different purpose. A wall without form, invisible, but from 
the mere fact of its invisibleness, more difficult to pull down, 
and existing there not for the protection of the citizens, nor to 
keep out an invading army, but placed there to keep out the 
traveling public and the products of the manufacturers until a 
tax is paid. In ancient times there were no such walls as this. 
The ancients welcomed the commerce that came to their cities, 
and opened up the gates of their cities to the booty that their 
conquering armies had brought; but here is a modern city 
which is shut out and restrained from legitimate and free com- 
mercial intercourse. 

Last Wednesday I introduced in this House a resolution pro- 
viding for a joint committee of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives, especially appointed to investigate these conditions. 
In introducing this resolution I did not act on my own initiative 
alone. In doing so, I was a mere agent of some seven hundred 
thousand people of the city of St. Louis. I believe in doing so 
that I was also the agent of the manufacturers of the East and 
of the West and of the traveling public. I am, I know, the 
direct agent of 23 leading business organizations of St. Louis, 
for 23 of the leading business associations of St. Louis have 
united in requesting that action be taken in this matter, and at 
their request I introduced the resolution. They are to-day ap- 
pealing to Congress and at this moment I have the honor to be | States to commence suit at St. Louis to disrupt this trust. That 
their mouthpiece. [Applause.] suit is about to be commenced, I believe. What its end will be I 

The citizens and business associations of St. Louis have come | know not; but I will state that we have made in the past other 
to you with this appeal. They are telling you that the growth | attempts. The business men of St. Louis are to-day circulating 
of the fair city of St. Louis is unlawfully restrained by this | and agitating the question of building a free bridge across this 
combination of corporate interests which has grasped the very river. In years past, for more than a decade, the business men 
life of the city. They are telling you that manufacturers are | of St. Louis have appealed in every direction, but it seems that 
leaving the city on account of the poor shipping facilities and | their efforts have been futile. They have appealed to the Inter- 
on account of the arbitrary charges imposed by this trust on all | state Commerce Commission and in every other direction, and at 
freight that they may receive or send out. They are telling you | times success seemed to be within their reach; but in every 
that the great city of St. Louis, located as it is on the Father | event the final victory, the final result was that the grip of this 
of Waters, near the juncture of the Missouri, the Illinois, and | tryst was fastened more firmly upon the city, because it attained 
the Ohio rivers, is destined by nature to be the great gem of the | the final verdict. So to-day the people of St. Louis are reaching 
interior of the American continent. Situated as it is at the | down into their own pockets and propose to build a free bridge, 
very crossing of the highways of our nation, it is the gateway | costing several millions of dollars, across that river and open 
and emporium of the fertile Southwest, which is the great and | the bridge to all the people of the world, so that they may go 
future coming country. Having tributary to its commerce across without charge; so that the commerce of the Southwest 
fields with all kinds of grain, quarries with all kinds of stone, | may go without tax to the Northeast; so that the disgrace of 
mines with all kinds of minerals, and forests with all kinds | haying a tollgate at the center of our nation may be removed. 
of timber, St. Louis is destined by its situation to be the great | I say that the question is being agitated, and I believe that we 
central city of our nation. will have our free bridge; but I will say this: The people of 

That the progress of this city should be restrained by à | the city of St. Louis ought not to be compelled to reach down 
master more tyrannical than any of which we read in fabled | into their pockets and raise millions of dollars to build this 
story is a travesty on the modern laws of commerce. Its citi- | bridge, and thereby recognize that the laws of this nation can 
zens will always protest against the blighting of its destined | not be upheld, and thereby recognize that a trust, however great 
career by this terminal monopoly, whose greed is measured it may be, is greater than the law. The law should be enforced, 
and equaled only by the richness of the country it holds free bridge or no free bridge. [Applause.] 
tributary. I tell you that in St. Louis hardly a night goes by but there 

Let us hope that there is not one law for the poor and an- is a meeting held discussing this question. All through the city 
other for the rich; let us hope that the iaw of our land will | publie meetings have been held, and within the next few months 
not send to jail a poor tramp who steals a ride on one of the | the question of bonds or no bonds for the building of this bridge 
cars owned by a trust, while at the same time it honors and | will be submitted to the people. In this fight the municipality 
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commends the officials of the same trust who have stolen the has to contend with a combination of corporate interests that 
wealth of a city. [Loud applause. ] has hundreds of millions at its disposal and usually has its w 
Mr. Chairman, the resolution that I introduced last Wednes- in politics. In speaking these words I am 1 ind 
day is as follows: my own political knell; but as to this I care not. Though it 
Joint luti H. J. Res. 46 iding for the creation of a joint | might mean my own political ruin, I still would say that some 
“committee 40 investigate the ‘combination of corporate | interests eon: action ought to be taken in this matter by this body in behalf 
n, e br across e S8iSS ver e vicinity o 2 
the city of St. TAO, in restraint of Tron interstate traffic and trade. 3 FF e 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United the law that in America all must bend the knee to but one 
States of America in Congress assembled, That a committee of nine 
akid to consist of fous Senators to be appointed by the President | Sovereign power, and that is the will of the people as expressed 
of the Senate, and five Representatives to be appointed by the Speaker | by the law of the land. [Loud applause.] 
of the House of Representatives, to be known as a special committee Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, the discussion that has taken 


of the Fifty-ninth Congress for the investigation of the combination of es 
corporate interests controlling the bridges, ferries, and terminal facili- place on the resolution now before the committee has certainly 


ties across the Mississippi, : tiver, 8 the States of Iilinols and | taken a very e range. poe voe subject of insurance and 
ssouri in the vicinity o e city o Lou olation of free the proper regulation of the great corporations engaged in that 
interstate traffic and trade, be, and the same is hereby, created. 

Fae be che Autp a dig committee to investigate ‘and ‘inquire | business have been most thoroughly and completely covered by 
into the complaints made by the citizens and business associations of | the debates which have already taken place on this floor. It 
~~ patos 55 1 oe, 55 Railroad As- is not my purpose, fr. Chairman, at this time to enter upon an 
bee complaint made by the citizens and business associations | elaborate discussion of the insurance question. As introductory 


of the States of Missouri and Illinois that said Terminal Railroad As- | to what I desire to say upon another subject, I simply wish to 
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call the attention of the committee to the divergent views that 
have been expressed in regard to the regulation of insurance 


companies. 

We heard the other day a very clear and logical discussion of 

the question by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY], 
who argued in favor of a more strict regulation of the companies 
by State authority, and whose arguments finally developed into 
a complete discussion of the relative growth of the powers of 
the national and of the State governments. We listened with 
a great deal of pleasure to the distinguished gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cockran], and if at times he overlooked some 
established facts, we readily forgave him, because we all fully 
realize that an orator can not at all times be hampered by such 
commonplace things as facts, but must, like a poet, be permitted 
on occasions to give his imagination full swing. [Laughter and 
applause.] The gentleman seriously urged upon the floor of 
this House that Congress ought to consider whether it should 
not exercise the power given to it by the Constitution to guar- 
antee a republican form of government to the different States, 
and that in the exercise of that power, because of the growth 
, of these insurance companies, the Congress of the United States 
ought to go before the world to-day with an inyestigation to 
determine whether or not the growth of these great business 
institutions did not threaten the very life of the Republic, as a 
remedy for all the evils and the abuses that we all deplore and 
condemn and which have been brought to the attention of the 
American people in a startling manner by the investigation now 
taking place in New York. He proposed that the insurance com- 
panies should be limited in the transaction of their business to 
the States where they had been incorporated. We listened yes- 
terday to a most entertaining and in some respects very persua- 
siye argument by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. FREDERICK 
Lanois] in favor of a measure which he has introduced in this 
Congress to gain control of these corporations by regulating the 
transaction of their business in the District of Columbia, the 
Territories, and in our insular possessions. It has also been 
mooted in the debate that we should exercise our undoubted 
power of taxation either for the purpose of obtaining revenue 
by taxing insurance companies or using the taxing power for 
the indirect purpose of controlling them in the transaction of 
their business. It has also been proposed in this debate that we 
should use the control of the mails and the post-office facilities 
of this country for the purpose of regulating the business of in- 
surance companies. There may have been some other proposi- 
tions advanced upon this floor that I did not happen to hear, 
but I have at least mentioned enough to satisfy any careful 
man that sentiment certainly has not up to this time crystal- 
lized in fayor of any given proposition. 
I suggest, Mr. Chairman, that perhaps it would be the part of 
wise statesmanship to digest the information now being gath- 
ered before entering upon the field of constructive legislation 
for the regulation of these companies. It is not, however, my 
purpose, as I stated in my opening remarks, to determine which 
path Congress ought to pursue. It is not our duty or our proy- 
ince at this particular time to legislate upon this question. 
The sole question now before this committee is the proper ref- 
erence of that portion of the President’s message relating to the 
insurance problem. 

For myself, I shall vote in favor of referring that portion of 
the President’s message to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. In doing so I do not feel that I am committed to the 
proposition that insurance is commerce, and neither do I 
feel that the House of Representatives, should it take that 
action upon that part of the message, is committed to that 
proposition. I am largely influenced in the conclusion I have 
reached upon that question by the language of the message itself. 
The President refers to the insurance problem in connection 
with interstate commerce. It is his message that we are now 
discussing, and trying to determine to which of the standing 
committees of the House it should be referred. 

I certainly shall not yote in fayor of referring that portion 
of the message to the Committee on Ways and Means. There 
is not a suggestion in the message of the President concerning 
the raising of revenue by taxing insurance companies, or any 
suggestion that we can control or regulate the business of the 
insurance companies by exercising our undoubted power of tax- 
ation. Neither do I think that this is the appropriate time to 
refer that portion of the message to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. It may be that before this Congress adjourns, if any 
of the standing committees of the House should report a bill 
upon the insurance question, that this House may desire the 
opinion of the Judiciary Committee upon the constitutional 
questions involved. It will be then, and only then, it seems to 
me, Mr. Chairman, that it will be proper to refer this portion of 
the message to the Judiciary Committee. 


But, as I said, Mr. Chairman, it was not for the purpose of 
discussing the insurance question that I have claimed the priv- 
ileges of the floor at this time. The discussion by this commit- 
tee has covered pretty nearly every subject referred to in the 
message of the President. I realize that the insurance question 
is a very important one, and one which I trust will receive the 
careful and statesmanlike consideration of this House. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is one question referred to in the 
President's message which, to my mind, is far more important 
than the insurance problem. It is the most important question, 
I submit, Mr. Chairman, that could engage the attention of the 
Congress. It is most important, sir, because it lies at the very 
foundation of the proper solution of all other questions. The 
tribunal to which all questions, under our form of government, 
must in the end be submitted is the American electorate. Un- 
less that electorate, in the exercise of the elective franchise, 
shall be protected from fraud and corruption—the most insidi- 
ous foes in all history to republican forms of government—we 
can not hope for a proper solution of any of the great problems 
that agitate the American people. 

The President of the United States, in his message to the 
Fifty-ninth Congress, as in his message to the last session of 
the Fifty-eighth Congress, referred to this question. Ile makes 
two distinct recommendations in his message to the present 
Congress, one in reference to the control of Federal elections, 
and the other regarding contributions by corporations to politi- 
eal parties when Federal officers are to be voted for. In the 
message as it comes to us we find on page 20 the following 
recommendation : 

In my last annual message I said: 

“The power of the Government to opened the integrity of the elec- 
tions of its own officials is inherent and has been recognized and 
affirmed ij ay pectin declarations of the Supreme Court. ere is no 
enemy of government more dangerous and none so insidious as the 
corruption of the electorate. No one defends or excuses corruption, 
and it would seem to follow that none would oppose vigorous measures 
to eradicate it. I recommend the enactment of a law directed against 
bribery and corruption in Federal elections, The details of such a 
law may be safely left to the wise discretion of the Congress, but it 
should p as far as under the Constitution it is possible to go, and 
should include severe penalties against him who gives or receives a 
bribe intended to influence his act or opinion as an elector; and pro- 
visions for the publication not only of the expenditures for nominations 
and elections of all candidates, but also of all contributions received 
and expenditures made by political committees.” 

I desire to repeat this recommendation— 
says the President. 

Mr. Chairman, while we have been discussing the question 
whether we could extend the power of the Federal Government 
under the interstate-commerce clause or some other clause of 
the Constitution to control the business of insurance, here is a 
power delegated to us by the Constitution of the United States, 
and which we have absolutely at the persent time, but have 
failed to exercise. There can be no question of the right of 
Congress in the election of its own officers to provide what 
wrongs shall constitute a crime against the National Govern- 
ment, and to provide for the punishment of those guilty of 
those wrongs in the courts of the United States. It is an 
anomalous condition, I submit, Mr. Chairman, that this great 
Government has not upon its statute books a statute making an 
offense out of wrongs committed at elections by those guilty of 
fraud in the election of its own officers. 

I know that some gentlemen will say that the various States 
have laws governing these matters, and that the States ean be 
depended upon to take care of that proposition. I submit, Mr. 
Chairman, that it does not comport with the dignity of the Na- 
tional Government that it should be dependent upon any other 
sovereignty for the protection of its own honor and its own in- 
tegrity. By the Constitution of the United States, by section 4, 
Article I, of the Constitution, we are given this power in express 
terms. 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and 
Representatives shall be prescribed in each State by the legislature 
thereof; but the Congress may, at any time, by Jaw make or alter such 
regulations except as to the places of choosing Senators. 

It is not my purpose to enter into the details of such a law as 
I think should be passed under this power. I introduced at the 
last session, and have reintroduced at this session, a bill which 
does show what I believe should be the character of legislation 
enacted by Congress. I would not have the Federal Government 
take any supervision or control over elections. I would, in 
short, simply provide that bribery or any form of corruption at 
the election of Representatives or Presidential electors should 
constitute a crime against the Federal Government, and that 
these crimes should be prosecuted and punished through the 
Federal courts and by the Federal officers. 

It is no longer an open question as to whether we have the 
right to pass and enact such laws. The Supreme Court of the 
United States has spoken in no uncertain terms upon this propo- 
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sition. Tn the case known as Ex parte Siebold (100 U. S., 387}, 
the Supreme Court uses the following language: 


It is objected that Congress has ne power to enforce State laws or 
to punish State officers, and especially has no power to punish them for 
violating the laws of their own State. As a tion this 
is undoubtedly true; but when, in the performance of th 
State officers are called upon to fulfill duties which they owe to the 
United States as well as to the State, has the former no means of com- 
pelling such fulfillment? Yet that is the case here. It is the duty 
of the States to elect Representatives to Congress, The due and fair 
elections of these Representatives is of vital rtance to the United 
States. The Government of the United States 
the transaction than the State government is. 
bound to stand by as a passive spectator when duties are 
outrageous frauds are committed. It is directly interested in 
faithful rformance by the officers of election of their ve 
duties. ose duties are owed as well to the United States as to the 
State. This necessarily follows from the mixed character of the trans- 
action—State and national. A violation of duty is an offense against 
the United States for which the offender is justly amenable to that 
Government. No cficial position can shelter him from this responsi- 
bility. In view of the fact that Congress has plenary and paramount 
jurisdiction over the whole subject, it seems almost rd to 2 that 
an officer who receives or has bigs art of the ballots given for a Repre- 
sentative owes no duty to the National Government which Congress 
can enforce, or that an officer who stuffs the ballot box can not be 
made amenable to the United States. If Congress has not, prior to 
the passage of the present laws, imposed any penalties to prevent and 
pan frauds and violations of SE comarca by officers of election, 
t has been because the exigency s not been deemed sufficient to 
require it and not because Congress had not the requisite power. 

The court also says in this same case: 

The true doctrine, as we conceive, is that whilst the States 
are really sovereign as to all matters which ve not granted to 
the jurisdiction and control of the United States, the Constitution and 
constitutional Jaws of the latter are, as we have already said, the 
supreme law of the land, and when they conflict with the laws of the 
State they are of ramount authority and obligation. This is the 
fundamental principle on which the authority of the Constitution is 
based, and unless it be conceded in practice as well as theory, the 
fabric of our institutions, as it was contemplated by its founders, can 
not stand. The questions involved have respect not more to the au- 
tonomy and existence of the States than to the continued existence of 
the United States as a Government to which every American citizen 
can look for security and protection in every part of the land. 

We think that the cause of commitment in these cases was lawful, 
and that the application for the writ of habeas corpus must be denied. 

That case, Mr. Chairman, went before the Supreme Court at a 
time when we did have some statutes upon the Federal statute 
books regulating what offenses at elections of Federal officers 
constituted a crime against the National Government. In the 
repeal of the force bill, apparently without proper consideration, 
not only were all the provisions of that bill which gave to the 
National Government power to supervise and control elections 
repealed, but also those other provisions which did not partake 
in the slightest degree of force were wiped out at the same 
time. So at the present time there are no statutes upon the 
national statute book regulating what constitutes crime against 
the National Government in the election of its own officers. 

It requires no argument, Mr. Chairman, to demonstrate the 
necessity for legislation of this kind. At every session of Con- 
gress we are called upon to pass upon half a dozen, and some- 
times many more, election contests. These contests frequently 
arouse very bitter partisan feeling; and yet, after we are 
through with the contest, after we have determined by the con- 
test that Mr. A. or Mr. B. is entitled to his seat in this body, 
the National Government, whose honor and whose integrity 
has been violated by the commission of the crime, has no power 
whatever to reach out its strong arm and bring those who haye 
been guilty of that wrong and that crime against the National 
Government to the courts of this Government for punishment. 
The necessity for legislation of this character is made apparent 
from the records of Congress. The power to legislate upon the 
question is given to us by the Constitution as it has been con- 
strued by the Supreme Court. I have referred to one case, and 
I shall refer only to one other, and shall read only a paragraph 
or two from that decision. In the case of Ex parte Yarbrough 
(110 U. S., 651) the Supreme Court again said: 

That a vernment whose essential character is republican, whose 
executive head and legislative body are both elective, whose most 
numerous and powerful branch of the legislature is elected by the 

eople directly, has no power by 5 laws to secure their elec- 

Pion from the influence of violence, of corruption, and of fraud, is a 
proposition so startling as to arrest attention and demand the gravest 
consideration. 

If this Government is anything more than a mere aggregation of 
delegated agents of other States and governments, each of which is 
superior to the General Government, it must have the power to pro- 
tect poe elections on which its existence depends from violence and 
corruption, 

If Te has not this power it Is left helpless before the two great 
natural and historical enemies of all republics, open violence and in- 
sidious corruption. 

% © * * > * * 

win it be denied that it is in the power of that body to provide 

laws for the proper conduct of those elections? To provide, tt nec- 

the officers who shall conduct th d 

And especially to provide, in an election hel 

„for security of life and limb to the voter while in the exer- 
function? Can it be doubted that Congress can by law 


authori 
cise of 
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protect the act of —— the place where it is done, and the man 

who votes from perso violence or Intimidation and the election 

itself from corruption and fraud? 
> 


. * * * = . 
It is as essential to the successful working of this Government that 
the great organism of its executive and legislative branches should be 


the choice of the people as that the original form of it should be 


so. In absolute governments, where the monarch is the source of all 
power, it is still Seld to be important that the exercise of that —.— 
shall be free from the influence of extraneous violence and internal 


er is re 
representatives of the entire body of the people chosen at 


sources. 

If the recurrence of such acts as these 
are too common in one quarter of the coun and give omen of danger 
from lawful violence, e free use of money in elections, 3 
from the enen, of recent wealth in other quarters, presents equ 
cause for ety. 


The note of warning has been sounded not only by the execu- 
tive braneh of the Government, but also by the judicial depart- 
ment. The attention of Congress has now twice in twelve 
months been called to the condition by the Chief Magistrate of 
the nation. I trust, Mr. Chairman, that the Fifty-ninth Con- 
gress will not, as did the Fifty-eighth Congress, pass into his- 
tory without placing upon the statute book of the Federal 
Government legislation which will be competent to prevent the 
repetition of these crimes at the election of its own officers. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I have succeeded in any degree what- 
ever, by what I have said upon this floor, in calling attention to 
the importance of this question and to the power that is vested 
in us by the Constitution, I have accomplished all that induced 
me to claim the attention of the House. [Applause.] 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, although so much of the 
President's message as refers to insurance has been discussed 
until the subject is almost threadbare, and it is somewhat em- 
barrassing to speak upon it at this stage of the proceedings, the 
discussion has not been in vain. It has served the purpose of 
showing the contempt and the disgust that all honest men feel 
toward the disclosures of high officials touching their manage- 
ment of insurance companies. It shows that the American peo- 
ple are still honest at heart and that the magnitude and the 
enormity of the erimes have not blinded them to virtue. So 
much of the message as refers to insurance, in my judgment, 
should go to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instructions 
to report back whether or not Congress has constitutional war- 
rant to legislate upon this subject. In my own view we have 
no such authority. Personally, no matter what the committee 
may report as to the constitutional power of the House, I 
would not be willing to vote for any measure that would take 
the right away from the States to control these corporations. 
It is clear, Mr. Chairman, that if you take the power from the 
States and lodge it in the Federal Government the people will 
be in worse plight than they are now. This jurisdiction can 
not be concurrent. It will be exclusive in one government or 
in the other. As was so admirably suggested yesterday by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS], it is proper 
for Congress to legislate and to provide for the regulation of 
insurance in the District of Columbia, and I hope when we 
have such legislation it will be so wise and so beneficent as to 
prove a model for every State legislature in the American 
Union; but, sir, I believe there is sufficient wisdom, sufficient 
virtue, and sufficient honesty in every State to protect the peo- 
ple against further spoliation. 

The legislatures have absolute and supreme power oyer this 
question. They can prescribe such conditions and such limita- 
tions as they see fit. I desire to call attention to a significant 
fact. The agitation in favor of the Federal Government assum- 
ing control of insurance companies was begun by the insurance 
officials themselves. In the testimony before the Armstrong 
committee one of the high officials of the insurance companies, 
in testifying, touching the vast expenditures that haye been 
made at Albany and other State capitals, added to his testimony 
this significant remark: ““ When we get Federal regulation, this 
difficulty will be obviated.” The insurance officials who have 
clamored for Federal control are the men who do not want any 
control at all. They want to get out from the power and the 
jurisdiction of the forty-five legislatures of the forty-five sover- 
eign States. They want a lax, easy, nominal control that will 
not control. Speaking of the enormous expenditures that were 
made at Albany and elsewhere, as Mr. McCall alleged, for the 
purpose of preventing blackmail and vicious legislation, I be- 
lieve that that statement is as false as the man who uttered u 
is corrupt. 

I do not believe that blackmail and vicious legislation could 
pass the scrutiny of both houses of the New York assembly, nor 


risoners stand convicted of 
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do I believe that such legislation could pass the legislature of 
any State in the American Union. Almost every member in 
those legislatures is himself interested in insurance. The Amer- 
ican people are not opposed to insurance. They want the com- 
panies honestly and economically managed. I think that the 
kind of legislation the insurance officials were watching to pre- 
vent was honest, wholesome legislation in the interests of the 
policy holders that would stop their speculation and spoliation. 
That is the kind of legislation they wanted to prevent. Now, 
when the question arises in the various State legislatures, as it 
is soon to do, because these disclosures have opened the eyes of 
the American people to the enormity of the crimes of their 
heretofore trusted trustees, the question will be discussed in all 
of its phases. The States whose control is absolute, whose 
power is supreme, can fix conditions and limitations which all 
companies must comply with to do business in those States. 

It has been suggested in the course of this debate that differ- 
ent States might provide conflicting conditions, and hence a 
company could not possibly comply with the conditions of both 
States; that in complying with one it would necessarily violate 
the conditions of the other. In reply to that suggestion, I 
know of no overpowering necessity that would compel an insur- 
ance company to do business in every State of the American 
Union. If it should come to pass that the State of Nebraska 
and the State of Mississippi should provide conflicting condi- 
tions with which no company could comply, it would be the 
pleasure of the insurance company to decide which State it 
would operate in, and let the other severely alone. The States 
of this Union have the same right—the same legal right and the 
same moral right—to prescribe upon what terms corporations 
or citizens can do business within their borders as any gentle- 
man upon this floor has to prescribe upon what conditions his 
fellow-man can enter his house. If the conditions fixed are too 
hard, if the limitations fixed are too narrow, and the companies 
do not want to enter the domain, let them stay out. Suppose 
they do stay out. In the speech of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cockran], by which we were all charmed and elec- 
trified, the happiest suggestion, to my mind, was the proposi- 
tion to confine corporations of insurance to the States that gave 
them their charters. Can you conceive of any reason why the 
great State of Illinois should be dependent upon the State of 
New York for her insurance companies any more than she 
should be dependent upon New York for her savings banks? 

You bave men of ability equal, I know, to the ability of any 
man who has graced an insurance office, and God knows I hope 
far superior in integrity, in every State and in every township 
of the American Union who could take charge of these insur- 
ance companies, manage them economically and honestly for the 
policy holders, invest their money at better rates of interest 
and keep it within their own borders and build up their own 
great industries and resources. The greatest source of the 
money poured into the great city of New York from all sources 
that contribute to it is the life insurance premium. Even in 
times of panic it pours in with undiminished strength, in undi- 
minished volume, representing the toil and thrift and industry 
of the American people. When it goes there instead of being 
used for legitimate business purposes it has been used in ques- 
tionable ways and in vicious enterprises. But if it shall come 
to pass that any State in this Union prescribes conditions that 
the insurance people are not willing to comply with, that State 
is to be congratulated. It is not pertinent now and here to 
discuss the question as to what conditions the various States 
may prescribe. 

If I had the honor to be a member of the legislature of any 
State in the Union I would endeavor to prescribe conditions 
that would revolutionize the business. I would provide that no 
company could do business within the borders of my State 
which gave any man a salary, either directly or indirectly, in 
excess of $25,000 a year. Why, in these insurance companies, 
one man—one of these insurance dignitaries—is considered 
equal to all the Representatives of the great State of New York 
on this floor. Their sons, their sons-in-law, their nephews, and 
their cousins, who have never been heard of in the business 
world, are drawing princely salaries, $50,000, $75,000, or a 
hundred thousand dollars a year. The answer to that is the 
old maxim that the thing is worth what it will fetch. Well, I 
would like to know what these fellows would fetch if they were 
put on the market, There are thousands of dry-goods clerks in 
the city of New York who are the equal of these men in busi- 
ness ability. They are there not by reason of great business 
reputation that they have made, but they are there by the favor- 
itism of those who have charge. 

I was reading in the report of the Armstrong committee the 
other day this remarkable statement that one of the great com- 


panies, not one of the big three, because the millions with which 
they deal are beyond the comprehension of most men, but one 
of the companies since its organization has paid out in pre- 
miums and death losses $92,000,000 and in the same period of 
time has paid $130,000,000 in expenses. Forty-one per cent plus 
had gone to beneficiaries and 58 per cent plus had gone to the 
officers. I do not care, Mr. Chairman, if you limit the com- 
panies to the borders of the State and provide that no company 
should pay any commission for new business. Review the spec- 
tacle now of these great companies going out after business 
actually at a loss, using funds that have been made and saved 
and buying new business. The business they are now getting 
does not pay for itself, 

Mr. Chairman, one of the strongest and best of insurance com- 
panies in Great Britain employs no agents at all. If a person 
desires insurance in that company he writes to the home office. 
He is furnished an application blank, which he fills out. 
When it reaches the home office, if his family history indicates 
that he is probably a good risk, then one of their physicians 
examines him. On the coming in of that report, if he is found 
to be sound, he is notified that he is accepted, that his premium 
is a certain amount, and he sends it to the company by mail 
and they send him a policy. The only expense incurred in the 
transaction is the physician’s fee and a few pennies for postage. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, these are questions that the States can 
all deal with in their own way and in their own time. We have 
not been so fortunate; we have not been so happy in our man- 
agement of corporations as to encourage the hope that we would 
have better success with insurance companies. It has been sug- 
gested here to-day that the States had signally failed. Unfor- 
tunately the States have hitherto legislated upon the assumption 
that the management of the companies was honest and they 
were guarding against insolvent companies. Hereafter they 
will throw safeguards around the companies doing business in 
their borders; they will make the limitations narrow and the 
conditions hard; and I believe that out of all this great discus- 
sion there will come relief for the American people. But, sir, 
it will come through the sovereign legislatures of the sovereign 
States. There is sufficient wisdom, there is sufficient virtue, 
and there is sufficient honesty in every State in the American 
Union to protect its own citizenship against spoliation and 
fraud. [Applause.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Conner having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that 
the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 480) entitled “An 
act supplemental to an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the 
construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic 
and Pacifie oceans,’ approved June 28, 1902, and making appro- 
priations for isthmian canal construction, and for other pur- 
poses.” 

DISTRIBUTION OF PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SULZER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Surzer] desires to have the floor again. When he spoke on a 
former occasion he reserved the balance of his time. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, a few days ago I introduced 
into this House the following resolution, which I now send to 
the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it has been 9 In the newspaper press of the country, 
and is now generally lieved, that the Secretary of the Na has 
recommended and contemplates the breaking up and the absolute de- 
struction of the last vestige of one of the most famous historical relics 
of the United States, namely, the frigate Constitution, lovingly, pa- 
triotically, and popularly known as Old Ironsides; and 

Whereas the patriotic people of the country regard such contem- 
plated destruction of Old Ironsides with the most profound sorrow 
and regret, and as an irreparable loss, because Old Ironsides can never 
be repla and her like can never be looked upop again if once totally 
destroyed; and they believe that if only one of her planks remains it 
3 be sacredly saved and preserved as an historic relic: Therefore, 


t 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
respectfully requested, if not incompatible with the public interests, 2 
send to the House of Representatives as soon as possible all informa- 
tion upon the subject of the 9 destruction of the frigate 
8 1 . = Ironsides, a in the meantime 

wa. ch further action as the Congress eem pro to ta 
to prevent such destruction ; and be it 55 n 

esolved, That the President of the United states is hereby respect- 
fully and earnestly requested to promptly intervene and recommend 
such measures as shall secure the rmanent preservation of all that 
now remains of the frigate Constitution as one of the most sacred 
historical relics remaining to the people of the United States, 
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Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, that is a patriotic resolution 
and it speaks for itself. I am in favor of it, and I believe it 
should pass this House without delay. It was introduced by me 
for the purpose of getting definite information and finding out, 
through the Secretary of the Navy, as soon as possible, just 
when, and how, and where, and why the Secretary of the Navy 
proposed, intended, or contemplated the destruction of the 
frigate Constitution, popularly known to the American people 
as “Old Lronsides,” and what authority, if any, he has in the 
premises to destroy this historical relic of the American Navy. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman—— ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SULZER. Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL, Do I understand that it is offered as a reso- 
lution to be passed on by the committee? 

Mr. SULZER. Not at all. It has just been read by the Clerk 
for the purpose of giving the House notice of what I am going 
to talk about. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, all right. 

Mr. SULZER. I introduced the resolution for the purpose of 
getting information from the Secretary of the Navy about the 
frigate Constitution and her proposed destruction. It is priv- 
ileged under the rules and will come up ere long in the regular 
way. We do not know just how the old Constitution is to be 
shot to death, but if it is going to happen, I think the House is 
entitled to have this information from the Secretary of the 
Navy. 

Mr. DALZELL. All right. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, the patriotic people of the 
country were very much surprised a short time ago when they 
read in the public prints that the Secretary of the Navy pro- 
posed to destroy “Old Ironsides,” the flagship of Hull and 
Preble, of Bainbridge, and of gallant Charles Stewart, the grand- 
father of Charles Stewart Parnell. The Secretary said, if the 
reports in the newspapers are correct, and I doubt not they are, 
that this old frigate, the Constitution, now lying at Charlestown 
Navy-Yard, in Boston Harbor, was of no earthly use, and the 
best thing that could be done with her was to tow her out to sea 
and make her a target for American nayal gunners to shoot to 
pieces. Think of it! Imagine, if you can, this official vandal- 
ism! It shocked public sentiment. It aroused American pa- 
triotism. I can hardly believe it to be true, but if it is true I 
trust the Secretary of the Navy has heard the indignant remon- 
strance and the patriotic protest which has rolled into Washing- 
ton from every part of the country, and that he will do nothing 
further in the matter. His action has aroused the spirit of the 
nation. The American people will never consent to the wanton 
destruction of the frigate Constitution; and, in fact, sir, I doubt 
if the Secretary of the Navy has any authority to order her 
demolition. She belongs to the people of the United States, and 
they will never sell her or give her up; and the Secretary has no 
more right to destroy her than he has to order the destruction 
of this Capitol. I think that the Congress has something to say 
about what shall be done or not done with the people’s property, 
and I hope the Secretary will refrain from further action in the 
premises until this Congress can act in the matter. Her fate is 
in our hands. She can not be shot and sunk without our con- 
sent. We must stop this sacrilege. The venerable old frigate 
Constitution should not be destroyed. She is sacred to the Amer- 
ican people, and as long as one of her timbers remains she 
should never be demolished. Sbe was launched in the harbor 
of Boston in 1797. Her story on the sea is American history, 
and time can not dim her greatness nor sully her glory. She 
belongs to Boston, and there let her rest in peace with the Stars 
and Stripes floating from her masthead until she shall crumble 
and rot away and be no more, [Applause.] 

Once before, Mr. Chairman—a long time ago, away back in 
1830—a certain former Secretary of the Navy also proposed the 
destruction of “ Old Ironsides.” Is the present Secretary of the 
Navy familiar with that incident? Does he remember what then 
happened? Has he forgotten the storm of protests, the white 
heat of popular indignation, that aroused the people and stirred 
the very depths of American patriotism? The people then saved 
the Constitution and the storm of outraged popular sentiment 
subsided; but at its height there came a flash of poetic light- 
ning, the inspiration of Oliver Wendell Holmes, who wrote this 
poem on “ Old Ironsides:” 


Ay, tear her tattered en down! 
Long has it waved on high, 

And many an eye has danced to see 
That banner in the sky. 

Beneath it rung the battle shout 
And burst the cannon’s roar— 

The meteor of the ocean air 
Shall sweep the clouds no more, 


Her deck, once red with heroes’ blood, 
Where knelt the vanquished foe, 
When winds were hurrying o'er the flood 
And waves were white below, 
No more shall feel the victor's tread 
Or know the congu: knee— 
The harpies of the shore shall pluck 
The eagle of the sea! 


Oh, better that her shattered hulk 


Should sink beneath the wave; 


Her thunders shook the mighty deep, 
And there should be her grave; 
~ Nail to the mast her holy flag, 
Set every threadbare sail, 
And give her to the god of storms, 
The lightning and the gale! 

[ Applause. ] 

That gem, sir, from the pen of dear old Doctor Holmes did 
much in the long ago to save the day and preserve intact “ Old 
Ironsides.” As I sat here to-day thinking about the contem- 
plated action of our present Secretary my memory went back 
to that other time. It seemed like history repeating itself, 
and I wondered if our Naval Secretary—poor benighted man— 
had ever read that patriotic poem by one of America’s most 
gifted authors. But no matter; suffice it now for me to say 
that from that day in the distant past down to the present 
more practical time no sacrilegious hand has ever been raised 
to strike a blow against “Old Ironsides.” [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, this may be a practical age, but American 
sentiment is not dead, and it is well that there is enough left 
to arouse the people in protest against destroying in a most un- 
patriotic way the gallant old ship Constitution. If only a 
sentimental value is left of all her greatness, it is enough to 
save her, and it is a very beautiful sentiment, and one alto- 
gether creditable to the hearts of the American people. This 
sentiment fights our battles, wins our victories, and preserves 
our liberties. Sentiment—deep-rooted, patriotic sentiment—is 
the progressive life of every people, and I trust the day will 
never come in our land when it will slumber so soundly that an 
unsympathetic act of vandalism can not arouse it to protest 
and action and indignation, The doom of the Republic will be 
knelled when American sentiment dies. So, sir, I say that for 
sentimental and patriotic reasons the frigate Constitution must 
not be destroyed. No act of vandalism must ever profane “ Old 
Ironsides.” Her glorious ensign must never be hauled down. 
She is the most valuable relic historically, and the most price- 
less possession to-day, in the American Navy. No wonder the 
patriotic people of New England, and elsewhere, were grieved 
and shocked when they learned that the Secretary of the Navy, 
in the most matter-of-fact way, intended to have this historic 
old ship of war towed out to sea and shot at for a target— 
shot to death with American gunpowder and by the Navy she 
made possible and did so much to embellish. But it shall never 
happen—perish the thought—because I believe I voice the pa- 
triotic feelings of all true Americans everywhere when I say 
we shall never give up the ship—we shall never destroy “ Old 
Ironsides.” [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I am a friend of the Secretary of the Navy. 
I have no disposition to harshly criticise that distinguished offi- 
cial. I think in this matter that he has been, to say the least, 
indiscreet, and has mistaken the patriotic sentiments which ani- 
mate the American people, especially when some object of their 
reverence is assailed. Hence I believe it is only necessary for us 
to suggest to him that we are opposed to the destruction of this 
good old ship in order to preserve her as a common heritage for 
future generations. And that is for us to do—our work and our 
duty. Let us then meet the expectations of the people of our 
country, and put into the naval appropriation bill a provision 
that will carry a small annual appropriation for the care and 
the maintenance of this venerable old ship Constitution, and 
that will end the doubts as to her future most effectually for all 
time to come. 

And now, sir, I want to read another poem anent this matter. 
After I had introduced the resolution just read by the Clerk, 
my dear old friend, the good gray poet of Washington, a son of 
old Kentucky, and as gallant, as warm-hearted, and as lovable 
a man as ever lived—Col. John A. Joyce—inspired by the sub- 
ject as his prototype, Oliver Wendell Holmes, was on a former 
and similar occasion, dashed off the following poem and sent it 
to me to read when this matter came up for discussion. I take 
great pleasure in reading it: 


Spare, ob, re, the Constitution; 
vernon ‘old battle shi 2 


of ours. 
Let it live in song and story, 
Festooned with the fairest flowers. 


Leave it as an object lesson 
To the children of this land 
Teaching loyalty and valor, 
Lessons they must understand. 
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Hull and Prebel, Bainbridge, Stewart, 


Fired — guns in battle roar, 
Slaughte: Ibion’s bravest sailors— 
Sunk and drove them from our shore, 


Con; true and patriotic 
Will not let thy glory die; 
But be target for al N 
Like the stars in yonder sky. 


Once you arene on stormy ocean, 
* Target ” for the tyrant foe; 
Must Old Ironsides” be shattered, 
Friendless in its age and woe? 


No! Let it shine in Boston Harbor, 

Down the ages, by the sea; 

Veteran of our naval glory— 
Emblem of our liberty 

[Loud applause, ] : 

Mr. Chairman, all honor, to Colonel Joyce. He is now, and 
always has been, a true poet and a pure patriot. And now a 
few words more, and I am done. I want to say, in conclusion, 
that I am a friend of the American Navy. I glory in its bril- 
liant and illustrious achievements. In every war and on every 
sea its valor and its heroism have illumined the pages of Ameri- 
ean history. There is no blot on its heraldic shield. The 
patriotic soul of every school boy in America has been fired by 
the valor, the bravery, and the glory of our naval heroes. Their 
motto is, and was, and ever will be, “ Don’t give up the ship;” 
and we, the Representatives of the American peopl in Congress, 
reechoing that heroic and patriotic sentiment, send greetings to 
our constituencies, and notice to the Secretary of the Navy, that 
we won't give up the ship; that we won't sacrifice “Old 
-Ironsides ; ” that we won't destroy the Constitution—the oldest 
and the grandest and the proudest ship that ever nailed her 
colors to the mast in all the glorious history of the American 
Navy. [Prolonged applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Macon] yield to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. MACON, Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understood the gentleman to say privately, a 
few minutes ago, that he had no objection to waiting until to- 
‘morrow morning before he continued his speech. 

Mr. MACON. I said that to the chairman, in response to a 
question. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman yield now for a motion that 
the committee rise? 
Mr. MACON. Yes; with the understanding that I may have 
the floor in the morning. 

The CHAIRMAN. The understanding of the Chair is that 
the gentleman will have the floor the first thing in the morning. 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. He has the floor in his own right, 
and, as I understand it, no one can deprive him of that right. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will it be agreeable to the gentleman to 
yield at this time? 

Mr. MACON. Certainly. I like to be accommodating when 
I can. [Applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration House 
resolution 42, relating to the distribution of the President's 
message, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


PANAMA CANAL. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a confer- 
ence report and the statement of the managers upon the part of 
this House, and I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa presents a con- 
ference report and asks unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I did not understand the request. Is it 
just for the printing of the report? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; I ask for the present consideration 
of it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the conference report. Perhaps it 
would be well enough to have it read, and then the request sub- 
mitted. If there be no objection, it will be read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, is it not usual for these con- 
ference reports to be printed and go over until the next day? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think the gentleman from Mississippi 
understood the proposition. It is to have the conference report 
read, subject to objection. Of course it would have to go over 
under the rule, and be printed in the RECORD, if objection is 
made. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Then it can come up to-morrow. 

Mr. PAYNE. The proposition now is to have it read, subject 
to objection. > . 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does that carry with it the request 
for present consideration? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Not until after it is read. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] and 
myself misunderstood it. - ö 

Mr. SULZER. It is to be read for information only. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the reading of the 
report? 

There was no objection. 

The conference report was read. The conference report and 
statement are as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. 
480, an act supplemental to an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the 
Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, and mak- 
ing appropriation for isthmian canal construction, and for other 
purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
5 and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

ollows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2 and 
3 and from its amendment to the title of the bill. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10, and agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 

That the two per cent bonds of the United States authorized 
by section eight of the act entitled “An act to provide for the 
construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans,” approved June twenty-eighth, nineteen hundred 
and two, shall have all the rights and privileges accorded by law 
to other two per cent bonds of the United States, and every na- 
tional banking association having on deposit, as provided by 
law, such bonds issued under the provisions of said section eight 
of said act approved June twenty-eighth, nineteen hundred and 
two, to secure its circulating notes, shall pay to the Treasurer of 
the United States, in the months of January and July, a tax of 
one-fourth of one per cent each half year upon the average 
amount of such of its notes in circulation as are based upon the 
deposit of said two per cent bonds; and such taxes shall be in 
lieu of existing taxes on its notes in circulation imposed by sec- 
tion fifty-two hundred and fourteen of the Revised Statutes.” 

And the Senate egree to the same. 3 

W. P. HEPBURN, 

SERENO E. PAYNE, 

L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


W. B. ALLISON, 

EUGENE HALE, 

H. M. TELLER,- 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Statement of managers on the part of the House. 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill H. R. 480, 
supplemental to an act entitled “An act to provide for the con- 
struction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, and making appropria- 
tion for isthmian canal construction, and for other purposes, 
submit the following written statement in explanation of the 
effect of the action agreed upon and submitted in the accompany- 
ing conference report on the amendments of the Senate, namely: 

On amendment numbered 1: The effect of this amendment is to 
restore in other language the provisions of the first section of 
the House bill. 

Amendments numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6 are merely verbal. 

The seventh amendment strikes out the provision requiring 
persons appointed or employed by the President in connection 
with the construction or operation of the canal to furnish in- 
formation to Congress, or either House of Congress, when 
called upon. 

Amendment numbered 8 provides that the estimates sub- 
mitted to Congress shall cover all annual salaries paid to per- 
sons employed on the work, excepting laborers and skilled 
laborers. 

Amendment numbered 9 is merely verbal. 

Amendment numbered 10 strikes out the provision authoriz- 
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ing the use of the moneys received in the ordinary course of 
business and from the operation of the Panama Railroad and 
property and rights appertaining thereto in defraying the ex- 
penses of such operation and maintenance without being Cov- 
ered into the Treasury of the United States. 

The Senate recedes from its amendment to the title of the bill. 


W. P. HEPBURN, 

SERENO E. PAYNE, 

L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman now asks unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the conference report? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the matter 
take the usual course. It will come up to-morrow morning, 
when the conference report is printed and in the hands of 
everybody. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would say that there is no material 
change in the bill from the form in which it passed the House. 
The substance of it is nearly the same. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no idea that I shall make any ob- 
jection to its consideration to-morrow. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is a desire to get this matter fin- 
ished, so that the funds can be moved down to the Isthmus as 
soon as possible. They are needed there. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think the gentleman will agree that going 
over until to-morrow will not hurt anything. 


FRED M. CAMPBELL. 


Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the following 
privileged report from the Committee on Accounts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

, House resolution No. 41. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to pay to the widow of Fred M. Campbell, late a messenger, 
Doorkeeper’s. department of the House of Representatives, a sum equal 
to six months’ pay at the rate of compensation received by him at the 
time of his death; and further sum, not exceeding $250, for funeral ex- 
penses, said amount to be paid out of the contingent fund. 

The following amendments recommended by the committee 
were read: 

In line 5, after the word “and,” insert the article “a.” 
ee line ate after the word “ expenses,” insert the words of said Fred 

Cam Si 

In tine 7 strike out the word “amount” and insert the word 
“ amounts.” 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman if this is the 
usual amount paid to employees? 

Mr. CASSEL. This is the usual amount and the usual form 
in which payment is made to the employees of the House who 
have died. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


HENRY ROBINSON. 


Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I also offer another privileged 
report of the same character from the Committee on Accounts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution No. 59. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to pay to the widow of Henry Robinson, late disbursing clerk of 
the House of Representatives, a sum equal to six months’ pay at the 
rate of compensation received by him at the time of his death, and a 
further sum, not 2 $250, on account of expenses of his last 
nen and his burial, said amounts to be paid out of the contingent 
und. 

The following amendment recommended by the committee 
was read: 

In line 7 strike out the words “ his last illness and burial” and insert 
the words the funeral expenses of said Henry Robinson.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


ISA BLACK, 


Mr. CASSEL: Mr. Speaker, I offer the following report from 
the Committee on Accounts. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution No. 106. 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to pay to the widow of Isa Black, late a doorkeeper of the House 
of Re e a sum equal to six months’ pay at the rate of com- 
pensation received by him at the time of his death, and a further sum, 
not exceeding $250, on account of of his last illness and his 
burial, said amounts to be paid out of the contingent fund. 

The following amendments recommended by the committee 
were read: 

In line 3 strike out the word “doorkeeper” and insert the word 
“ messenger.” 
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In line 6, before the word “expenses,” insert the words the 
funeral.” 


In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words his last illness and burial" 
and insert the words “said Isa Black.“ 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


DANIEL P. HICKLING. 


Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I have another privileged report 
of the same character from the Committee on Accounts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution No. 87. R 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby directed to pay, out 
of the contingent fund of the House, to Sarah A. Hickling, widow of 
Daniel P. Hickling, late locksmith of the House of Representatives, a 
ual to six. months’ salary as locksmith, and a further sum, not 
exceed ng teo, to defray the expenses of the last illness and funeral 
of said niel P. Hickling. 

The following amendments recommended by the Committee on 
Accounts were read: 
2 d sg 5, after the word “ the” where it first occurs, insert the word 

eral.” 

i lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “the last illness and funeral 

of.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE. 


Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I present the following resolu- 
tion from the Committee on Accounts: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution No. 80. 

Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint an addi- 
tional clerk to said committee to serve during the sessions of the Fifty- 
ninth Con; at the per diem compensation which in the aggrega 
shall equal the sum paid session committee clerks whose employment is 
provided for by law. , 

Mr. CASSEL. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that this is not an in- 
crease in the force of this committee. As I understand it, it is 
the same amount that they had last year. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
its present consideration? 

Mr. CASSEL. If it is not a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. It does not provide for payment from the 
contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, pending unanimous consent, 
I would like to ask the gentleman if this is a unanimous report 
of the committee? 

Mr. CASSEL. It is, and I think all the minority members 
were present this morning. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no objection. 

The following amendment recommended by the Committee on 
Accounts was read, as follows: 

z 2 line 5, after the word “ compensation,” insert the words “of six 
ollars, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


JANITOR TO COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS, 


Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I present the following privi- 
leged resolution, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills is 
hereby authorized to appoint a janitor to said committee room and to 
the en; ing room of the House, to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House, at the rate of $60 per month, during the present 
Congress, until otherwise provided for by law. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


LABORER IN LADIES’ RECEPTION ROOM. 


Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I present the following privi- 
leged resolution, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and he is hereby, 
empowered to employ a laborer in the ladies’ reception room at a 
salary of 12 per month, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House, and for the sesslon only. 

The Clerk read the following committee amendments: 


In line 3 strike out “ seventy-five" and insert “ sixty.” 

In line 4 strike out the word “ and.” 

In line 5 strike out the words “the session only” and insert the 
words “sessions of the Fifty-ninth Congress; so that it will read: 

“At a sa of $60 per month, to be pele out of the contingent fund 
of the House for the sessions of the ty-ninth Congress.” 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Is this the usual resolution? 

Mr. CASSEL. This is a new appointment, to take charge 
of the new room which has been established on the minority 
side of the House. * 
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Mr. WILIAAMS. Is this an additional Gerk to the force 
carried last year? 

Mr. CASSEL. No; it is a new janitor to take charge of the 
new room which has been established on the other side of the 
building as the ladies’ reception room. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is this janitor to take care of this hall- 
way out here in which there have been some chairs put? I 
think I shall object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that it is a privileged 
resolution. The amount is payable from the contingent fund, 
which renders the resolution privileged. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would like the gentleman to explain to 
the House the necessity for the new rule, if it is a new rule, and 
the additional force, if it is an additional force. 

Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the room has 
been ordered equipped as a place where Members can receive 
visitors who come here from time to time to see them on busi- 
ness, and that it is especially a place where ladies can wait until 
a Member can see them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Where is the room? 

Mr. CASSEL, It is directly beyond that door in the lobby. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, is it this hallway right here? 

Mr. CASSEL. Yes; the hallway there which has been 
fitted up. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Ever since I have been here people have 
sent in cards from there, ladies have come there when they 
wanted to, and they have been received there. It seems to me 
it is unnecessary to have a janitor in a hall where Members go 
out to see people who send in their cards to them. 

Mr. CASSEL. Well, the room must be taken care of, and 
it has been recommended by the Doorkeeper of the House as a 
necessity, and was so presented to the Committee at its hear- 


ings. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What is there necessary to be done there 
în order to take care of this hallway? It has always been 
swept up and kept in order since I have been here without any 
additional janitor. 

Mr. CASSEL. Well, I am doubtful whether the room has 
been kept in proper condition for the visitors of the House to 
wait in from time to time, and it is nothing more than is cus- 
tomary in every other room in the House which has been 
equipped for that purpose. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Is it not a fact that about the only change 
made is to place a table there and a few chairs? 

Mr. CASSEL. I suppose it is; but there are more people 
gathering there at the present time than there were formerly, 
because they know it is a waiting place. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman if 
this is the unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. CASSEL. It is the unanimous report of the committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Was the committee fully attended when it 
was reported? 

Mr. CASSEL. -Fully attended. I think there were eight 
members of the committee present at the meeting this morning, 
and it was considered very carefully and reported upon favor- 
ably by all of the members of the committee. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CASSEL. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I think the House ought 
to have some knowledge of just what is proposed to be done by 
this resolution. One of the hallways opposite the entrance to 
this House on this side, during the past six years, the time that 
I have been a Member of the House, has been about the only 
place where the Members on this side could receive their friends 
while the House was in session. Through the activity of some 
official of the Capitol a half dozen chairs and a table have been 
placed in this corridor, and from time to time one or two Mem- 
bers of the Capitol police, in the performance of their duty, 
walk through that corridor to see that the Members of the 
minority do not conduct themselyes in an improper manner while 
receiving friends. [Laughter.] With his eye upon the contin- 
gent fund of the House, and with a desire to place some con- 
stituent—no doubt a deserving one—some enterprising gentle- 
man saw an opportunity to utilize the services of some man as 
a janitor in this corridor, which, if I am not mistaken, is under 
the control of the Capitol police. 

What are the police in this Capitol for, I would like to know, if 
not to keep order in the corridors. To what extent are we to 
multiply the men paid from the contingent fund of the House? 
I am-not one of those opposed to the employment of the neces- 
sary help proper in the conduct of the business of the House 
or necessary for the conyenience of its Members, but I do hope 
that the House will not inaugurate a system of janitors for the 


corridors about this Capitol. This is an entering wedge, and 
I am astounded that any eight men from one committee should 
be able to come in here with a unanimous report in favor of 
such an absurd proposition. Why, Mr. Speaker, I would invite 
the Members of the House to go out and see just where they. 
wish to place a janitor. It is about 20 feet from the door of 
the House to the outside door of the Capitol. There are, as I 
have said, perhaps a half dozen chairs and a table there, and 
to take care of that reception room it is proposed to put a 
janitor on the rolls of this House at the rate óf $60 a month, 
I am not posing here as a rigid economist, yet I do not wish to 
be put in the position of being an “absurdist,” if I can coin 
that word, and I hope that the House in the exercise of an intel- 
ligent discrimination will vote down this resolution. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. CASSEL and Mr. MANN rose. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CASSEL. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I am yery much surprised at the 
base ingratitude of the minority side of the House. The House 
sets apart a receiving room for the benefit of the minority and 
the members of the majority are required to see their friends in 
the hall, with no chairs and no table 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And no janitor. 

Mr. MANN. But through the magnanimity of the House 
controlled by the majority we set apart a corridor, tables, and 
chairs, with opportunity for people to sit down, and-then these 
people, when we wish to keep it clean, decline to have the place 
kept clean. [Laughter.] The majority side of the House would 
be glad for any opportunity to receive their friends without 
standing up in the halls, but the minority, I regret to say, seem 
to be full of ingratitude at the magnanimity which we display. 
{Laughter.] I have no doubt it is only the enterprising minor- 
ity who believe in keeping this place in good order out here. 
We give you the best we have got, and still you kick. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. ] 

Me FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield just a mo- 
men 

Mr. CASSEL. Certainty. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, when I was a boy I was 
very familiar with a motto which hung on the wall of many 
homes. It was “God bless our home.” Recalling that, I think 
we might properly say in reply to the gentleman from Tinois, 
“God bless the magnanimity of the majority of this House.” 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, one more innocuous obser- 
yation, suggested by the gentleman from Illinois. If this were 
a corridor provided for the use of the majority of the House 
instead of the minority, then, judging by recent political his- 
tory, we could understand just precisely why it was strictly 
necessary to have somebody on the pay roll to keep it clean 
{laughter and applause]; but this is a corridor for the minor- 
ity, which can very well take care of itself without this spe- 
cial cleaning service. As long as I have been here ladies 
haye come here, Members haye gone out to see them, and there 
never was this special janitor before, and I have never noticed 
anything out of order there. It seems to me that this is an 
unnecessary appropriation, but at the same time, if the spirit 
of the appropriation be as the gentleman from Illinois has 
indicated, I do not know but what it would be worth the 
amount of money to be taken out of the Treasury as a mere 
memorial [laughter] of the new and chivalrous manner in 
which we will be dealt with in the future. It might be well 
to offer an amendment providing that the same amount of money 
should be used for the erection of a memorial there, a small 
pedestal with a little bit of a statuette, let us say, of the 
Speaker of the House, with a scroll, and on it the words, “ Fifty- 
ninth Congress; to the minority with the compliments of the 
majority.” [Laughter and applause.] But if the only object is 
that there may be decency and order the minority does not need 
the janitor. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

The question was taken; and there were on a division (de- 
manded by Mr. Cassi.) —ayes 29, noes 53. 

So the resolution was rejected. 

On motion of Mr. Frrzcrracp, a motion to reconsider the last 
yote was laid on the table. 

STENOGRAPHER FOR JOURNAL CLERK. 

Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I offer another report from the 

Committee on Accounts, 7 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk is ordered to employ a steno; 
sist the Journal Clerk, at a compensation not exceeding $75 per month, 
during the sessions of this Congress. 

With the following amendment: In line 2, after the word “ Clerk,” 
insert the words “ out of the contingent fund of the House until other- 
wise provided for by law.“ 


Mr. TAWNBY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, the chairman of the committee, if the pres- 
ent law does not prevent the payment of any salary out of the 
contingent fund of the House? 

Mr. CASSEL. Well, I would say that there is a difference of 
opinion as to the meaning of that law, as to whether one Con- 
gress can control a contingent of another Congress, and that 
will be up to the officials of the Treasury Department to decide. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The appropriation for the contingent fund 
of the House for the present fiscal year expressly provides that 
no part of it shall be used for the payment of salaries. I do 
not know anything about the necessity for the employment of 
this clerk, but I think that provision of the law is binding upon 
this House. I know that no resolution of the House can either 
expressly or by implication repeal any existing law. Of course 
the House has it in its power to provide the compensation for 
any person whose employment it authorizes. But that is the 
law, and it expressly provides that no part of that contingent 
fund shall be used for the payment of salaries. 

Mr. PAYNE. If that is the law, why would not it take away 
the privilege of these resolutions to pay salaries out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House, and make it a matter of unanimous 
consent, at least? 

Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, as I said before this is a mat- 
ter which will have to be decided by the Treasury Department 
as to the meaning of the law. There have been two or three dif- 
ferent decisions given from time to time. The majority would 
say that no Congress can control a succeeding Congress in the 
expenditure of their contingent fund. 

Mr. DALZELL. I would like to ask whether or not this is a 
new officer? 

Mr. CASSEL. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] can 
n question. It is not a new position, as I understand 
it, at all. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania ask 
unanimous consent to consider this resolution? 

Mr. CASSEL. Yes; if necessary I ask unanimous consent. 
I do not believe it is necessary. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution as amended. X 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


SESSION CLERKS TO COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I also offer another report from 
the Committee on Accounts. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That clerks to committees of the House during the session, 
pence for by the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 

ill for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, be, and they are hereby, 
allowed and assigned for the present Congress to the following com- 
mittees, namely: 

To the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Education, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Enrolled Bills, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, a clerk. 

To the Committee on the Militia, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Mines and Mining, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Patents, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Railways and Canals, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Invalid Pensions, an assistant clerk, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CasseL] yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Saar]? 

Mr. CASSEL. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to know if any of 
these are new positions that are being created? 


Mr. CASSEL. These are exactly the same appointments that 


were made a year ago by the House, and to the same committees. 
These eleven clerks are provided for by law, and the Commit- 
tee on Accounts have the awarding of them to the different com- 
mittees. The committees have followed the precedent of the 
last year’s committee. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing on the resolu- 


pher to as- | tion. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
STENOGRAPHER TO COMMITTEE ON REVISION OF THE LAWS. 


Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I have another resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Revision of the 
Laws is hereby authorized to appoint a stenographer to said committee, 
to serve during the Fifty-ninth Congress, whose compensation shall be 


$6 ear diem. 
ith an amendment, in line 5, after the word “the,” to insert the 
words “ sessions of the.” 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I wish to ask the chairman of the 
committee if this commission to revise the laws is a perpetual 
body or not? 

Mr. CASSEL, It is a committee which has been appointed by 
the House. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is it a House committee? 

Mr. CASSEL. It is a House committee. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I thought it said the “ commission.” 

Mr. CASSEL. No, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to know what business that com- 
mittee has before it this session. It is not usually overbur- 
dened with work. 

Mr. CASSEL. I am told that they intend to take up and 
codify all the laws. 

Mr. TAWNBY. As I understand it, that commission has not 
yet made its report. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is what I wanted to find out— 
when it is going to make its report. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am told that it is going to make its report 
some time during this Congress, but it has not yet been made. 

Mr. CASSEL. I will call on the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Moon] to more fully answer concerning the matter. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, with reference to 
that, the statement of the gentleman from Minnesota is true, 
that the entire report has not yet been made by the commission. 
We have held two sessions of the committee, one of them this 
morning, and members of that commission have been before the 
committee at both sessions, and they told us that the completed 
report, the substantive law or the civil code, will be ready some 
time during the early spring, but that two sections of the law, 
to wit, the penal code and the judiciary code, are now ready to 
report. There has been presented to our committee in the past 
these two codes, and bills have been presented here for consider- 
ation, but no time has ever yet been allowed for that purpose. 
The important and responsible duty is imposed upon us at this 
time to present these bills. 

Now, we already have before us, practically in the form of a 
bill, the judiciary code and the penal code. These require ex- 
amination and a large amount of work on the part of this com- 
mittee. It is not necessary for me now to occupy the time to 
tell you or to go into all the details, but the work is all of great 
importance. 

It has been reported, and we must verify it all; we must pass 
upon it, examine it, and probably draw new sections and amend 
it to a very important extent. This is the present work of the 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws, and I think no commit- 
tee of the House can have a larger amount of work devolving 
upon it at the present time than has this committee. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania a question. Now, this Commission to revise the 
laws is nothing but a codification commission, is it? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Well, it is practically a codifi- 
cation committee, and at the same time it is something very 
much more. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It is not a legislative committee? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Only in the sense that where 
the law has been changed and where an amendment is neces- 
sary to the law in order to make a complete law the duties 
of this Commission require it to make those amendments and to 
report new enactments when necessary for that purpose. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Wait a minute now. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Permit me to answer. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. An amendment necessary in your 
opinion? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Or in the opinion of the Com- 
mission. I can not go into details. But there are numerous 
eases where the laws have been abrogated or rescinded, and 
there does not exist a coherent scheme of law on that subject. 
That omission has frequently been found, and the Commission 
consider it their duty, where this condition exists, to supply all 
such omissions, and there were a great many of them, I can 
assure the gentleman, in the report thus far made. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, when your committee goes 
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to work on this report of the revisionists, if that is the proper 
term, then you revise their work, do you? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Well, we must examine it, pass 
upon it, and revise it before we can bring it to the House for 
consideration. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then Congress has got to go to 
work to reenact this whole business, has it? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. There is no other method by 
which this work can be done. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then I would like to know what 
was the sense of appointing this Commission at all. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. In reply to the gentleman from 
Missouri, I would say that it does not seem to me that it would 
be possible for a committee of this House to have ever per- 
formed the voluminous labor that has devolved upon this Com- 
mission. There has been no revision of the laws since 1874, 
or, to be more accurate, since 1878. In 1874 there was a revi- 
sion, but that revision was so incomplete and so imperfect that 
it was suppressed. There were found to be hundreds of mis- 
takes, and a commissioner, Mr. Boutwell of Massachusetts, was 
appointed to revise the revision, and therefore the revision of 
1878 practically took the place of the suppressed revision of 
1874, because the work was not thoroughly done by the Com- 
mission, not exhaustively examined by the committee, and not 
carefully scrutinized by this House. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I should like to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITA of Kentucky. This revisory commission submits 
its report by chapters to your committee, does it not? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. The bill requires it to submit 
its report as a whole, unfortunately. It never has submitted 
chapters. If the gentleman will permit me to answer, it has 
submitted two titles, that upon the penal code and that upon the 
judiciary code, but the bill really requires it to be presented 
as a whole. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. The law creating the revisory 
commission? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Now, they submit their report in 
typewriting to your committee, do they not? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. No; in print. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. In print. Then your committee 
proposes to take that up chapter by chapter and go over it? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. And you will make your report, as 
I suppose, to the House by chapters. Is that the purpose? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. No; by titles, really. We are 
going to make it as a whole; but it would be impossible ever to 
ask this House to sit continuously to consider 10,000 sections of 
the law, which there will be in this complete report. Therefore, 
it is our purpose now to bring in first the title of the penal code, 
which will cover something short of 500 sections; secondly, the 
title of the judiciary. That is the present plan; not by chap- 
ters, but by titles. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Now, I want to ask you this addi- 
tional question: Has your committee a clerk and a stenographer 
already? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. It has a clerk, but not a ste- 
nographer. 

Mr. TAWNEY. A session clerk or an annual clerk? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. An annual clerk; and the duties 
of that clerk are serious. We propose to divide that committee 
into subcommittees, as you can readily understand we must do. 
The clerk that I have to that committee is a lawyer, and I hope 
to get a great deal of aid and assistance from him in comparing 
the revision with the existing law. He will be expected to 
render service to these subcommittees whenever such service is 
required. It seems to me that in the progress of this work the 
committee needs the assistance of a stenographer. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I beg to submit this additional 
remark, that I have very considerable apprehension that the 
work of your committee will not be so great as you now think 
it will be, because I apprehend that the revisory commission is 
not going to dump very much down on you before this session 
of Congress adjourns. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Well, we had an assurance this 
morning from the Commission of an early report. We have had 
them before us twice, and I want to say on behalf of the commit- 
tee that we have been very imperative in demanding of them 
speedy action. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. We have been having it a good 
while now. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. We are not unmindful of the 
fact that this Congress at its last session practically placed the 


absolute responsibility of this matter upon our shoulders, with 
the understanding that otherwise there would be a bill intro- 
duced to abolish this revisory Commission, 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is aware, I suppose, that the 
House provides a corps of committee stenographers, some one of 
whom will be at the service of the gentleman’s committee at 
almost any time. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I am not aware of that. I will 
say in response to the gentleman that I have not had sufficient 
experience here to know that fact. Most of you know that this 
is my first experience as a committee chairman. 

Mr. MANN. I think every Member of the House is perfectly 
willing to give the gentleman’s committee every opportunity to 
make a report upon the revision of the laws. The gentleman 
3 to have a stenographer to the committee at the rate of 

a day. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The House now pays its committee stenogra- 
phers at the rate of $5,000 a year, I believe, and they ought to 
be better stenographers. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I did not understand that they 
were available for this work. 

Mr. MANN. There are four committee stenographers. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I submit to the gentleman’s 
superior knowledge. $ 

Mr. MANN. And these gentlemen are at the disposition of 
the committees of the House. -I dare say the gentleman would 
have no difficulty at all in having one of these stenographers 
at his service almost any time, both during the sessions of the 
House, if his committee has leave to sit, and before the session 
of the House commences any day. Now, of course, if the gentle- 
man’s committee needs an extra clerk, that is another thing, 
but so far as the work of a stenographer is concerned, the gen- 
tlemen of this committee can do what the other committees of 
the House do, send word downstairs that they want a commit- 
tee stenographer, and they will get one. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois 
knows full well that the committee stenographers are employed 
by various committees having hearings before them, and they 
are constantly engaged from the beginning to the close of the 
session, and if this committee, in the codification or making 
up of the report they are required to make up, need a stenog- 
rapher, the committee stenographers being otherwise engaged, 
they would have to bring in some one from the outside, and the 
expense would be a great deal more than to employ a regular 
stenographer. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, my distinguished friend, the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, assumes that the committee 
stenographers are busy all the time. That is a violent assump- 
tion, and is not the case. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the Committee on Ways and Means 
about half the time has an outside stenographer, because the 
committee stenographers claim to be busy when we send for 
them. 

Mr. MANN. I have often defended these stenographers on the 
floor of the House when the gentleman from Minnesota and the 
gentleman from New York were attacking them. We frequently 
have two of these stenographers in our committee at the same 
time, and if they are so busy it seems to me that we might get 
along with one instead of having two reporting the same thing 
at the same time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, that may account for it; there may be 
two stenographers in the room of the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, and when we want one in the Committee 
on Ways and Means we have to take an outsider. I know that 
the bills before our committee are simply enormous for outside 
work. I think these bills would pay $6 a day for a long time 
for a stenographer for this committee. As far as this com- 
mittee is concerned I think it is a question whether they need 
this additional clerk at the present time. It is not for what 
they have now, but what they expect and hope to have in the 
future. I do not see why this thing should not go over until 
they get that large number of chapters from the commission 
for consideration before that committee, and then if they need 
the additional clerk the House will vote for it. 

Mr. MANN. Will not the gentleman pardon me? Does not 
the gentleman from New York think that the Committee on 
Ways and Means is likely to have more use for a stenographer 
than the Committee on the Revision of the Laws? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think so. So far as the Committee on Ways 
and Means is concerned, I think it would be cheaper for the 
House to employ one at $6 a day than to pay the bills that 
we have to pay. 
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Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to 
the gentleman from New York, respecting the work now before 
the committee, while, strictly speaking, there is not any re- 
port before the committee, but conscious of the important 
amount that will come before it immediately after the holidays, 
we are proceeding to examine the previous reports presented 
by the Commission, particularly upon the subject of the penal 
statutes that was before the last committee. We have had 
the assurance of the Commission that very few changes have 
been made in it, only supplying a few omissions and bringing 
it down by incorporating the laws passed at the last Congress, 
and therefore we are at present at work—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question. What is the stenographer going to do? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. When four subcommittees are 
at work going over the matter reported to the committee, 
amendments will be suggested, and there may be considerable 
dictation to that stenographer. There will be practically four 
committees at work at the same time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman’s committee is going to 
receive a revised title from this Commission upon which the 
members of the Commission have spent a number of years’ work. 
Does his committee then intend to hold hearings? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Not hearings in the sense of 
bringing witnesses before it, but a careful examination of all 
the work, and an examination of the previous statutes, and an 
examination of all the changes and amendments that are pro- 
posed, and an examination of new law that is submitted will 
involve considerable labor and dictation. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It seems to me that what the committee 
needs is a good lawyer and not a stenographer. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Oh, we are vain enough to 
think that we have one or two of them on the committee. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention to 
this fact. I do not recall how long the Commission has been in 
existence, but last July a well-known law-book concern issued 
an invitation to Members of Congress to purchase a set of the 
Federal Statutes, revised and annotated. Has the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania any knowledge of how this law-publishing 
concern was able to get this out so quickly while our Commis- 
sion has been dragging along for so many years? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I do not think the gentleman 
expects me to answer that question. Of course I have no knowl- 
edge, and do not know to what revised edition the advertisement 
alludes. 

Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote on the proposi- 


tion. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CassEL] has the floor. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know, but what is it he is trying 
to do? 

The SPEAKER. To get a vote. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to say a word about 
this subject of the revision of the laws. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CASSEL. I will yield for a short time. I am in no 
hurry myself, but there is other business before the House. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I either want the time now or want 
this thing to go over until morning. 

Mr. CASSEL. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not want over five minutes, 

Mr. CASSEL. I will yield the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that 
Congress ever intended that the men who were appointed to 
revise the laws—and I am not talking about this committee of 
the House—should ever resolve itself into a legislative body. 
All that Congress ever intended that those three distinguished 
gentlemen, drawing $5,000 a year each for nine years, should do 
was to codify the laws of Congress, and at the rate they are go- 
ing now we will die of old age before we ever get a codification 
of the laws. Another thing. If they come in here and report a 
lot of new laws, and then the committee of which my friend the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moon] is chairman is to go 
through those laws and report them back to the House and we 
have then to consider every one of them, you could not read 
those 10,000 sections in this House to save your life in two ses- 
sions of this Congress. So we are just exactly now where we 
were in February, 1897, when Congress passed the law to ap- 
point these three revisers to draw $5,000 a year each for the 
purpose of codifying the laws. 

I do not mind giving this committee this stenographer if it 


needs it; but if we are ever going to have a revision of those 
laws I want it in this Congress, and I want the revisers, if that 
is the proper title to give them, to be restricted to the simple 
office of codificaion. They may be great lawyers, but they are 
not legislators. They were appointed to find out what the laws 
are and to get them tegether in a convenient form, so that peo- 
ple can consult them conveniently and expeditiously, and if they 
go on in the way they have been going they will succeed each 
other in perpetuity and that committee on revision will last as 
long as the Congress of the United States lasts. Unless they 
bring in that revision before this session closes, I intend to 
move that they be discharged and their salaries be cut off. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why, Mr. Speaker, I understand there was 
an agreement last Congress that that course would be taken if 
they did not report. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. That is true. I may say that 
when we came in here at the last session of Congress—some 
one from our committee, I think the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. SHertey]—to ask that the Commission be permitted to 
report the three portions of the law at the same time, viz, the 
penal code, the judiciary title, and the civil code, this House 
then raised that question. All that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLARK] has so well said was said then. I have no 
argument to make against his reasonable demand. The agree- 
ment was entered into, or the statement was made, that unless 
that Commission were prepared to report during this session— 
and, indeed, I think they said the earlier part of this session— 
a bill would be introduced abolishing the Commission; and I 
only want to say that the Committee upon the Revision of the 
Laws, mindful of this injunction of the House, have had that 
Commission before them twice already and have stated in no 
uncertain terms their intention to put into force that pledge 
that was made to the House. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the 
resolution as amended. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

COUNCIL CITY AND SOLOMON RIVER RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 99) to aid the Council 
City and Solomon River Railroad Company, which I send to the 
desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read the bill in full. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. McNARY. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts ob- 
jects. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 4 o’clock and 58 minutes 

p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for batteries at Guantanamo Bay, 
Ounae the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
print 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
a supplemental estimate of appropriation for the National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers—to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting a draft 
of a legislative provision relating to the sale of down timber 
and hay in the Chippewa, of the former Indian reservation in 
Minnesota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the 
report of the astronomical investigation of the Texas, New Mex- 
ico, and Oklahoma boundary lines—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of the 
Sacramento and San Joaquin and Feather rivers, California— 
8 Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of the Mississippi River 
Commission and a board of engineers of a survey ef a 14-foot 
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waterway from Lockport, III., to St. Louis, Mo.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with 
illustrations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 71) 
requiring the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to 
prepare a report upon the improvement of the Anacostia River 
Flats, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 9); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2, Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the resolution (H. Res. 77) requesting the 
Secretary of the Treasury to furnish information relative to 
deposits of public money, etc., reported the same adversely, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 8); which said resolution and re- 
port were ordered laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9299) providing for 
the promotion of warrant officers, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 9300) to annex the Choc- 
taw and Cherokee nations of the Indian Territory to the State 
of Arkansas—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9301) to destroy Bayou Bartholomew as a 
navigable stream in the State of Arkansas—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9302) authorizing the State of Arkansas to 
fix its western boundary—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9803) to regulate the practice, pleadings, 
forms, and mode of proceeding in civil causes in equity in the 
circuit courts of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 9304) to extend the public 
alley in block 23, subdivision known as Columbia Heights, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 9305) authorizing the extension 
of Meridian place NW.—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 9306) to 
authorize the sale of a portion of the Lower Brule Indian Res- 
ervation, in South Dakota, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 9307) to enable the In- 
dians on the La Pointe or Bad River Reservation to obtain 
title to the lots occupied by them in the village of Odanah, Wis., 
and to have said village surveyed, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9308) to amend the act of Congress ap- 
proved February 11, 1901, entitled “An act providing for allot- 
ments of lands in severalty to the Indians of the La Pointe or 
Bad River Reservation, in the State of Wisconsin”—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 9309) for the erection of a 
public building at Rouses Point, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 9310) to increase 
the pay of letter carriers on rural free-delivery routes—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 9311) to establish a fish- 
hatching and fish-culture station in Christian County, in south- 
western Kentucky—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 9312) giving authority to the 
Secretary of the Treasury to consolidate and reorganize the 
customs districts, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9313) for the 


erection of a public building at Indiana, Pa—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9314) for the erection of a public building 
at Clarion, Pa—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9315) for the erection of a public building 
at Kittanning, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9316) for the erection of a public building 
at Brookville, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9317) for the erection of a public building 
at Punxsutawney, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. % 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9318) for the erection of a public building 
at Reynoldsyille, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 9319) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to increase maximum duties—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 9320) prohibiting the 
issuing of special-tax stamps to retail dealers in liquors in pro- 
hibition districts—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9321) to reestablish the United States mint 
at Dahlonega, Lumpkin County, Ga.—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 9322) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Delaware, Ohio—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 9323) for the erection of 
an addition to the post-office in the city of Baltimore, Md.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9324) to 
authorize the Fayette Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
over the Monongahela River, Pennsylvania, from a point in the 
borough of Brownsville, Fayette County, to a point in the 
borough of West Brownsville, Washington County—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 9325) to acquire 
ground for a Government reseryation—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9326) for the widening of Mills avenue NE. 
from Rhode Island avenue to Twenty-fourth street—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9327) providing for . 
procurement of site and erection of a public building at Masil- 
lon, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 9328) to regulate 
the granting of restraining orders in certain cases—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 9329) to amend an act 
approved February 28, 1903, entitled “An act to provide for 
a union station in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses ”—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9330) to 
provide for filling in that portion of the naval station at Hono- 
lulu, Hawaii, known as the Reef—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9331) to provide for filling in the United 
States quarantine station at Honolulu, Hawaii—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9332) to amend section 3646, Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, as amended by act of February 16, 
1885—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 9333) for a 
public building for a national museum of war at Washington, 
D. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KAHN (by request): A bill (H. R. 9334) to provide 
for the construction and operation of a deep waterway between 
the cities of Chicago, Ill, and St. Louis, Mo.—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 9335) author- 
izing the extension of Second street NW. to Trumbull street, 
and W street westward to Second street NW.—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 9836) to authorize the Balti- 
more and Washington Transit Company, of Maryland, to extend 
its street railway in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 9337) to amend sections 1 
and 2 of the act of March 3, 1903, to regulate the immigration 
of aliens into the United States—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9338) 
providing for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
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building thereon at Bowling Green, State of Kentucky—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 9339) to place upon the 
free list steel beams, plates, angle irons, rivets, shaftings, pro- 
pellers, castings, and other material imported for the purpose 
of being used and being actually used in construction of Ameri- 
ean ships—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 9340) to appropriate $10,000 
to carry on demonstrations under the directions of the Secretary 
of Agriculture that will suppress fungus and insect pests that 
are ravaging our fruit interests—to the Committee on Agricul- 
tu 


re. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 9341) to establish a fish- 
cultural station in the State of Kentucky—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 9342) granting authority to the 
Secretary of the Navy, in his discretion, to dismiss midshipmen 
from the United States Naval Academy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 9343) providing 
for the resurvey of certain townships of land in the county of 
Baca, Colo.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 53) 
providing for a survey of the Savannah River—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
54) relating to the holders of medals of honor—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A resolution (H. Res. 109) authorizing 
the chairman of Committee on Levees and Improvements of the 
Mississippi River to appoint a janitor to said committee—to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. LEVER: A resolution (H. Res. 110) directing the 
Clerk of the House to pay to Butler B. Hare a certain sum of 
money—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A resolution (H. Res. 111) authorizing 
the chairman of Committee on Militia to appoint a janitor to 
said committee—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 112) 
directing the Secretary of the Interior to furnish information 
pertaining to the removal of restrictions upon allotted lands in 
the Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ‘BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A resolution (H. Res. 

` 113) for the appointment of à clerk to the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 9344) for the relief of the 
estate of James H. Ambler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9345) for the relief of W. M. Gibson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9346) for the relief of John W. Simpson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9347) for the relief of the estate of 
Samuel Chapman, of Pickens County, S. C.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9348) for the relief of Edwin Calhoun— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9349) for the relief of W. F. Parker—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9350) for the relief of M. C. Dickson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9351) granting an increase of pension to 
Marie Graves Bonham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 9352) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Van Biarcom—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9353) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine Loxley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 9354) granting a pension to Patrick Mul- 
lin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9355) granting a pension to Joseph L. Her- 
ron —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9356) granting a pension to Ernest T. 
Etchells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9357) granting a pension to Fannie E. 
Yost—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9358) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Fraser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9359) granting a pension to Neil Kelly—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9360) granting a pension to Catharine 
Flynn—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9361) granting a pension to Frederick 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9362) granting a pension to Annie Hines— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9363) granting a pension to George 
Ihnath—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9364) for the relief of George F. Fuller— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9365) for the relief of George C. Ellison 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9366) to remove the charge of desertion 
now existing on the records of the War Department against 
John McKeon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9367) to remove the charge of desertion 
now existing on the records of the War Department against 
John McKeon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9368) to remove the charge of desertion 
now existing on the records of the War Department against 
Thomas Dawson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9369) to amend record and grant honorable 
discharge to Joseph 8. Oakley—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 9370) granting an increase 
of pension to Patrick Duffey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 9371) granting an increase of 
pension to Phineas P. Trowbridge—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9372) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Bastian—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9373) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary F. Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9374) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas J. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9375) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. McKenney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9376) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Courser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9377) granting a pension to Eleanor 
Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9378) for the relief of Isiah P. Bmith—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9379) for the relief of Lincoln C. An- 
drews—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9380) for the relief of Hercules Van- 
court—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 9381) granting a pension 
to Charlotte Osboriie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9382) granting a pension to Mariam T. 
Shreve—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 9383) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry M, Serena—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 9384) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Alexander Andrea, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9385) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Charles D. Murdock—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9386) for the relief of Henry Hirschberg— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9387) to correct the military record of 
George A. Rowley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9388) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Cluley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9389) granting a pension to Magdalena 
Banholzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9390) granting an increase of pension to 
William Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 9391) for the relief 
of Elizabeth E. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9392) granting an increase of pension to 
Malinda C. Clouts—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9393) for the relief of William Worley—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 9394) for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of those civilian employees of 
the Government who were killed by the explosion of gunpowder 
and 13-inch shell at the United States naval magazine, Iona 
Island, N, ¥.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9895) to reimburse John Waller, late post- 
master at Monticello, N. Y., for moneys expended in carrying 
the mails—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9396) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
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sown from the estate of Jacob R. Moore—to the Committee on 
laims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9397) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9898) granting a pension to Margaret B. 
Houston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 9399) for the relief of 
Emma H. Worley, widow, and the heirs at law of Nathaniel T. 
Worley, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 9400) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry P. Macloon—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9401) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Blum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9402) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam S. Van Vorst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9408) granting a pension to Kate E. 
Hanna—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9404) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry C. Chaney—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 9405) granting an increase 
of pension to John Burns—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9406) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis W. Preston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 9407) for the relief of the estate 
of John H. Piatt, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9408) granting a pension to Martha Ton- 
quet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9409) granting a pension to Richard M. 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9410) granting a pension to Ida Arthur— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9411) granting a pension to Dock W. Rich- 
ardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9412) granting an increase of pension to 
Ella F. Stoddard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9418) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander McCombs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9414) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9415) granting an increase of pension to 
John E. Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9416) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob M. Longsworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9417) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Havel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9418) granting an increase of pension to 
Delano Morey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9419) granting 
an increase of pension to Nancy Rose—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9420) for the relief of Clara A. Carter, 
widow of Martin J. Carter, late consul of the United States to 
Yarmouth, Nova Scotia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 9421) granting an increase 
ar pension to George Dent—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 9422) for the relief of 
Frank Freitas—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 9423) for the relief of Capt. 
M. R. W. Grebe—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 9424) granting an increase 
of pension to John Shelt—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9425) granting a pension to Lucinda Vin- 
cent—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9426) granting a pension to Lydia A. 
Irwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9427) granting a pension to Mary Ann 
Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9428) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Crocker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9429) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey C. Button—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9430) granting an increase of pension 
Albert D. Davey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9431) granting an increase of pension 
Charles Hubbs—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9432) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter A. Wiltse—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9438) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. De Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9484) granting an increase of pension to 
Herman W. Perkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9435) granting a pension to James Edward 
and Ida May Bryant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana; A bill (H. R. 9486) for the relief 
of Mrs. Louisa Dornier—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 9437) granting 
an increase of pension to Myron L. Fales—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9438) for the relief of Ira Hall—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 9489) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth J. Coates—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 9440) for the relief of Jere- 
Miah Lombard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9441) granting a pension to Clara N. Scran- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9442) granting a pension to Dora C. 
Walter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9443) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Congdon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9444) granting a pension to Arthur W. 
Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9445) granting a pension to Ida E. G. 
Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9446) 
granting permission to Maj. Rogers Birnie, of the United States 
Army, to accept a decoration from the President of the French 
Republic—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 9447) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John L. Hdmondson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 9448) granting an in- 
crease of pension to F. B. Hockey—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 9449) for relief of F. M. 
Rhineheardt, H. R. Cook, and Joseph S. Ruland—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 9450) granting an increase 
of pension to Alexander Brown—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 9451) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederick N. Wood+-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 9452) granting a 
pension to Mary B. Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 9453) for the relief of J. C. 
Creed—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9454) for the relief of Mrs. J. W. Yates— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9455) for the relief of James M. Bullock— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9456) for the benefit of the estate of B. S. 
Hamilton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9457) for the relief of the estate of Mary 
Philips—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9458) for the relief of Jake T. Patrick, of 
Salyersville, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9459) for the relief of A. J. Ward—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9460) for the relief of Dillard Martin—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9461) for the relief of Dillard Martin—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9462) granting a pension to Ollie Mc- 
Chain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9463) ‘granting a pension to Hannah Cal- 
hoon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9464) granting a pension to Absolem 
Hobbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9465) granting a pension to Ella Q. Par- 
ish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9466) granting a pension to Catharine 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9467) granting a pension to John A. Mil- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9468) granting a pension to Henry Law- 
less—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9469) granting a pension to James Cau- 
dill—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9470) granting a pension to Danici J. 
Shoemaker—to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9471) granting a pension to Lucreasy Cas- | Also, a bill (H. R. 9508) placing the name of J. R. Mann, of 


sady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9472) granting a pension to Ellen Hol- 
brook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9473) granting a pension to William 
Pack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Allso, a bill (H. R. 9474) granting a pension to Lucinda 
Stamper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9475) granting a pension to Robert Sew- 
ell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9476) granting a pension to Frances 
Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Allso, a bill (H. R. 9477) granting a pension to Evaline 
Elrod—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9478) granting a pension to James B. Kil- 
gore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9479) granting a pension to Selie Dunn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9480) granting a pension to James H. 
Rainey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9481) granting a pension to Emma 
Sparks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9482) granting a pension to Woodford M. 
Shoemaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9483) granting a pension to James 
Obrien—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9484) granting a pension to John Hale—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 9485) granting a pension to T. J. Tread- 
way—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9486) granting a pension to Greenville R. 
Hale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9487) granting a pension to James S. 
Walters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9488) granting a pension to Howard Col- 
lins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, bill (H. R. 9489) granting a pension to Jasper Wheeler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9490) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Fergusen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9491) granting an increase of pension to 
R. L. Davis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9492) granting an increase of pension to 
James Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9493) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary H. Atkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9494) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9495) granting an increase of pension to 
James K. Nickell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9496) to correct the record of William 
Shepherd and grant him a pension—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9497) correcting the record of Moses 
Adams—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9498) correcting the record of Jonathan 
Chaney and granting him a pension—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9499) correcting the record of James Mitch- 
ell and granting to his widow a pension—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9500) correcting the record of James 
Grooms and granting him a pension—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9501) to correct the record of Isaac Ste- 
phens and grant him a pension—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9502) correcting the record of Allen Dan- 
iels and granting his widow a pension—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9503) to correct the record of James Stone 
and grant him a pension—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9504) correcting the record of Harison 
Pack and granting him a pension—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9505) correcting the record of D. B. Porter 
and granting him a pension—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9506) correcting the record of J. H. Porter 
and granting him a pension—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9507) to pay Elijah Patrick, of Salyersville, 
Ky., for two years’ service in late war as a captain of a com- 
pany of volunteers, and granting him a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 


Salyersville, Ky., on the muster rolls of the United States—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9509) giving military record to John F. 
Rudd—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 9510) giving military record to William 
R. Flannery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9511) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Hamman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9512) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward W. Cassity—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9513) granting an increase of pension to 
Gertrude Steelman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9514) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Puckett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9515) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza Strong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9516) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel F. May—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9517) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Dixon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9518) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Jameson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9519) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy E. Rowland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9520) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Mead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9521) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9522) granting an increase of pension to 
Solomon May—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9523) correcting the military record of 
Levi Carpenter and granting him a pension—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9524) correcting the military record of 
Henry Craig and granting him a pension—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9525) correcting the military record of 
G. W. Perkins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9526) to correct the military record of 
George Coburn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9527) correcting the military record of 
E. M. Walters—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 9528) to reimburse 
Fred Dickson for loss of his tools through the fire which de- 
stroyed the engine house at Fort Duchesne, Utah, on September 
19, 1902—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 9529) granting an increase 
of pension to William Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H.-R. 9530) granting a pension to 
Catherine Casey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9531) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 9532) for the relief 
of the estate of Richard G. Reece, deceased, late of Harborton, 
Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9533) for the relief of the heirs of Richard 
S. Rew, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9534) for the relief of Edward Nock—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9535) for the relief of the Potomac Steam- 
boat Company—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9536) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma E. S. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9537) granting a pension to Esther G. 
Whorton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 9538) for the relief of former 
occupants of the present military reservation at Point San 
Jose, in the city of San Francisco, and to repeal an act entitled 
“An act to refer the claim of Jessie Benton Frémont to certain 
lands and improvements thereon in San Francisco, Cal., to the 
Court of Claims,” approved February 10, 1893—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9539) for the relief of Maj. Ormond M. 
Lissak—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9540) for the relief of Walter L. Stowell, 
of San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9541) granting a pension to Frank Klein— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9542) granting a pension to Thomas 
O’Toole—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9543) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanda M. P. Brock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9544) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward M. Franklin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9545) to reimburse the city and county of 
San Francisco, State of California, for moneys paid by said city 
and county to Adolph L. Rehfeld upon a judgment recovered by 
him against said city and county for damages to his property 
inflicted by soldiers of the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9546) to provide an American register for 
the barkentine Andromeda—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, 

By. Mr. KEIFER: A bill (H. R. 9547) granting a pension to 
James R. Stroup—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9548) granting an 
increase of pension to Edwin Davis—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9549) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Stambaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLEPPER: A bill (H. R. 9550) granting a pension to 
‘Thomas Brachter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 9551) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Catherine C. Lay—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9552) for the relief of John Cathman—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAFBAN: A bill (H. R. 9553) granting a pension to 
Marvin Cashun—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9554) granting an increase of pension to 
John McLaughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEGARE: A bill (H. R. 9555) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederick P. Deuel—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9556) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas ©. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9557) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Bird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 9558) for the relief of Robert M. 
Williamson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 9559) for the relief of Mrs. 
Sarah C. Bryan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 9560) granting a pension to 
Frances McGraw—to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 9561) granting a pen- 
sion to Clara I. Ashbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9562) granting an increase of pension to 
John Behymer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9563) granting an increase of pension to 
James G. Higgins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9564) granting an honorable discharge to 
Hermann Hirt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9565) granting honorable certificates of 
discharge to certain officers and enlisted men of the United 
States volunteer service who were called out by the proclama- 
tion of Gen. Lewis Wallace, issued September 5, 1862—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H. R.9566) to re- 
move the charge of desertion against Charles H. Upham and 
grant him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 9567) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henderson Rose—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN. A bill (H. R. 9568) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Egbert W. Cribbens—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 9569) for the relief of the 
Compagnie Francaise des Cables Télégraphiques—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 9570) for the relief of 
Willoughbly L. Wilson, administrator of the estate of Wil- 
loughbly Wilson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9571) for the relief of Benjamin P. 
Loyall—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 9572) for the relief of the 
heirs of Pierre Sauye—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9573) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of the late firm of Lap@ne & Ferré—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 9574) granting an increase 
of pension to Franklin R. Fish—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 9575) for the relief of 
James E. Byram—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9576) grant- 


ing an increase of pension to Henry Wagner—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9577) for the relief of Charles H. Stock- 
ley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE: A bill (H. R. 9578) granting an increase of 
pension to A. B. Menard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9579) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Harris—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 9580) granting an increase 
of pension to Burrel G. Hart—to the Committee on Pensions. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9581) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin V. Monroe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9582) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9583) granting an increase of pension to 
August Siederman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9584) granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben G. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9585) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. O’Neil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLCOTT: A bill (H. R. 9586) for the relief of 
Addison C. Fletcher—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 9587) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel S. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9588) granting an increase of pension -to 
Mary E. Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 9589) granting an increase 
of pension to John Hayden—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9590) granting an increase of pension to 
John Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REDDER: A bill (H. R. 9591) granting an increase 
of pension to John S. Price—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9592) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel H. Whitley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9593) granting a pension to ©. M. Priddy— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9594) for the relief of Simon Motz, late 
custodian of the Fort Hays Military Reservation—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9595) 
granting a pension to John C. Johnson—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9596) granting a pension to D. M. Payne— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9597) granting a pension to W. H. Den- 
ham—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9598) granting a pension to Nannie Vanars- 
dall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9599) granting a pension to Jacob F. 
Napier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9600) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas P. Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9601) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Page—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9602) granting a pension to Robert Dear- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9603) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi M. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9604) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Epley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9605) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Hendrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9606) granting a pension to Martha 
Jewell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 9607) 
for the relief of the estate of James H. Schilling, of the parish 
of Washington, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 9608) granting an increase 
of pension to Alfred L. Heuston—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 9609) granting an increase 
of pension to Jesse M. Auchmutz—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SCROGGY: A bill (H. R. 9610) granting a pension to 
Sallie Morey Witherspoon—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9611) granting a pension to Robert N. 
Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9612) granting a pension to Irene Pen- 
nington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also ,a bill (H. R. 9613) granting a pension to Lovina Hel- 
ser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9614) granting a pension to Thomas 
Leever—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9615) granting a pension to John Huff- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9616) granting a pension to Cornelia E. 
Newsom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9617) granting an increase of pension to 
David A. Kirk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9618) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9619) granting an increase of pension to 
Augusta Leellyett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9620) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hiett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9621) granting an increase of pension to 
John E. Hawthorn—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9622) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas L. Dayis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9623) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Feu—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9624) granting an increase of pension to 
W. H. Iliff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9625) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel B. Jacks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9626) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Dakin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9627) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9628) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Bromagem—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9629) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward J. Kavanagh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9630) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah Cowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9631) granting an increase of pension to 
Phillip Willis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9632) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Aultman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9633) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Rigdon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9634) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel N. Weeks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9635) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9636) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Supinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9637) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Searight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9638) granting an increase of pension to 
George R. Archer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9639) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Alexander D. Patton—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9640) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Bruno Nohle—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9641) to correct the military record of 
John C. Herron—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9642) to correct the military record of 
William F. Elliott—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9643) to correct the military record of 
Thomas J. Sutton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9644) for the correction of the date and 
place of discharge of Edward McKenzie—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: A bill (H. R. 9645) granting an increase 
es pension to Thomas R. May—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9646) granting a pension to Henry P. 
Conn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9647) granting an increase of pension to 
David G. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9648) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Wilhoit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9649) to remove the charge of desertion 
5 Ellis J. J. Counterman—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 9650) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph L. Bostwick—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9651) granting an increase of 
pension to C. S. Word—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9652) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Proctor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9653) grant- 


ing an honorable discharge to Jerome Salisbury—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9654) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9655) granting an increase of pension to 
William Crooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 9656) granting a pen- 
sion to Elias Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9657) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Hilliker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 9655) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George Miller—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9659) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham V. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9660) granting a pension to Henry C. 
Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9661) granting a pension to Charles R. 
Hill—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9662) granting a pension to Hiram Hen- 
derson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9663) granting a pension to John McLain— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9664) granting a pension to E. C. Durfey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9665) granting an increase of pension to 
H. K. Brooker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9666) granting an increase of pension to 
Allen S. Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 9667) granting 
an increase of pension to Columbus C. Parish—to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9668) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Shafer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 9669) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas B. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEENERSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 9670) 
authorizing a patent to be issued to Stephen Teichner for cer- 
tain lands therein described—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9671) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Carrie M. Hickman—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9672) granting a pension to Margaret 
Lyndall Goddard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9673) granting a pension to Oliver H. Grif- 
fin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9674) granting a pension to William E. 
Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9675) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo C. Fleming—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9676) to correct the military record of Cor- 
nelius Hardin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9677) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam H. Feaster—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9678) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Milot—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9679) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Kaufman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9680) granting an increase of pension to 
Florence N. Leathem—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9681) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew F. Murray—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9682) granting an increase of pension to 
Washington G. Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9683) granting a pension to Fred C. Lock- 
hart—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9684) granting a pension to Leonard Law- 
rence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9685) granting a pension to William Ma- 
roney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9686) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. 
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9687) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Andrew Luff, and granting his widow, Maria, a pension 
of $24 per month—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9688) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Peter C. Lawyer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9689) to correct the military record of 
Charles H. Jessup—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9690) to correct the military record of 
Joseph Joiner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9691) granting a pension to George R. 
Huntley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9692) granting a pension to Hiram Roe— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 9693) for the relief of 
Asa Townsend—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9694) for the relief of Nathaniel S. Word, 
deceased, late of Ouachita County, Ark. — to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9695) for relief of estate of Joshua Hill— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9696) for the relief of S. N. Caughey—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9697) for the relief of the heirs of William 
T. Stone, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9698) for the relief of J. C. Karr—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9699) for the relief of the heirs of John 
©. Eckels—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9700) for the relief of the heirs of John 
W. Barton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9701) for the relief of E. C. Young, O. P. 
Young, and the estate of J. A. McGinnis, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9702) for the relief of William Crow—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9703) for the relief of Jacob P. Stroope—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9704) granting a pension to Eraster Coyle— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9705) granting a pension to George W. 
Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9706) granting on increase of pension to 
William Jackson Williams—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9707) granting an increase of pension to 
Gabriel Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9708) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Ferrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9709) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiley H. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 9710) to complete the military 
record of Wiley Fender and for an honorable discharge—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9711) to complete the military record of 
Allen Fender and for an honorable discharge—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 9712) for the relief of Charles 
F. Wood—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9713) for the relief of Hattie P. Spicer— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9714) granting an increase of pension to 
George Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the board of directors of the 
Denver Chamber of Commerce and Board of Trade, favoring 
ye Verde National Park—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

Also, petition of the Phoenix and Maricopa County Board of 
Trade, of Phoenix, Ariz., against joint statehood with New 
Mexico—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the National Firemen’s Association conven- 
tion at Kansas City, against the Dryden bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of the General Assembly’s Per- 
manent Committee on Temperance of the Presbyterian Church 
in America, against sale of liquor in Indian territories—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the Civic Club of Philadelphia, favoring 
President Roosevelts recommendation that Niagara be kept as a 
national park—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Henry Veon and J. M. Hays, for immediate 
passage of the Penrose and Dalzell bills relative to ex-prisoners 
of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Corwin M. Holt— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Civie Club 
of Philadelphia, favoring support of the President’s recommenda- 
tion as to Niagara being kept a national park—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of the Phoenix and Mari- 
copa County Board of Trade, of Phoenix, Ariz., against joint 
statehood with New Mexico—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 
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Also, petition of 60,000 American residents of Alaska, for 
representation in Congress—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Hazlewood 
Lodge, No. 130, Knights of Pythias, of Pittsburg, and James ©. 
Gross and others, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Civic Club of Philadelphia, favoring the 
President’s recommendation relative to Niagara—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of Mizpah Re- 
bekah Lodge, No. 15, of Britton, and Grace E. Hinkley and 
others, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of citizens of Maine, favoring 
a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: Petition of the American Society 
of the Isle of Pines, against treaty ceding Isle of Pines to 
Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the National Grange, against tax on alcohol 
used in the arts—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Greenville (Ohio) Board of Trade, for 
legislation on railway rates—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of John Elliott 
and Sobercus Cromleigh, for immediate passage of the Pen- 
rose-Dalzell bill relative to pensioning ex-prisoners of war—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of officials of 
various temperance organizations, against sale of liquor in Terri- 
tories—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Layton Council, No. 343, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: Paper to accompany bill (H. R. 
8825) for relief of Thomas H. Kent—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of South Butte Camp, Modern Woodmen of 
America, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of the board of trustees of the 
New York State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, for reestablishment 
of the canteen at the Home—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FASSETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Stacy B. Warford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the Phoenix and Mari- 
copa County Board of Trade, against joint statehood with New 
Mexico—to. the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the Home Mission of Plymouth Church, 
Brooklyn, favoring purchase of small holdings for landless In- 
wane of northern California—to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE : Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John L. Hdmunds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Civic Club of Philadelphia, 
favoring the President’s recommendation relative to Niagara— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GUDGER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of F. M. 
Rehenheart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of J. A. Reagan—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of W. N. Hedden—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of the Stamford Har- 
bor Improvement Association, for a new survey of Stamford 
Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mary B. Palmer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Gilmore Council, No. 56, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Torrington, Conn., favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr.. HOWELL of Utah: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Fred Dickson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KLINE: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 113, Pa- 
triotie Order Sons of America, of Birnville, Pa., favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Washington Camp, No. 99, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, of Wernersville, Pa., favoring restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John Cathman—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of M. Glatfelten and others, fa- 
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voring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LEE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Alcia 
Adams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of 60,000 American residents of 
Alaska, for representation in Congress—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

Also, petition of the Modisco Irrigation Association, of San 

eo, against that city obtaining a reservoir site in 
Yosemite Park—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of Orbisonia (Pa.) Camp, No. 374, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, and George W. Hicks and 
others, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Petitions of Wash- 
ington Camp, No. 145, of Hegins, Pa., and Washington Camp, 
No. 72, of Delano, Pa., Patriotic Order Sons of America; Harry 
E. Shafer, of Delano, Pa.; Niobrara Tribe, No. 373, Improved 
Order of Red Men, of Tremont, Pa., and Reiner City Council, 
No. 370, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Resolution for relief of William R. Payne— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of W. A. 
McDonald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of E. P. Macon- 
aughey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: Petition of Red Cross Commandery, 
R. and I. O. K. of M., No. 27, of Milton, Pa., favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: Petition of citizens of Missouri, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Seminole tribe, favoring 
independent statehood for Indian Territory—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: Petition of the board of super- 
visors of Yavapai County, Ariz., against joint statehood with 
New Mexico—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of Putnam Council, No. 19, Inde- 
pendent Order United American Mechanics, of Wallingford, 
Conn., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wallingford, Conn., ravoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Municipal Art Society of Hartford, 
Conn., against commercial spoliation of Niagara—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Municipal Art Society of Hartford, 
Conn., for preservation of American forests—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the court of common council of Hartford, 
Conn., favoring a Government forest reserve in New Hamp- 
shire—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ben- 
jamin Proctor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Elizabeth Bremer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Petition of the Trans- 
Mississippi Commercial Congress, for improvement of harbors 
on the Gulf of Mexico and the Pacific coast; also of the Colum- 
bia Riyer—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburg, Pa., 
against revision of the present tariff law—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the United Confederate Vet- 
erans, for an appropriation to care for graves of soldiers who 
died in prisons—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of John A. Layton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WANGER: Resolution of Washington Camp, No. 458, 
of Quakertown, Pa., favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Richard Grange, No. 1206, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Richland Center, Pa., for amendment to act to de‘ine 
butter, approved August 6, 1886, by striking out the word 
“knowingly from section 6—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of L. Sanford Yost, C. E. Bartholomew, and 
other citizens of Quakertown, Pa., favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 


Also, petition of Local Union No. 658, Brotherhood of Paint- 
ers, Decorators, and Paper Hangers of America, of Bryn 
Mawr, Pa., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Local Union No. 658, Brotherhood of Paint- 
ers, Decorators, and Paper Hangers of America, of Bryn Mawr, 
aoe for free alcohol in the arts—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of Montgomery Council, No. 18, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Lansdale, Pa., favoring restrie- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Wilfred O. Stover and other citizens of Lans- 
dale, Pa., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of G. H. Larimer and other ladies of the Cur- 
rent Events Club of Wincote, Pa., for preservation of Niagara 
Falls—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEBB: Paper to accompany bill for relief of George 
Ramsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Petitions of Summit Council, No. 222, of 
Lewisville; Steubenville Council, No. 144, of Steubenville; 
Barnesville Council, No. 190, of Barnesyille; White Prince 
Lodge, No. 742, of Neffs; Martins Ferry Council, No. 39, of Mar- 
tins Ferry; Hannibal Council, No. 28, of Hannibal; Ohio Val- 
ley Council, No. 21, of Bellaire; Toronto Council, No. 10, of 
Toronto; Enterprise Council, No. 331, of Bridgeport, and Hand- 
in-Hand Council, No. 36, of Charington, all in Ohio, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of George M. Glassier and others, favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Maynard Council, No. 61, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Maynard, Ohio, and T. E. Boyd, 
jr., and others, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. i 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of Local Union No. 362, Brother- 
hood of Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers of America, 
of West Newton, Mass., for free denaturized alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of Alex Sims and others, favoring 
legislation for a parcels post—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Owosso Chamber of Commerce, against 
reduction of the tariff on sugar from the Philippines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 


Wepnespay, December 20, 1905. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. Hate. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proeeedings, when, on request of Mr. TELLER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the 
court in the cause of Cornelia A. Jones, administratrix of John 
L. T. Jones, deceased, v. The United States; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI INDIAN RESERVATION IN MINNESOTA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting copies 
of letters from the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
and the Acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs, together with 
the draft of a proposed paragraph for incorporation in the 
Indian appropriation bill, providing for the sale of the down 
timber and hay on the ten sections of land in the former 
Chippewa of the Mississippi Indian Reservation, Minn., re- 
served from sale or settlement under the act of June 27, 1902; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SEAL ISLANDS OF ALASKA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- 
mitting, in response to a resolution of the 7th inst., copies of 
all the reports of the agent in charge of the seal fisheries of 
Alaska made during the years 1904 and 1905, inclusive, etc.; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 
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COLUMBIA HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT reappointed Mr. Martin a director, 
on the part of the Senate, of the Columbia Hospital for Women 
and Lying-In Asylum, Washington, D. C., under the provisions 
of the act of June 10, 1872. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of 
Orange, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to pre- 
yent the impending destruction of Niagara Falls on the Ameri- 
can side; which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reser- 
vatlons and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the Charity Organization So- 
ciety of Paterson, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to restrict immigration; which was referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Charity Organization So- 
ciety of Paterson, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate child labor in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MONEY presented a memorial of the General Board of 
Adjustment, Illinois Central System, Order of Railway Conduct- 
ors of America, of Canton, Miss., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called“ Esch-Townsend railroad-rate bill; ” 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Stoneware Potters’ 
Union of Red Wing, Minn., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to restrict immigration; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

Mr. LODGE presented memorials of Boston Division, No. 61, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Boston, Mass.; of Bos- 
ton Division, No. 122, Order of Railway Conductors, of Boston, 
Mass., and of Boston Division, No. 41, Order of Railway Teleg- 
raphers, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called “ Esch-Townsend railroad rate bill;” which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Citizens’ Trade Associa- 
tion of Cambridge, Mass., praying for the ratification of reci- 
procity treaties between the United States and European coun- 
tries; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Aldermen of 
Somerville, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation for 
the relief of the Jews in Russia; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Sec- 
ond Reformed Presbyterian Church, of Boston, Mass., and a pe- 
tition of the Woman’s Board of Missions of Boston, Mass., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution 
to prohibit polygamy ; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of Framing- 
ham,. Mass., praying for the passage of the so-called “ pure 
food bill; ” which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of W. S. Matteson and 
sundry other citizens of Wonewoc, Wis., and a petition of Cigar 
Makers’ Local Union No. 61, American Federation of Labor, of 
La Crosse, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
restrict immigration; which were referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Waupun, 
Edgerton, Afton, Beloit, Shopiene, Menasha, Watertown, Reese- 
ville, Milwaukee, Middleton, Hancock, Baraboo, Tiffany, Osh- 
kosh, and Waupaca, all in the State of Wisconsin, and of sundry 
citizens of Santa Rosalia Heights, Isle of Pines, West Indies, 
remonstrating against the ratification of the Isle of Pines 
treaty; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. BURKETT presented sundry affidavits to accompany the 
bill (S. 861) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
O'Conner; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the Dill 
(S. 880) granting an increase of pension to Michael Brannan; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 884) granting an increase of pension to George W. Mann; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry affidayits relative to the claim of 
S. L. Andrews for pension; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

UNITED STATES VS. ATCHISON, TOPEKA AND SANTA FE RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I present a statement, being contempt pro- 
ceedings in the circuit court of the United States for the western 
division of the western district of Missouri in the case of The 


United States of America, plaintiff, v. The Atchison, Topeka and 
Santa Fe Railway Company, defendant. I move that the state- 
ment be printed as a document, 

The motion was agreed to, 


GRAVES OF CONFEDERATE DEAD. 


Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1234) to provide for the appro- 
priate marking of the graves of the soldiers and sailors of the 
Confederate army and navy who died in northern prisons and 
were buried near the prisons where they died, and for other 
purposes, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITIONS. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the reso- 
lution submitted by himself on the 19th instant, reported it with- 
out amendment, and it was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions be, 
and is hereby, authorized to employ a messenger, to be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per annum, until 
otherwise provided by law. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam moved partly from curiosity and partly, 
I think, with some reference to public duty, to inquire of the 
Senator from New Jersey, the chairman of the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, how 
many committees of the Senate there are left that have not mes- 
sengers? Some such resolution, I think, comes on every day, 
and seems to pass nem. con. I endeavored in the beginning to 
stem the tide, but it was an impossibility. If there are any com- 
mittees left which have not messcagers, why not supply them and 
thereby rid ourselves of this daily treat? 

Mr. HALE. That is the intention. 

Mr. KEAN. That is the intention of this resolution. This is 
only one. I believe there are three other committees that have 
not messengers. 

Mr. SPOONER. What committees are they? 

Mr. KEAN. The Committee on the Potomac River Front and 
the Committee on National Banks, and possibly one other. 

Mr. SPOONER. That leads me to inquire of the Senator 
from New Jersey why this discrimination? 

Mr. KEAN. The Senator from New Jersey has no intention 
to discriminate—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I know it. 

Mr. KEAN. But the Senator from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] 
has been very anxious that the Select Committee on Industrial 
Expositions should have a messenger, and it has been done, and 
I think very properly done. 

Mr. SPOONER. Not to do it would be a discrimination. 

Mr. KEAN. I think it would, and I do not want to discrimi 
nate in anyone’s favor or against anyone. 

I will say further that in the reorganization of the commit- 
tees of the Senate two committees that did have messengers 
were dropped, and therefore this is no increase whatever in the 
messenger force or in the expenses of the contingent fund. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The Senator does not mean that the mes- 
sengers were dropped, but the committees were dropped? 

Mr. KEAN. The committees were dropped and that dropped 
the messengers. Both the messengers and the clerks to the 
committees were dropped. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose the Senator has no doubt that the other 
two or three committees will strike the surface before long. 
Will they not? 

Mr. KEAN. They will be on hand; they are already. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will hear them? 

Mr. KEAN. I expect to do so in a very short time. 

Mr. HALE. I hope so. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia : 

A bill (S. 2319) to amend the Code of the District of Co- 
lumbia ; 

A bill (S. 2320) to amend the Code of the District of Co- 
lumbia, relating to dower; and 

A bill (S. 2321) for the opening of Fessenden street NW., 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia : 

A bill (S. 2322) to provide for the control, administration, 
and support of the publie schools of the District of Columbia ; 

A bill (S. 2323) to determine and regulate the salaries of 


1905. ff is 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


623 


officers, 


and other employees of the board of education 
for the public schools of the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 2324) to amend the act relating to the organization 
of the board of education in the District of Columbia, and for 


other purposes. 

Mr. CULLOM. I introduced yesterday a bill for the relief 
of Mr. James D. Vernay. I find that it was wrongly prepared, 
and I introduce the same bill in a corrected form. 

The bill (S. 2825) for the relief of James D. Vernay was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2326) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Hickey; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
8 on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2327) granting an increase of pension to Sidney F. 
Mullen ; 

A bill (S. 2328) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Franklin Bigelow ; and 

A bill (S. 2329) granting an increase of pension to Knud 
Targerson. 

Mr. FLINT introduced a bill (S. 2330) making appropriation 
for the erection of a monument to the memory of the sailors 
who lost their lives in the Bennington disaster; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions : 

A bill (S. 2331) granting a pension to Cornelia S. Swaine; 

A bill (S. 2332) granting an increase of pension to Ashley A. 
Youmans; and 

A bill (S. 2333) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Clark. 

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

F A bill (S. 2334) granting an increase of pension to Judson M. 

Francis; 

— bill (S. 2335) granting an increase of pension to Patrick H. 
urke; 

A bill (S. 2336) granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
Smith; and 
ee bill (S. 2337) granting an increase of pension to Ellen S. 

rned. 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced a bill (S. 2338) granting a pension 
to Emma H. Benham; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2339) granting an increase of pension to Albison 
Shaw; and 

A bill (S. 2340) granting a pension to Frances H. Eldridge. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 2341) for the relief of 
George A. Bartlett; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2342) to correct the military 
record of Wallace M. Metcalf, alias Monroe E. Clough; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2343) granting a pension to 
Hannah A. J. Cooper; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2344) granting an increase 
of pension to Albert C. Andrews; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 2345) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Charleroi, Pa.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2346) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Reed; and 

A bill (S. 2347) granting an increase of pension to Henry B. 
Burton 


Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2348) granting an increase 
of pension to Newton S. Davis; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to s Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 2349) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward Yarton; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2350) providing for the erection 
of a publie building at the city of Plattsmouth, Nebr., and for 
other ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 2351) granting an 
increase of pension to Antionette A. Darnall; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 2352) granting a pension 
to David A. Montgomery ; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a bill (S. 2353) to pro- 
vide for condemnation of an underground right of way in the 
working and development of mining claims; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 2354) to authorize the 
construction of dams and power stations on the Tennessee River 


‘at Muscle Shoals, Alabama; which was read twice by its title, 


and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2355) to reorganize the corps of 
dental surgeons attached to the Medical Department of the 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills: which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2356) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis Tucker, 
deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2357) for the relief of George A. Nowland, admin- 
istrator of James B. Beavers, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2358) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Fredericksburg, Va.; 

A bill (S. 2359) for the relief of the trustees of the Presby- 
terian Church of Warrenton, Va.; 

A bill (S. 2360) for the relief of the Salem Baptist Church, 
of Clarke County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 2361) for the relief of the Methodist Protestant 
Church ; 

A bill (S. 2362) for the relief of the trustees of Barea Chris- 
tian Church, of Spottsylvania County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 2363) for the relief of Edgar M. Wilson, ad- 
ministrator of Thomas B. Van Buren, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2364) for the relief of the heirs of William Samuel 
Custis; and 

A bill (S. 2365) for the relief of the Seaboard Air Line Rail- 

way. 
Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 2306) for the erection of 
a keeper’s dwelling to be attached to the fog-signal station at 
the harbor of Cape Charles, Va.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2367) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of John Boyle, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2368) for the relief of the Postal 
Telegraph Cable Company; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also intreduced a bill (S. 2369) to correct the military 
record of Joseph A. Swope; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2370) granting a pénsion to Annie Valerie Stockton; 

A bill (S. 2371) granting a pension to William H. Rogers; 

A bill (S. 2372) granting an increase of pension to John 
Oursler ; 


A bill (S. 2373) granting an increase of pension to W. L. 


Johnston ; 
oan 1 — (8. 2374) granting an increase of pension to N. Warren 
sifer ; 
A bill (S. 2375) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel 
MeMichael ; 
A bill (8. 2376) granting a pension to Julia A. Roberts; 
A bill (S. 2377) granting a pension to Clara T. Leathers ; 
A bill (S. 2378) granting an increase of pension to Maria 
Leuckart ; 
in es bill 8. 2379) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
A mar is. 2380) granting an increase of pension to David B. 
McCreary (with accompanying papers) ; and 
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A bill (S. 2381) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Har- 
ris (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
15) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States respecting the commencement and termination of Con- 
gress; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 16) directing to 
be made a preliminary examination and survey of Savannah 
River from Savannah, Ga., to Petersburg, Ga., improving the 
navigation of said river; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


THE PANAMA CANAL. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there is a great demand for Sen- 
ate Document No. 69, being the hearing before the Committee on 
Appropriations in reference to the Panama business. The edi- 
tion is exhausted, and I ask that fifteen hundred additional 
copies be printed for the use of the Senate. 

There being no objection, the order was agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That 1,500 additional 1 ot Senate Document No. 69, 
Fifty-ninth Co „ first session, “ Hearing before the Committee on 
Appropriations to accompany the bill (H. R. 480) supplemental to an 
act entitled ‘An act to provide for the construction of a canal connect- 
ing the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,’ approved June 
28, 1902, and making appropriation for isthmian canal construction, 
and for other purposes,” 9 printed for the use of the Senate. 


HARBOR OF REFUGE, BLOCK ISLAND, RHODE ISLAND. 


Mr. WETMORE submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
75 cause a reg to be made fisy 3 to 2 Laer ite 1 — 
view to secur! a greater navi e de and a larger anchorage a 
at the Harbor of Refuge, Block Island, Rhode Island. 


NORA E. SNEDDON. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to pay to Nora E. Sneddon widow of John 
Sneddon, late a messenger of the United States Senate, a sum equal to 
six months’ salary at the rate he was ee by law at the time of 
his demise, said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and 
all other allowances. ; 


ASSISTANT CLERK AND LABORER FOR COMMITTEE. 


Mr. CARTER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That beginning on January 1, 1906, the Committee on Or- 
ganization, Conduct, and Expenditures of the Bxecutive Departments be 
authorized to employ an assistant clerk at $720 per annum and a lab- 


orer at 1 per annum, in lieu of the messenger provided by the reso- 
lution of January 31, 1902. 


STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia is hereby 
authorized to employ a stenographer, at an annual salary at the rate of 


$900 per annum, to be id from the contingent fund of the Senate 
until otherwise provided by law. 


MESSENGER TO SELECT COMMITTEE ON NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. NIXON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on National Banks be, and is 
pepe authorized to employ a ae at ai to be paid from the contin- 


gent und of the Senate, at the rate o; 440 per annum, until other- 
wise provided by law. 0 


EMPLOYMENT OF MESSENGER. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Select Committce to 3 Trespassers upon 
Indian Lands be, and is hereby, authorized to employ a ages iY to be 
paid from the contingent fund of the Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per 
annum, until otherwise provided by law. 


REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed, 
and the Calendar of General Orders is in order. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, before the Calendar is pro- 
ceeded with, as reflecting on the present state of the law with 
respect to the regulation of railway rates. I desire to have 
printed in the Recorp two or three documents. 

The first is an article from the Washington Post of De- 
cember 13, 1905, giving the order recently issued by the 


Attorney-General to the district attorneys of the United States, 
directing them to institute proceedings to prevent and punish 
rebates. If there is no objection, I shall simply ask that it 
may be incorporated without reading. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The paper referred to is as follows: : 


[From the Washington Post, December 13, 1905.] 


TO BREAK UP REBATES—SPECIAL ORDERS ISSUED TO DISTRICT ATTOR- 
NEYS—MOODY GIVES INSTRUCTIONS—-FEDERAL OFFICIALS DIRECTED TO 
START INVESTIGATION OF COMPLAINTS—-WHERE EVIDENCA WARRANTS 
OFFENDERS ARE TO BE INDICTED FOR CONSPIRACY—SHIPPER AND CAR- 
RIER ARE BOTH TO BE PROSECUTED. 


A sweeping order to all Federal district attorneys in the United 
States has been sent out by Attorney-General Moody, with a view of 
breaking up the practice of rallroad rebates. The attorneys are di- 
rected to act upon their own initiative without waiting for specific 
directions from the Attorney-General. Furthermore, t gt are in- 
structed to prosecute for conspiracy and for punishment by impris- 
onment instead of by fine whenever possible. 

8 ‘eee letter of the Attorney-General, which bears date of December 8, 
‘ollows : 

“An act entitled ‘To further regulate « commerce ao foreign 
nations and among the States,’ approved February 19, 1903 (32 Stats., 
847), commonly known as the ‘ Elkins Act,’ is directed against rebates 
and other discriminatory practices by common carriers. t makes such 
8 misdemeanors and provides for their punishment by fines. It 
urther provides for their prohibition by the unjunctive process of the 
courts. There is no provision that criminal prosecution shall be by the 
special direction of the Attorney-General, but in section 3 it is pro- 
vided that proceedin for injunction shall be begun ‘whenever the 
Attorney-General shall direct.’ 

TO INVESTIGATE COMPLAINTS. 


“You are directed diligently to investigate all complaints which may 
come to you from any source of violation of this law, and, upon your 
own initiative, to make investigations if there appears to you to be any 
reasonable ground for suspecting violations of this law. In every 
case in which you can secure suflicient evidence you will submit that 
evidence to the grand jury with a view to securing an indictment. 
Whenever it is practicable it is desirable that indictments should be 
returned both against the shipper and the carrier. In some cases, how- 
ever, it mer be impossible to obtain sufficient evidence without the aid 
of the test mony of one of the guilty parties to the transaction. In 
such a case it would be wise to use such testimony, of course, afford- 
ing to the witness or witnesses immunity from prosecution. 

Under the Elkins law the only penalty for its violation is a fine. 
I suggest to you, in all cases where the evidence would warrant it, that 
an indictment for 8 to commit an offense against the United 
States, based upon section 5440 of the Revised Statutes, be obtained. 

RULING OF SUPREME COURT. 

“The Supreme Court has held, in Clune v. United States (159 U. S., 
590, 595), that a conspiracy to commit a crime, itself punishable only 
by fine, may be punished by imprisonment. In the event of obtaining 
a conviction npon a charge of this kind you are directed to present to 
the court the desirability of inflicting the penalty of imprisonment, to 
the end that these unlawful practices, which have received almost uni- 
versal condemnation, may be discouraged and prevented as far as 
existing laws will accomplish that result. 

“Your attention is especially directed to that part of the act which 
renders unlawful ‘any rebate, concession, discrimination in the respect 
of the transportation of any property in interstate or foreign com- 
merce * * * whereby any suc property shall, by any device what- 
ee transported at a less rate than that of the tariffs published and 


“I desire to impress upon 122 the importance of using every effort 
to execute these directions. ou will report to the Department from 
time to time any action which you may have taken upon this subject.” 

Mr. FORAKER. I offer, in the second place, a decision ren- 
dered on the 20th day of November, 1905, by Judge Bethea, of 
the United States circuit court for the eastern division of the 
northern district of Illinois, in a very celebrated case, brought 
at the instance of the Interstate Commerce Commission against 
a large number of railroads, to test the question as to whether 
or not there was discrimination against live stock shipped from 
points on the Missouri and other points to Chicago as against 
the dressed product. I ask that that may be incorporated in 
the Recorp. It is a very long opinion. I shall not take the 
time now to read it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

[Chicago Legal News, Vol. XXXVIII. December 2,1905. No. 16.] 


United States circuit court, eastern district of northern district of 
Illinois. Opinion filed November, 1905. In equity. 
Interstate Commerce Commission v. The ae Great Western Rail- 
way Company; The Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway 
Company; The Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha Railway 
Company; The Chicago & Alton Railway Company; The Chicago 
& Northwestern Railway . gesne The Chicago, Burlington & 

c 


Quincy Railroad Company; The Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way aj nag i The Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Com- 
any; The Hannibal & St. Joseph Railroad Company; The Illinois 


entral Railroad Company; The Iowa Central Railway Company; 
-The Kansas City, St. Joseph & Council Bluffs Railroad company 
The Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Company; The Missouri Pa- 
cific Railway Moreen The Missouri, Kansas & Texas Rallway Com- 
pany; The Quincy, Omaha & Kansas City Railroad Company erro- 
neously sued as e Omaha, Kansas City & Eastern Railr Com- 
ee The Wabash Railroad Coney and The Wisconsin Central 

ailway Company, defendants. No. 723. 
Great Western Rail- 


Interstate Commerce Commission v. The Chic 
The 2 Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway. 


way Company; 
Company ; Chicago, St. ul, Minneapolis & Omaha Railway 
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Compan ; The Chicago & Alton Railway Company; The Chicago 
& Northwestern ane Company; The Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy Railroad Company; The Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company; The Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Com- 
pany; The Hannibal & St. Joseph Railroad Com: 


Railroad Company i The 


ny, 
Limited; and The Union Stock Yards Company of Omaha, ter- 


veners. No. 27829. 


1. fhe act to regulate commerce—tIts objects.—The principal objects 
of the interstate commerce act were to secure just and reasonable rates ; 
to prohibit unjust discriminations in the rendition of like service, under 
substantially similar circumstances and conditions; to prevent undue 
or unreasonable preference to persons, corporations, or localities; to 
inhibit greater compensation for a shorter than for a longer distance 
ore 8 same line; and to abolish combinations for the pooling of 
reight. 

2. Same—Same—Competition.—The act to regulate commerce was 
por designed 1 prevent competition between different roads, but rather 
o encourage it. 

Section 1 of the act to regulate commerce.—Section 1 of the act 
to regulate commerce requires that all char; made for the transpor- 
tation of property shall be reasonable; and the evidence shows that 
the rates in controversy in these cases are reasonable. 

4. Same Factors to be considered in fixing reasonable rates 
Value of service to the shipper.—There are a great many factors and 
circumstances to be considered in fixing rates; and, among other 
things, is the value of the service to the shipi r, which includes the 
value of the goods and the profits which the shipper can make by hav- 
ing them transported from one point to another. The evidence and 
authorities in the cases show that this method of rate making is not 
2 A ideal but practical when not interfered with by competition; and 
it based on an idea similar to taxation. Case cited: I. C. C. v. 


Such cost can be reached a 


e but not accurately enough to make this factor control- 
ing. t is, however, worthy of consideration and is a vi important 
factor. Cases cited: I. C. G. v. B. & R. R. Co., 43 Fed. Rep., 


. O. R. ey pp. 37, 

53; Ransome v. E. C. Ry. Co. (1857), 1 C. B., p. 437; 26 L. J. 8. Po 

R 91; Judson on Interstate Commerce, sections 148, 149; W. U. Tel. 

8 8 0., 181 U. S., p. 92; D. G. H. & M. R. R. Co. v. I. C. C., 

. S., p. ` 

6. eee werent Geet bulk, and convenience of transportation.— 

The weight and bulk of the article to be transported, and the conyen- 

ience or inconvenience to the carrier in transporting it, may be con- 
sidered in rate making. 


The authorities, as well as the experts in 
gnize that competition may be a controlling factor. cited : 
es Phip Co. v. L. & N. W. Ry. Co., 2 N B. D. (1892 E. 
229; I. C. C. v. B. & O. R. R. Co., p. 263; C. N. O. & T. P. Ry. v. I. C. C., 
102 U. S., p. 184; I. C. C. v. Ala. Midland Rx. Co., 168 U. S., p. 164; 
L. & N. Ii. R. Co. v. Behlmer, 175 U. S., p. 648; E. T. V. & G. Ry. v. 
I. C. C., 181 U. S., K. 1: T. & P. * Co. v. I. C. C., 162 U. S., p. 197; 
I. C. C. v. L. & N. R. R. Co., 190 U. S., p. 273. 

10. Same—Same—wNo one of the above factors is alone controlling. — 
None of the above factors alone are considered as necessarily control- 
ling. Neither are all of them controlling as a matter of law. It is a 
question of fact, to be decided by the 2 tribunal in each case as to 
what is controlling. In every case the Supreme Court has held that 
competition may be controlling. In only one case has it, as a matter 
of fact, been held not to be a defence. 

11. Section 3 of the act to regulate commerce—Its objects.—The ob- 
ject of section 3 of the act to regulate commerce was to prevent undue 

reference or advantage to any person, com y, firm, corporation, or 
ocality or any particular description of t € 

12. Same—Same—Undue or unreasonable preference or advantage.— 
The statute does not define the phrase “ undue or unreasonable prefer- 
ence or advantage.” Whether a preference or advantage is “ undue” or 
“ unreasonable” must be determined by the circumstances of each case. 

13. Same —Same—Ineguality of charge.—Mere inequality of charge 
does not constitute undue or unreasonable preference or advantage. 
Railroads are only bound to give the same terms to all persons alike, 
under the same conditions and circumstances; and any fact which pro- 
duces an inequality of conditions and a change of circumstances justi- 
fies an 3 of charge. Case cited: I. C. C. v. B. & O. R. R. Co., 
145 U. S., p. 372. 

14. Same — Same —Same.—It is proper under the third section to give 
_a preference or advantage or to discriminate between persons, locali- 


cited: I. C. C. v. 
i P. Ry. v. I. C. C., 162 U. S., p. 184. 
15. Same—Sa ame.—In passing upon the question of undue or 


‘erences 
charges, various elements, such as the convenience of the public, the 
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fair interest of the carrier, the relative quantities or volume of the 
traffic involved, the relative cost of the services and profit to the com- 
pany, and the situation and circumstances of the respective customers 
with reference to each other, as competitive or otherwise. Case cited: 
I. Das v. B. & O. R. R. Co., 43 Fed. Rep., p. 37; affirmed, 155 U. S., 
p. 5 

16. Same—Same—Same—Competition.—In considering the question 
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183; I. Œ. C. v. Atlantic Ry. Co. et al., 93 Fed. Rep., p. 
17. Same—Same—Same—O: 

the defendants (the C. G. W. Ry. Co. 

in these cases it would be immaterial. 


& G. Ry. 
105 Fed Rep., 703. 

18. Same—Same—Same—Distinction between originating competition 
and reducing rates.—The C. G. W. Ry. Co., by its contract of August 8, 
1902, reduced the rates on live-stock products, but it did not originate 
the competition in those products. 

That competition was going on between these different defendants 
and other railroad companies with which said contract was made. 
Each company was striving to get what business it could; and the 
C. G. W. Ry. Co. reduced the rates in order to get its share of the 
roe a which all of defendants had been and were then actively 
competing. 

19. Same—Same—Same—Reduction of rates—When not voluntary.— 
The reduction of rates made by the C. G. W. Ry. was forced upon it, as 
it could not otherwise haye continued to successfully compete for the 
business. Said reduction therefore was not “ voluntary” on its part, 
8 me peas of the law. Case cited: E. T., V. & G. Ry. Co. v. 
o> ES, 1 
20. Same—Same—Same—Distinction between “real” and “ possi- 
ble” competition.—The fact that defendants might, if they choose 
to do so, bring about a severe competition in live stock, as in its prod- 
ucts, is immaterial. It is sufficient that real and substantial competi- 
tion is not as severe in live stock as in its products; and it is use- 
less to inquire whether it might be possible to make competition us 
severe in the one case as in the other. Case cited: I. C. C. v. L. & N. 
R. R. Co., 190 U. S., p 273. 

21. Same—Same—Same—Particular description of traſto.—The con- 
struction of the phrase “undue or unreasonable preference or advan- 
tage" when applied to “any particular description of traffic” must 
be the same as when applied to “any particular person ee ged firm, 

ration, or locality.” All of said terms are contained in a single 
sentence of the third section, and the same construction must be given 
to all of the sentence that is given to a part of it. 

22. Section 3 of the “Elkins Act,” approved February 19, 1993.—Sec- 
tion 3 of the “Elkins Act" provides a remedy in court, without going 
before the Interstate Commerce Commission, for any discriminations 
forbidden by law, 1 the discriminations or preferences prohib- 
ited by sections 1 and 3 of the act to regulate commerce. 


STATEMENT OF THE CASE. 


Case No. 27723 was brought by the Interstate Commerce Commission 
against the above-named defendants, under sections 1 and 3 of the 
interstate-commerce act of 1887, on the 26th day of April, 1905. In 
that case a petition was filed before the Commission, on March 31, 1902, 
and a hearing was commenced on January 22, 1908, wherein the testi- 
mony of about twenty witnesses was taken. As the result of that 
hearing, an order was entered by the Commission on the 7th day of 
January, 1905, that, in accordance with a report and opinion of the 
Commission in said matter, the relation of rates then maintained and 
enforced by said defendants in that certain territory described in the 
petition, whereby their rates for transportation were higher on live 
cattle and live hogs than upon dressed meats or prepared products of 
cattle and hogs, on the shipments thereof to hraga in the State of 
Illinois, from points on the Missouri Riyer, Sioux City, in the State of 
Iowa, to Kansas City, in the State of Missouri, inclusive, and from 
South St. Paul, in the State of Minnesota, or from points in the terri- 
tory between the Missouri River or South St. Paul and Chicago, con- 
stituted a wrongful prejudice and discrimination in violation of the 
provisions of the act to regulate commerce; and that said defendants, 
and each of them, were notified and required to cease and desist on or 
before the 15th day of February, 1905, from maintaining or enforcing 
the said unlawful relation of rates, and from further continuing said 
unlawful prejudice and discrimination. 

Proper notice was served upon the defendants, and they refused to 
obey sald order. Thereafter this proceeding was begun in this court. 

n the 17th day of July, 1905, the Interstate Commerce Commission 
began suit No. 829 against the above-named defendants, under sec- 
tion 3 of an act to further regulate commerce with foreign nations 
and among the States, which took efect February 19, 1903, and known 
as the “ Elkins Act,” 

Answers were filed by the defendants therein, in each case, and 
issue joined on or before the 15th day of September, 1905, at which 
time the above-named interyeners filed their petitions for intervention, 
and issue was joined upon them. Pleas of former suit pending were 
paan Bove overruled, An order was then entered in this court combining 

e two causes. 


pona to Chicago ; = 
om y, 


certain owners of packing houses in ansas City, St. 

other Missouri River ints, in consideration of . 
percentage of their business for seven years; that for that period the 
said railway company would transport from the Missouri River points 
and St. Paul to Chicago fresh meats and packing-house products at the 
following rates: 


made a_contract with 
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Statement showing 
fresh meats, carloads, 


[Rates in cents per 100 pounds.] 


Deepens products, and 
iver a 


nd other points to 


rates on cattle, hogs, 
from Missouri 


South Ni 
Nebraska City, Nebr. 


Sioux City, Iowa 


St. Panl, Minn., or south 
St. Paul, Minn 


„ Applies on shipments or sang beyond. 
stehen origina beyond and destined beyond the IIIinols-Indiana 
te line. 


e Destined to points east of Illinois-Indiana State line. 


and that at that time, and since, the local rates on live cattle and 
hogs from said points to Chicago were as above set forth. And they 
further charge that such condition of rates had existed from that 
time until the fi of these petitions; that said rates were unrea- 
sonable under section 1 of the interstate-commerce act; and the 
result of such condition of rates was that under sections 3 of the 
interstate-commerce act, and of the Elkins Act, the defendants were 
committing an unlawful discrimination oe said live cattle and 
live hogs, the shippers thereof, and the | ity of Chicago, and thereby 
giving an undue and unreasonable preference or 9 to the 
me of fresh meats and packing-house products over said live cattle 
d hogs. 


an ° 
The 8 Great Western Sanwar Company generally denied the 
violations of the law and set up that the rates were reasonable and 
ve no undue advantage; that they were caused by competition and 
Fastitiea F the cost of service, and that the order of the Commission 
was 


Illegal. 

The other defendants denied said charges in their answers and 
claimed, among other things, a that the said rates for live cattle and 
hogs were unreasonably low; (2) that there was not undue or unjust 
prejudice or advantage section 3, because there was no relation 
or similarity between the traffic in fresh meats and packing-house prod- 
ucts on the one hand and live cattle and hogs on the other, nor was 
there undue preference of any kind; (3) that when the cost of service 
was considered it was reasonable to carry the dressed meats and pack- 
ing-house products cheaper than the live stock; (4) that packing-house 
products and fresh meats did not compete in any market with the live 
stock; (5) that when the commercial necessity of the situation was con- 
sidered there was no undue prejudice against live stock in the rates; 
(6) that while the vaine of the to the producer of the fresh 
meats and ng-house products was greater than that to the moet 
of live stock, yet the risk of its carriage was very much less; (7) that 
the rate given to the producer of the packing-house products and fresh 
meats was caused by necessary com tion; (8) that the complainant 
before the Commission had no interest in the business and no right to 


argc! was taken in open court on most of the 
1905, to October 14, 1905, and over forty wit- 
all but four were witnesses who had not 
been before the Commission. The testimony taken before the Commis- 
sion was admitted in evidence, and portions of it read to the court, and 
all of it considered by the court. 

The Co jon came to certain conclusions as to the facts that 
are fully set forth in their opinion in the case found in 10 I. C. C. R., 
428, which findings of fact the court assumed in the beginning of this 


n to be the proper conclusions unless overcome 
by * 8 produced upon the hearing, although perhaps not 
a o do so. 

he testimony taken before the court was in part to the following 


efect; 

1. Upon the question o whether the rates apon live cattle and 
aoe from Missouri River Paul to Chicago were reason- 
able or unreasonable, witnesses for the defendants, George H. Crosby, 
t traffic man of the C., B. 
manager C. & N. 


freight a; t 
eral 
3d vice- 


iden The cago Great Western Railway Company; George 

1 ae Ta St. P. Ro; Harty 

R. I. & P. Ry. Co.; John 

nt, and H. R. Me- 

W. Ry. Co., testified that such 

Edward P. Ripley, 

y. body, statistician for 

said company, also testified that such rates were too low ; T. W. Tomlin- 
son and five or six shippers testified on the part of the C 

that such rates were unreasonably high. 

2. Dpon the question of the comparative cost of the service to the 

carriers in vag Go dressed meat and packing-house products and 

live cattle and hogs, a great deal of testimony was taken on both 


sides. This subject was gone into by experts far more fully than 
ever been done before. Many of the above witnesses Be the 


ht to be considered in de- 
he result of all those state- 


refrigerating car, at one cent a mile; e 
some two or 


y carrying men to take care of the cattle on the 
way to the market, and return transportation for said men; the extra 
ores of providin stock yards at every shipping place, costing from 
$800 to $1,200, ant $1,400; amount of damages paid by the railroad 
companies because of delays in reaching the market, and because of 
the destruction of the property in case of wrecks, etc. 

1 the above-named witnesses for railroads substantially a upon 
these different items. On the part of the Commission, Edward P. Ripley 
and his statistician, James Peabody, made comparative statements of 
the net results from the carriage of these different commodities, up-n 
basis of average cost of all business, per gross ton mile, which {s con- 
curred in by the witness Tomlinson, who made further statements, 
which figures show that it is more sive to the company to carry 
fresh meats and packing-house products than live stock; but they did 
not consider all the burdens peculiar to live stock. All the witnesses 
agreed in the showing that the cost of service in proportion to the 
value of both kinds of commodities was greater in carry: live stock. 

3. Upon the value of the service to the shipper the testimony of all 
the witnesses substantially agreed that the value of fresh meats was 
nearly twice as much as that of live stock, and that of packing-house 
products a large percen more than that of live stock. It was also 
substantially spen by the witnesses that the risk of carriage, not- 
withstanding the double valne of fresh meats, was not as t in 
carne fresh meats and 8 products as in 8 live 
stock. This is true on account of the damages for delay to live stock, 
and additional damages in cases of wrecks. here is not much da 


considered in fixing 
a) That it had been : 
no 


this, 

to arbitrarily demand certain rates, but what in the wisdom of the 
railroad officials they thought they could get from the traffic, takin 

into consideration the future business of the railway, the piace et f 0 

its patrons, the length of haul, the cheapness and d commodity, 
and other matters of that kind. This is the“ value of service theory. 
Experts and commissioners have a: that this is a very important 
factor, and ought to be the most important unless interfered with by 
competition. t is like the theory of taxation. ‘This includes the con- 
sideration of the value of the goods shipped and the profit shippers can 
make by the carriage. : 

() The cost of service of the carriage. This has not been an im- 
portant factor in the opinion of the railrond companies in the past, 
nor their practice, but in this case all seemed to saree that the cost of 
service ought to be an important factor in determining the rate. Mr. 
Stickney was of the opinion that the cost of service arrived at intelli- 

ntly by a body of experts would be the ape basis upon which to 

etermine fairly to everybody the rate to be adopted, and this could be 
mathematically figured out all over the country. The other witnesses 
stated that this cost could not be obtained at all accurately, only ap- 
proximately. 

{3} The weight, bulk, and convenience in handl commodities. 

d) Commercial necessity. It was agreed by all that rates must 
often be made lower than they would mathematically figure out from 
cost of service or value to the 8 because the shipper could not 
move the commodity unless he got a lower rate than the railroads ought 
to er him when considering the cost of service. 

€) They all agreed that competition was the greatest factor in de- 
termining a rate. 

4r The testimony was all to the efect that, as to commodity trafic 
an ere subject to competition, no skill or science was re- 
quired in making rates; that rates were forced 
competitors, regardless of what the 

5. The testimony showed that 
Railway Company, the Chicago 


on carriers by their 
ought to 


be. 
e Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe 
and Northwestern Railway Company, 
Chieago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway Company, and the Chicago, 
Burlington and Quincy Railroad Company, of the defendants, extend wes 
from the Missourl River; that the other railroad companies extend to 
the Missouri River points; that cattle and h originating west of the 
Missouri River, and carried to said river by the first named railroads, 
come to Chicago and eastern points either upon the balance of the 


through rates or u what is called a proportional rate, and that such 
proportional rate m Missouri River points and St. Paul to Chicago 
was 


equal to or less than the rate upon fresh meat and packing-house 
products. That the local rate from Missouri River points on live stock 
to Chicago was according to above schedule; that the rate extended 
for 100 to 150 miles this side of the Missouri River and St. Paul to all 
penu in that zone; that such rates reduced on going to the east until 
hey got to the Mississippi River; and that the average Iowa rate to 
Chicago was twenty-one cents. The evidence also tended to show that 
uite a large number of cattle were driven in from points east of the 

issouri River and east of St. Paul, to the Missouri River and St. Paul. 

6. The undisputed evidence showed that the published rate on 
fresh meat and packing-house 1 and live stock from Mis- 


1 and St. Paul are few in number; that they shipped large 


8 1 7 ties ned by a few ship th demanded lo 
ow rs m wer 
ed with th 


such large 
rates than t e defendant rail- 


1905. 
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railway for that period have a certain proportion of all said packers’ 
business 3 and it should 8 e same for twenty cents per 
ir ver 


hundred pounds from the Missouri points, Kansas „and St. 
Joseph to Chicago, and eighteen and one-half cents from such points to 
the Indiana and Illinois line on freight going east of Chicago. That, 
as stated by Mr. Stickney, the object of his making said contract was 
to get more of the business, to get what he called his proportion of 
the business. It in fone that Mr. Stickney’s road was the longest 
route from Missouri River points to Chicago, and that in order to ob- 
tain the traffic, or any substantial portion of it, it was necessary for 
him to make some special arrangements with the packers. Then it 
became necessary for the other defendant railroads to ship at the same 
rate in order to get business. It appears from the testimony of all the 
railroad witnesses on both sides t these rates, according to their 
judgment, were caused by competition in rates. 

7. The effect of the present rates upon the shippers of live stock from 
intermediate points in Minneso Jowa, and Missouri to Chicago and 
to the Missouri River potas and St, Paul was considered. Evidence 
was taken upon this subject, schedules and tables were put in evidence 
upon this as well as almost every other rate subject. The substance 
of that evidence tends to show that a majority of the cattle within 150 
miles east from the Missouri River and St. Paul went to Chicago rather 
than to the Missouri River and southeast from St. Paul upon the pres- 
ent rates; in other words, that the Chicago market is not injured by 
the present rates. 

8. The testimony showed that the Chicago market was the best mar- 
ket; that it controlled the price of all other markets between the Mis- 
souri River points and St. Paul; that the Chicago market fluctuated 
from five cents to fifty or seventy-five cents in a day. 

9. The testimony showed that the Santa Fe Railroad Company had 
cut its live-stock rate to twelve cents for a short period after August, 
1902, when the above rates in question went into effect, and that such 
8 of the rates of that company did not increase its business to 

cago. 

The above is comparatively a very brief statement of the pleadings, 
the issues arising thereon, and of over 1,000 pages of testimony taken 
before the Commission and about 3,000 pa of testimony taken before 
the court in addition thereto, together with a great many tables, state- 
ments, and reports prepared by Liat ele 

Bethea, district judge, after making the above statement, announced 
the Allowing opinion: 

The court has considered all of the evidence in the case, and finds 
the following facts: 


FINDINGS OF FACT. 

First. That the liye-stock rates are reasonable in themselyes. All 
live stock from points west, southwest, and northwest of the Missouri 
River and St. Paul are Ruppen on a proportional rate from the Mis- 
souri River or St. Paul to Chicago. hese rates are equal to or less 
than the rates on dressed meats and packing-house products between 
the same points. There can be and is no complaint as to such traffic. 
The local rates from the Missouri River and St. Paul and from 150 
miles east to Chicago are as shown in above schedule. These rates 
gradually decrease until the Mississippi River is reached, and the aver- 
age Iowa rate is twenty-one cents. he great weight of evidence indi- 
cates that these rates are at least reasonably low. 

Second. That the cost of an live stock is greater than that of 
e dressed meats and packing-house products. 

Third. That the value of the service of carriage is greater to the 

ackers because of the higher price of a car of dressed meats or packing- 

use products. Dress meats and cking-house products are in 
value worth nearly twice as much as live stock. This factor is im- 
portant, in ordinary cases, however, in part, because of the greater 
risk of carriage of high-priced commodities. In these cases as to the 
8 commodities in question, the evidence shows that the de- 
endant railroad companies Rey, out a much larger amount in dam- 
ages for losses arising from the carri of live stock than they do for 
losses arising from the carriage of meats and peck -house 

roducts, in proportion to the value of the products carried, and more 

n damages per car regardless of the value. is makes the risk of 
carriage greater for live stock. The result is that the value of the 
service is not such an important factor in this kind of a case as it is 
considered to be in ordinary cases. 

Fourth, That the rates in question given to the packers at Missouri 
River and St. Paul were the result of competition. The product of the 
packers at these points was large in quantity, was certain and continu- 
ous in amount, was in the hands of a few ople, and for years before 
the Federal injunction of March, 1902, had been competed for so 
strenuously by the railroads reaching and passing through these points 
as to cause the cutting of rates and the giving of secret rebates in 
large amounts. Four of the defendant companies, the Chicago, Mil- 
waukee & St. Paul Railroad Company, the Chicago & Northwestern Rail- 
way aay the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Company. 
and the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Company, 
through these points into the territory west of the M uri River 
and St. Paul. Four other of the defendant companies, the Chicago, 
Great Western Railway Company, the Chicago & Alton Railway Com- 
pany, the Illinois Central Railroad Company, and the Wabash Railroad 

ompany, reached the Missouri River points and St. Paul, competing 
for this business. Other railroads running south to the Gulf of Mexico 
also competed more or less for said business, including the Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway. 

fter said injunction was granted the defendant railroads obeyed it, 
and until August of that year the said traffic was carried under com- 
petition between the defendant at the rate of twenty-three and one-half 
cents from Missouri River points to ape and twenty-five cents 
from St. Paul to Chicago, etc., as set out above. As a result of 
such competition, the Chicago Great Western Railway Company be- 
came dissatisfied with the proportion of the business it received, and 
in order to get what it claimed as its share, cut the rate to twenty 
cents to Chicago and eighteen and one-half cents to the Indiana 
line for eastern business, and published the same. This it did under 
a contract with the packers running for seven years. The Chicago 
Great Western Railway Company was. the longest route from Chicago 
to the Missouri River points. e other railroad defendants, to meet 
the rate made by the 9 Great Western Railway Company, as 
a result of competition, met and published the same rate. hese 
rates were not made hag in ga from necessity arising from com- 
petition. The necessity being of anying the goods at the lower 
rate or losing the business to which the officers of said 5 
Pity they were entitled. This cutting of the rate by the Chicago 
Great Western Railway Company was not the origin of competition; 
that had existed 1 ly since March, 1902, between defendant rail- 


roads and also between them and the Atchison, Topeka & Sante Fe 
Railway Company. 

There was not competition enough at said points to lower the rate 
as to live stock. There was little and different competition on rates 
as to live stock at points between the Missouri River and St. Paul 
and Chicago. The only places where the opportunities for competition 
existed as to live stock the same as to packing-house products were 
immediately at Missouri River points and St. Paul, and there only 
as to live stock driven in on foot from the surrounding country. 
There is comparatively a small amount of this stock. If it was ex- 
actly the same kind of a commodity as that furnished by the packers 
saro would be an opportunity for competition in this at these points 
alone. 

Fifth. That the competition in question did not result from agree- 
ment of the defendants, but was actual genuine competition. 

Sixth. That the present rates have not materially affected any of the 
markets, prices, or shipments; that they are reasonably fair to Chicago 
and to the shippers; That the shipments of live stock from points be- 
tween Chicago and the Missouri River and St. Paul are as great in pro- 
portion to the volume of business as before the present rates were 
made; that the majority of the live stock comes to Chicago from points 
as near as 150 miles this side of the Missouri River and St. Paul, and 
that the lower rate given to the packers does not seem to directly in- 
fluence or 1 the shippers of live stock. 

Seventh. t the rates for carrying packers’ products and dressed 
meats were remunerative. Ther did not pay any portion of the fixed 
charges and interest of the railroad companies, nor its full share of 
the operating expenses, but they did pay more than its cost of moye- 
ment and leave something to apply upon operating expenses. 

Eighth. That the welfare of the public, including the shippers, con- 
sumers, and all localities and markets, does not seem to be materially 
affected by the present rates. 

Ninth. at the usual custom is for railroads to charge a higher 
rate for the finished product than for the raw material, and this, as a 
rule, has been applied to live stock and its finished products. This is 
not universal, however. There are many commodities where the raw 
material is charged more for carriage than its finished product, as in 
the case of the raw material of cotton and the compressed cotton, straw, 
pote pre and baled, pig iron and its products, and many other com- 
m es. 

It also appears that for sixteen years out of twenty-three, between 
Missouri River points and St. Paul and Chicago, the published rates on 
live stock were higher than on dressed meats and packing-house prod- 
ucts. Many witnesses testified that the ideal rate for the finished prod- 
uct would be higher than the raw material. R however, was 
on the presumption that competition or commercial necessity did not 
interfere, and that the cost of service and value of the products would 
be greater in case of the finished products than in that of the raw 
material. 

— THE LAW. 


What is the law applicable to the above facts? These petitions were 
filed to enforce sections 1 and 3 of the interstate-commerce act and sec- 
tion 3 of the Elkins Act. ‘They are as follows: 

Sec. 1. “All charges made for any service rendered or to be rendered 
in the transportation of passengers or property as aforesaid, or in con- 
nection therewith, or for the receiving, delivering, storage, or handling 
of such property, shall be reasonable and just; and every unjust and un- 
Se wae charge for such service is prohibited and declared to be 
unlawful.” 

Sec. 3. “ That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to 
the provisions of this act to make or give any undue or unreasonable 
preference or advantage to any rticular person, company, firm, cor- 
poration, or locality, or any particular description of traffic, in any re- 
spect whatsoever, or to subject any particular person, company, firm, 

ration, or locality, or say particular description of traffic, to any 
undue or unreasonable prejudice or disadvantage in any respect what- 
soever.” 

Elkins Act, Sec. 3. “That whenever the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission shall have reasonable ground for belief that any common car- 
rier is engaged in the carriage of passengers or freight traffic between 
given points at less that the published rates on file, or is committin 
any discriminations forbidden by law, a petition may be presented al- 
leging such facts to the circuit court of the United States sitting in 
equity having jurisdiction,” etc. 

The questions are: Do the facts in these cases show that the defend- 
ants have under section 1 of the interstate- commerce act furnished 
reasonable rates? Have they, under section 3 thereof, given any undue 
or unreasonable preference or advantage to any particular person, com- 
pany, firm, corporation, or locality, or any particular description of 
traffic in any respect whatever? Have henge 4 under section of the 
Elkins Act, committed any discriminations forbidden by law? Or, in 
other wo did it make an undue preference in favor of the packers, 
or their products, at the Missouri River points and St. Paul or E aeg 
discriminate inst live stock, the shippers thereof, or against Chicago, 
for the defendants to lower the rates for the packers without making 
the same or a greater reduction for the shippers of live stock? 

I. The evidence above shows that section 1 has not been violated; 
the rates were not unreasonable. ; 

II. Section 3 of the Elkins Act covers the same questions as do 
sections 1 and 3 of the original interstate- commerce act. That section 
provides a remedy without going before the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission for the commission of any discriminations forbidden by law. 
Those forbidden by law, so far as the questions involved in these cases 
are concerned, are the prohibitions in sections 1 and 3 of the interstate- 
8 act. Section 1 is disposed of. Section 3 will hereafter be 

scussed. 

III. Does the evidence show a violation of section 3 of the interstate- 
commerce act? 

A. The principal objects of the interstate-commerce act. as shown 
by the many cases in the Supreme Court of the United States, were 
to secure just and reasonable charges for transportation; to prohibit 
unjust discriminations in the rendition of like service under similar 
circumstances and conditions; to prevent undue or unreasonable pref- 
erence to persons, corporations, or localities; to inhibit greater com- 

tion for a shorter than for a longer distance over the same 

ne, and to abolish combinations for the pooling of freight. It was 
not designed to prevent competition between different roads, but rather 
to encourage competition. The railroad companies under the deci- 
sions of the courts in England and the United States are only bound 
under this act to give the same terms to all persons alike under the 
same conditions and circumstances, and any fact which produces an 
inequality of condition and a change of circumstances justifies an 
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inequality of charge. Interstate Commerce Commission v. Baltimore 
& Ohio Railroad Coene 145 U. S., 272. 

The object of section $ was to prevent undue or unreasonable prefer- 
ence or advantage to any person, company, frm, corporation, or locality, 
or any particu description of traffic. The statute does not define 
undue or unreasonable enone or advantage. That must be left to 
the circumstances of each case. It is proper, under this section, to give 
a preference or an advanta or to discriminate between persons, locall- 
ties, or traffic; but not e them undue or unreasonable. (Interstate 
Commerce Commission vo, Alabama Midland Rallwa Company, 168 
U. S., 144; Cincinnati, New Orleans and Texas Pacific Railway Com- 
pany v. Interstate Commerce Commission, 162 U. S., 184. 

5 a is meant, then, by “undue” or “ unreasonable" preference 
or advantage 

Judge Jackson, in the case of Interstate Commerce Commission v. 
Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Company (43 Fed. Rep., 37), stated that 
“These words necessarily involve the idea or element of comparison 
of one service or trafic with another similarly situated and circum- 
stanced, and require that to be undue and unreasonable the preference 
or I must relate and have reference to competing perna; pro- 
ducing between them unfairness and an unjust inequality in the rates 
cha them respectively for contemporaneous service under substan- 
tially the same circumstances and conditions. In determining the ques- 
tion whether rates give an undue preference or impose an undue preju- 
dice or disadvantage, consideration must be had to the relation which 
the persons or trafic affected bear to each other and to the carrier. 
When and so lone Ae their relations are similar or ‘substantially’ so, 
the carrier is prohibited from dealing differently with them in the mat- 
ter of charges for a like and contemporaneous Service.“! 

“The English cases referred to above, and others that might be cited, 
establish the rule that in ae upon the question of undue or unrea- 
sonable preference or advantage it is not only legitimate, but proper, to 
take into consideration, besides the mere differences in charges, various 
elements, such as the convenience of the public, the fair interest of the 
carrier, the relative quantities or volume of the traffic involved, the rela- 
tive cost of the services and profit to the company, and the situation 
and circumstances of the respective customers with reference to each 
other, as competitive or otherwise.” 

This opinion was affirmed in 145 U. S., 263, and followed in other 
opinions of the Supreme Court. 

(a) A careful examination of the opinions of that court, as well as 
the evidence taken in these cases, shows that there are a great many 
pi tag Ah com circumstances to be considered in fixing a rate. Among 
other things: 

1. The value of the service to the shipper, Including the value of the 
goods and the profit he could make out of them by shipment. This is 
considered an ideal method. It includes the theory so strenuously 
contended for by petitioners, the Commission and its attorneys, of 
making the finished product carry a higher rate than the raw material. 
This method is considered practical, and is based on an idea similar to 


taxation. Interstate Commerce Commission v. B. & O. Ry. Co., 43 
Fed rpg Ae 53. 2. The cost of service to the carrier would be an ideal 
theory, t is not practical. Such cost can be reached approximately 


but not accurately enough to make this factor controlling. It is 
worthy of consideration, however. Interstate Commerce Commission v. 
B. & 8. Rx. Co., supra; Ransome v. Eastern Railway Company (1857), 
1 C. B., 437; 26 L. J. C. P., 91; Judson on Interstate Commerce, sections 
148, 149; Western Union 8 Co. v. Call Publishing Co., 181 
U. S., 92; Detroit, Grand Haven & Milwaukee Railroad Co. v. Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 167 U. S., 633. 3. Weight, bulk, and convenience 
of transportation. 4. The amount of the product or the commodity 
in the hands of a few persons to ship or compete for, recognizing the 
principle of selling cheaper at whol e than at retail. Interstate Com- 
merce Commission v. B. & O. Ry. Co., 145 U. S., 263. 5. General public 
good, ineluding good to the shipper, the railroad company, and the dif- 
ferent localities. Interstate Commerce Commission v. B. & O. Ry. Co., 
145 U. S., 263. 6. Competition, which the authorities, as well as the 
experts, in their testimony in these cases, recognize as a yery important 
factor. Pickering 1 — 755 v. London & Northwestern Railway Company, 
2 Q. B. D. (1892), 229. (This case construes section 2 of the English 
act of 1854, which is almost like section 3 of our interstate- commerce 
act.) Interstate Commerce Commission v. B. & O. Ry. Co., ig bots Cin- 
cinnati, New Orleans and Texas Pacific Railway Company v. Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 162 U. S., 184; Interstate Commerce Commission 
v. Alabama Midland Railway opens 168 U. S., 144; Louisville & 
Nashville Railroad Co. v. Behlmer, 175 Ù. S. 648 ; East Tennessee, Vir- 

nia & Georgia Railway Co. v. Interstate Commerce Commission, 181 

J. S., 1; Texas & Pacific Railway Co. v. Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, 162 U. S., 197; Interstate Commerce Commission v. Louisville and 
Nashville Railroad Co., 190 U. S., 273. The Supreme Court has also 
held that it may be presumed that Congress, in adopting the language of 
the English act, bad in mind the constructions given to the words 
D undue 1 by the courts of England. Interstate Commerce 
Commission v. B. & O. Ry. Co., 145 U. S., 284. 

None of the above factors alone are considered necessarily controlling 
by the authorities. Neither are they all controlling as a matter of 
law. It is a question of fact to be decided by the proper tribunal in 
each case as to what is controlling. In every case the Supreme Court 
has held that competition way be controlling. In only one case has 
it, as a matter of fact, been held not to be a defense. 

Counsel for the Commission strenuously contend in able argu- 
ments that competition does not apply to section 3 of the interstate 
commerce act. The authorities, however, are to the contrary. The 
question was raised in substantially all of the above and others of the 
Supreme Court cases wherever section 4 was considered. In the fol- 
lowing cases the Supreme Court has held that this principle of com 
tition applies to section 3: East Tennessee, 8 and Georgia Rr. 
Co. v. Interstate Commerce Commission, 181 U. S., 1, and cases cited; 
Interstate Commerce Commission v. Alabama Midland Railway Com- 

any, 168 U. S., 144, and cases cited from English court; Judson on 

nterstate Commerce, sections 175 to 183; Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission v. Atlantic Ry. Co. et al., 93 Fed. Rep., 83. 

D. But it is further claimed by petitioners’ counsel that competition 
should not have any effect in settling the questions involved in these 
eases, because one of the defendants originated the competition. The 
Interstate Commerce Commission, in its opinion, considered the facts 
as to competition and found they did not control the fixing of rates. 
Its opinion, and the ee, opinion of Commissioner Knapp, show, 
however, that the ma oy of the Commission acting in this case (Fifer 
and 5 thought tit was not a case to which competition applied. 
Their position is that competition can not apply to this case ause one 
of the defendants (the Chicago Great Western Rallway Company) orig- 
inated the competition in rates. They argue that in all of the other 
cases decided by the Supreme Court the competition resulting in the 


cutting of rates was n by some transportation com y not a de- 
fendant in the 5 the Commission and the 9 and that 
the identical question involved in this case has not been passed upon 
by the Supreme Court. They further argue that in those cases the 
question as to the construction of the words “ 5 description 
of traffic” was not raised or disposed of.. In reply it may be said that 
the questions of undue eee against persons or localities were in 
the decided cases, and those questions are in these. ides, an undue 
preference can not be given to a particular description of traffic” with- 
out giving it to a “person” also. The same pr cipie must apply to 
the c, the same construction must be given to of the sentence 
that is given to a part of it. One sentence in section 3 applies to per- 
sons, localities, an particular descriptions of traffic. same words 
“undue preference” apply to all ose conditions, and the words 
“undue preference” must mean the same when applied to one condi- 
tion as to another. It may be that the cases pa: upon by the 
Supreme Court were cases where the railroad company starting the 
lowering of the rate was not a defendant. But the courts have held 
that where the rate is first lowered by competitors subject to the inter- 
state-commerce law the competition must be considered. (East Ten- 
nessee, V. & G. Ry. Co. v. Interstate Commerce Commission, 181 U. S., 
1; Interstate Commerce Commission v. Southern Railway Company, 
105 Fed. Rep., 703.) If counsel’s contention was correct, the right of 
the railroad companies to set up competition as a defense could be 
removed by mak the company starting the reduction of rates a 
party defendant. his construction would also discour: competition, 
which the act, as well as the antitrust act, was intended to encourage. 
(East Tennessee, V. & G. Ry. Co. v. Interstate Commerce Commission, 
191 U. S., 1; Interstate Commerce Commission v. Southern Railway 
Company, 105 Fed. Rep., 703.) 
competition is not apparent. Some one must begin. Why not a 
defendant, if he is losing the business? 

The facts in these cases show that competition was going on between 
these different defendants and other railroad companies that were not 
defendants (particularly the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway 
Company), before the granting. of the injunction in March, 1902, and 
that such competition was going on under tbe law after March, 1902, 
down to August 8, 1902, when the Chicago Great Western Railway 
Company's contract was made and the above rates fixed. Each com- 
pany was striving to get what business it could. The Atchison, To- 
peka and Santa Fe Railway Company, which is not a defendant here, 
was a very formidable competitor and had perhaps the shortest route 
between e points in question. The other railroad companies, who 
had longer routes, as did the Chicago Great Western Rallway Company, 
in order to get business, were forced to do something to accommodate 
and please its patrons. That was going on during all the time men- 
tioned, and was competition. So it can not be said that competition 
was oreinaren Uy the Chicago Great Western Railway Company. That 
company lowe the rates, and competition forced the other defend- 
ants, including the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company, 
to lower their rates. It is the duty of the officers of a railroad com- 
pany to get business in the interest of its stockholders. 

It appears then, under the facts, that the reduction of rates was not 
voluntary, according to the definition and description thereof in the 
case of t Tennessee, V. & G. Ry. Co. v. Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, supra, and other cases, but was caused on the part of the 
Chicago Great Western Railway Company by the necessity of compet- 
ing for business which under the law they were uired to do. 

. The evidence shows that the rates were (1) remunerative, (2 
reasonable, (3) that competition was not the result of agreement, an 
(4) that the carrier must reduce the rate or lose the business. 

There was then a meeting here of all the four conditions required by 
the law to make competition a factor in the fixing of these rates. his 
is set out by Mr. Judson in his work on interstate commerce in a dis- 
22 of section 3 and effect of competition on it in the following 
anguage : 

But under the decisions of the Supreme Court the sea of the 
competitive rule is subject to the following qualifications: First, the 
competition must compel the lower rate—that is, the competition must 
be controlling; the carrier must either reduce its rates or lose the 
business; second, the competition must not be created by the carrier— 
that is, the preference must not be affected through an agreement or 
combination of the carrier with other carriers stifling competition; 
third, the competitive rate must be at the preferred point remuner- 
are to the carrier; fourth, the rates must be reasonable in them- 
selves.’ 

That author shows in section 183 how materially competition has 
affected the enforcement of section 3 of the interstate-commerce act. 

It must be remembered in reference to this question of competition 
that there are more railroads conais for the packer prođucts than 
for the live stock, as shown in the findings of fact, supra. There are 
four railroads west of the Missouri River carrying live stock east to 
Chicago, besides the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe sae hedge 4 Company. 
There are eight of the defendant railroads competing for the packers’ 
products at the Missouri River to carry it east to Chicago. There are 
other railroads running south from the Missouri River that may make 
more or less competition. As to the live stock east of the river, there 
is much less and an entirely different kind of competition from that 
arising at the Missouri River points and St. Paul for the packers’ busi- 
ness. Upon the 1 announced in the above authorities, if the 
different commodities were exactly the same, as if it were all live stock 
or all prona products, the railroads would have a right to consider, 
east of the Missouri River and St. Paul, the stronger competition at 
Missouri River points and St. Paul in fixing their rate the same as they 
do under section 4, or the long-and-short-haul clause. 

So we are limited to the live stock driven into the Missouri River 
points and St. Paul, in determining whether that commodity is there 
e. to the same rate as packers’ products shipped from those same 
points. 2 

F. The contention is that because the defendant companies have 
reduced the rate there as to packers’ commodities they must reduce it 
at the same identical points as to live stock. But there is strong com- 
petition at all those points as to packers’ products—competition in 
rates—and there is no such competition at the same points as to live 
stock. It is argued that because they compete as to one kind of a 
comment. they must compete as to other kinds of commodities at the 
same 

This is substantially the same question that was raised in the case 
of Interstate Commerce Commission v. Louisville and Nashville Rail- 
road Company (Lagrange), 190 U. S., 273. In that case the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission held that because the defendant companies 
competed at one point as A must compete at another, but the Supreme 
Court, speaking through Mr. Justice White, said: “In the report of 
the Commission a suggestion is found that Lagrange should be entitled 


Why a defendant cannot begin the 
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to the same rate as Atlanta, because if the carriers concerned in this 
case in connection with other carriers reaching Lagrange choose to do 
so, they might bring about competition by the way of a line between 
Macon and ange, which would be equivalent to the competitive 
conditions exis at Atlanta. We are unable, however, to follow the 

tion. To adopt it would amount to this: That the substantial 
dissimilarity of circumstances and conditions 8 the act to 
regulate commerce would depend, not as been repeat held, upon 


a real and substantial competition at a particular nt affecting rates, 
but upon the mere possibility of the arising of such competition. This 
would destroy the whole effect of the act and cause case where 


every 
competition was involved to depend, not upon the fact of its existence 
as affecting rates, but upon the possibility of its arising. 

The same principle must apply here. he construction is of the same 
sentence. In that case it was a portion of the sentence that referred 
to localities or certain shippers, or a_certain kind of a cular 
description of trafic, if you please. In these cases it refers to a 
“description of traffic” and “to shippers.” 

G. In passing — 2 this question of competition it is the duty of the 
8 and the court to take into consideration, in determining 
whether the circumstances and conditions are the same, and whether 
penlonica is undue or not, the qena of the traffic in each case. 

hile this may not be controlling, still it ought to be considered. 
In the Party Rate case, su (145 U. S., 272), it was held controlling 
as to passengers. In the mg. cases above cited it has been held a 
very important factor as to freight. The facts show there is a large 
amount of packers’ products to be shipped at stated intervals, fixed 
and continuous quantities, In the hands of a few people, under almost 
one control. ‘The live stock is not in such hands, and can not and does 
not create such competition. 

After considering as far as possible all the surrounding circumstances 
and conditions, and considering the rates between the two classes of 
products involyed in these suits and the law as announced by the Su- 
preme Court, this court holds that lawful competition must be consid- 
ered as a factor in determini the questions of fact as to undue 
preference and unjust discrimination. 


APPLICATION OF THE LAW. 


The court is bound to consider all of the above facts and factors with 
others in determining whether the preference and advantage in question 
is “ undue" or unjust.“ In such consideration there appears in favor 
of the preference and advantage given to the packing-house products the 
cost of service, the damage to the commodities, the quantity of the com- 
modity in the hands of a few persons, the less bulk, the interest of the 
railroad companies, the interest of a majority of the localities and con- 
sumers, the general dissimilarity of conditions, and competition; while 
there is in favor of the live stock the less value of the product and of 
the service in the carriage, the interests of Chicago and its markets, the 
stock yards, and dealers in liye stock there. The evidence shows that 
in substantially all cases the factor of competition alone controls the 
rate. The Supreme Court in all cases has held that competition may be 
controlling. n only one case (Social Circle) has competition as a 
matter of fact been held not to make a defense to the charge of dis- 
crimination or undue preference. When all the factors are considered 
together the conclusion must be reached that the preference and adyan- 
tage in question is not “undue” or “ unjust,” and sections 3 of the 
interstate-commerce act has not been violated; nor has section 1 of that 
act nor section 3 of the Elkins Act. Upon a consideration of all the 
evidence the court holds that the prima facie case made by the findin 
of the Commission has been overcome by the evidence offered before the 
court. The order of the Commission in the first case is not lawful 
and should not be enforced, and the prayer of the petition in the second 
case should be denied. The petitions of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission are dismissed with costs. 

L. A. Shaver, w €C. B. Morrison, United States district attorney, 
S. H. Cowan, esq., for the complainant. 

Ed. Baxter, esq., associate counsel for B., C. R. & N. Ry.; C., St. P., 
M. & O. Ry.; Chicago & Alton Ry.; C. & N. W. Ry.; C., B. & Q. Ry.; 
C M. & SE P. Ry.: C., R. I. & P. Ry.; Hannibal & St. 78 0 Ry.; 
Illinois Central R. R.; Iowa Central Ry.; K. C., St. J. & C. B. Ry.; 
M. & St. L. Ry.; Omaha, Kansas City & Eastern Ry., defendants. 

C. A. Severance, esq., for the Chicago Great Western Ry. Co., defend - 
ant, and the St. Paul Union Stock Yards Co., intervening perenne 

S. A. Lynde, esq., for the C. & N. W. Ry. Co., defendan 

Chester M. Dawes, esq., for the C., B. & Q. Ry. Co. 

James C. Jeffery, esq., for the Missouri Pacific ie Co., defendant, 

8 A. Clark, esq., for T. M. Sinclair & Co. (Limited), intervening 

titioner. 

P Milchrist & Scott, for the Sioux City Stock Yards Co., intervening 
titioner, 

8 B. Mills, esq., for the Minnesota Railroad and Warehouse Com- 

missioners, intervening petitioner. 

p F. T. Ransom, esq., for the Omaha Packing Co., intervening peti- 
oner. 


Mr. FORAKER. I next offer an analysis of that decision, 
stating in part what it shows, by a member of the bar of the 
city of Chicago, Mr. Blackburn Esterline. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator just announce the name of 
the gentleman who gave the last opinion? 

Mr. FORAKER. I have just given the name of the gentle- 
man who sent me the analysis of the decision. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paper will also be printed in 
the Recorp, as the Senator requests, if there is no objection. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

An analysis of the above decision, stating in part what it shows, by 

Blackburn Esterline, esq., a member of the bar of the city of Chicago. 
(In the circuit court of the United States, northern district of Illinois, 

eastern division.) 
(No. 27723.—Interstate Commerce Commission v. Numerous railway 
companies.) 
(No. 27829.—Interstate Commerce Commission v. Numerous rallway 
companies, ) 

The above cases, in which about twenty railway eom 
resented, were decided by Hon. S. H. Bethea, sitting in the cirenit court 
of the United States, on Monday, November 20, 1905, and the Dills filed 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission were dismissed. 

The defendants are carriers from the Missouri River and St. Paul to 
Chicago. Prior to August 8, 1902, the published rates of the compa- 


nies were rep- 


nies for 


roducts from the 
ed rates for car- 
On that date the 
y, which had the lo t route, 
aith with 


per 
part of all the roa 
which the rates were severely cut, though 
mained unchanged. The Interstate Commerce Commission held that 
this was in violation of the interstate-commerce act and that it consti- 
tnted a wrongful prejudice and discrimination; the carriers were ac- 
cordingly ordered to lower the rates on live stock also, and to cease 
and desist, etc., on or before February 15, 1905, wherein they failed, 
and the Commission commenced the suits. 

By counsel for the Commission it was contended that the rates were 
unreasonable under section 1, and that the defendants were commit- 
Son an unlawful discrimination against the locality of Chicago and 
against live cattle and live hogs and the ot e thereof, and that 
they were giving an undue and unreasonable preference or advantage to 
the traffic in fresh meats and packing-house products, in violation of 
section 3 of the interstate-commerce act and the Elkins Act. The rail- 
way companies denied the charges, contending that there was no rela- 
tive similarity between the products and the live stock; that when 
the cost of service was considered they could carry the products cheaper 
than the live stock; that the risk of carriage of the former was lower, 
and that the difference in rates was the result of competition. 

The hearing lasted a monta and 4,000 pages of testimony were taken 
and considered, together with mans tables, etc. The case 1 
and the opinion of the court hinged largely on the question of competi- 
tion, which became the controlling factor, It was said by counsel for 
the Commission that competition was not a factor to be considered in 
determining the question of fact as to undue preference ani) unjust dis- 
crimination, but the court held that it was. In other words, it held 
that the question of undue preference and unjust discrimination 1 
one place over another is secondary to the question of competition of 
railway companies when the caer eee is not the result of agreement, 
but is carried on in good faith in order to get business and the rates 
reasonable and remunerative to the company. 

hing 75 Bethea, in his opinion, deci that he had given as full con- 
sideration to all the facts and circumstances in the case as It was possi- 
ble for him to give; and, after such full consideration, he held that the 
prima facie case as made by the findings of the Commission bad been 
overthrown by the evidence taken before him. $ 

The very important feature about it all is this: That if the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission had had the power, on February 15, 1905, 
to enforce the order it entered on that date to lower the rates on live 
stock also, the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway Company, as 
shown by the sworn testimony, based on the business of the t year, 
would have sustained an actual and direct loss, during the time which 
ela before the court set aside the erroneous order, of $300,000; the 
Chicago, Burlington and 2 Railway 8 a like sum, and the 
Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company a like sum, and all the 
other defendants an actual and direct loss 2 pepe to that sustained by 
the three companies named, making a total of $1,800,000. It also 
appeared that the indirect losses of all the companies would have 
doubled the latter sum, 


Mr. FORAKER. Now, in addition to what is thus made to 
appear, I wish to call attention to the fact that it appears from 
this opinion of the court and from the record that complaint in 
this case was filed before the Interstate Commerce Commission 
March 31, 1902; that the hearing upon that complaint was not 
commenced before the Commission until January 22, 1903, and 
that the Commission’s decision on that complaint, finding that 
there was discrimination and ordering a discontinuance of it, 
was not rendered until January 7, 1905. When rendered it was 
ordered that it go into effect February 15, 1905. The order was 
disregarded by the railroads, and subsequently, upon the order 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, suit was brought 
against them to enforce the order of the Commission on the 29th 
of April, 1905. The Commission afterwards brought an addi- 
tional suit under the Elkins Act, July 17, 1905. The court thus 
being appealed to took up the cases, as it was required to do 
under the law providing for a summary proceeding in such a 
case, heard many witnesses, the testimony in the aggregate 
amounting to something like 4,000 pages, and rendered a final 
judgment November 20, 1905. 

I introduce all this simply to show, if I may be allowed to 
add a word, the state of the law with respect to remedies 
against certain of the evils that are complained of, and showing 
also, not only that there is a remedy in court ample for most 
of the evils that are complained of, but the expedition with 
which that remedy can be arrived at in the court. Instead of 
a proceeding pending for two or three years, as this did before 
the Commission, by the reference of it to the court as provided 
in at least one of the bills that have been introduced, that the 
court shail proceed summarily and hear it, the court proceeded 
and considered the whole case, and all the cases, and rendered 
final judgment which, when you come to look at the opinion of 
the court, you will see, covered every aspect of the case and ac- 
complished it all in something like five or six months from the 
time when the suit was commenced in the court. 

Mr. CULLOM. In brief, what was the decision of the court? 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not expect to speak of that, for I did 
not want to comment on it at any length and take the time of 
the Senate now; but the court reversed the order of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, finding that it was erroneously 
made, and that there was no such discrimination as the Com- 
mission had found. 
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In the analysis of the case which I have filed, made by Mr. 

Esterline, it is shown that if the order had gone into effect at 
the time when it was made by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, or at the date fixed by the Commission, February 15, 
1905, for it to take effect, it would have cost the railroads in 
loss of revenue, and wrongful loss, according to this decision, 
almost $2,000,000 by actual computation based on sworn testi- 
mony. 
I put this in the Recorp to show the character of legislation 
that is being proposed, and in order to show the remedies we 
now have, in order that before we provide others we may know 
what we have. 

I ask that the decision of Judge Bethea and the accompany- 
ing statements may be also printed as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 7 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understand that one of the papers in- 
troduced by the Senator from Ohio—at least offered by him for 
publication in the Recorp—constitutes the instructions issued by 
the Attorney-General quite recently to the district attorneys of 
the United States throughout the country. I understood the Sen- 
ator to say, in some remarks which he submitted a week or so 
ago in the Senate, that there was no longer any complaint re- 
specting rebates by railroads. 

Now, I will ask him this question: Pursuant to those instruc- 
tions of the Attorney-General did not a grand jury at Phila- 
delphia and at Chicago last week return a number of bills of in- 
dictment against officials of railway companies for granting re- 
bates, and if the Senator has that information will he not also 
insert it in the Recorp to go along with his statement? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I have no objection to the 
Senator inserting in the REecorp anything he may desire to have 
inserted in the RECORD. 

With respect to the statement I made about rebates, the Sena- 
tor has not accurately quoted me. Inadvertently, of course, the 
inaccuracy crept into his statement. 

What I said about rebates, as I now recall my language, was 
that it was generally conceded that since the passage of the 
Elkins law rebates had been practically discontinued, and if not 
discontinued the law was ample, if properly enforced, to compel 
the discontinuance of rebates. 

The States have very good laws against arson, against bur- 
glary, against murder. The legislatures of the States have 
done all they can reasonably do to prevent those crimes; but 
notwithstanding the law they will be and are committed. 

I did not say there were no rebates. I did not say there were 
no excessive rates. I said there was provision by law against 
rebates and against excessive rates and against discrimination, 
and that so far as rebates are concerned, if not discontinued, 
all the Attorney-General had to do was to enforce the law and 
he would come as near breaking up the practice as you can come 
by enforcing any law to break up any criminal practice. 

If some Senator will point out to me what I said on that sub- 
ject I will read it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 
I said. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I do not remember, of 
course, exactly what I said a moment ago, but I think I said the 
Senator stated in a former speech in the Senate that there were 
no complaints at this time against the system of rebates. What 
I desired was to call his attention to the question as to whether 
he was not mistaken in that statement. Of course it is a mere 
expression of opinion to a degree, but that there were complaints 
is shown by the instructions of the Attorney-General of the 
United States quite recently, and that acting upon those instruc- 
tions it had been discovered by the grand juries at Philadelphia 
and at Chicago that rebates had been granted by railroad com- 
panies within very recent times. 

I was simply calling attention to it to show, if I could, that 
the Senator was mistaken in the opinion he expressed, that 
there were now no complaints against the system of rebating 
since the passage of the Elkins law. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, I will now 
quote from the speech I made a few days ago in the Senate to 
which he referred. so thet I may in that way put before the 
Senate exactly what I did say: 


So far as rebates are concerned, we legislated on that subject three 
years ago now almost—in February, 1903—-when we passed the so-called 
„ Elkins law.” In that measure we provided a remedy against rebates. 


I was just looking to find what 


Up to that time the giving of rebates was justly regarded as the worst 
abuse practiced by the railroads of this country upon the shippers of 
this country. I had the honor to be a member of the Senate Committee 
on Interstate Commerce then, as I have now. I had something to do 
with the putting of that act in the form in which it was finally passed 
and in which it became a law. We undertook then to deal with rebates 
and with discriminations. What is the result? According to the 
testimony of every man who has spoken on this subject before our 
committee—every man on both sides of this controversy, I think without 
exception, since that law was enacted and put into force—rebates have 
practically been discontinued; and, if not discontinued, all unite in 
saying that the statute thus pet upon the statute books by the Congress 
of the United States is all the legislation that it is necessary to enact 
in order to provide a legislative remedy full, ample, and complete against 
that kind of abuse. 

So the Senator will see I did not say there were no rebates 
being granted now. I have no doubt there are some violations 
of this law, as there are violations of every law on the statute 
books. These railroads extend all over this country; the rates 
number into the millions; shippers are every day sending their 
products over these roads not only by thousands but by hundreds 
of thousands. It would be quite singular if there were not 
some violations. 

What I was calling attention to is the fact which stands 
uncontradicted—no man can successfully contradict it—that the 
Congress has undertaken to provide a complete remedy against 
that abuse, and I think it will be found to be a sufficient remedy 
if the Attorney-General will only continue, as he has now 
started in to do, to enforce the law vigorously, rigidly, as the 
Congress expected him to do when it was enacted. 

But however that may be, as the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lope] well suggests, the mere fixing of a rate, a maxi- 
mum rate or a minimum rate or any other kind of a rate, will 
nct afford any remedy for the granting of rebates. 

But I did not want to engage in any discussion at this time of 
this subject. I wanted to put in the Recorp, where it will be 
available to all who may desire to read it, that which I think 
is very pertinent to be considered at this time as showing the 
state of the law with respect to this whole subject. 

I take it the Congress does not want to legislate unless there 
is some necessity for it. My opinion is, as I have said over and 
over again, that the legislation which is needed is not something 
that is revolutionary in its character, but a mere amending and 
strengthening of the law that is now on the statute book. In 
that way every abuse that is complained of can be reached and 
can be successfully dealt with, in my opinion. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, the purpose I had in view, 
and the only purpose, was to draw attention to the fact that 
railroad companies quite recently have granted rebates and have 
been indicted for that offense. 

The speech of the Senator from Ohio a week or so ago had a 
distinct purpose in view. He was arguing against any legisla- 
tion on this subject. He was stating reasons which, in his 
opinion, rendered any further legislation upon the rate question 
useless and unnecessary. Among other propositions he made 
was the proposition with reference to rebates that no other 
legislation was necessary for two reasons. One was that re- 
bates had practically ceased, and the other was that we have a 
sufficient law upon the subject already. All the purpose I had in 
the inquiry I made of the Senator from Ohio, Mr. President, 
was to show that in his statement that rebates had practically 
ceased by reason of the Elkins law he was simply mistaken. 

It is true the Senator from Ohio has introduced a bill in the 
Senate providing, in effect, as I construe the bill, that the courts 
of the United States may fix rates that shall be operative in the 
future, because that proposed law, as I construe it, provides that 
the courts shall discriminate between what part of the rate is 
unreasonable and what part is reasonable, and shall restrain the 
operation of the unreasonable part, leaving the remainder of the 
rate in force, which, as I understand the English language, 
means that these courts shall, in effect, establish a rate which 
shall operate in the future. 

Mr. President, I said a moment ago that, as I understood the 
object of the Senator from Ohio a week or two ago, he was 
opposed to any legislation upon this subject. That statement 
apparently was rather broad and probably too broad, because 
the Senator himself, as I knew at the time and I ought to have 
stated at the time, has introduced a bill upon the subject. 

What I intended to state, Mr. President, was that the Senator 
was opposing any additional legislation upon the subject of 
rebates upon two grounds, I reiterate, the first of which was 
that rebates had practically ceased and that the legislation 
existing upon the subject at this time was sufficient. I did not 
intend to provoke any debate upon this subject, but I wanted the 
statement to go along with his statement In the Recorp with 
reference to the instructions of the Attorney-General, that those 
instructions had brought forth fruit and had secured the indict- 
ment of a number of railway officials, as I understand it, at 
Philadelphia and Chicago for this illegal conduct. 


1905. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the Senator entirely misun- 
derstood me if he got the idea from anything I said when I 
spoke here a week or ten days ago, or from anything I have 
said at any time, that I did not think it necessary to have any 
additional legislation. On the contrary, I have all the while 
advocated additional legislation. The only difference between 
the Senator and myself, and the only difference between other 
Senators and myself, is as to the particular remedy which we 
shall undertake by law to provide to correct the abuses that 
are being practiced. 

The remarks I made the other day were upon the bill intro- 
duced by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. I 
was complimenting him upon the simplicity of his measure and 
upon the fact that it did not undertake to deal with a lot of 
subjects that had already been satisfactorily dealt with, in my 
opinion; and I did call attention to the fact that, so far as 
rebates were concerned, it is the commonly expressed opinion 
that since the Elkins law was enacted rebates have been prac- 
tically discontinued. And why discontinued? Because the rail- 
roads and the shippers alike knew that there was a law since 
that time on the statute book which by its mere enforcement 
would bring punishment upon them if they granted or accepted 
rebates. I did not pretend to say that there have been no 
rebates granted since the enactment of the Elkins law; I did 
not pretend to say that the railroads were not giving rebates 
to-day. On the contrary, I said that, if not practically discon- 
tinued, as had been suggested by witnesses and as we had 
been told by everybody who has discussed this subject, there 
was a law, and it was ample, if properly enforced, to break up 
and discontinue the practice. ‘That is all there was of that. 

I do not want to drift into a general discussion of this subject 
this morning, but the Senator made some remarks about the 
lack or want of power in the courts to enjoin what is an un- 
reasonable or an excessive rate that is being charged. ‘That is 
a pretty broad. subject. 

I read an interview, or what purported to be an interview, 
with the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] in regard to 
my bill shortly after it was presented to the Senate Interstate 
Commerce Committee, in which he disposed of that subject with 
a great deal more facility and confidence than I was able to 
dispose of it when I commenced to investigate it. 

I have been surprised, Mr. President, to see how many con- 
stitutional lawyers there are editing newspapers and writing 
articles for the newspapers. Every day almost I see some great 
constitutional question disposed of by some man who does not 
pretend to be a lawyer, but only a newspaper or magazine 
writer. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the Senator permit me a question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Presently. I want to say a few words in 
answer to the Senator before I quit, and then I shall yield to 
any question. 

What my bill provides, Mr. President, is not that the courts 
shall make a rate. I took particular pains when speaking here 
a week or ten days ago to say that the court—I agree with the 
Senator in that—has no power to make rates; the court can 
exercise only judicial power; and the making of rates for the 
future is a legislative act; but it is a judicial function to make 
inquiry to ascertain whether or not a railroad is charging an 
unlawful rate, and if it be charging an unlawful rate it is a 
judicial power to restrain the collection of anything in excess 
of that which is lawful. It does not make any difference that 
the court has to hear witnesses and inquire and ascertain what 
is lawful instead of turning to the statute and reading the fig- 
ures written down there to express what the lawful rate shall 
be. The court, in the case the Senator suggests, would simply 
ascertain, upon complaint being made, what is the lawful rate 
fixed by the statute. There is a lawful rate fixed for every 
railroad in this country by a statute now in force, and a statute 
that has been in force ever since the interstate-commerce act 
was enacted in 1887, just as there was before, according to the 
rule of the common law, which is now a statutory provision, 
however, declaratory of the rule of the common law, that no 
railroad shall be allowed to charge in excess of what is reason- 
able and just, and anything in excess of what is reasonable 
and just shall be deemed unreasonable and unlawful. That 
fixes a lawful rate. The courts have held, whenever they have 
had. occasion, that that provision fixed a lawful rate. When 
somebody complains to a court of equity and says, “I am a 
shipper; I am shipping every day; I am charged excessive rates, 
and I should not be required to go into court to sue in an action 
at law to recover damages; to avoid a multiplicity of suits I 
come into a court of equity. If I am charged a rate in excess 
of the lawful rate prescribed by statute, the court has a right, 
and I ask it, to inquire what is a lawful rate.” If it had been 
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I mean if it had been written down in so many figures there 
would be no trouble—the case would be easy and clear—but 
haying been written down simply by the prescription of a stand- 
ard, the court must make inguiry. ‘That does not change the 
nature of the case; that has been a judicial function ever since 
the common law was administered. A similar question has 
arisen from almost every exercise of the police power to make 
inquiry into and determine what is reasonable; and when it 
determines what is reasonable as to a rate it determines what 
is the lawful rate. 

Applying that proposition to rates, therefore, when the court 
restrains all in excess of the lawful rate, the court does not 
make a rate; the rate is already made by the statute; and 
the court simply gives effect to the rate which the statute has 
prescribed as the lawful rate. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I do not know how much 
of the Senator’s remarks are intended to apply to me in what 
he said with reference to constitutional lawyers and constitu- 
tional writers, but 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator will certainly allow me to say 
that I would not, even in the most indirect way, reflect upon the 
Senator, or criticise him as a lawyer or as a gentleman. We 
all acknowledge his very distinguished ability. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I was simply going to say, Mr. President, 
that, so far as the constitutional question is concerned, I am 
perfectly willing that its determination, so far as the Senate is 
concerned, shall await a full discussion on this floor. 

Passing from the constitutional question, Mr. President, and 
going back to the point which I had in view at the outset—that 
is to say, whether or not there are any rebates being granted 
now, and whether the law on the subject of rebates is sufficient, 
I want to call the attention of the Senator—not that it is neces- 
sary to do so, but in order to get this provision in the Recorp— 
to this clause in the Elkins law: 

In all convictions occurring after the passage of this act for offenses 
under said acts to regulate commerce, whether committed before or 
after the passage of this act, or for offenses under this section, no pen- 

shall be imposed on the convicted party other than the fine pre- 


alt 
seribed by law, imprisonment wherever now prescribed as part of the 
penalty being hereby abolished. 


Now, I will ask the Senator, in the first place, if he believes 
that the original law ought to have been modified to that ex- 
tent; and, second, whether or not it is his opinion that a repeal 
of this part of the Elkins law and the reinstatement of the orig- 
inal law for punishment by imprisonment would not add to the 
efficacy of the law against rebates? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I should have no objection to 
that amendment being made, if the Senator from Texas and 
other Senators, after consideration, think it is a proper amend- 
ment. I think the imprisonment clause was dropped out be- 
cause the law was made to apply by the Elkins Act to corpora- 
tions, and it would be rather difficult to put a corporation in the 
penitentiary. So it was thought by some who were on the com- 
mittee, in their simple-minded view of the matter, that punish- 
ment should be the same to all for the same offense. That is 
all there was of that, except it was also thought that the im- 
prisonment clause stood in the way of an effectual enforcement 
of the law in the matter of securing evidence. 

It was not thought, Mr. President—the Senator may think 
differently, and we shall be glad to hear from him on that at 
the proper time—it was not thought by the committee, nor by 
the Senate at that time, that we could for the same offense have 
different punishments, and inasmuch as we were undertaking 
to reach the corporation itself, as well as the individual, the 
imprisonment feature was dropped out. But I personally had 
nothing to do with that part of the Elkins law; I think every 
member of the committee will sustain me in that statement. I 
simply adopted the views of others in that respect. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think I must call for the regu- 
lar order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar under Rule VIII ts 
in order. The first bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

Mr. HALE. Has the request of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Foraker) for printing certain papers been passed upon? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request of the Senator from 
Ohio has been granted. 

IMPORTATION OF IMPURE AND UNWHOLESOME TEA. i 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the regular order, then, Mr. Presi- 
dent, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first bill on the Calendar will 
be stated. 

The bill (S. 1548) to amend an act entitled “An act to pre- 
vent the importation of impure and unwholesome tea,” approved 
March 2, 1897, was announced as first in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, is there a report accompany- 


written down in some statute the court could turn to and read— | ing that bill? 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that there 
is a report accompanying the bill. It will be read at the request 
of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Stone] who has the bill in charge is not in his seat, 
and it will be impossible to now complete its consideration. So 
I think it had better go over in the absence of the Senator, and 
then I will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will 
go over. d 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HALE. Now, I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and eight 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 
and (at 2 o’clock and 8 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned 
e nie ig ed Thursday, December 21, 1905, at 12 o'clock 
meridian. 


NOMINATIONS, 
Eæecutive nominations received by the Senate December 20, 1905. 
ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSIONER. 

Joseph Bucklin Bishop for appointment as a member of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission, provided for by the act of Congress 
aproved June 28, 1902, entitled “An act to provide for the con- 
struction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans.” 

CONSULS-GENERAL. 

Alfred L. M. Gottschalk, of New York, now consul-general at 
Callao, to be consul-general of the United States at Mexico, 
Mexico, vice James R. Parsons, jr., deceased. 

Frank Dillingham, of California, now consul at Aix la 
Chapelle, to be consul-general of the United States at Coburg, 
Germany, vice Henry D. Saylor, resigned. 

DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 

Samuel Platt, of Nevada, to be United States attorney for the 
district of Nevada, vice Sardis Summerfield, whose term will 
expire January 12, 1906. 

MARSHAL. 

Leo E. Bennett, of the Indian Territory, to be United States 
marshal for the western district of Indian Territory, (A re- 
appointment, his term expiring January 9, 1906.) 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Alfred L. Sharpe, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Paso del Norte, in the State of Texas, to succeed 
Patrick F. Garrett, whose term of office expired by limitation 
December 19, 1905. 

Charles M. Webster, of Montana, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Montana and Idaho, in the States of Montana and 
Idaho. (Reappointment. ) 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Arthur H. Swain, of California, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Visalia, Cal., his term having expired December 18, 
1905. (Reappointment. ) 

Nathaniel H. Alexander, of Alabama, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Montgomery, Ala., to take effect January 19, 1906, 
at the expiration of his term. (Reappointment.) 

PENSION AGENT. 


William R. Warnock, of Urbana, Ohio, to be pension agent at 
Columbus, Ohio, vice Joseph W. Jones, term expired and re- 
signed. 

POSTMASTERS. 
DELAWARE. 

John A. Jolls to be postmaster at Middletown, in the county of 
Newcastle and State of Delaware, in place of John W. Jolls, 
deceased. 

ILLINOIS. 

Harold E. Chadwick to be postmaster at Ashton, in the county 
of Lee and State of Illinois, in place of Cassius K. Northrup, 
removed. 

William R. Jewell to be postmaster at Danville, in the county 
of Vermilion and State of Illinois, in place of William R. Jewell. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 18, 1905. 

Charles W. Warner to be postmaster at Hoopeston, in the 
county of Vermilion and State of Illinois, in place of Charles W. 
Warner. Incumbent's commission expired December 18, 1905. 

INDIANA. 

William L. Bryan to be postmaster at Boonville, in the county 
of Warrick and State of Indiana, in place of William L. Bryan. 
Incumbent's commission expired December 12, 1905. 


William A. Dennerline to'be postmaster at Aurora, in the 
county of Dearborn and State of Indiana, in place of Ernest H. 
Niebaum. Incumbent's commission expires January 9, 1906. - 

James F. Lawson to be postmaster at Spencer, in the county of 
Owen and State of Indiana, in place of James F. Lawson. In- 
cumbent's commission expired December 12, 1905. 

Morris B. Pote to be postmaster at New Harmony, in the 
county of Posey and State of Indiana, in place of Morris B. Pote. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1905. 

Rankin C. Walkup to be postmaster at Crawfordsville, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Indiana, in place of Mar- 
coon M. Nye. Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 

IOWA. 


William F. Stahl to be postmaster at Lisbon, in the county of 
Linn and State of Iowa, in place of William F. Stahl. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

John H. Wegerslev to be postmaster at Alta, in the county of 
Buena Vista and State of Iowa, in place of Christian H. Weger- 
sley, resigned. 

John M. Wormley to be postmaster at Kingsley, in the county 
of Plymouth and State of Iowa, in place of Luther Conklin, 
resigned. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Frank P. Goss to be postmaster at Hyannis, in the county of 
Barnstable and State of Massachusetts, in place of Frank P. 
Goss. Incumbent’s commission expired December 17, 1905. 

George W. Jones to be postmaster at Falmouth, in the county 
of Barnstable and State of Massachusetts, in place of George W. 
Jones. Incumbent’s commission expired December 17, 1905. 

Francis Norwood to be postmaster at Beverly, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in place of Francis Nor- 
wood. Incumbent's commission expired December 17, 1905. 

NEW YORK. 

Dwight H. Bruce to be postmaster at Syracuse, in the county 
of Onondaga and State of New York, in place of Dwight H. 
Bruce. Incumbent’s commission expired December 17, 1905. 

Orley W. Closson to be postmaster at Schuylersville, in the 
county of Saratoga and State of New York, in place of William 
S. Ostrander, resigned. 

George W. Hitchcock to be postmaster at Ripley, in the county 
of Chautauqua and State of New York, in place of George W. 
Hitchcock. Incumbent's commission expired December 17, 1905. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

John I. W. Durston to be postmaster at Bisbee, in the county 
of Towner and State of North Dakota. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1905. 

Harry H. Roberts to be postmaster at Tower City, in the 
county of Cass and State of North Dakota. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1905. 

OHIO. 

Charles E. Hixson to be postmaster at Leesburg, in the county 
of Highland and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

OKLAHOMA, 

Bess L. Bailey to be postmaster at Snyder, in the county of 
Kiowa and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of George S. Bailey, 
resigned. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Albert H. Stites to be postmaster at Sioux Falls, in the county 
of Minnehaha and State of South Dakota, in place of George 
Schlosser. Incumbent’s commission expires January 20, 1906. 

TEXAS. 

George W. Hoeffert to be postmaster at Schulenburg, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Texas, in place of Gustaye Cranz, 
resigned, 

VERMONT. 

Collins M. Graves to be postmaster at Bennington, in the 

county of Bennington and State of Vermont, in place of Arthur 


J. Dewey. Incumbent’s commission expires January 13, 1906. 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 20, 1905. 
coNSULE GENERAL. 


Alfred L. M. Gottschalk to be consul-general of the United 

States at Mexico, Mexico. 
CHIEF JUSTICE OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Stanton J. Peelle, of Indiana, to be chief justice of the Court 

of Claims. 
JUDGE OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. | 

Samuel S. Barney, of Wisconsin, to be judge of the Court of 

Claims. 


1905. 
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DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 
Charles B. Morrison, of Illinois, to be United States attorney 
for the northern district of Ilinois. 
Thomas Lee Moore, of Virginia, to be United States attorney 
for the western district of Virginia. 
Harry Skinner, of North Carolina, to be United States attor- 
ney for the eastern district of North Carolina. 
” MARSHALS. 


Thomas J. Alcott, of New Jersey, to be United States marshal 
for the district of New Jersey. 

William A. Dunlap, of Tennessee, to be United States mar- 
shal for the eastern district of Tennessee. 

William P. Warner, of Nebraska, to be United States marshal 
for the district of Nebraska. 


ASSISTANT TREASURER. 


Joseph Bosler, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant treasurer of 
the United States at Philadelphia, Pa. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 
Charles M. Webster, of Montana, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Montana and Idaho. 
Alfred L. Sharpe, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Paso del Norte, in the State of Texas. 
POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA. 
Theodore S. Lanz to be postmaster at Florala, in the county 
of Covington and State of Alabama. 
Daniel McDonald to be postmaster at Carbon Hill, in the 
county of Walker and State of Alabama. 
$ IOWA. 
George L. Robb to be postmaster at Albia, in the county of 
Monroe and State of Iowa. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Frances Norwood to be postmaster at Beverly, in the State 
of Massachusetts. 
NEW YORK. 
Abram E. Depuy to be postmaster at Mariner Harbor, in the 
county of Richmond and State of New York. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Charles W. Betts to be postmaster at Newhope, in the county 
of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania. 
Samuel C. Seaber to be postmaster at Lititz, in the county of 
Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania. 
J. Clayton Whitby to be postmaster at Rosemont, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Albert H. Stites to be postmaster at Sioux Falls in the State 
of South Dakota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, December 20, 1905. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupren, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
PANAMA CANAL. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the con- 
ference report on H. R. 480. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa calls up the con- 
ference report on House bill 480. Does the gentleman desire 
the statement to be read in lieu of the report? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to have the statement read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the same. 

The Clerk read the report. 

[For conference report and statement, see page 608, House 
proceedings. ] 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the formal reading of 
the conference report will be dispensed with. [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
report. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If I caught the reading aright, one of the 
Senate amendments strikes out the provision of the House bill 
requiring these officers to report to Congress at any time that 
Congress might demand. Is that correct? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is correct. 

Mr. WIBLIAMS. What amendment is that? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is the tenth amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the gentleman propose the House 
conferees shall recede from their position upon the question? 


Mr. HEPBURN. 
ence committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me we ought to 
haye a vote upon that. 

Mr. PAYNE. Might I suggest right there that Congress has 
the right to call upon these people for information, and what is 
the use of putting it into this law? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Congress has that right “in a way,“ and 
nobody knows better than, my friend from New York what that 
way does. It may bring a reply at any time that in the opin- 
ion of the Executive it is “contrary to public policy,” like a 
resolution of mine in the last Congress asking if any steps had 
been taken to prosecute the men engaged in the Northern 
Securities deal and anthracite deal. Now, if the language re- 
mains as the House left it in the bill that Executive reply could 
not be returned. Congress would have the right regardless of 
that. Can not we have a separate vote upon that particular 
proposition? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think not, sir, I think the conference 
report is a whole. - 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman if 
he can yield to me for about three minutes? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will yield. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I do not feel that we ought 
on this side of the Chamber to allow this matter to go with- 
out at least an explanation, I have just called to the atten- 
tion of the House one feature in the report which will be 
adopted, if the report is adopted, which I think ought not to 
be. In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, this bill contains a very 
objectionable feature, to which attention was called the other 
day, to wit, the issue of bonds running posterity in debt, as 
well as the present generation, rather than to “disturb the 
equanimity ” of national-bank favorites who are depositories of 
the Government at this moment. Notwithstanding all that, 
however, such is the interest on this side of the Chamber in 
the speedy construction of the Panama Canal, such is its sin- 
cere desire not to appear even to throw any obstacles in its 
pathway, so much greater does it think the great end to be 
achieved than any means—even objectionable—pursued in ar- 
riving at it, that I at any rate will not oppose the adoption of 
the conference report at this time. I did, however, want to 
call the attention of the country to these things, so they would 
understand that while adopting it, it is in a manner under 
protest that we do it. We can not stand everything always. 

The question was taken, and the conference report was 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HEPBURN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was requested: 

S. 93. An act to amend section 2326 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relative to mining claims; 

S. 68. An act for the widening of a section of Columbia road 
east of Sixteenth street; 

S. 55. An act for the widening of Bladensburg road, and for 
other purposes ; 

S. 51. An act to create a juvenile court in and for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia ; 

S. 1370. An act for the relief of William H. Hugo, deceased; 

S. 955. An act authorizing the city of Nome, a municipal cor- 
poration organized and existing under chapter 21, title 3, of an 
act of Congress approved June 6, 1900, entitled “An act making 
further provision for a civil government for Alaska, and for 
other purposes,” to construct a free bridge across the Snake 
River at Nome City, in the Territory of Alaska ; 

S. 653. An act to establish a fish-cultural station in the State 
of Illinois; 

S. 280. An act to provide a life-saving station at or near 
Greenhill, on the coast of South Kingston, in the State of 
Rhode Island; and 

S. 312. An act to extend the time for the completion of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at Yankton, S. Dak. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 312. An act to extend the time for the completion of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at Yankton, S. Dak.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 280. An act to provide a life-saving station at or near 


That is the recommendation of the confer- 
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Greenhill, on the coast of South Kingston, in the State of Rhode 
Island—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 653. An act to establish a fish-Cultural station in the State 
of IIlinois—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

S. 955. An act authorizing the city of Nome, a municipal cor- 
poration organized and existing under chapter 21, Title III, of 
an act of Congress approved June 6, 1900, entitled “An act 
making further provision for a civil government for Alaska, and 
for other purposes,” to construct a free bridge across the Snake 
River at Nome city, in the Territory of Alaska—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 51. An act to create a juvenile court in and for the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

8.55. An act for the widening of Bladensburg road, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
S8. 68. An act for the widening of a section of Columbia road 
east of Sixteenth street—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

S. 93. An act to amend section 2326 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relative to mining claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining. 


STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE. 


Mr. SULLOWAY: Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a résolution, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
de authorized to appoint a stenogra ** for said committee for the 
Fifty-ninth Congress, at a salary of $6 per day, to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. SurLoway, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


RAILROAD IN ALASKA. 


Mr. BRICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for pres- 
ent consideration of House bill No. 99. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent for present consideration of House bill No. 99, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the time of the Council City and Pologn 
Rtver Railroad Com y to comply with the provisions of sections 
and 5 of chapter 299 of the laws of the United States, entitled “An 8 
extending the homestead laws and providing for the right of way for 
sures in the district of Alaska, and for other p oop grins 1 approved 

„1898, in n and completing its railroad now under con- 

extended as follows: 

map and profile of definite location 
of its first section of at least 20 alles with the register of the land 
office in the district of Alaska, as provided in said sections 4 and 5, 
is hereby extended to and inelvain the Sist day of December, 1906. 
Second. That the time ete the first section of at least 20 
miles of its railroad, as proved | in said section 5, is hereby extended 
to and including the "stat day of December, 1906, and the time for com- 


pleti ng its entire railroad, as provided in said section 5, is hereby 
extended me sag R r 31, 1909. 
Third. lawful for the Council City and Solomon 


River Aallrond 5 to hereafter operate its railroad in the dis- 
trict of Alaska for a period to and including December 31, 1909, with- 
out the p: mnene of the license fee of $100 per mile per annum on each 
mile operated rt a in section 29 of chapter 1 or the act entitled 
“An act for ma further „provision for a civil artes for 
Alaska, and for rd purposes,” approved June 6, 1 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask if this bill has been reported favorably by a 
committee? 

Mr. BRICK. It has been unanimously reported favorably by 
the Committee on Territories sitting as a full committee. 

Mr. SULZER. I would also like to know, Mr. Speaker, 
where this railroad is to be built in Alaska. 

Mr. BRICK. It is built on the Seward Peninsula, proposed 
to run from Council City to Solomon City, about 50 miles, with 
the ultimate idea of building farther from that after this line 
between those two cities has been completed. 

Mr. SULZER. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to have the gentleman make an explanation of the 
necessity for this legislation—the reason for it. 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Speaker, in stating the reason for this bill 
at this time I will have to go back to the last session, at which 
time the privilege was given that this railroad would build 10 
miles a year, and that privilege was given releasing it from 
taxation up to the time it was built and could obtain revenues, 
so that they would at least have the equity of having the rail- 


road running at the time they were being licensed and paying 
a license tax. Now, they built 18§ miles up to December this 
year under the last statute. They should have built 20 miles 
to comply with the statute, and for that reason it has been de- 
sired to get unanimous consent and to give them an extension 
of a year, so that they would not forfeit the million dollars they 
have already spent in building the 18§ miles when it was con- 
templated by the statute to build 20 miles up to this December. 
The reason they did not finish the 20 miles was that last year, 
instead of having the ordinary time that the climate of Alaska 
gives them of four months, they only had three months. The 
cold weather came a month earlier than anticipated. There 
was a great flood also, which washed away 24 miles of their 
railroad and 150 feet of their bridge of eight or nine hundred 
feet across the Solomon River, so that they were precluded by 
the weather from carrying out their contract. They now have 
ties and railroad iron sufficient upon the ground to build 35 
miles of railroad. They have expended a million dollars. If 
there is any one thing in the world that Alaska needs, it is 
people who are in good faith trying to build railroads there. 
A million dollars expended in 18§ miles shows the good faith 
of this company, and so for that reason it has seemed to your 
committee proper that they be given an extension of one more 
year in order to save themselves. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. This extension of time is not for the purpose of 
giving them authority to build, is it? The time limit in which 
they may build has not yet expired, I think. 

Mr. BRICK. It expires if they do not finish their 20 miles 
this December. 

Mr. MANN. How does the gentleman mean that it expires? 
Will they not still have the right to build the road? 

Mr. BRICK. No; they will forfeit their right. 

Mr. MANN. So the time in which they were to build the 
road limits it within a certain time? 

Mr. BRICK. ‘To finish 20 miles was limited. 

Mr. MANN. To December this year? 

Mr. BRICK. To finish 20 miles in order to obtain something. 

Mr. MANN. But the right to build the road was not limited, 
was it? : 

Mr. BRICK. Yes; the statute of last year limited their 
rights of franchise—their rights to build the road—unless they 
built 10 miles a year, and they had already built 10 miles, and 
the 10 miles this year would-make it 20 miles up to December, 
which is the termination of their rights. 

Mr. MANN. This statute also extends their right to be ex- 
empt from the license fee, I take it. 

Mr. BRICK. Just for one year. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask the gentleman another ques- 
tion. In the course of my mail I received a circular letter, 
which I read. Undoubtedly the gentleman received it. I do not 
know whether he happened to read it or not. It was from 
somebody interested in the Alaskan roads. It was for the pur- 
pose of obtaining subs¢riptions for stock or something of that 
kind, hence it may be viewed with some suspicion; but in it 
the statement was made—and I am not sure whether it came 
from the people behind this road or not—that a road already 
opened to a certain point had more than paid for its whole cost 
in sixty days. 

Mr. BRICK. That is not this road. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I think the statement was either made 
about this road or else the circular was about this; but there 
were two roads, were there not? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is not that the White Pass road? 

Mr. MANN. I do not know the names of the railroads, I 
will say to the distinguished gentleman. But here is a circular 
letter, I am inclined to think of the people behind this road, for 
the purpose of selling their stock, telling how very profitable it 
had proved. In the circular it was stated the road which had 
been built there was so profitable that, in the course of sixty 
days, the receipts more than paid the total cost of construction. 
Now, if the road is so profitable as that I do not think it is neces- 
sary to exempt them from the payment of the license fee. 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is mistaken as to 
the road. This road has not made any such profit. It is the 
Valdez road that the circular referred to. I will ask the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] to make a statement about it. 

Mr. MANN. The circular referred to two roads. The cir- 
cular was endeavoring to sell the stock of one road, as I remem- 
ber it, and cited the instance of the other road. Tee? many 
roads are there? 

Mr. PAYNE. The other road is the White Pass road, which 
is about 110 miles long. 

Mr. BRICK. 1 will say- to the gentleman from Illinois I 
know from credible and the best information possible that it is 
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not true as to this road, whatever they put in their circular. 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] was over this road last 
summer, and I would ask him to make an explanation about it. 

Mr. MANN. Did the gentleman receive such a circular as I 
refer to, or does he recollect it? 

Mr. BRICK. I do not recollect any such circular being sent 
to me. 

Mr. MANN. Has he heard of such a circular being sent? 

Mr. BRICK. I have heard of the circular. 

Mr. MANN. Was it a circular sent out in behalf of this road? 
; Mr. BRICK. Oh, no. It is the Valdez road, as I stated be- 
ore. 

Mr. MANN. I am not able to differentiate between the Val- 
dez road and this road. 

Mr. BRICK. This is the Seward Peninsula road, running to 
Solomon City. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Iowa? 

Mr. BRICK. I do. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw any objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. LACEY. I think there ought to be some explanation. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I was about to ask the 
gentleman—— 

Mr. LACEY. A few words of explanation in regard to this 
road. This road is a little road about 13 miles long, leading 
from the Solomon River in the direction of Council City. I 
was over that road this year. I came over it going to Chinik 
and by way of Fish River and Neukulue River to Ophir Creek, 
and going back by way of East Fork, and from East Fork to 
Bering Sea at Solomon River this little road is 13 miles long 
and of standard gauge. 

Mr. BRICK. Eighteen miles. 

Mr. LACEY. There are some side tracks that I presume they 
count in the length of the road. There is the White Pass road, 
which goes through the White Pass and by sled stage in winter 
from White Horse to Dawson, and by the Yukon River in sum- 
mer. This road, to which the gentleman is referring as having 
paid for itself, has only about 23 miles in the United States; the 
balance of the 110 or 116 miles are in the Yukon Territory in the 
British possessions. ‘That road has not only been very profita- 
ble, having paid large dividends from the time it started, but 
will continue to do so as long as the business of that whole 
country passes over it. 
to connect the mines on Ophir Creek with the sea. It is a road 
that will not pay so much. The White Pass road runs to u 
country where there is winter mining, and on the Ophir Creek 
it is purely surface mining and therefore work can not be done 
in the winter. As to the road to which the gentleman alludes, 
the proposed road from Valdez, going out in the direction of the 
copper country, no part of it has been built, but I understand 
some clearing of the timber has been done, but no part of the 
railroad has yet been built. The other road to which the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] refers, commences at Resur- 
rection Bay, and they built 25 miles of it last year and this year 
built 25 or 30 more, and they have much material on the ground 
for extension next year. 

There is nothing carried over this new road except the ma- 
terial to construct the road. It has not reached the coal mines, 
and it has, as yet, no business in the interior. It is still 150 
or 200 miles from the copper mines, and during the next two or 
three years its business will be confined to the shipment of its 
own rails, its own ties, and its own supplies. 

We are trying to get railroads and wagon roads in Alaska, 
and we have by legislation said that a road like this while 
being constructed must pay a license tax of $100 a year for 
every mile of road. The White Pass road is paying about 
$2,300 a year, because there is that much of the line in the 
United States. The other roads pay $100 a year per mile, 
which is a partial embargo against the construction of new 
roads in that region. 

Gentlemen from Alaska met in convention not long ago in 
Seattle and passed a resolution asking this Congress to entirely 
relieve all of these roads during the period of their construc- 
tion from the payment of this tax, so as to encourage the build- 
ing of railroads in Alaska. This exception to the White Pass 
road might well be made, because that is an old road built 
years ago and very prosperous, very successful in its business, 
and does business throughout the entire year. 

The little Solomon River road, to which my friend from In- 
diana refers, is one in competition with the flatboat transporta- 
tion on the Neukluk River during the summer. I made the 
trip last summer, going up in a flatboat to Council City, and 
then by a little branch road, 8 miles to Ophir Creek, coming 
back across the tundra to Hast Fork, and thence by this rail- 


The little road in question is intended- 


way to the sea. This road begins where there is no population 
and runs out this far into the interior in the direction of Coun- 
cil City. It ought to be built clear through to Council City, 
but they ought not to have the penalty of paying $100 a mile 
on that little road while in the process of construction. 

Mr. BRICK. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Lroyp]. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, under existing law in Alaska 
every railroad is required to pay $100 per mile license for every 
year during the time it is being built. A bill was before the last 
Congress providing that this little road now under construction 
should be exempted from the tax for five years, within which it 
was expected the road could be constructed. They required it, 
however, to build 10 miles each year, in order for it to get the 
benefit of that exemption of tax. During the summer they 
undertook to construct that 10 miles. They contracted for 13 
miles instead of 10, and, if they had carried out their plans, they 
would have had 23 miles instead of 20. But, a few days after 
beginning their work, a great flood, the greatest flood in that 
portion of the country for years, washed out a mile and a half 
of the road already constructed, and also washed out a part 
of two of the principal bridges which they had along the road 
already constructed. By the time the flood was over and they 
got the repairs made on that part which had already been built, 
it was impossible for them to construct the 13 miles of road. 
Another remarkable thing occurred, That country froze up 
nearly thirty days earlier than is usual; it froze up in September 
instead of October, and after the freezing it was impossible for 
them to construct any part of the road. So, up to the present 
time they have 18% miles of road instead of 20 miles of road. 
The sole purpose of this bill is to permit an exception to apply 
to them notwithstanding they have not built the 10 miles of 
road this year. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. BRICK. Does the gentleman from Missouri wish for 
more time? 3 

Mr. LLOYD. I would like time to answer the question. 

Mr. BRICK. I yield sufficient time for the gentleman to an- 
swer the question. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri what would happen to the road if this bill does not pass? 
They will not tear up the track, will they? 

Mr. LLOYD. I suppose not; I imagine the road will go on. 
As far as the committee is concerned, we are aware of this 
fact, and the gentleman from Illinois may not be. There have 
been repeated efforts made to get the United States committed 
to the aiding of roads in Alaska. There were three bills before 
Congress in the last session applying for the aiding or helping 
by financing bonds to the extent of $20,000 a mile on roads to be 
constructed from Valdez up into the Copper River country. 
Three different companies were before our committee for that 
purpose. Thus far the committee has been able to keep down 
anything that means any expense on the part of the Government 
for the relief of railroad enterprise that is sought to be carried 
out; but where there is money actually expended, without any 
expenditure on the part of the Government, we are disposed to 
say that they ought to have every encouragement the Goyern- 
ment can give them without the expenditure of money to aid 
them in this enterprise. 

Mr. MANN. Now, I have no doubt that the gentleman thinks 
he answers the question, and I know that he endeavors to, but 
what he says does not convey to my mind at all an answer to 
the question that I asked. 

Mr. LLOYD. Your question is—— 

Mr. MANN. What effect it will haye on the road if this bill 
does not pass? 

Mr. LLOYD. The road will be required to pay the tax. 

Mr. MANN. Then this bill is practically a bill to relieve the 
railroad from the payment of the tax? 

Mr. LLOYD. From the payment of the tax for one year; 
yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. Do they pay a tax to anybody else? 

Mr. LLOYD. No, sir. 

Mr. MANN. ‘There is no tax paid by the railroad company? 

Mr. LLOYD. Nowhere else; no, sir. 

Mr. MANN. What this bill seeks to do is to relieve the 
railroad company from any form of taxation. 

Mr. LLOYD. Not forever, but just for this year. 

Mr. MANN. Whether for one year or not, it is to relieve 
the railroad company from any form of taxation for the 
present. 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes; this road which is under construction. 

Mr. MANN. And the gentleman is able, with his policies 
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and the policies of his party, to favor that proposition? 
If the gentleman is able to do that, I know he must have good 
reason for it. 

Mr. LLOYD. As far as the “ gentleman” is concerned, he 
is not favoring the railroad, but he is desirous of developing 
Alaska. If the railroads wish to build their own roads, with- 
out asking anything from the Government, the gentleman is 
willing to help them in every way he can. Now, the law of 
last year, which was passed, as I understand it, without any 
objection on the floor of this House, limited the exemption 
from taxation to five years, and provided that if this road 
built 10 miles of track each year—— 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken in saying there 
was no objection on the floor of the House. There was con- 
siderable discussion on this subject on the floor of the House. 

Mr. LLOYD. I think you are mistaken about there being 
any objection to this particular proposition. 

Mr. MANN. I remember the discussion very well. The 
House did pass the bill, however. 

Mr. LLOYD. The question is not now whether there was 
a discussion or not, but the question is whether, the road hay- 
ing met with these misfortunes, the House is willing to exempt 
this company from the tax which would not be imposed if 
they had built 10 miles of road. They have 182 miles of road 
built, according to the testimony that came before us, and if 
there were 20 miles built there would have been no question 
about their being exempt from this taxation; but since they 
only have 18% miles, it becomes necessary for them to pay the 
tax unless they are exempted by Congress. As their mis- 
fortunes came by the act of God, it looks as though it is 
nothing but right that the company should have the benefit 
of this exemption. 

Mr. MANN. If they had paid the tax and had come before 
Congress to have the tax refunded they would not receive the 
consideration of anybody on this side of the Chamber and very 
few on the other side. 

Mr. LLOYD. I rather think that proposition is true. 

Mr. MANN. What is the difference between a proposition to 
relieve them from the payment of a tax which the law requires 
them to pay and, because of exceptional circumstances, a propo- 
sition to refund a tax which has been paid? = 

Mr. LLOYD. I do not understand what the gentleman is 
seeking to reach in this particular matter. 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to ask a question. 

Mr. LLOYD. As far as I am concerned, and speaking for the 
minority on the committee, who have investigated the matter, 
we are willing that this company shall be exempt from the tax 
and that they shall be excused from the building of the 14 
miles of road this year. 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to ask the gentleman whether, 
with the exception of the White Pass road, which, so far as 
Alaska is concerned, is fully completed and entirely successful, 
all the other railroads projected and being built there ought 
not to be relieved from taxation for the next five years? 

Mr. LLOYD. I am not willing to go that far. 

Mr. LACEY. And is it not true that the extension of these 
roads is discouraged by this license tax? 

My. LLOYD. The White Pass road, as far as I understand, 
is a paying investment; and if it is, there ought not to be any 
exemption from taxation. The White Pass road is already 
constructed. 

Mr. LACEY. I say the roads, with the exception of the White 
Pass road, ought to be relieved, ought they not, at least during 
the period of their construction? 

Mr. LLOYD. Well, there is no other road 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; there is the Wildgoose road on Ophir 
Creek; there is the Nome Arctic road, from Nome north; there 
is the Valdez road, from Valdez; there is the Resurrection Bay 
road, and there are a number of roads projected there, all of 
them either in process of construction or are soon to be, and 
they must be built a long distance before they can realize any- 
thing. Some railway lines are asking subsidies in Alaska. 
Certainly these roads not asking aid might be very properly 
relieved from a license tax during the period of construction. 

Mr. LLOYD. That question is not before the House. When 
it is I will be glad to answer the question the best I can. We 
have not investigated that proposition. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, I desire to ask a question about this bill. 

Mr. BRICK. Very well, I will answer it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The act of January, 1905, exempted this 
railroad from taxation for five years after the passage of this 


act. 
Mr. BRICK. Yes. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Requiring the road to build 10 miles 
each year. 

Mr. BRICK. Yes. 

Mr. FIFZGERALD. This bill, I understand, first removes 
the necessity of building the 10 miles during this present year. 
Rec - extend the period of exemption beyond the original five 

ears? 

Mr. BRICK. No; it extends for this 10 miles which is not 
fully completed for this year, and requires the whole road to 
be built by 1909, and it only asks that the taxes or license fee 
be exempt while they are earning no money, while they are 
building their road. I think that answers the question. 

Mr. FITZGHRALD. No; it does not. The act of January, 
1905, provides that this railroad shall be exempted from taxa- 
tion for the period of five years after the passage of that act. 
It requires that in order that the road should get the benefit of 
that exemption it should complete 10 miles each year, and if it 
built more than 10 miles in any one year certain buildings 
should be credited to the succeeding year. This bill before the 
House now removes from the company the necessity of having 
at the end of this year 20 miles of the road. Does it also ex- 
tend the period of five years during which the road will be 
exempt from taxation? 

Mr. BRICK. It extends it one year. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Beyond the original five years? 

Mr. BRICK. Beyond the original five years, because it can 
not be completed and because the act of God swept away their 
track and they could not complete their 20 miles within this 
year. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Then, Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects. 

Mr. BRICK. Just a moment, Mr. Speaker. I submit that 
it is too late for the objection to come. We have debated the 
question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But I reserved the right to object. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent was not given. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I submit that debate followed 
after the gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. Mann] withdrew his 
objection, before there was any objection, or any right to object 
reserved. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD] immediately reserved the right to object. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I reserved the right to object when I 
got the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman proceeded by unanimous 
consent in effect to answer the questions. The right to object 
was reserved, and the House did not give the unanimous con- 
sent up to this time. The Chair was watching pretty closely, 
and if he had had an opportunity to say that the House gaye 
unanimous consent the Chair would have announced that very 
promptly. Objection is heard. 


PHILIPPINE REVENUE. 


Mr. PAYNE, by direction of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, reported a bill (H. R. 3) to amend an act entitled “An 
act temporarily to provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, 
and for other purposes,” approved March 8, 1902; which was 
read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying re- 
ports, ordered printed, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, in connection with the bill 
which has just been reported, it was agreed in committee, and 
I wish to have the agreement spread upon the Recorp so that 
there may be no danger of misunderstanding, that the minority 
upon the committee shall have until Thursday at 5 o’clock p. m., 
whether the House be then in session or not, to file the minority 
substitute bill and the minority report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent that the minority shall have until Thursday after- 
noon next, at 5 o'clock, to file its views with the Clerk of the 
House, whether the House be in session at 5 o'clock or not. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, with the consent of the House, I 
desire to say that I shall call this bill up and try to proceed to 
its consideration on January 4, 1906, when the House meets 
after the holiday recess. 

I now move that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of House resolution No. 42, and pending that, Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that all general debate on 
this resolution close to-day when the committee rises. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will 
not insist upon that, and for this reason: There is a question 
to be determined of reference, and a great many Members of the 
House have gone home already for the holidays and many more 
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will go to-morrow, so I hope the vote upon the question of refer- 
ence will not be taken until after the holidays when they 
return. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will say to the gentleman I do not propose 
to press that; I do not think I could if I wanted to, as I do not 
think there will be a quorum, but I would like to close general 
debate and then there will be opportunity for debate on the 
amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the gentleman suggest to close general 
debate to-morrow, say, at 5 o’clock? 

Mr. PAYNE. I said to-day, anticipating many may not be 
here to-morrow. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Suppose the gentleman modifies that re- 
quest and make it to-morrow at 5 o'clock. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will make that request, and say that to- 
morrow afternoon when the House adjourns general debate shall 
be considered as closed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to close general debate in the Committee of. the 
Whole House on the state of the Union on House resolution No, 
42 to-morrow at adjournment, whether the committee sits or not. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

So the motion was agreed to; and thereupon the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of House resolution 
No. 42, Mr. Burier of Pennsylvania in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
House resolution No. 42, and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Macon] is recognized. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
inasmuch as I do not want to be out of fashion, I propose to 
make my remarks along the lines that others have made theirs 
since this discussion began, and you may therefore prejudge that 
they will embrace a medley of subjects. In the matter of the 
reference of that part of the President’s message that refers to 
insurance, that has been under discussion for several days, I, in 
common with others, have my individual views. 

If it were not, Mr. Chairman, that we thought differently, 
there would be no questions for us to assemble here to dis- 
pose of from time to time, because our similar ideas would 
lead to but one conclusion, no dissension anywhere, and hence 
we could dispose of the subjects that we are sent here to dis- 
pose of by proxy and let them go at that. 

In my humble judgment, the insurance feature of the Presi- 
dent’s message ought to be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary as a business proposition. When we come to legis- 
late, we ought to do it on a business plane, along business 
lines, not in a scattering or guesswork manner, as it were. 
It strikes me that if we refer it to the Committee on Ways 
and Means it would be a guesswork proceeding. No member 
of that committee seems to know what to do with it, unless it 
be that when they get it they could evolve something out of it 
that would produce revenue. I can not see how taxing the 
insurance companies will amount to anything in controlling 
them, unless it be that they are to be taxed out of existence. 
To simply lay a tax upon them would do the companies no hurt, 
for if you taxed them $10,000,000 each per annum the policy 
holders and not the companies would have to pay it. 

Such a tax would add considerably to the revenue of this 
country, and we would all be glad to welcome $10,000,000 into 
the Treasury at this particular time of revenue shortage from 
each of these companies if it came out of their fraudulent cof- 
fers instead of out of the orphan's penury and the widow’s mite. 

But there is no danger of the insurance business being legally 
regulated by taxation, for nowhere within the lids of the Con- 
stitution of the United States is there anything that tends to 
indicate that the Congress has authority to tax individuals or 
corporations for the purpose of regulation. Therefore it seems 
that it is unnecessary to argue longer that the Ways and Means 
Committee is not the proper committee to which to refer this 
particular question of insurance, to which the President has so 
lucidly referred in his annual message to this body. 

But, sir, it has been claimed that it ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. I can not see why. 
Certainly under the decisions of the Supreme Court insurance 
is not commerce, and inasmuch as the Interstate Commerce 
Committee has no other authority than that of dealing with the 
commerce of the country it seems entirely out of place to talk 
about sending this part of the message to that committee. I 
think it would be wiser to refer it to the Post-Office Committee 
than to the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee, because 
there they might deal with it along the lines of the get-rich- 
quick propositions. We notice, Mr. Chairman, that the post- 
office authorities have power, whenever they know of any con- 


cern that is organized, corporation or otherwise, for the purpose 
of getting rich quick by defrauding those who patronize such 
institutions, to issue a fraud order and in that way get rid of 
the obnoxious imposition. Sir, if the proceedings of the insur- 
ance companies, the three great insurance companies of the 
United States, for the past several years, according to the evi- 
dence that has been adduced before the committee that is now 
investigating them in the city.of New York, do not show them 
to be get-rich-quick concerns, then I do not know the meaning 
of the term. They have certainly been getting rich quick accord- 
ing to the reports that have come to our ears, telling of the vast 
sums that have been illegally appropriated to the use and benefit 
of the companies and their thieving officers, to the eternal in- 
jury of the policy holders and their beneficiaries. Their offi- 
cers have defrauded the policy holders by the misappropriation 
of trust funds, and hence are embezzlers under the laws of any 
State of the Union. If that does not call for a fraud order, I 
would like to know what sort of conduct would call for one. 

But, sir, it seems to be a doubtful question as to whether this 
Government has any authority whatever to deal with the great 
insurance corporations. Therefore, as long as there is doubt 
about that, there can be no doubt about the committee that the 
insurance part of the President’s message should go to. It has 
always been the rule in all legislative bodies, whenever legisla- 
tion is initiated that indicates that it would be in conflict with 
the Constitution of the United States, or of the States, that the 
Judiciary is the proper committee for it to be referred to, where 
questions of that kind are considered and determined and the 
proper report made thereon. Therefore the motion, which I 
understand is to be made, to refer this resolution to the Judi- 
ciary Committee, with instructions to report back to this body 
its findings, will be the proper motion, in my judgment, and it 
ought to prevail. 

Certainly, sir, the insurance companies need some check upon 
their reckless course. If they have misappropriated trust funds, 
they have been profligate in the use of money that was placed in 
their hands to be given back to the policy holders or their bene- 
ficiaries as a dividend, and, sir, when they misappropriate trust 
funds by way of paying excessive salaries; when they misap- 
propriate by way of speculation, or when they misappropriate it 
by placing it in the campaign fund of a political party to corrupt 
voters, their officers have simply committed the heinous crime of 
embezzlement and ought to be shrouded in stripes the balance 
of their unworthy lives. And the strong arm of the law of the 
proper jurisdiction should take hold of the companies themselyes 
and either regulate or banish them. 

But, from the arguments that have been presented here by 
learned lawyers, and the knowledge we all have of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, and of the powers reserved by the 
States to themselves when the Union was created, we are satis- 
fied that it is within the province of the State, and not of the 
nation, to control insurance companies. In my own State, sir, 
we have an insurance law that prohibits the transaction of 
business by any insurance company that is in a pool to fix 
prices, made anywhere on earth for the purpose of doing busi- 
ness anywhere on earth, in Arkansas, as long as that pool 
exists. Sir, that has driven the old-line insurance companies 
that are in a pool to fix insurance prices from the borders of 
our State; and if the State of Arkansas has the power to do 
that as to the fire insurance corporations, why has it not the 
power to enact a law that will do the very same thing for the 
life insurance companies? I will answer the question myself, 
sir. It has the power, and so has every other State in the 
Union of States. 

Sirs, I am persuaded that the disclosures made by the legis- 
lative committee in New York in their examination of this 
great question will awaken the conscience of the legislators 
of that State, to the end that a law may be enacted at the next 
session of the legislature that will either control or banish the 
insurance companies that are now organized and doing business 
in that State. If that is done this whole matter will be settled; 
the question will be solved, and insurance will come back to 
what it was wont to be in its incipiency, a protection, and not 
a fortune-making business. 

Sir, again, I am inclined to think that the new officers that 
have been selected to preside over the destinies of these compa- 
nies will certainly be a little more careful, will be a little wiser 
in the discharge of the duties they have assumed, and especially 
so the president of the Equitable Association, who was given a 
certificate of good character by the President of the United 
States when he sent him from his Cabinet to become president 
of that institution. Sir, he will not be unmindful of the certifi- 
cate of good character that the President gave him, to the extent 
of being willing to commit any act that will reflect upon the 
certificate or the man who so cordially gave it. 
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But, Mr. Chairman, this question, as I said, ought to be settled 
by the States. It is a States rights question that none of us can 
get away from, and that none of us who believe in the doctrine 
of independence ought to be willing to take from the States and 
give to any other power on earth. The States have complete 
power, under existing constitutions, to deny a corporation the 
privilege of doing business within its confines upon any terms, 
and hence have power to say upon what terms they shall do 
business within them. To take such power from the States by 
amendment of the National Constitution would be a long step 
toward centralization of government, and a well-aimed blow 
at the liberty-revering principle of States rights. I for one, 
am not ready to believe the people’s Representatives, who com- 
mand the confidence of eighty million loyal patriots, would rob 
their respective Commonwealths of the power that they have 
under their own constitutions and under the Constitution of the 
nation. Being a States rights advocate, wanting to preserve 
every privilege and every power to the States that I possibly can 
that is consistent with good order and good government through- 
out the nation, I protest against the thought of conceding the 
right of this Government to control the insurance institutions of 
this country. 

A gentleman of the committee said very properly the other 
day—the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Srantey]—that if 
you take the insurance control out of the hands of the States, 
then and there you take the adjudication of all causes with 
them out of the local courts. And, sir, the widows and orphans 
who are to be benefited by the policies of insurance would have 
to go into the United States court to collect them whenever 
payment, from any technical or yicioug cause, was refused. To 
do so would often take them great distances from their homes, 
at great expense and inconvenience to themselves. I think 
adjustments ought to be made by local courts upon questions 
of this kind, and not put upon litigants the burden of having to 
go among strangers, at great inconvenience and expense, in 
order to get their rights adjudicated, when they, and those 
from whom they take, have lived up to every feature of the con- 
tract that they are forced by a soulless corporation to sue upon. 

We know the character of these great corporations. Whether 
they believe they can defeat a claim or not, they will litigate 
in many instances for the purpose of delay, for the purpose of 
withholding the money, possibly to force a compromise that 
would be to their advantage. Sir, I am violently opposed to 
any action that would bring about such an unfortunate and 
unfriendly condition to the insurance beneficiaries of my own 
proud State, and hence protest most seriously against any 
effort on the part of Congress to commit an act that would for 
a single moment take from the States of this Union any of the 
power they now have to control the insurance associations of 
the land that come to their borders for the transaction of insur- 
ance business. 

Mr. Chairman, I will now leave the insurance question to the 
better judgment of the members of the committee and proceed 
to discuss the subject of railroad-rate legislation for a short 
time. I am in hearty sympathy with the President of the 
United States in his desire to have the Interstate Commerce 
Commission given power to regulate rates whenever it finds 
them to be unreasonable, unjust, or discriminatory in their 
character. Sir, I applaud his every utterance upon that line, 
because they are right; and I care not from whom righteous 
utterances come, they are to be commended by an honest po- 
litical foe as well as by friend. I believe the President of the 
United States intends to do right upon all questions. I be- 
lieve his every purpose is to be President of the whole people 
of this Union regardless of locality or condition, and his only 
shortcoming seems to be that he sometimes allows the great 
corporations and trust interests of the country to “ pull the wool 
over his eyes” for a season; for instance, when he allowed 
the “ stand-patters ” upon the subjects of the tariff and railroad- 
rate regulation to prevent him from calling an extra session of 
the Fifty-ninth Congress, in accordance with his openly and 
often expressed purpose. 

In his recommendation to this body the President in his 
message to Congress says, in terms, that the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission “ought to be given the power to substitute 
a just and reasonable rate whenever, upon hearing, it finds 
that the railroads have fixed an unjust and unreasonable rate, 
such rate so substituted by the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion to remain the rate unless and until it is reversed by a 
court of competent jurisdiction.” 

That sounds right in every sense of the word. It is true 
that the railroads take issue with him. Why not? I have 
never known a corporation, or an individual, so far as that is 
concerned, who was engaged in wrongdoing, who was exceeding 
the authority that he or it possessed, but what complained 


whenever any authority, any power, saw fit to call a halt upon 
their wayward course. Take a criminal, and he does not think 
the legislatures of the States ought to pass any law that would 
interfere with his wicked acts. Take the evilly disposed corpo- 
rations, and they think they ought to be given a loose rein, that 
the bridle ought to be taken off so far as they are concerned 
and they left to do their worst. 

They argue ingeniously in many instances when presenting 
their cause. Note some of their objections. The president of 
the Southern Railroad some months ago undertook to prejudice 
the Representatives of the South against the Esch-Townsend 


bill by saying that to pass that measure would take from the 


people of the South the right by State legislation to provide for 
separate coaches for the two races. I wonder if he thought we 
were a lot of fools in the South. Certainly he did not believe 
that we were destitute of legal learning. We are wedded to 
the proposition of separate coaches for the two races, and we 
have sense enough to know that under the Constitution of the 
United States, and under he constitutions of our own States, 
we have power to pass and enforce a law providing for separate 
coaches and that Congress can not interfere therewith. 

Therefore, sir, I have no fear upon that ground, and there is 
nothing in that idle threat to deter us in our determination to 
stand by the President in his declaration upon the subject of 
railroad-rate regulation. It is consistent with every declaration 
of the Democratic party upon the subject, and hence there is 
no reason why we should be deterred in the performance of our 
duty simply because a Republican President indorses the posi- 
tion of our own party upon the subject. 

But the railroads, in their arguments, proceed on the theory, 
Mr. Chairman, that if the power be given to the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission to fix rates they will go into the rate-making 
business specifically. Nobody contemplates any such authority 
being given it. Nobody understands for a moment that if it is 
given such authority as the President recommends the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission is going to get right down to 
rate making as a business. It is understood that the Commis- 
sion is to have only such power as will permit it to substitute a 
reasonable or just rate whenever it finds that the railroads have 
fixed a rate whereby any community or individual will be 
prejudiced. 

The Commission must be given power to say to the railroad, 
“You shall not discriminate against this community in favor of 
that, or in favor of this business as against that business.” 
That far it will go, and no farther. And yet the railroads pro- 
claim from the house top that the Government is going into the 
rate-making business, and that in doing so it is fixing to destroy 
them; that whenever the Commission is given the power to fix 
and substitute rates their property will be confiscated; that 
their rights and privileges will be taken from them. Nothing 
of that kind is intended by anyone who is in favor of rate 
regulation. 

The railroads contend, Mr. Chairman, that they know more 
about rate making than anyone else, I suppose they do. Per- 
sons who have been long engaged in a given business are better 
informed concerning everything that pertains to that business 
than are others; but we find that we have learned men in this 
country who can very easily adapt themselves to different kinds 
of business when called upon to do so. 

Therefore a President chosen by the people will, in my judg- 
ment, select only the kind of men that will be able to enter into 
the matter of fixing substitute rates that will be fair to both 
railroad and shipper without material delay or unusual embar- 
rassment. 

For nearly ten years the Commission thought it had power to 
substitute a reasonable or just rate for an unreasonable or un- 
just one, and it proceeded tc substitute without let or hindrance 
wherever it found them to be discriminatory in their character, 
but in no instance did rates substituted by the Commission be- 
come confiscators of railroad property or railroad rights. 

The railroads seem to forget, Mr. Chairman, that the people 
have any rights at all when it comes to dealing with powerful 
corporations. They seem to think that they have rights that 
are paramount to the rights of the people whenever their inter- 
ests clash in any degree. 

Sir, they forget that they have been kindly given certain 
privileges under the law that human beings do not enjoy. They 
forget that by law they are given a perpetual life—something 
that God in His goodness did not accord to man. They forget, 
sir, that they are exempt from many of the petty persecutions 
or prosecutions to which man is subjected. They forget that 
they are excused from unhappy conditions that require the 
benefit of clergy, but they do not seem to understand that we 
know that the reason of it is because the peculiar office of 
clergy is to administer to souls. [Applause and laughter.] 

The railroads, sir, forget that we by law have given them the 
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right to extend their selfish trail through homes that are as 
sacred to the owner as the grave. They forget that we have 
given to them the right to ignore all boundary lines and all direc- 
tions. The individual can not ignore the sacredness of the 
home or ignore the boundary lines of his neighbor without suf- 
fering the severe pains and penalties of the law. 

It is true that the railroads must go into court to obtain such 
benefits, but they get them whenever they petition for them. 
Angels could get no more at the hands of the courts. Is it 
possible that beneficiaries who have received such superior bene- 
fits at the hands of the people are now afraid of their generous 
benefactors, or is it that they have grown so greedy and great 
that they now propose to declare themselves their masters and 
give them a kick at every turn of the road? 

Sir, their arguments against rate substitution by the Com- 
mission are so transparent and inconsistent that it easily enables 
us to understand and appreciate that they are simply trying 
to hoodwink the people of this country, so that they will not 
become aroused to the point of studying the question for them- 
selves, knowing full well that if they do enter upon an investi- 
gation of the conditions as they actually exist they will rise up 
in their might and scourge them from their temple of usurped 
and arrogant power. £ 

I have before me one of the various “missionary tracts” 
which they have sent to the various Members of Congress. I 
suppose each and every one of you have received as many as a 
quarter of a dozen of these. I did, and I have received many 
pounds of this sort of literature. One book, I remember, was 
gotten up very much like a novel, as if it were a publication of 
that attractive character. 

One of the arguments presented in this little “tract” is that 
we ought not to interfere with the railroads by giving the Com- 
mission power to substitute rates because we would prevent 
their making special rates here and there in order to build up 
certain industries and give value to certain materials or prod- 
ucts. I will read from this pamphlet a few of their fallacious 
reasons as to why their rates should not be interfered with. 
It is styled “The facts about railroad rates.“ 

One of the countless forms of this means by which railroads develop 
traffic occurred not long ago in Indiana. 

Perhaps some of the Indiana Representatives may know of 
this transaction. 

A resident of that State acquired control of an invention for makin 
butter dishes from shaved veneer cut from timber. It was discover 
that sweet gum, a previously worthless wood, was best adapted to the 


ind . A study of the needs of the new business showed that to 
. 1. tol be ee a rate 25 per cent lower on this timber than 


on other kinds was necessary. Such a rate was promptly made, with 
the result of building up a new and profitable industry, givin employ- 
ment to labor and capital, and giving value to a natural product that 


had previously had no value. 

Mark these words, gentlemen: 
had previously had no value.” 

Sir, I live in a State where we have a great quantity of sweet 
gum, about which they write. I know that we have not been 
able to buy a single thousand of the lumber cut from this par- 
ticular kind of natural product without paying $10 per thousand 
for it since the Dingley bill became a law. Therefore, when 
they say that within the last few years they have discovered 
that they could give value to a natural product that had here- 
tofore had nò value they state something, gentlemen, that they 
do not expect the people generally to believe; but they think 
that by making the broad declaration that they haye enabled 
this particular concern to build up its business by giving a 25 
per cent cut they will encourage some one to think that his par- 
ticular locality, or his particular business, will be given a cut 
which will enable him to increase the value or production of 
his business, and thereby “catch a sucker” with that sort of 
selfish bait. 

Sir, that is a fallacious statement, because sweet gum could 
not be bought in the wildest territory in the State I come from 
for less than $10 a thousand before the Indiana enterprise was 
organized. It had that value before the rate-making question 
was a subject of serious discussion. It had a good value long 
before they thought of producing this kind of argument. It 
has such a value now that the sawmill owners are growing 
independent, while the people who buy the lumber are impoy- 
erished in proportion to the extra price they have to pay for 
the gum lumber that they must have to build the ordinary 
cabin that protects them from the blasts of winter and the 
floods that fall from God's sky. Mr. Chairman, the Republican 
high tariff has done more to make the price of gum lumber go 
up than all of the 25 per cent reductions the railroads have 
given all of the lumber concerns in the world. 

But, sir, let us look at some more of their funny argument. 
I suppose they wanted to scare the Congressmen from Georgia 
when they put this particular thing in their little pamphlet: 


“To a natural product that 


A merchant in Marietta can ship certain goods to Chattanooga for 15 


cents per hundred; to Knoxville for 19 cents per hundred. To ship 
the same goods to Atlanta he must pay 30 cents per hundred; to 
Macon, 70 cents per hundred. Atlanta is 20 miles from Marietta, Chat- 
tanooga is 128 miles, and yet the Chattanooga merchant pays just 
one-half the freight the Atlanta merchant does. Why? Because Chat- 
tanooga is out of the State and Atlanta is in it. This is merely one 
of a hundred instances where Georgia points are placed at a_ positive 
disadvantage in freight rates because they are located in the State. 

I suppose they meant to say that because Atlanta and Macon 
are located in a State where they have a railroad commission 
is the reason for this state of things. Sir, if this argument. 
is true, I want to say that Georgia certainly has an inferior 
railroad commission, because it surely has the power to con- 
trol all of the rates for the shipment of freight from one point 
in the State of Georgia to another, and it strikes me that 
wherever their attention was called to the fact that they had 
to pay for a distance of 20 miles twice as much as persons 
living in Chattanooga, 120 miles away, they would call a meet- 
ing of the commission at once and change the infamous rate, and 
say to them, “ You can not rob the people of our State in any 
such way; if you are able to carry a commodity for people of 
another State 128 miles for 15 cents, ‘by the Eternal,’ you can 
not come to our State and rob our people by charging them twice 
as much for a 20-mile haul.” Genflemen from Georgia, what 
kind of railroad commission have you in your State? 

Why, sir, look at the inconsistency of their argument. Why, 
if that were the case, are they complaining against giving the 
Interstate Commerce Commission power to fix rates? Why 
should they howl about that? They have a commission in 
Georgia with power to fix rates, and the railroads argue that 
it is hampering the material interests of that State because 
they do have the commission. Why is it, if they can get 
higher rates for themselyes in Georgia with a commission than 
they indicate they could get if there were no commission there, 
that they do not throw their arms wide open and welcome 
the proposition of giving the Interstate Commerce Commission 
the power to regulate unjust discriminations in freight rates? 
It strikes me, Mr. Chairman, that that is the course they ought 
to pursue if they want to be consistent. 

They also reach far out in their funny argument, Mr. Chair- 
man, and talk about governmental ownership of railroads, or tell 
us what happened in Canada, where they have governmental 
ownership. They say: 

Things don't always pan out as the theorists think the; 
government of Canada, after operating the Intercolonial Railway for 
N at a loss, has just announced an increase of rates all along the 
ine, to the disgust of persons who imagine government ownership means 
lower rates. ‘ 

Why that argument? Who is there in this Congress, either 
branch of it, that is advocating government ownership of rail- 
roads 

Sir, if I understand it aright, those of the Members of this 
body who are favorable to railroads—and I believe all of us 
are—are trying to keep them from going into the hands of the 
Government. None of us want the Government to own a single 
line of railroad. We want the corporations, or the individuals 
wherever they possess them, to operate them, but we want them 
to operate them in accordance with wisdom, in accordance with 
justice to every man alike, recognizing that none should have 
favoritism extended to them as against their fellows. 

They also argue, Mr. Chairman, that we are blessed with lower 
rates in this country than-they are in any other country. That 
is no argument. I expect we have the best of most everything 
that is going, so far as that is concerned, because we have a 
superior citizenship and a Government that surpasses that of 
any other nation on earth. Therefore I apprehend that because 
we have lower rates than they have in other countries is no 
argument at all as to why we should not have the power to fix 
a given rate when we find that the railroads. have fixed an 
unjust rate; when we find that they haye fixed an unreasonable 
rate; when we find that they have fixed a discriminatory rate. 

Sir, one reason we have better rates in this country than 
they have elsewhere is that the hauls are better here than in 
other countries. There is no nation on earth that has such 
long hauls as we have, and they do not have as great hauls as 
ours in quantity. Where our hauls are measured by the thou- 
sands of miles, theirs are measured by the hundreds, and where 
our freight is measured by carloads or trainloads, theirs is 
measured by the hundred pounds or the ton. Sir, it looks to 
me as though we ought to have better rates here than elsewhere 
if we can furnish them better conditions to haul on than they 
can elsewhere. Therefore, sir, their argument along that line 
is not worth the consideration of an idler, eyen. 

I am reminded that they also argue that they are not unjust 
in fixing their rates, that they are trying to do right, and are 
doing right according to their contention; but, sir, I am just in 
receipt of a letter from the Fort Smith traffic bureau, of my 


will. The 
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State, that gives a different statement of facts to those presented 
by the railroads, and as they are interested in a sense, not 
financially interested to the extent the railroads are, I am 
bound to take their conclusions or their findings in this matter 
in preference to the conclusions or findings of the railroads upon 
the subject. I read on page 3 of the letter: 

The traffic problem is not that all rates are in themselyes too high 
but that gross and damaging discrimination exists as result of unequal 
adjustment between cities and communities. The duty of a common 
carrier is to receive and transport, without favoritism or discrimina- 
tion, goods from one point to another, transportation being subject to 
such reasonable rules and regulations as mar be uired. 

Cities like St. Louis, Memphis, Kansas City, and Chicago are given 
a very low-basis of freight rates into a certain territory, while, for the 
same distance, the rates from Little Rock, Fort Smith, Texarkana, etc., 
are from 25 to 50 per cent higher. Such basis acts as a direct dis- 
crimination in restraint of interstate commerce against the smaller 
cities to the benefit of the larger. 

To illustrate, we will take the dry-goods interests, five large whole- 
sale houses being located at Fort Smith, with more than one-half million 
capital invested. Cotton pas goods is an important item in this line, 
the major portion of which originates in New England, . 
New York, Boston, and Philadelphia, via rail and ocean, to Memphis, 
St. Louis, Fort Smith, Little Rock, etc., by way of Savannah, Ga., or 
Galveston, Tex. 

Fort Smith is 300 miles farther west than is Memphis, the distance 
from Galveston to Fort Smith being less than to Memphis or St. Louis, 
yet the rate on cotton plece goods from New York and points taking 
ee paote to Fort Smith is 31 cents in excess of the rate applying to 

Take Hobart, Okla., which is 487 miles from Fort Smith and 720 
miles from Memphis; the rate applying on cotton piece goods from 
Memphis to Hobart, is $1.03; from Fort Smith to Hobart, $1.34. 

You will note that while Fort Smith is 233 nearer Hobart, Okla., 
than is Memphis, the rate applying on cotton piece from Fort 
Smith is 31 cents in excess of the rate applying from Memphis. 

Sir, tell me that that is not a fair evidence of an unjust rate; 
tell me that it is not clear as the sunshine to the naked eye 
when all cloud and mist have been removed. The idea of charg- 
ing 31 cents more to take a commodity from a given community 
to another community when it is 233 miles nearer than it is 
to the other shipping point is so unjust that it strikes me on its 
face that any man, I care not who or how biased he may be, 
ought to be able to say that it is discriminatory in an extreme 
degree. 

Yet they come to us and indicate that they are doing nothing 
that prejudices any community, that prejudices any individual, 
and that their purpose is to do right under any and all circum- 
stances. Sirs, none of you can hold to that belief if you will 
investigate the matter yourselves and see where these discrimi- 
nations exist. 

“From Memphis to Catoosa, Ind. T., 453 miles, the rate apply- 
ing on cotton piece goods is 85 cents; the rate on the same com- 
modity from Fort Smith for a distance of 453 miles is $1.23; ” 
thus giving to the community of Memphis a discriminatory rate 
as against the community of Fort Smith. 

In the district that I represent the railroads make glaring 
discriminations. They give a rate of 25 cents per barrel of 
flour from St. Louis to my home town, Helena, Ark., while they 
charge more than twice that much to a point in the district 125 
miles nearer St. Louis. Such a discrimination is nothing short 
of robbery committed against the citizens of the nearer point. 
I want my home folks to do well on all occasions, but I do not 
want them to prosper if other people who are just as good must 
be robbed in order that they may do so. 

Ah, gentlemen, these things speak for themselyes; and it 
seems to me that under no circumstances could a man believe 
that the railroads are doing right when we find such discrimi- 
nations as these. 

But their arguments go further, and they endeayor to show 
that they are conducting themselves correctly now. I will read 
just a little of the evidence they are using to support their con- 
tentions. Mr. E. P. Bacon, who is the chief legislative agent of 
those who wish to confer rate-making authority upon the Com- 
mission, on December 9, 1904, while addressing the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, was asked whether he had heard of any proceedings 
against the railroads in the matter of rebate, and he replied as 
follows: 

I have not heard of any occasion for proceedings. It [meaning the 
Elkins law of February, 1903] has been so generally observed by the 
rier upg since its passage that there has been no occasion for prose- 
cution. 

Now, the railroads knowing that we understand that Mr. 
E. P. Bacon is on the side of the President; on the side of all 
right-thinking individuals of this nation; on the side of the 
Democratic party as declared in three national platforms upon 
the subject of regulating rates; knowing that we know that his 
purpose is to give the Interstate Commerce Commission power 
to fix rates, I can not understand why they give us this little 
snatch of his testimony before that committee and withhold the 
other. We all know, in spite of what Mr. Bacon said to the 
committee, that these same railroads are being indicted to-day 


for giving rebates; indicted in Kansas City, Mo., in Philadel- 
phia, and God only knows in how many other places they could 
be indicted if people would tell the truth and officers do their 
duty. I can not realize why they give this sort of testimony, 
unless it is for the purpose of confusing our minds and leading 
us who do not have everyday transactions with them to believe 
Dat they are doing the correct thing in the matter of fixing 
rates. 

Railroad rates, like the Dingley tariff, are fixed too high 
is why rebates can be given and yet a profit be made on the 
freight transported, Let the railroads fix and publish a proper, 
reasonable, and just rate and the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission will never make a rate, no matter how great their 
power to do so. 

Railroads certainly would not give a rebate that would work 
a loss to them. Therefore the rebate rate must be just and 
remunerative to them, and they certainly ought not to com- 
plain if the Commission wishes to adopt a rate that they 
themselves have promulgated as a reasonable and just rate. 

They also tell us that we ought to allow competition to regu- 
late rates. Mr. Chairman, there is no known power of prophecy 
about me, but I possess some of the elements of guessing. 
Therefore I will not attempt to prophesy, but will venture the 
guess that railroad competition in this country is a thing of 
the past. Yes, sir; I believe it has taken the wings of the morn- 
ing and flown to the uttermost parts of the sea. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is one other subject that I desire 
to refer to, with no intention whatever of wounding the feel- 
ings of anyone in connection therewith, and that is in reference 
to a bill that was introduced at a former day of the session of 
this Congress by Mr. Bennet of New York, in which he seeks 
to reduce the representation of the State of Arkansas from 
seven to five Congressmen. 

I represent a portion of the State of Arkansas, and I en- 
tered into a solemn compact with myself a great many years 
ago never to know of its being reflected upon by anyone with- 
out undertaking to explain the situation that brought about 
the reflection, or else to repudiate the refiection if it was 
false. 

Sir, this bill seeks to reduce the representation of the State 
of Arkansas from seven to five. For what purpose? The bill 
goes on to indicate that it is because the legislature of the State 
has violated, in the enactment of our election laws, the four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States, 
Sir, this matter has never been carried to the Supreme Court 
of the United States from our State for determination, but 
there is a provision in our election law that provides that a citi- 
zen, before he shall become a voter or haye the privilege of the 
ballot, shall pay $1 for a poll tax. In other words, he must 
pay a poll tax before he can vote. The money received for the 
poll tax goes into the educational fund of the State, and the 
voter’s children are educated, partially, with it. That is the 
only qualification that the Arkansas statute possesses that under 
any circumstances would be held to restrict the vote of any 


-male human being after he has arrived at the age of 21 years, 


except where convicted of a crime of heinous character. 

Now, sir, that is all that Arkansas has done. In what sense 
has she violated the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States? I understand that other Southern States 
have the same provision in their election laws and that the ques- 
tion has been before the Supreme Court of the United States 
from those States, and that it was held to be constitutional, and 
not in conflict with the provision of the amendment that I have 
just mentioned. 

If the poll-tax provisions are not in violation of the four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States, 
how can Arkansas’s provision be? I find, sir, in other States 
of the Union, that certain provisions are within the statutes of 
those States that seem to me would come nearer conflicting with 
this proyision than ours, and yet no one has seen fit to introduce 
a bill to reduce their representation. 

For instance, the State of New Hampshire requires the pay- 
ment of all taxes assessed against a voter for a period of one 
year before voting and will not allow. paupers to vote. There 
they not only have to pay a poll tax, but they have to pay all 
their taxes. We do not require that other taxes be paid. We 
do not prohibit the voter from voting because he is poor. A 
man may be ever so humble, be ever so poor, if he has a dollar 
with which to pay the poll tax he can walk up to the polls and 
vote like a king. 

Massachusetts requires that the voter shall be able to read 
the constitution of the Commonwealth in the English language 
and to write his name, except where precluded from reading 
or writing by reason of physical defects, or he had the right to 
vote on the ist day of May, 1857. 
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It strikes me, gentlemen, that there is a clear grandfather ” 
clause in the election law of that State, and a clause requiring 
a voter to be a scholar, and yet we hear of no one wanting to 
reduce its representation in Congress. 

Connecticut requires a voter to be able to read a section of 
the constitution or a section of the statutes of the State before 
he can vote. 

Pennsylvania requires all county or State taxes to be paid 
before her voters can vote, except when the voter is dead at 
the time he votes, while poor old Arkansas, as stated, simply 
requires the voter to pay a poll tax of $1, with which his chil- 
dren are to be educated, so that they will be qualified to vote 
when they see fit to change their domicile from Arkansas to 
Connecticut or Massachusetts. [Applause.] 

I can not, to save myself, understand the heart or head of a 
Representative that could want the representation of Arkansas 
reduced, when she requires no more of a voter than that he 
pay the small sum of $1 to help educate his own children be- 
fore he exercises the privilege of voting, and at the same time 
oppose the reduction of representation of Massachusetts, Con- 
necticut, New Hampshire, and Pennsylvania, that require so 
much more of their voters. 

Oh, Mr. Chairman, I suppose the difference is to be found 
in the fact that Arkansas is in the South and Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, New Hampshire, and Pennsylvania are in the 
North, and the gentleman who introduced the bill comes from 
the North. 

If northern Representatives can afford to father such a parti- 
san species of legislation, we of the grand State of Arkansas 
can stand it. We do not want to control the elections of any 
other State, but, by all of the powers that a just God has given 
us, we will control our own; and we will do it for the best in- 
terests of all of the people of the State. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am done with the unpleasant subject; 
but, sir, in closing, permit me to slightly paraphrase the effu- 
sions of the yerse maker and say: 

Let the howlers howl and the growlers growl, 
Let the prowlers prowl and the gaudy 8 go it; 
For behind the night there is plenty of light, 


And the people of old Arkansas are all right—thank God— 
And.I know it. 


[ Applause. ] 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman and gentleman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, we have 
resolved ourselves into the most important committee of the 
House of Representatives. There has been referred to this 
committee the message of the Executive, one of the coordinate 
branches of the Government. We are now in the discussion 
of the reference of the message to the proper committees of 
this House. There has been discussion with reference to 
which committee the question of insurance should be referred. 
I have listened very carefully and with pleasure to many sug- 
gestions made by Members on both sides of the Chamber as 
to the reference of this matter. However, I am constrained 
to the belief that it would be far better for this House to 
create a new committee, to be known as the “ Committee on 
Insurance,” to which this matter could be more properly 
referred. 

In the discussion of the question of insurance, some excel- 
lent gentlemen in this House have referred to the manner in 
which the insurance companies should be regulated. Some of 
them have referred to national supervision or examination, 
and that thought as expressed causes me to turn to a great 
branch of our domestic commerce, if you see fit to so call it, 
in which the Government is now engaged in supervising by 
virtue of examination. That great branch is the national 
banking system. 

Last Monday the House and the country, aye, yes, other 
countries, were startled by the announcement that a great 
bank in the second city of the Union, in one of the great 
marts of trade of the world, had closed its doors by reason 
either of the conduct or misconduct of the officials in charge 
of that great bank. Associated with that bank and under its 
management were two other banks, under the control and man- 
agement of the State of Illinois. Concurrently the great State 
of Illinois, through its auditor, sent an examiner there to look 
after the interests of the State of Illinois upon that question. 
Moving at the same moment and along the same line, the splen- 
did Comptroller of the Currency of the United States sent a 
national officer there to examine the bank. Whether it happened 
by an act of coincidence, whether it was purposely prepared or 
not, I am not here to say, for I do not know; but the result 
of it was that the banks were found not to come up to the 
standard requirements of the laws of the State of Illinois and 
the Federal laws upon the statute books of our country. But 
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to the credit of the great banks of the city of Chicago, that 
are patriotic, whose men desire to serve the commercial inter- 
ests of that city and of the country, the associated banks of 
the city of Chicago came to the rescue of that bank, and as 
a result no depositor will lose a dollar of money by reason of 
the mismanagement of the officials of the institution that 
failed in that city. But that does not take from this House 
and from the country the fact that the national bank failed. 
Why? Was it due to the failure on the part of the National 
Government through its Comptroller, acting through his offi- 
cers as bank examiners, that this bank was permitted to run 
along and accept the public funds? Was it the fault of the 
National Government that such conduct was disclosed in that 
bank? I am frank to say that it was not. I am frank to say 
that the Government through its officers did its full duty 
so far as it could under the conditions that existed at that 
time. 

Now, what do we find? The national-bank act became a 
law of the land on February 25, 1863. From that date up to 
October 10, 1905, there Have been 460 national-bank failures. 

These failures incurred a loss to the individual depositors of 
those banks of $32,000,000. Now, this sounds large when we put 
it in the aggregate, but when you take into consideration the 
millions and billions of money that these banks have handled 
for depositors in the course of their business it is a small 
amount of loss as compared with the amount that they have 
handled justly and properly for the benefit of this great and 
growing country. The banks now in existence number 5,585. 
These banks under the law must be examined at least twice a 
year. We have given a force of 78 men to enable the Comp- 
troller of the Currency to do this great work. There is a fault 
somewhere; perhaps we haye not done our full duty and not 
given the Comptroller of the Currency a large enough force to 
do the work of examining these banks for the benefit of the 
depositors of the national banks. 

Ah, my countrymen, the people have great faith in the Govern- 
ment; they have great faith in its officers. They have a right 
to believe that when a national bank examiner goes to a bank 
and reports that the conditions of that bank are stable, that 
proper examinations haye been made, that our people may feel 
they can trust the examiner and his statement, and that they 
can safely put their money into the hands of that bank. Therein 
lies the mischief, if any there be, in not having a proper number 
of men to thoroughly examine and report in reference to the 
condition of the national banks in the United States. Now, 
as I haye stated, the fault is not with the bank examiners, but 
with the bank officials to prevent trouble in this regard. I have 
the law before me, and I will read two sections that bear 
upon this question with reference to bank officials and the per- 
formance of their duty. Section 2500 of the Revised Statutes 
reads ; 

The total liabilities to any association, of any person, or of ney com- 
pany, corporation, or firm for et borrowed, including, in the liabill- 
ties of a company or firm, the liabilities of the several members thereof, 
shall at no time exceed one-tenth part of the amount of the capital 
stock of such association actually paid in. 

Do you believe that if the law I have read had been properly 
enforced with reference to the management of that bank that 
one man connected with that bank could have borrowed the 
enormous amount of money that it is reported in the public 
press he borrowed out of the bank, of which he was an official? 

Mr. GILLESPIE. If the gentleman will permit me. Does 
not the Comptroller of the Currency say that he himself has 
set aside that law because the penalty is too severe? I refer 
to the law forbidding national banks from lending more than 
10 per cent of the capital stock to any one person. Is that his 
report you have there? 

Mr. PRINCE. No, sir; it is the law. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Does the gentleman remember that the 
Comptroller of the Currency says that he has not undertaken 
to enforce that provision of the law because, in his mind, the 
penalty is too severe? 

Mr. PRINCE. No, sir; I do not; but I do say this, that I 
do not believe it is given to me in my official life, when I have 
taken an oath to do my duty, that I can cheerfully set it aside 
because I do not like the law. A distinguished gentleman, one 
of the most distinguished men that this country ever produced 
in war or in peace, said: The way to get rid of a bad law is to 
enforce its provisions.” I would most cheerfully recommend 
that policy, that we should enforce this law, and if it be found 
hurtful upon the banks or the public and private funds of this 
country, let him come to this House through a proper communi- 
cation and state the necessity for a modification, and then the 
fault, if fault there be, is upon us and not upon an official of 
this Government. There is no man who should set aside the 
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solemn judgment of the House of Representatives upon a ques- 
tion of law. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. That is correct. 

Mr. PRINCE. Let me read further from section 5209: 


Every president, director, cashier, teller, clerk, or agent of any asso- 
ciation who embezzles, abstracts, or willfully misapplies any of the 
moneys, funds, or credits of the association, or who, without authority 
from the directors, issues or puts in circulation any of the notes of the 
association; * * * and every person who with like intent aids or 
abets any officer, clerk, or agent in any violation of this section shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be imprisoned not less 
than five years nor more than ten. 

If the facts as reported in the public press of our country in 
reference to these failures in Chicago be true, it seems to me 
that this might be a proper matter for the Department of Jus- 
tice to investigate and find out whether these sections have 
been violated by any officer connected with that or any other 
bank of the United States. I have no patience with a man who 
is not forced by stress of poverty or by circumstances, that 
holds a position as trustee of the people’s moneys, to so far 
forget his duty that he does not take care of the trust funds 
placed in his hands to the fullest extent of the law, or, in the 
language of another distinguished gentleman, who represents 
the views of the minority about a public trust in this House, 
“that a public, or quasi public, trust ought not to be a private 
snap for anybody.” 

I take this opportunity to condemn the practice on the part 
of the Government of placing its funds in the hands of Wall 
street speculators whenever they seem to want more money to 
carry on their financial schemes. I congratulate Secretary 
Shaw that of late he has refused to place the people’s money, 
at the request of high financiers, in the financial maelstrom of 
Wall street. I hope he will continue to refuse their requests 
for public money to be used by them for private gain. 

I call the attention of the House and the country to this ques- 
tion, because it is pertinent to the issue that we have been dis- 
cussing. It is along the line of Government control. It is along 
the line of exercising power by the Government. It is along 
the line of publicity. It is along the line of better service, and 
I am frank to say to you that I believe our Government officials 
are seeking to do their full duty. I believe that the Comptrol- 
ler of the Currency is an honorable man, that he is seeking to 
do his full duty under the law as he sees it. If current reports 
in the newspapers are true, it may be that kindness of heart 
has led him to be a little more lenient than he ought to have 
been, but I am not prepared to say that had I been in his posi- 
tion I would have acted differently from what he did. We have 
no right to criticise him, and I do not, but the press says that he 
called attention to these loans, that he asked that they be 
reduced, that the promise was made that it would be done. It 
was not done, and later he acted wisely, justly, and lawfully, 
and did his full duty in this matter. 

Now, when we come to discuss these other questions at the 
right time, we should bear in mind that when we ask a Govern- 
ment officer to examine a corporation of any kind, and that 
Government officer examines that corporation and puts upon 
it the great seal of the approval of the United States, he does 
an important act. He should do it guardedly, carefully, con- 
scientiously, fully, freely, and fairly, and when the seal is so 
implanted by him, as one of the executive officers of the Goy- 
ernment, the people have a right to put their trust in the acts 
he has done, and to believe in the corporation that he has 
approved. ‘Therein lies the great responsibility which will fall 
on these executive officers, whether in examining insurance 
corporations or banking corporations, or in whatever capacity 
they may be engaged. 

Returning to the question under discussion, T repeat that I 
am in favor of the Speaker of this House, through a proper 
resolution, appointing a committee on insurance that will have 
charge of the whole matter in all its various phases, and if 
under the Constitution of the United States we have any power, 
right, or authority that we can exercise, let all bills go to 
that committee, let them be considered, and bring in all the 
remedies that we can exercise, whether through interstate and 
foreign commerce, whether through the Committee on Ways 
and Means, or no matter what may be our right and authority 
to exercise a control over insurance. Let it go to one commit- 
tee that shall have sole and exclusive control of the matter. 
Let that committee be composed of the best men in this House, 
irrespective of party. Let them study this great question, let 
them collect data, let them call to their aid the best minds there 
are in the House, and prepare a bill which will meet with the 
approval of the House and the country, and at the earliest 
moment let legislation be enacted in accordance with the rec- 
ommendation of the Chief Executive of the United States. 
[Applause.] 
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Mr. GILLESPIE, Mr. Chairman, I saw an article in this 
morning's Washington Post that appealed rather strongly to me, 
and I thought I would like to make some comments upon the 
situation revealed by that article. I send it to the Clerk’s desk 
to have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PENROSE ON NEW RATE-—WILL vorn FOR BILL EMBODYING PRESIDENT’S 
VIEWS--HAS A TALK WITH CASSATT— PENNSYLVANIA RAILROAD COM- 
PANY’S PRESIDENT ALSO CHATS WITH SENATOR KNOX AND ASSURES 
HIM HE IS IN SYMPATHY WITH ROOSEVELT’S IDEAS ON THE NECES- 
SITY FOR READIUSTMENT OF RAILWAY AFFAIRS. 


After a.conference at the Senate Monday with A. J. Cassatt, presi- 
dent of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, Senator PENROSE an- 
nounced that he would vote for the administration's rate-regulation bill. 

Mr. PENROSE did not specify what he understood the Administra- 
tion's: bill to be or what he thought was favored in detail by Mr. Cas- 
satt, but merely contented himself with the statement that he was now 
convinced that the os of some form of railroad reform under the 
supervision of the eral Government was correct and demanded. 

Cassatt had a conference with Senator KNOX 
Senator PENROSE, and the railroad 8 assured 
he was now of opinion that the position of President Roosevelt. as de- 
fined to him by . KNOX, was agreeable to the interests and policies of 
the Pennsylvania Railroad Company. 


* NEVER OPPOSED PRESIDENT. 


Mr. Cassatt has never been an outspoken opponent of President 
Roosevelt's railroad policy. On the contrary, he has been rather fa- 
vorable to the main contention of the President, which, as popularly 
3 is 20 tie pe a N for 1 legnano ecting 

e present conditions e railway management o e countr, — 
tieolariy in the matter of rebates. Na 

While the Elkins law is generally mupposed to have put an end to 
rebating, still it is the view of many of the supporters of the Presi- 
dent's railroad policy that the evil still exists to a greater or less ex- 
teut, and that this can be wholly stopped, or at least greatly minimized, 
py a law that will invest the Interstate Commerce Commission with 
the powe to supervise the making of rates in general on complaint 
my — up: rs, with the right of appeal to the courts by the railroads 
attacked. 

Whether or not Mr. Cassatt approves the maximum principle enunci- 
ated with great force and insistency by President Roosevelt in his 
ano speech is not known, though in view of the fact that he de- 
clar he was willing to accept Senator KNox's judgment as to the 
form of railroad legislation that should be enacted at this session is 
taken to mean that he is no longer averse to the inyestment of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission with the power to fix maximum rates 
in particular cases, with the understanding that the statute is dis- 
tinctly to provide that each case is to stand on its own merits. 


NOT A “ CONVERT.” 


It is held by persons who say they know what Mr. Cassatt's attitude 
has been from the inception of the agitation of the railroad question 
that his announcement of a ess to accept Senator Kxox’s judg- 
ment in the matter is not to be taken as the “ conversion” of the Penn- 
Sylvania Railroad's directing genus to the President's railroad policy, 
since they contend that Mr. Cassatt all along has been favorably in- 
clined to the President's main contention. ‘hese same ons also 
hold that Senator PEN nOoSR's announcement is orang on a par with that 
of Mr. Cassatt, so far as the “ conversion" feature is concerned. 

Ba: the visit of President Cassatt and the resultant announce- 
ments as the attitude of himself and Senator PENROSE, considerable im- 
petus has been given to the popular speculation as to the final outcome 
of railroad legislation in Congress this winter. As pointed out by The 
Post frequently since earn | ip assembled, it seems now reasonably cer- 
tain that a regulation acceptable to President Roosevelt will be 
passed at this session. 

But that measure will not contain all of the features of the original 
Esch-Townsend bill, which had the hearty indorsement of President 
Roosevelt, nor will it contain all the features of the bill oe by 
the Interstate Commerce Commission at the est of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. It is well understood that Mr. Roose- 
velt vlews the latter measure more favorably at this time than the orig- 
inal Esch-Townsend bill, though it is equally as well understood that 
the President is averse to Congress considering any measure at this 
session in the same way as the Esch-Townsend bill was handled by the 
House at the last session, which was that it was the Administration's 
bill distinctly and irrevocably. 

In a few words, it is known that the President does not desire to 
give his assent outright to any measure dealing with the railroad ques- 
tion which will be spoken of in Congress and by the public generally as 
the velt railroad bill. ` 

In his annual message he was careful to impress upon Congress his 
belief that the lawmaking 8 should handle this question with 
great care, and should see to it that a law is passed at this session af- 
Sording relief from railroad exactions wherever it can be shown to a 
competent tribunal that exactions exist. 


Mr. GILLESPIE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, that article so clearly and forcibly reveals the condition 
of affairs that we find at the national capital, so far as legisla- 
tion is concerned, that I thought it my duty, representing the 
people of my district, simply to stand up in my place and call 
attention to it. Now, what is it? A United States Senator 
being approached by the president of a great railroad system in 
this country, having a conference with him, after that con- 
ference says in effect: “ Why, yes, all right; I am in favor of 
certain legislation pending before Congress, so I will yield.” 

Mr. Chairman, the President, at the last session of the Fifty- 
eighth Congress, sent a message here on the rate question, and 
we hailed him as a Democrat on that proposition; we tried to 
run over each other to do honor to the President of the United 
States and welcome him into the ranks of the Democratic 

The House passed a bill in that session which went to 
the other branch of this body, and there it died. The agitation, 
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however, kept up. The President made his famous southern 
tour, and at Raleigh, N. C., he dropped a word that seemed to 
quiet all fears. 

I want to call attention to that one word because I believe 
it explains this calm that has now succeeded to all that agita- 
tion; it is the word “maximum.” The President in his mes- 
sage to Congress upon that subject, when he first referred to it, 
did not have the word “maximum” in it. Now, it seems that 
everybody is agreed. We are going to have a bill pass this 
House, it is going to pass the Senate, and the question will be 
settled. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in my humble view, if that bill passes 
the Congress of the United States and receives the signature of 
the President, and goes to the country as the law upon that 
question, the railroads will have gained all they want from this 
legislation and the people of the country will have gained 
nothing by the legislation. A maximum reasonable rate! If I 
have been able to understand any of the testimony that has been 
brought out upon that subject, if you apply that standard to 
any rate now established there is not one of them that could 
be overturned. If we are to take the highest rate back of which 
strong reason may be presented, I say if that is to be the 
standard, there is not a rate now in existence that could or 
ought to be changed. 

Now, suppose we are investigating a rate. Here is testimony, 
plenty of it, supporting a 40-cent rate; there is testimony sup- 
porting a 50-cent rate; there is testimony supporting a 60-cent 
rate. Now, under the President’s former message and the posi- 
tion he originally took on this question, what would be the duty 
of the railway commission sitting in judgment on that testi- 
mony? Why, they could average it up, and they could say that 
we will select the 50-cent rate. But, under the President’s 
message now, what will that commission be required to do? 
Why, to fix the maximum, go as high as the evidence before 
them will justify, and they would be bound to fix the 60-cent 
rate. I do not believe there is a rate that can be touched if 
you apply that standard to it. I do not wonder that the Presi- 
dent of a great railroad company comes and talks with his 
friend the Senator, and that the result of that conversation is 
a kind of agreement and understanding that the President is to 
have no opposition in getting this rate legislation through the 
Senate of the United States. 

Why, gentlemen, we expected a different result than that on 
this question in the other branch of Congress. We knew that 
through the summer rumblings had come from the great railroad 
interests of the country that they were going to demand the 
support of the manufacturers of the nation. They said to the 
tariff baron, Look here; you are protected.” They said to the 
United States Steel trust, “ Why, look at what you are taking 
from the people of the country, and now, if you do not give us 
your influence to defeat the President of the United States in 
his demand for the use of all the powers of Congress to protect 
the shipper we will use our influence against you upon your 
stand-pat demand.” That is what the railroads want, to keep 
the rate-fixing power in their own hands. Why, they said to the 
steel trust, “ You have got your hands in the pockets of the peo- 
ple; we haye got as much right as you have, and you have got 
to assist us to fight the President of the United States and fight 
him off and overcome him.” Well, what happens? The result 
is going to be that if this legislation passes, in my humble 
opinion, the United States Steel Corporation will continue its 
plundéring of the people, the railroad will continue in possession 
of their rate fixing, and also plunder the people. I can not see 
any other end to this great calm that has all at once taken pos- 
session of the national capital, so far as the tariff barons and 
railroad magnates are concerned. 

Another thing. You read the proceedings before the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries Commission, and you will see 
the claims of the men who demand the ship subsidy. What is 
the basis of their demand? They say to the United States 
Steel Corporation, and they say it in unmistakable terms which 
no man reading these hearings can fail to see, that they plant 
themselves upon this proposition: “ You have got your hands in 
the pockets of the people; you are collecting an enormous tariff 
rate; you have got to give up; you have got to come to our 
demand.” If that suggestion is ever carried out, if the ship- 
building industry is purchased to support the Dingley tariff 
protection rates, they will stand there shoulder to shoulder with 
the steel trust fighting tariff revision. The railroads, through 
this legislation, if it succeeds, will be in the combine, and we see 
already that the national banks of the country are getting in 
their work greatly on the floor of this House. They are getting 
privileges and benefits through national legislation, and the 
result of it is that the combination between the tariff barons and 
the shipbuilders of the country, the railroads of the country, 
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the national banks of the country, will be one grand combination 
against the American people, and you can not touch one without 
its calling on the other for support. That is the situation threat- 
ened in American politics to-day. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I thought it was my duty not to remain 
further quiet, but to stand up and voice my protest not only in 
behalf of my people, but of the people of this country, against 
this unholy alliance—and I refer to the article that appears in 
the morning paper—in order that the people of this country 
may see just what the conditions are, because it presents it in 
such clear and strong light that I do not see how a human 
being of sense enough to read and write can fail to realize the 
real situation. It is against this that I wish to protest. 

As to the particular matter before this House, I believe this 
question ought to go to the Judiciary Committee to settle the 
jurisdictional question involved in this legislation; but it seems 
to me, instead of discussing here the proposition of increasing 
the powers of the Federal Congress, we would be more profit- 
ably employed in discussing the proposition of the increase of 
the powers of the different States of the American Union. I 
believe it would be more profitable. The very reverse remedy 
appeals to my mind to that suggested by some Members on 
this floor. I believe in order to protect the people of this 
Union the power of Congress under the interstate-commerce 


clause of the Constitution ought by amendment to be curtailed 


rather than enlarged. What have we? We have these im- 
mense trusts and combinations rearing their heads in every 
part of this Union. There is not a State in the Union that does 
not see its danger, that does not realize the destructive and dis- 
astrous effects these combinations are haying upon its own citi- 
zens, that does not realize that through this power these for- 
eign corporations are coming into the State and robbing its 
own citizens, and the State is powerless because of this clause 
of the Constitution to protect its own citizens. It looks to me 
a good deal like the quarantine question referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. RICHARDSON]. The interests of 
the citizens as to the health and welfare of the citizens of 
the State come under the police power of the State. The Fed- 
eral Government can not touch that; but in the case of these 
corporations the governor of every State, the legislature of 
every State, the supreme court of every State, can see and does 
see that these combinations are coming in and robbing the peo- 
ple, destroying competition, retarding the progress of the States 
and their development, and yet the State is powerless under 
this clause of the Constitution to protect itself. I say we 
would be more profitably employed if we were considering 
seriously the question of curtailing the power of the Federal 
Government under that clause of the Constitution rather than 
of enlarging its powers. 

I do not believe in a palsied, in a paralytic democracy. I 
believe in the full exercise of the powers given to this Con- 
gress under the Constitution, and I believe that the country is 
looking for a democracy full of vitality, full of life and en- 
ergy. Let us see to it that the people are not disappointed in 
this rate legislation. We ought to stand up for the rights of 
the people of the country, to stand as one man and defend the 
best we can the shippers of the nation. Let the legislation 
on this subject be definite, certain, and effective. The only 
relief to the shipper is in the plain, definite, and completely 
effective use of the rate-making power of Congress. Let us 
have no uncertainty on this point. The railroads will get all 
they ask out of this legislation on other questions. We ought 
to protect the people. That is the voice of democracy. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, it has not been my custom to 
take the time of the House simply for the purpose of delivering 
a speech when there can not be any useful purpose served 
thereby, and especially any immediate effect grow out of what 
might be said; but simply for the purpose of showing that I 
am not indifferent to this great question which is involved in 
this debate I have seen fit to take a short time for the purpose 
of having my views preserved in this Recorp. I appreciate the 
fact that this country is approaching a class of legislation 
with which the fathers had nothing to do and which undoubt- 
edly is contrary to the constitutional views held by the early 
fathers with reference to the respective jurisdiction of the 
States and the General Government. It can not be otherwise, 
because in the early history of our country industries were pro- 
vincial, and it was thought that the State power was peculiarly 
suited to deal with well-nigh every economical and certainly 
every business question, save alone that which pertained to the 
collection and disbursement of national revenues. The collec- 
tion of taxation in that early day was not dreamed of being 
exercised for the purpose primarily of controlling the opera- 
tions of certain lines of business and incidentally only for the 
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purpose of revenue, save perhaps the policy. of a protective 
tariff. But from the completion of the Pacific railways busi- 
ness began to take on new proportions. > 

The progress of American invention, of resulting larger pro- 
duction by reason of machinery and inventive genius, the spread- 
ing out of lines of transportation, and the specializing of manu- 
facturing enterprises converted the business of this country, both 
commercial and manufacturing, into national enterprises. To- 
day one portion of the country, forced not by legislation but by 
the logic of events, devotes its energies to the peculiar business 
that that location qualifies it for, and recognizes the fact that 
according to wise laws of economics the people of that locality 
ought to content themselves with devoting their resources and 
energies toward that particular business to which that particu- 
Jar locality is suited. Then follows the necessary sequence of 
disposing of the great surplus. The first object of the manufac- 
turing business was for the purpose of supplying the needs of 
the immediate community where it was located, but finally the 
great business began to be to meet that demand which could be 
economically reached and advantageously made and sold through 
the large lines of transportation. Hence industrial activity has 
been going through a process of nationalism, until to-day there 
is hardly a business that can be looked upon as provincial or 
local in its character. 

The fathers would have undoubtedly sought to prevent the 
accomplishment of the very things which are thought necessary 
to-day through the medium of the national branch of the Gov- 
ernment, and conservative men upon this floor to-day have not 
been able to entirely free themselves from the notion that we 
are perhaps tending too much toward relying upon the national 
political power for the purpose of solving every problem that 
confronts us and of curing every evil from which the people 
are supposed to suffer. But it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that 
if any business can be looked upon as national in its character, 
from necessity, it is that of insurance. Its need is not confined 
to any particular class of business nor any particular class of 
individuals. It is recognized as a universal necessity, and 
there is probably not a man who has the smallest resources but 
who thinks that, among other things in which he is called 
upon as a matter of ordinary precaution to invest, insurance of 
necessity must be one of them. Hence the country, high and 
low, have taken a deep interest in the investigations which 
have been carried on in the State of New York through the 
authority of a committee appointed by the legislature of that 
State. The immediate object of that investigation was for the 
purpose of finding whether the funds of the companies had been 
properly safeguarded. The result of that investigation has 
shown, first, a most outrageous disregard of common rules of 
honesty and much more of violation of the ordinary rules of 
business decency. But, notwithstanding the startling disclos- 
ures which were made in connection particularly with the three 
properly safeguarded. The result of that investigation has 
there came with that information the equal assurance that with 
the peculations, large as they seemed and shameful as they 
were, there was really no danger to the security of the policy 
holders in any of the three companies that were examined. 

Now, I took some interest in ascertaining the view point 
which a large number of policy holders in my home city took 
concerning that investigation. They were intelligent and they 
soon arrived at the conclusion that these peculations were com- 
paratively so small that there would not be any considerable 
diminution of the capital of these great companies, and that 
instead of that it had indirectly the effect of advising the coun- 
try that all those three companies were amply equipped with 
capital for the purpose of giving perfect assurance to the policy 
holders of those three companies that the companies would con- 
tinue through all their existence to be able to meet fully every 
obligation. But the real interest which the policy holders took 
with reference to that investigation was naturally how it would 
affect their individual interests, and there were made some dis- 
closures which bore upon the relations between them and the 
policy holders with reference to the methods of arriving at the 
conclusion as to the amount that would be due them under the 
terms of their policies outside of the question of the amount 
payable at death, which was fixed and certain. It was devel- 
oped in that investigation that the amount of dividends which 
were due to the various policy holders was not arrived at by 
any mathematical calculation whatever. It was admitted by 
the actuary of one of those companies that the question of the 
amount of dividend which was to be paid to any policy holder 
at a period during the lifetime of the policy holder under the 
terms of many policies when a partial settlement is made under 
his election was determined by the actuary simply allowing 
a sum which in his judgment seemed adequate and at the same 
time the company could afford to pay under existing business 


conditions. But even that broad and uncontrolled exercise of 
judgment by the actuary in being willing to pay what he thought 
was fair did not seem to be satisfactory even from that stand- 
point, because the subsequent testimony of that same actuary 
developed the fact that with an increase of business of those 
large companies, coupled with an increase of profit of the com- 
panies, the dividends shrunk with the increase of volume of 
business and the increased amount of profits. In other words, 
that millions of policy holders all over the United States are 
holding policies with insurance companies which they them- 
selves not only could not find out how much was legally due 
them under its terms, but upon which according to its terms it 
could not sue in a court of law with any assurance that they 
could recover any particular sum outside of the sum payable at 
death, which was fixed and certain. Business men, who under 
no circumstances would enter into any other form of contract 
in its terms so uncertain involving any sum approaching to the 
sum which they were willing to invest with these great compa- 
nies in policies of life insurance, would take a policy of the 
great companies and put it in their safes with no assurance that 
they had any fixed or certain rights under that policy which 
would be recoverable in a suit at law, but dependent upon the 
benevolent spirit of the actuary when the day of settlement 
rolled around. 

It seemed to me that even more important than the develop- 
ment of the reckless management of the funds of these com- 
panies were two disclosures. One of these was that the gen- 
eral management of those companies, with reference to their 
direct business of insurance, was only incidental to a larger and 
more important purpose to them. It developed that the large 
insurance companies were primarily and first above all institu- 
tions for the purpose of gathering the policy holder’s money 
from all parts of the United States and from all classes of 
people for the purpose of massing it together for investment in 
speculative enterprises and promoting schemes. It seems to 
me that the cursory view I have been able to give to this sub- 
ject is that if we are to have regulation of the life-insurance 
business through national contro] it ought to be a full and ade- 
quate power which we exercise; that the simple power through 
some of the different methods which have been proposed, to 
examine these companies and publish their liabilities and re- 
sources, will not meet the needs of the people of the United 
States. These insurance companies have entered into the do- 
main of the legitimate business of savings banks. They have 
entered into business that ought only to be exercised through 
trust companies. They offer policies which hold out delusive 
hopes, entertained by men who are conservative in any other 
branch of business, that by some sort of magic an insurance 
company is going to produce at the end of a given number of 
years, and that, too, voluntarily and not compulsory, returns 
largely in excess of legitimate investments. This led the in- 
surance companies wisely to divert the attention of the people 
who were patrons of life insurance from comparing legitimate 
life insurance from the standpoint of competitive rates. Hach 
company has its peculiar and delusive scheme to present 
whereby we can, with a very small investment, secure to our- 
selves and our family a large and most satisfactory investment 
to care for them during the balance of their lives, accompanied 
not only by a fixed sum, but by that more dangerous hope that 
we are going to get a certain further undefinable return called 
“ dividends.” 

What has been the result? The result has been that there 
has been practically no competition between the different com- 
panies concerning the rate to be paid upon life insurance be- 
cause of this very fact. But I believe that if the nation is to 
exercise Federal control over life insurance, if we expect it 
to be effective and beneficial, we ought to have so full a 
power that we can regulate their methods of doing business 
as we do that of the national banks, so that we can compel life 
insurance companies to confine themselves to legitimate life 
insurance itself, and not be permitted to confuse the people 
with schemes connected with it which have no legitimate rela- 
tion to straight life insurance, an insurance which is a necessity 
under present conditions. Now, then, there have been suggested 
during the course of this debate some four different proposi- 
tions. There have been those who have thought that our only 
power under the Federal Constitution upon which we could base 
authority for this legislation was the taxing power in that 
document. There have been those, secondly, who have thought 
that we had no power under the Constitution except the power 
of inspection, if voluntarily accepted, in their own interest, 
by the insurance companies themselves. In other words, that 
the insurance companies would be glad to have the benefit of 
inspection under a law outlining a method; and with a bureau 
here authorized to undertake that inspection upon definite lines 
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laid down, that it would be advantageous for that company to 
submit itself to that inspection and get the benefit of its results 
upon a good showiug, and that when one large insurance com- 
pany submitted itself voluntarily to a national inspection, 
others, its competitors, would be compelled to submit to the 
same authority. And the suggestion made by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS] to provide that no insur- 
ance company be permitted to do business in the Territories 
if it did not submit itself to national inspection is practically 
upon the same lines as the one to which I have alluded. It is 
based upon the moral effect that such a readiness of the Gov- 
ernment to inspect would offer to the companies. For myself 
I sincerely hope that it will develop that we have the power 
under the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution. The 
reason why I hope, notwithstanding some decisions which seem 
now to tend to the contrary, that power will be found to be 
properly given by that clause of the Constitution is because it 
will give us a fuller power to exercise complete control in the 
premises. 

So far as the question immediately pending before this Com- 
mittee of the Whole House is concerned, I believe I will vote 
for the original resolution and vote against the pending amend- 
ments, if it is the parliamentary situation that upon those 
amendments being voted down the vote will recur upon the orig- 
inal resolution before the House; and the reason I do that is be- 
cause I do not want this House to be guided by self-interest 
of Members with reference to a particular committee in decid- 
ing the question as to what committee shall have charge of 
this legislation. 

I desire to give the Speaker of this House power in the 
premises to refer that portion of the message of the President 
to the proper committee as he understands it under the rules 
of the House. If I had the power to send it to any committee 
which I prefer, I would say the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The reason why I prefer the Committee on the Judiciary is 
because it is natural that if this portion of the message is 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, for instance, 
und power given to that committee to consider the bills con- 
cerning the regulation of insurance, that they would be in- 
clined to look at it from the standpoint of the peculiar juris- 
diction which is vested in the Committee on Ways and Means; 
and if we should decide to send it to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, it is natural that the members of 
that committee, having had all through their experience, es- 
pecially bills pertaining to this power given by the Constitu- 
tion, they naturally would be prejudiced in looking for relief 
along the line of the peculiar jurisdiction of their committee. 
Because there is at the very inception of the discussion of this 
question a doubt as to whether we have any power, and if 
we have power, which clause of the Constitution gives it to 
us, I would prefer to refer it to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, who in the initiative would commence an examination 
of this question at the proper place in the discussion, and that 
is to look out for the source of power from which they believe 
we can constitutionally have a remedy. 

Mr. HASKINS. Mr. Chairman, the discussion which the 
resolution now pending before the committee has evoked seems 
to have taken a very wide range, but in the brief time I shall 
occupy I shall confine my remarks to the question of the pro- 
prosed Federal supervision of insurance. The question as to 
whether insurance, life, fire, or marine, can be brought within 
Federal control is not to be determined upon the amount of 
insurance that has been written in one State upon the appli- 
cation of citizens of another State; nor is it to be determined 
upon the basis of the honesty or the dishonesty of the officers and 
agents of the companies soliciting and engaged in the business 
of insurance, but for the reason, and that only, that the Con- 
stitution of the United States has conferred upon Congress 
the power to regulate and control the business of insurance. 
No one claims that Federal control can be exercised over 
insurance companies that do business only within the State 
where located under the terms of their charter; the action 
must be justified, if at all, upon the ground that they do busi- 
ness in other States and, therefore, by reason of its inter- 
state character it comes within the provision of the Consti- 
tution with reference to interstate commerce. As yet no one 
on the floor of this House has advanced a convincing argument 
nor cited any authority to demonstrate such proposition to be 
true, nor has the President done that in his message. He 
simply advises action in that direction, subject always, of 
course, to constitutional limitations. 

I do not think I misrepresent the position of laymen in gen- 
eral when I say that they are very apt to construe the Consti- 
tution and the law to be such as they severally would like to 
have it, while the lawyer, whether sitting as a court or as a 


legislator, is, or at least should be, governed in his construction 
by the evident intention of the framers of the Constitution, wéll- 
established precedents, and the decisions of the courts. 

Insurance rests in contract between the parties thereto. The 
life-insurance company, upon the application of the assured and 
the performance of certain conditions on his or her part, prom- 
ises to pay upon the happening of an event a certain sum of 
money to the assured or to the beneficiaries named in the policy 
or contract. 

The fire and marine insurance companies, in case of loss by 
fire or water or other casualties, agree to pay a sum of money to 
the assured, etc.; and although the parties to the contract may 
reside in different States, involving a sort of commercial inter- 
course between two or more States in the regular transaction of 
their business, it is a bold lawyer who will contend that these 
contracts of insurance are merchandise or commodities of trans- 
portation that come within the provision of the interstate-com- 
merce clause of the Constitution. 

If it be true that such transactions constitute interstate com- 
merce which Congress may regulate, what may not Congress do 
in this direction? The savings banks of the country, and espe- 
cially those of that section from which I come, hold in trust 
millions of money, the property to a very large extent of laboring 
men and women and of widows and orphan children. Millions 
upon millions of this money has been and constantly is being 
invested in real estate mortgage securities in many of the other 
States by the officers of these institutions. These loans, like 
transactions of insurance, constitute contracts between parties 
residing in different States, and involve transportation between 
the States by means of the United States mail in the transmis- 
sion of letters, mortgages, trust deeds, money, and checks. If 
the Federal Government under the interstate-commerce clause 
of the Constitution has the right to extend its paternal hand for 
the protection of the individual in the matter of insurance, it cer- 
tainly has the same right in the matter of the sayings banks, 
The transactions of both alike rest in contract and only in con- 
tract, and does not constitute that kind of commercial inter- 
course that does the sale of merchandise in one State which to 
complete the transaction requires to be transported into another 
State. Policies of insurance, like the promissory note and mort- 
gage, are not articles of merchandise, but simply the written 
evidence of a promise to do something. 

Great corporations manufacture commodities for sale and de- 
livery into other States as well as in the State of their creation, 
and yet the Supreme Court of the United States has decided that 
the affairs of the corporation can not be regulated by Congres- 
sional enactment, but that it is the manufactured article only 
which Congress can interfere with when it commences its jour- 
ney across State lines. The Supreme Court has solemnly ad- 
judicated in several well-considered cases, cited by the chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means, that the writing of pol- 
icies or contracts of insurance and the delivery of them to par- 
ties in another State was not interstate commerce. 

The Commissioner of Corporations, in his report, just pub- 
lished, says: 

In view of the decisions of the Supreme Court I have not felt war- 
ranted in trying to assume jurisdiction over insurance companies for 
me ed of investigation. The fact that State supervision has 
fail to prevent great abuses in the management of some companies 
does not of itself justify Federal action. It must be shown, first, that 
insurance is subject to Federal regulation under the commerce clause of 
the Constitution; second, that Federal supervision would be of such a 
character as to correct existing abuses and prevent future ones, and, 
third, that such supervision would result not only in greater security 
to policy holders, but would relieve them, throngh their companies, of 
the great and unnecessary expense of duplicate inspections and Inves- 
tigations by different States. Seemingly the most effective way to set- 
tle the question is for Congress to so legislate upon the subject as to 
afford an opportunity to present to the Supreme Court the question 
whether insurance as now conducted is interstate commerce, and hence 
subject to Federal regulation. 

This is the hope and prayer of those who would invoke 
Federal interference with many of the common transactions of 
life, including insurance, that if Congress will obey public 
clamor gone wild and enact a measure declaring insurance cor- 
porations subject to Federal control the Supreme Court may 
reverse itself and declare the enactment constitutional. 

While the justices of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
like the judges of the several State courts, are human, still the 
members of that greatest of all earthly tribunals never have, 
and may this Capitol crumble into dust whenever they do, 
adjudge any law of Congress constitutional, not in response to 
their own high conception of duty and understanding of the law 
and Constitution, but at the demand of great popular clamor. 
They were not moved by any such base influences, which may 
be termed by some the vox populi, when they decided the 
income-tax law enacted by Congress to be unconstitutional, and 
may the day be far distant when, by Congressional enactment or 
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judicial decision, the authority of the States over their own 
corporations shall be entirely destroyed. 

I am a policy holder in both the New York Life and the 
Mutual Life of New York, and I feel that my holdings are more 
valuable by reason of the investigation of the Armstrong legis- 
lative committee. If evils have existed or do exist in the man- 
ner in which these companies have conducted their business, 
and no one doubts it, those existing evils can be remedied much 
more promptly and effectively under State than under Federal 
supervision. 

The righteous indignation, an outraged public sentiment sure 
to exist among the people of the State that created the corpo- 
ration, and will certainly be made manifest upon the disclosure 
of the least evidence of evil doing, will demand in no uncertain 
sound that its officers and legislators shall correct the wrong, 
and the demand will become effective long before the National 
Government, its officers and agents, have awakened from a sound 
and dreamy sleep. I represent, in part, a little State way up 
among the green hills, having a population according to the last 
census of a little over 343,000 souls. It has 42 sayings banks, 
carrying the deposits of over 140,000 men, women, and children, 
amounting to over $47,000,000, with an undivided surplus of over 
$3,000,000. It has 49 national banks with a paid-up capital of 
$6,185,000. The former, notwithstanding they are constantly 
loaning money in other States, are under the exclusive jurisdic- 
tion and supervision of the State, where they should always 
remain. Each of these banks are thoroughly examined by the 
State inspector of finance twice a year and his report made 
public annually, and again biennially. Bankruptcy or voluntary 
liquidation is a thing unknown among them, by reason of the con- 
servative, careful, and honest management of their officers. The 
_ 49 national banks are, of course, under exclusive Federal con- 
trol, and while no present unsoundness is known to exist, yet 
within the last twenty-five years I have known of at least 5 
that have been obliged to close their doors by reason of their 
insolvency, and the insolvency of at least 2 of them had been of 
long standing, notwithstanding the inspections of the national- 
bank examiner. 

We have another institution in our State of which every 
Vermonter is proud. It is the National Life Insurance Com- 
pany, at Montpelier, chartered by the State over fifty years 
ago, organized and for years managed by Dr. Julian Dewey, 
the father of our present great Admiral. It has well-invested 
and secured assets, in round numbers, of $32,000,000; Its in- 
surance in force amounts to over $135,000,000; its annual cash 
income meets its yearly liabilities, leaving an annual “saved 
income,” according to its last year’s report, of nearly $3,000,000, 
Its present president was for many years the actuary of the 
company, and no man has a better understanding of life insur- 
ance than he. He is paid a salary of $15,000 per year, and its 
other officers a reasonable but in no sense an exorbitant com- 
pensation. The affairs of the company are conservatively and 
carefully managed in the interests of its policy holders, and 
they require no Federal supervision. 

Vermont’s secretary of state and State treasurer are its 
insurance commissioners, who examine and report upon the 
condition of the company, as they do of its fire insurance com- 
panies. The State supervision which these corporations have, 
to my mind, is far superior to any supervision that could be 
given them, were it constitutionally permissible to place them 
under Federal control. Believing as I do that Congress has 
no constitutional authority to legislate upon the subject of 
insurance, but that it belongs to the States exclusively to cre- 
ate, supervise, and control, I shall vote, if the opportunity 
offers, to commit that portion of the President’s message to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. [Loud applause.] 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker haying re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
bill of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 480. An act supplemental to an act entitled “An act to 
provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of 
the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, and 
making appropriation for isthmian canal construction, and for 
other purposes. 

DISTRIBUTION OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to have read first 
the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it is a matter of general 3 9 in almost all 
the reputable daily newspapers of the Unit & ates, that Midshipman 
Jerome Pettus mbrough, of the fourth class of the United States 


Nayal Academy, at Annapolis, Md., was viciously hazed and brutally 


treated in said hazing by being compelled to stand on his head until he 
became unconscious; and 
Whereas Midshipman Warren Abbe Van De Veer, according to said 
accounts, while on duty at said academy observed sald occurrence and 
B 75 to kta the aes and ee 
ereas s a fact, ascertain y recent court-martial sitting at 
Annapolis, that Midshipman James R. Branch, jr., a midshi —.— at 
said academy, recently met his death in a fist fight with Midshipman 
Minor Meriwether, also a midshipman at said academy; and 
Whereas it appeared to be fairly well ascertained fror the testimony 
before said court-martial that the practice of fagging, hazing, and fight- 
were common at said institution, and that the same was winked at 
and connived at by the officers of said institution, whose duty it is to 
maintain discipline among the midshipmen attending there and to 
train and perfect them for service as officers in the Navy of the United 
States, and to protect said midshipmen 9 99 their attendance at said 
institution in their health and life, and that the fault in these cases and 
the failure to maintain such discipline as would render such occurrences 
impossible lays more at the door of the officers of said institution than 
upon the shoulders of the midshipmen attending there: Therefore, 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
requested and directed to report all Information in his ssion 
concerning the said hazing of the said Jerome Pettus Kimbrough and 
the fight between Lg emt nary Branch and Midshipman Meriwether and 
the result of any invest pation that he may have made to the House 
of Representatives, together with such recommendations as he may 
care to make by whi the conduct and management of the United 
States Naval Academy at Annapolis may be so changed and recon- 
structed that conditions thereat may be created under which such 
occurrences as are hereinbefore referred to may be impossible. 
Resolved, That a special committee of five Members of the House 
of Representatives be appointed by the Speaker to have full power 
to send for persons and papers, and, if necessary, to proceed to the 
Naval Academy at Annapolis and elsewhere to thoroughly investi- 
gate the foregoing subject, and especially to inquire and ascertain 
what officials of said institution, if any, are responsible for a laxity 
of discipline which permits such d aceful and disastrous occur- 
rences, and to report to the House of Representatives within thirty 
days the result of such investigation, with such recommendation as 
may seem to sald committee to be advisable to establish a condition 
of discipline among both the officers in charge of said institution and 
the midshipmen attending thereat as will certainly and forever pre- 
vent a possible repetition of such events; and to especially recom- 
mend such action as may lay the blame in such cases where it be- 
longs, so that in such cases hereafter the result may not end with 
the mere dismissal of promising young men from the Institution, but 
may bring to book and visit proper penalties upon the trained officers 
in charge of such institution for the conduct of which they must 
be held responsible. 


Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I have had this resolution, 
which was introduced by Mr. PEARRE, of Maryland, on December 
16, read from the Clerk’s desk, in order that it might be di- 
rectly brought to the attention of the Members on the floor of 
this House. It presents a question for our consideration which, 
in my judgment, should appeal to each man here present. It 
not only reaches every Congressional district throughout the 
United States of America, because I take it that there are 
few, if any, Representatives here who have not at this time an 
appointee in the Naval Academy at Annapolis, in whom they 
feel a personal interest, but it reaches the sacred confines of 
some home in every district and touches the heart of the 
mother in that home, who is daily looking with loving tender- 
ness and patriotic pride at the career of her boy—a student 
in the Naval Academy at Annapolis. 

That it appears throughout the public press of this country, 
as is recited in this resolution, that there is hazing existing at 
the academy is beyond a doubt. Not only is it asserted in the 
newspapers, but there is no question that it is absolutely true 
that it does exist at this academy, and exists in a very marked 
degree. That there should be placed some check upon it, in 
order that the scenes which have recently been enacted there 
may not again transpire, is important not only to us as repre- 
sentatives of the people, but is important to the young men 
who are students in this academy. This resolution proposes, 
in my judgment, a remedy which will be effectual to bring 
about, in case it is adopted, that result, and therefore I sin- 
cerely hope it will be adopted by this House. 

It provides, in the first place, after the recitation of the 
facts, that we call upon the Secretary of the Navy to give to 
us whatever information he may have in his possession in 
reference to any hazing which has taken place, and then goes 
further and provides for the appointment by the Speaker of a 
select committee of five who shall have authority to sit at the 
Capitol, or the Naval Academy if they prefer, and send for 
persons and papers and make a thorough, full, and complete 
investigation of the conditions which are now existing there. 

Officers and students are seeking for some excuse for the 
recent deplorable occurrences at this academy. They want some 
reason to justify these terrible conditions which have been 
brought about by a code which is the unwritten law, they say, 
of this institution. In their great desire to find some reason 
for it that would justify them, they are pointing to the fact 
that Congress authorized the reinstatement in the Navy of 
three midshipmen during the last session of this House, and 
that this was done in response to a special message which was 
sent by the President of the United States to this body recom- 
mending that such action be taken. It is true that Congress did, 
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by law, authorize three young men to be reinstated in the Navy 
who had been expelled from the Naval Academy, and that the 
President, to this House in a message, did recommend that it 
be done. We all know that in every State in the Union the 
governor has the right, hen he believes that circumstances and 
conditions justify him, to extend a pardon to a man whom he 
feels ought not to have visited upon him the severe penalty pre- 
scribed by law for the offense of which he has been convicted. 
Under the circumstances under which these young men were 
expelled from this academy the President of the United States 
and a majority of the Members of Congress believed that they 
should have clemency extended to them and be reinstated. I 
am frank to say to you that I did not agree with them, and 
therefore for that reason I did not vote for that bill, but, on the 
contrary, I voted against it in the Fifty-seventh Congress when 
it was placed upon its passage, and I also again voted against 
it at the last session of this House. If it were to do over I 
would vote against it again, because I believed good discipline 
was necessary at the academy and that it could only be ob- 
tained by rigid and just enforcement. The majority of the 
House differed from me and agreed with the President of the 
United States and with the recommendation of the Naval Com- 
mittee on this question, which was unanimous, and passed the 
law authorizing their readmission into the Navy. But I desire 
to say that in my judgment there is in that fact no justification 
or valid excuse for the conditions that exist in the academy 
to-day; and why? For the reason that hazing existed there 
prior to the time that these young men were readmitted; it 
has existed since that time, and the conditions now are not 
different from what they were prior to the time that the Presi- 
dent of the United States sent that message to Congress, and 
they are not different from what they were prior to the time 
that Congress enacted the law that authorized the readmission 
of these young men into the Navy. Therefore it can not be 
given as a valid reason for hazing there now and is no answer 
to the charge. 

If hazing in the academy had been unknown up to the time 
this action was taken by the President and Congress, possibly 
then there would be some justification for saying that the ac- 
tion of Congress contributed to bring about the present condi- 
tions, but with hazing there before the above action was taken 
and with hazing there since it can not be maintained that Con- 
gress is responsible for it. 

The granting of a pardon to somebody who has violated the 
law is no justification and no excuse for the commission of an- 
other or similar crime by somebody else. Therefore, so far as 
that question is concerned, it is absolutely without foundation 
or reason to say that we, the Congress of the United States, 
are responsible for the conditions which now exist there and 
which are so greatly deplored not only by the Members of this 
House, but by the people of the United States. 

The fact that recently one young man met his death in an 
encounter brought about under the unwritten code that gov- 
erns the students in that institution, and the further fact 
that this young man referred to in this resolution, Jerdone 
Pettus Kimbrough, was recently made to stand upon his head 
until he fainted and had to be carried to the hospital in or- 
der that he might be resuscitated, has startled the people of 
this country, and they are demanding that through their Rep- 
resenatives some remedy be devised that will forever put 
an end to existing conditions. [Applause] It is necessary 
that prompt action be taken that the sons of our constituents 
who are there may be protected and have the same rights ex- 
tended to them upon admission to that institution that are ex- 
tended to the young men already there, regardless of the length 
of time they have been there. I want to say to you that because 
one young man occupies a lower class in that school than an- 
other makes no difference, and it does not make the higher- 
class man any better than the lowest-class man. [Applause.] 

I know that the splendid young man I had the honor to send 
there only a short time ago, and who is a lower-class man, is 
just as good and deserves to receive the same courtesies and 
consideration as are extended to any man in any other class. 
He is named for the first Admiral of the Navy, John Paul 
Jones, for whose body we sent to foreign shores and brought it 
back to our country by an escort sent especially from our 
Navy for that purpose, and whose remains now rest upon the 
school grounds at Annapolis. 

My appointee is Paul Jones Peyton, and I believe, in course 
of time, if given the same opportunities, he has the manly 
traits in him to rise to the same rank and fill it in the same 
dignified manner that the original John Paul Jones did. 

Mr. WACHTER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi 
yield to the gentleman from Maryland? 


Mr. CANDLER. I am always ready to yield to my good 
friend from Maryland. 

Mr. WACHTER. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentle- 
man a question. There are gentlemen upon the floor of this 
House who meet other gentlemen upon the floor of this House 
who oppose hazing by telling them that a boy who has not 
been hazed will be brought up a mush-and-milk admiral. 
I want to ask the gentleman in perfect good faith whether he 
thinks that hazing makes a cadet any more brave than he 
otherwise would be, in reply to those gentlemen who think that 
men who are not given hazing are mush-and-milk men? [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. CANDLER. I certainly do not think so. 

Mr. WACHTER. Neither do I. 

Mr. CANDLER. I do not believe that any kind of bru- 
tality, no matter what it may be, contributes to develop man- 
hood along right lines. [Applause.] 

Mr. WACHTER. I am with you. 

Mr. CANDLER. On the contrary, I believe that those things 
which do contribute to build up and properly develop American 
manhood and manhood throughout the world are those enno- 
bling traits of character—kindness, forbearance, love, esteem, 
and respect for the rights of others. They appeal to the finer 
feelings of our natures and generate confidence in our fellow- 
men, and create within us laudable ambition for higher, nobler, 
and better things. What we oftentimes yearn for is encourage- 
ment, a tender word, a glad hand, a bright face, and a genial 
heart to bid us godspeed in an effort to press onward and up- 
ward and reach a sphere among our fellow-men where we 
may stand for the glory of the country and for the honor of 
our God, who loves and takes care of us all. [Applause.] 

Mr. RIXEY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi 
yield? 

Mr. CANDLER. I do, with pleasure. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I agree fully with what the 
gentleman has said upon this subject. I think that the resolu- 
a which the gentleman was reading was introduced by Mr. 
PEARRE. 

Mr. CANDLER. I wanted to give him credit for it, and 
think I did. è 

Mr. RIXEY. There is another resolution, which I think was 
introduced by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Loup]. 

Mr. CANDLER. I have read that resolution. 

Mr. RIXEY. Both resolutions were referred by the Speaker 
to the Committee on Rules, of which he is chairman. They 
have both been there for some days, and they are not reported 
out of that committee. I think we can reasonably assume that 
it is not the intention of the Committee on Rules to report any 
of those resolutions. I want to ask the gentleman as to what 
he proposes, and how he expects to get this investigation by this 
House unless that committee will consent to make its report. 

Mr. CANDLER. Of course, Mr. Chairman, it is impossible to 
pass any bill or resolution in this House under the rules as they 
exist to-day unless you can get a resolution reported back from 
the committee to which it is referred, or unless you can get the 
recognition of the Speaker and secure the unanimous consent of 
the House. I doubt very seriously the effectiveness of our per- 
suasive powers to get a report from the committee on this reso- 
lution or to get the Speaker to recognize its author to call it 
up for passage, but notwithstanding all that, the country is in- 
terested in this question, and it may do good for the country to 
know that there has been such a resolution proposed upon the 
floor of this House, and if passed would bring about the appoint- 
ment of a select committee to make a thorough and full inves- 
tigation of conditions existing in the Naval Academy, and that 
somebody is or will be responsible if some such resolution is not 
passed by this House, because this school belongs to the people 
and is conducted by their paid employees, and I believe they 
want to know all the bed-rock bottom facts in reference to this 
whole situation. The time is coming and will speedily arrive in 
my judgment when the boys of this country, not on account of 
any personal fear, but because they don't want to be forced to 
kill somebody even for self-protection, will hesitate—yea, even de- 
cline—to go to this institution and engage in the service of their 
country because of existing conditions there. It may be that 
some manly boy would be perfectly willing to go there in order 
to stand off some of the hazers and teach them a lesson if they 
undertook to haze him. Such a thing was done at one time at 
the Military Academy at West Point. There was a brave, a 
courageous, a noble young man there who did not propose to be 
humiliated, who did not propose to be made a menial of by 
people simply because they arrogated to themselyes that they 
were better than somebody else, and that therefore they had the 
right to haze somebody because of that fact, and this young man 
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promptly informed them that if they ever attempted to haze 
him they might take the result, and they did attempt to haze 
him and they took the result, and the result was the death of one 
of the men who attempted hazing upon him. 

- Now, then, it may be possible that there may be others that 
would pursue the same course, but I dare say there is no man 
upon this floor, that there is no citizen of the United States of 
America, that wants to see any such condition as that exist. 
They do not want their boys, the young men of this country, put 
in an attitude where they will feel that the necessity of the oc- 
casion demands for their own self-respect and for their own 
protection that they shall resort to any such means. But if 
this continues that result will follow, because I dare assert 
upon this floor now that there are plenty of boys in the United 
States of America to-day that if sent to the Naval Academy at 
Annapolis, rather than be humiliated and degraded, would resort 
to the means I have just referred to and protect themselves, 
eyen to the taking of life. Let us save the boys in the future 
from such a possibility. 

Now, I am frank to say that I do not censure boys who are 
there, under existing conditions, so much for engaging in en- 
counters like the Meriwether-Branch affair, for they fought in 
the open upon equal terms to settle their differences, and the 
unwritten code required them to fight or suffer disgrace and 
ostracism. It was a lamentable affair, and we should take 
prompt action to preyent its recurrence. But for the hazing of 
Kimbrough there is no excuse or justification—none on she face 
of the earth. This resolution recites his name “ Jerome Pettus 
Kimbrough.” His name is Jerdone Pettus Kimbrough. When 
I was younger than I am now, I went to school to the grand- 
father of this young man and with his uncle. His uncle, Dr. 
Jerdone Pettus, for whom he was named, was my classmate. 
He is to-day in the Marine-Hospital Service. 

When John C. Pettus, my old preceptor and the grandfather of 
this young man Kimbrough, brought him to the city of Wash- 
ington on his way from the old Volunteer State of Tennessee to 
enter him at the academy, he brought him to the hotel where [ 
board and introduced him to me. I looked into his bright and 
manly face. His heart was aglow because he believed he was 
going to enter an institution where he would have an oppor- 
tunity to seek honor among his fellows, and that at some future 
time he might have occasion to defend the flag of his country. 
He was a noble and splendid specimen of young American man- 
hood. He was not afraid to risk the bullets; but it seems he 
suffered at the hands of the “bullies,” simply because he was 
physically unable to contend with the numbers by which he was 
surrounded, and was compelled to submit to the indignities that 
were visited upon him or suffer worse. When I contemplate 
the scene and remember the gray head of that noble old grand- 
father, whose hope and ambition centered in the boy, I am 
filled with indignation. Hon. M. R. PATTERSON, of the Tenth 
district of Tennessee, appointed Kimbrough to the Academy, 
and here is how he feels about it. I clip this from the Com- 
mercial-Appeal, of Memphis, Tenn. : 


“ BRUTAL,” SAYS PATTERSON. 
LEBANON, TENN., December 16, 1905. 

I have just learned of the hazing of Kimbrough. This offense is 
much worse than the Meriwether affair. Meriwether fought openly, 
and it was an equal contest. Kimbrough was taken advantage of, and 
his treatment was both brutal and cowardly. I hope Kimbrough’s 
friends and relatives will not ask to withdraw him from the academy. 
Those who took advantage of him should be punished and Kimbrough 
should remain. 

M. R. PATTERSON. 

As I said a moment ago, I do not censure the boys so much 
who are there now for having engaged in such an encounter as 
Meriwether and Branch engaged in,-because of the fact that 
there is the unwritten code, so I understand, in that academy, 
that requires under certain conditions and certain circum- 
stances that the young men shall meet upon this so-called “ field 
of honor,” and shall settle their differences in the brutal man- 
ner in which the differences were sought to be settled between 
those two young men, and which cost one of them his life and 
east a blight over the life of the other one, from which he will 
not escape through all the coming years of his existence. No- 
body could have read his testimony before the court-martial 
whose heart would not go out to him with sympathy when he 
said, in substance, that he believed Branch was better off than he 
was, sleeping where he was asleep, than to be left like him 
with a blight upon him, with a shadow over him, with the dark- 
ness surrounding him, from which he would never escape. 

¥ say that I do not censure them so much, for the reason that 
they must, as the matter now stands, engage in these practices 
under “the code” or be isolated and ostracised in disgrace and 
stamped as cowards, and no man of manhood or spirit will wear 
that stigma. Therefore, because of the existence of this un- 


written code, they are compelled to fight. The difficulty, my 
friends, consists not in the young men there. There is as no- 
ble a class of young men there, I have no doubt, as there is in 
this country, because I do not presume that any Member of 
Congress would knowingly send a young man there whom he 
did not believe was possessed of high principles and noble 
aspirations, Therefore, I take it to be true that the young men 
there come up to the standard of any similar number in any 
institution anywhere. 

The trouble is in this system, in this “code.” The trouble 
is in an unwritten law of some kind that exists there to-day, 
and which they say has existed there for a logg time. What 
we want to do is to dig that up root and branch, and relieve 
the students of its baneful influences and deplorable require- 
ments, and put all the young men there upon a common plane 
of American manhood, and let every one of them stand as an 
American, equal in rights, privileges, and opportunities with 
any other man, no matter to what class in school he belongs. 
[Loud applause.] That is what we need to-day. So long as 
this “code” exists, so long as these environments continue, 
these scenes of brutality will be reenacted. Men may overcome 
their surroundings, and often do, but we must not place these 
young men where they will be humiliated and their spirit to 
some extent crushed. : 

I understand that a lower-class man, when he goes to the table, 
is not even permitted to look at or speak to an upper-class man; 
he must sit and look in his plate and bow his head in the pres- 
ence of his superior, and thus recognize the grandeur of him 
whose head is crowned with the honor of being an upper-class 
man. ; 

Not only that; I am informed, also, that a lower-class man 
is not permitted to visit in the same circle of society that an 
upper-class man moves in. He is not permitted to visit the 
same young ladies where an upper-class man sees proper to go; 
and if the upper-class man finds the lower-class man there the 
lower-class man must at once retire, and he is not even per- 
mitted to speak to him there, offer a suggestion, or even make 
an apology to the young lady in his presence for his departure ; 
but without ceremony and without standing upon the manner 
of his going he must depart at once from the presence of 
this overshadowing grandeur and conglomerated greatness. I 
will tell you what I believe. I believe that there is nothing 
better in all the world than patriotic, Brave, and chivalrous 
American manhood except the loveliness, the purity, and the 
beauty of American womanhood. [Loud applause.] Some one 
has said that when God made the American girl, “ He sent His 
angel messengers throughout all the star-strewn realms of 
space to gather all there was of beauty and brightness, of en- 
chantment, of glamour. When those angels returned from 
their harvesting of beauty and threw down their glittering bur- 
den at His feet, He began in their wondering presence the fash- 
loning of the American girl. He wrought with the gold and 
the gleam of the stars, shifting glories of the rainbow hues, and 
the pallid silver of the moon. He wrought with the crimson 
which swooned in the rose’s rubied heart, with the pure sweet 
snow which gleams from the lily's petals, and the fires and the 
flames which flash and leap from jewels’ depth. Then glancing 
deep into His own bosom, He took of the love which gleamed 
there like some rare pearl beneath the wind-kissed waves of a 
summer sea, thrilled into the form He was fashioning, and all 
heaven and earth rejoiced, for, lo! He had wrought the Amer- 
ican girl.” [Continued applause. ] 

Such girls should have the right to make their own selection 
and choose their own associates, under the interested and lov- 
ing advice of mother, without any dictation of extraneous in- 
fluences of self-assumed censors of society. I am informed, 
however, that to such an extreme has this rude and unwar- 
ranted dictation of these upper-class men gone that they not 
only visit a penalty upon the lower-class men but upon the 
young lady herself by ostracizing her from society whenever 
she permits a lower-class man to visit her when she has an 
opportunity to receive the attentions of an upper-class man. 
Such a snobbish conception of the rights of others is un-Ameri- 
can and deseryes the condemnation of eyery patriotic lover of 
this Republic. 

I have never been blest by having a son in my home, but I 
thank God that He has given me three bright-faced, blue-eyed, 
rosy-cheeked girls, who are the pride and sunshine of my life. 
Should they in the future go out from my home to one of their 
own I shall be happy indeed if their lives are committed to the 
care and protection of a plain American citizen who has an 
honest hand, a pure heart, and a clean life—a man of integrity 
and character, devoted to his country and to his God. To be 
basis queen in such a home is woman’s God-given and highest 
sphere, 
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I had. rather see my daughters associate with a young man 
who is possessed of those priceless virtues, though he may not 
have a dollar in the world, than to see them shine in so-called 
“high society,” with somebody who can boast nothing except 
some exalted position or inherited wealth cast upon them, with- 
out merit or worth on their part, by favored circumstances sur- 
rounding them. 

In other words, what I admire is true worth in the man him- 
self. I do not care what his position is so far as classes are 
concerned or where his field of activity may be in this life. 
It is not position or wealth or honors in the world that con- 
stitute a man in the truest and highest sense, but it is nobil- 
ity of character, purity of aspirations, cleanliness of life, de- 
votion to country, and obedience to God. A man in whose 
heart throbs those sublime conceptions is a patriot, and no 
matter what his trade, calling, or vocation in life may be he 
is one of nature’s noblemen and entitled to the highest respect, 
confidence, and esteem of his fellows. 

Princes and lords are but the breath of kings, 
An honest man's the noblest work of God. 

{Applause.] 

Mr. SIMS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi 
yield to the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. CANDLER. With pleasure. 

Mr. SIMS. I should like to ask you if you do not think such 
a young man as you have described, who has educated himself, is 
far above, in meritorious consideration, any young gentleman 
who is sent there at the expense of the Government to learn 
how to abuse and brutalize the lower-class men you refer to? 

Mr. CANDLER. I do not think it makes so much difference 
as to whether a man educates himself, although that is always 
to his credit. Any man who has the manhood, grit, and deter- 
mination to press forward in life and overcome difficulties 
and accomplish something for himself and “ work out his own 
salvation,” as we sometimes say, is entitled to very great credit; 
but I have seen splendid young men educated in our free schools 
who were an honor to themselves, their families, and their 
country. I would not draw the line there. What I am em- 
phasizing is that we should look to the man himself, and the in- 
herent merit that is in him, and not to the veneering on the 
outside. In other words, as I understand it, there is but one 
overshadowing general rule in this world. God Almighty made 
that rule, and that is a rule of righteousness. That is where 
He placed the standard. It was written by the divine finger 
of inspiration upon the pages of the “ Blessed Book” that shed 
forth their luminous light and grow brighter and brighter the 
more we read them, the more we study and meditate upon them. 
That is the standard that is there fixed for men and for women. 
Some people act like they belleved there was one standard for 
a man and another for a woman, but there is not. The Book 
requires no more of my wife than it does of me, no more of my 
mother than it requires of my father; it is the same rule of 
righteousness for all. Therefore, I do not care what a man’s 
surroundings may have been, if he rises as near to the perfec- 
tion of that divine standard which has been fixed by the great 
Teacher of all the world as his human foibles and weaknesses 
will permit, then he is as good as anybody else who does not 
acquire greater perfection. If I do right and you do right, I 
am as good as you are and you are as good as I am. If you 
do right and I do not do right, you are that much better than I, 
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living, and of correct principle. American manhood has always 
stood for the recognition of the standard of right and de- 
manded that it be higher than in any other country in the world. 

I want to see the time come when the American woman will 
recognize the fact that the American man is the best in all 
the world, and then there will be no American woman waiting 
for some one to cross the ocean with a title to woo her hand 
and heart. I want them to recognize that “American man- 
hood” in its true sense is the highest title that any man can 
possess in all the world, and that he that reaches the standard 
of true and genuine American manhood. has reached the 
loftiest pinnacle that any man can reach in all the universe 
of God. To be the uncrowned queen of an uncrowned king in 
an ideal American home is the consummation of human happi- 
ness, in comparison with which the titles offered “for sale to 
the highest bidder” by the empty heads and the heartless 
lives of the worthless adventurers who visit our shores with 
matrimonial intentions dwindle into contempt and oblivion. 
God save our American girls from such a fate, [Loud ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. SIMS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from Tennessee? 


Mr. CANDLER. Always glad to do so. 

Mr. SIMS. I want to state to the gentleman that not long 
since I was talking with a gentleman in my own county about 
appointing his son to the Naval Academy. He thanked me, 
but said he had rather his son would do without these adyan- 
tages which I had explained to him than to go there and 
have to suffer the humiliations he would have to suffer by 
being hazed, as he understood all were hazed without excep- 
tion, and declined the appointment on that account. 

Mr. CANDLER. I remarked only a few moments ago that 
I thought that would be the result if these conditions were 
permitted by the Representatives of the American people to con- 
tinue in this academy. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr, CANDLER. Always glad to have a suggestion from my 
splendid friend from Kentucky. ; 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I concur in a great 
deal of what the gentleman from Mississippi has said; he 
has said it eloquently and well, but the phase of the matter 
that I would like to hear discussed is, how are we to prevent 
these cruel practices that have been obtaining in these institu- 
tions so long? There seems to be no doubt but that it is a 
practice that has been observed in the institutions ever since 
their creation almost. ‘There ought to be some way by which 
it can be overcome. If we have to have a separate place for 
the first classmen, we had better have it than to have these 
disgraceful occurrences. I would like to have the gentleman 
from Mississippi, and others who have thought upon this sub- 
ject a great deal more than I have, to give some expression 
to the House of what they think is the proper remedy. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I think the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky is very pertinent. The resolution 
which I am now discussing, if adopted, would secure the appoint- 
ment of a special committee by the Speaker of this House, to 
consist of five members, to make a thorough, full, and complete 
investigation into the conditions existing at the Naval Academy 
in reference to hazing, and report back to this House an ade- 
quate and efficient and complete remedy to prevent it in the 
future. My judgment is that if we would pass a statute pro- 
viding for the prompt expulsion of every cadet who is found 
guilty of hazing, and for the prompt discharge of every officer, 
teacher, or employee of the academy who permits or condones 
hazing, or such fighting as is had under the so-called “ code,” 
then we would hear no more of these outrageous and shameful 
occurrences, 

Since the investigation of the Military Academy at West 
Point and the passage of the act against hazing that was put 
upon the statute book, which applies to the Military Academy 
but not to the Naval Academy, there has not been any hazing 
there. Whenever the young men in this academy find out that 
the American people through their Representatives on the floor 
of this House are determined to see that discipline is maintained 
in that institution, that every violator of the law shall suffer 
speedily and certainly the penalty of the offense, and that he 
will not be permitted to return, I believe the end will come, and 
that they will recognize that the lower-class men have some 
rights in the academy which they can enjoy without interfer- 
ence by the upper-class men. I want to say further that, in my 
judgment, these conditions in the Naval Academy are abso- 
lutely un-American. Why? Because if there is one principle 
upon which this great Republic is founded, it is “ equal rights 
to all, special privileges to none;” that every citizen shall have 
the same consideration as each and every other one—have 
equal opportunities and assume equal responsibilities. For 
upper-class men to domineer over lower-class men is at variance 
with every American sentiment and ideal. 

If there is any other one principle upon which this Govern- 
ment is founded, it is the individual right of every citizen to 
enjoy absolute liberty within the law. He must not go beyond 
the law, but he is entitled to the greatest liberty within the 
limits of the law, and when one classman denies to some other 
classman in a lower class privileges which he enjoys, by assum- 
ing and enforcing the right to do so he strikes at the foundation 
of American institutions. He assumes “ special privileges” and 
denies “equal rights,” and tramples under foot “ individual 
liberty.” These are sacred rights to every American citizen 


and cost the blood of the fathers. I want to stamp my disap- 
proyal and voice it upon this floor of the proceedings that have 
been going on there, and I want to say that I hope this House 
will take some action which will bring about a different con- 
dition of affairs. I want everybody treated right. I would 
not take away from anyone any rights or privileges consistent 
with the rights and privileges of others; but I do want to 
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take away from this institution any law or rule of conduct 
that makes a difference in the classes there, that makes a dif- 
ference in the sphere in which these young men shall move. 
I want them all put upon the identical same level and given 
equal opportunities to acquire their education in this institu- 
tion, each one haying accorded to him the rights that every 
other one enjoys, and let it be a contest of merit, let it be a 
contest between American men worthy of being American 
citizens. I want them to realize that by reason of the fact that 
they are students in this great academy that fhey owe some- 
thing to the Government and they owe something to the con- 
stituency of the man who sent them there; they owe some- 
thing to the honor of the United States, and to the flag that 
floats aboye them. Let them do nothing that will place one 
single blot upon a single star or stripe, but may they add new 
luster day by day to its honored folds. Let them say to the 
world we know what chivalry is and we know how to respect 
the rights of others and to show courtesy and kindness to all, 
and simply because my brother is in a lower class than I 
does not make him any less entitled to consideration. We 
are all Americans, with patriotism beating in our hearts, with 
the love of country and the honor of the flag uppermost in our 
minds. 

Mr. Chairman, if we can create such a condition as that in 
this academy it will indeed and in truth be what it was intended 
to be, a great Government institution where true American 
ideals prevail, and the young men who attend it will in their 
lives and by their conduct exemplify the highest type of Amer- 
ican citizenship. [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to send to the Clerk’s 
desk to haye read a resolution recently introduced into the 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the resolution sent 
up by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

19 — resolution (H. J. Res. 45) directing the Secretary of 


furnish certain information con ng the cotton crop o 

son of 1905 and 1906. 

Whereas the estimate of the wing cotton + iy made and published 
by the Agricultural Department on December 4 indicated a total pro- 
duction in the United States for the season of 1905 and 1906 of 
10,167,818 bales of 500 pounds each, gross weight; and 

Whereas the census returns of the cotton ginned in the various States 
up to the Ist of December, 1905, show that in the States of North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and Oklahoma the yield for the en- 
as 7 5 * as — 2 ated by the Agricultural Department had been more 

an ginned; a: : 

Whereas nelther the 8 nor the ginning of cotton in the States 
named, or in any other of the cotton-producing States of the United 
States, is completed by the ist of December, and that therefore the 
estimate of the Agricultural De ent as to the zan of cotton in 


iculture 
the sea- 


the States named is plainly an underestimate and likely to mislead, 
and damage the cotton interests of the United States; and 

Whereas in various other States where the picking and ginning is 
known not to have pr toward completion even as fully as in 
the four States named the amount of cotton ginned up to the ist of 
December shows that the cultural Department's estimate of the 
yield is unquestionably an underestimate; and 

Whereas it is a matter of the first importance to the people of the 
United States that they be supplied with a more accurate estimate of 
this season's cotton crop: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, etc., That Secretary of Agriculture is directed to pro- 
ceed immediately to collect such data as may, in his opinion, be neces- 
sary for a more correct estimate of the season's crop, and to publish 
the same on the 10th day of January, 1906, together with a full and 
complete statement of the method by which the estimate is arrived at 
and of the details of the various reports comprising said estimate. 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $20, is hereby 1 gut ot any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise ap] ropriated, as a special fund to 
defray the expense of collecting and publishing such a revised report. 


Also, the following: 


Whereas there is great dissatisfaction and want of confidence in the 
rts on cotton acreage production by the Department of Agri- 
one aand to the last report, made on December 3, 1904: There- 
€ iculture 1 
paan t ty Ae K 
said last report was made and published, said report to cover all sources 
and kinds of information upon which said report was based. 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Chairman, the first of these resolutions was 
introduced a few days ago into this House by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lovertne], claiming that the Bureau 
estimate of the Department of Agriculture of the amount of 
the cotton crop as of the ist of December, 1905, was an under- 
estimate thereof. 

The last of these resolutions was introduced about a year ago 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON], who claimed 
that the Department's estimate at that time was an overestimate 
of the crop. So that we see that the Department’s estimates 
have been assailed both from the South and from the North. 
They have been assailed on the part of the consumers of cotton 
and likewise on the part of the producers of cotton, and this 
brings before the consideration of this Congress a very impor- 
tant question. 


The cotton crop is the most valuable crop produced in the 
States of the South and one of the most valuable crops produced 
in the United States of America. When you consider its value 
after it has been manufactured, it is the most valuable and im- 
portant of all the crops grown in this country. 

The Department of Agriculture, in pursuance of an act of 
Congress, is required every year, on the ist of December, to 
make an estimate as to the probable yield of the crop for that 
year, and the question that comes home to us, as raised by these 
resolutions, is whether or not that law of Congress should be 
amended or repealed, or whether we should stand upon the law 
as it exists; and this question involves chiefly the fairness and 
accuracy of the work of the Statistical Bureau of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 

Now, I want to say at the outset, when a year ago the De- 
partment’s estimate was made of over 12,000,000 bales of cot- 
ton the price of cotton went down and a great complaint came 
from all over the South. I took the position in the public 
press at that time and on the floor of the House that notwith- 
standing the fact that the price of cotton fell upon the publi- 
cation of that report, I believed it was in the main accurate and 
true, more so than any other report coming from any other 
source, and that I thought the system ought not to be abolished ; 
and when the gentleman from Massachusetts now assails that 
report upon the ground that it is an underestimate I take the 
same position, and I say that, representing in part the people 
of the South and voicing the views of such of its representa- 
tives as I have had the honor to consult, we of the South 
only want the Department of Agriculture to give a fair, hon- 
est, and impartial report upon the conditions of the crop and 
the amount raised, aud when they do that we are satisfied. 
And I believe, Mr. Chairman, that the Department has done 
that very thing last year and this year. 

The basis of the assault upon the estimates of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture is that in the past they have widely missed 
the mark. It has been contended that they made a mistake 
amounting to 10 per cent of the crop of last year. 

It has been contended that they made a mistake of from 5 to 
10 per cent in the previous ten years. 

I desire to put into the Recorp the absolute proof, which shows 
that the Department, instead of missing it from 5 to 10 per 
cent during the last six years, has come within an average of 
seyen-tenths of 1 per cent in its estimates. 

The Census Bureau is charged with the duty of publishing 
the exact amount produced after the crop has been entirely 
ginned. It is also charged with the duty of publishing every 
two weeks the exact amount ginned up to that time, and its 
final report at the end of the season includes every pound of 
cotton ginned in the United States, the substantial accuracy of 
which no man has ever successfully disputed. 

Now, then, the Census Bureau's report shows that for the 
year 1899 the Department of Agriculture on the the ist of De- 
cember of that year had made an underestimate of the crop of 
3.1 per cent;in 1900, that the Department of Agriculture had 
made an overestimate of two-tenths of 1 per cent; that in 1901 
the Department had made an underestimate of five-tenths of 1 
per cent; that in 1902 the Department had made an overesti- 
mate of four-tenths of 1 per cent; that in 1903 the Department 
had made an overestimate of 3.9 per cent; that in 1904 the De- 
partment had made an underestimate of 4.2 per cent. Aver- 
aging up these amounts, we find that during the period of six 
years, including last year, the actual difference between the 
Department’s estimate made on the ist of December and the 
final result as shown by the Census Bureau is that the Depart- 
ment is within seven-tenths of 1 per cent of being correct. It 
has missed the truth, averaging the six years, to the extent of 
only 74,680 bales per annum. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. What is the annual number of 
bales? 

Mr. BOWIE. The average number of bales is about ten and 
one-half millions for the past six years. Now, I insist that for 
all practical purposes the departmental forecast, taking the 
period of six years as a basis, coming within seven-tenths of 
1 per cent of the total—in other words, reducing it to bales, if 
they come within 75,000 bales a year of the true amount of 
cotton—has vindicated not only the honesty of those reports, 
but the substantial accuracy thereof. 

The popular impression that these estimates have been further 
from the result than I have just stated is due to the fact that 
the Department of Agriculture has heretofore based its esti- 
mates upon a bale of one size while the Census Bureau's final 
report has used a bale of a different size, making a true compari- 
son impossible so long as this difference existed. Since bales 
of cotton are of different sizes in different States and different 
seasons, an accurate comparison can never be made so long as 
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the running bale is made the unit. The only true unit is the 
pound, which never fluctuates in either State or season. 
Reducing, therefore. the Department estimate and the final 
census report for each of the past six years to the only true 
unit—the pound—we find the following remarkable result: 
Number of pounds of lint cotton, as estimated by the Department of 


Agriculture and as subsequently reported by the Census Bureau, for 
the years 1899 to 1904, inclusive. 


Bureau. 


us Bureau 


Bureau of Statistics.. 


5,111, 870,000 
Census Bureau 


— 5,091, 641,000 
a20, 229, 000 


a Underestimate by Bureau of Statistics, 3.1 per cent. 
> Overestimate by Bureau of Statistics, 0.2 per cent. 
e Underestimate by Bureau of Statistics, 0.5 per cent. 
¢ Overestimate by Bureau of Statistics, 0.4 per cent. 

¢ Overestimate by Bureau of Statistics, 3.9 per cent. 
f Underestimate by Bureau of Statistics, 4.2 per cent. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it will be noticed from this table which I 
have read that for the years 1900, 1902, and 1903 the Depart- 
ment slightly pyerestimated the crop, and for the years 1899, 
1901, and 1904 they slightly underestimated the crop. 

The largest underestimate of the crop was 4.2 per cent in 
1904; the largest overestimate of the crop was in 1903, of 3.9 
per cent. 

I assert that for the purposes of business, for all practical 
commercial purposes, the estimate which comes within 3 or 4 
per cent, on the Ist of December, is sufficient to enable the 
business of this country to be conducted safely, and to arrive at 
something like a fair valuation of the crop before it leaves 
the producer’s hands. 

Now, I know, Mr. Chairman, that there are some men in the 
South, and also in the North, who think we ought to abolish 
these estimates altogether. And I believe the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Loverrne] has contended that they ought 
to be made in January instead of in December. As far as the 
latter suggestion is concerned, I would state that I would 
prefer to abolish them rather than to have them made in 
January, because they would then be too late for any practical 
purpose. : 

The question that is submitted to us is, Shall we abolish these 
estimates? I insist that we shall not, for this reason: If the 
Department of Agriculture does not do this wofk it will and 
must be done in some other way. It is a business necessity in 
this country that we should have information while the crop 
is being marketed as to its probable amount, in order that the 
business interests of this country can fix a fair price. You 
ean not get along without information upon that subject at 
the time the crop is being marketed. 

Mr. WANGER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Alabama yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BOWIE. I will. 

Mr. WANGER. I understood my friend to refer to the busi- 
ness men of the country fixing the price of cotton. I would 
like to know whether or not the business men of the country, 
in his opinion, have as much to do with the fixing of the price 
of cotton as do the speculators. in that article; whether it is 
not a fact that through speculation—in other words, through 
gambling—great fluctuations occur in the price of cotton which 
are injurious alike to the growers, the manufacturers, and 
that far greater portion of our fellow-citizens, the consumers 
of cotton products? 

Mr. BOWIE. I have not the slightest doubt in the world, 
Mr. Chairman, that the speculation which goes on in the cotton 
exchanges of this country and in the bucket shops of this 
country have had and do have their effect upon the price of 
cotton. But ultimately the law of supply and demand will 
have its effect upon that question. 

Now, if we could abolish by law speculation, or gambling, 
as the gentleman has called it, I have no doubt it would be a 
good thing, and I will be glad to see it done; but I am not 
expecting anything of that sort at this time. I realize that 
that is a condition and not a theory; but it is absolutely true, 
Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding all the speculation that can be 


indulged in, that at last the thing that fixes the prices of cotton 
is the supply and demand. 

And the point of view of the producer is that he wants the 
information as to what the supply is and what the demand is 
before the cotton has gone out of his hands and into the hands 
of the speculator. If he can get the information before he has 
parted with the crop he is in a position to demand the value 
thereof. And if he does not get the information until after he 
has parted with it, he can not get the value of it. 

Now, so far as the census report is concerned, I heartily favor 
the continuance of it. But the Census Bureau deals with only 
one phase of the question. Their current semimonthly reports 
are of inestimable yalue, as is also the final report, but they do 
not undertake an estimate of what the crop will be. They tell 
us what has passed. When they make their final official report 
‘all the cotton will have been sold and will have been out of the 
hands of the producer. The Department of Agriculture, by its 
system, on the other hand, of reporting the condition of the crop 
at various times during the year, and, finally, on the Ist of 
December, by reporting its estimate of the entire crop, gives 
information to the producer and consumer alike, which is of 
great benefit in the fixing of the price before the crop has en- 
tirely left the producer’s hands. 

Now, then, I say that cotton reporting and estimating is 
going to be done. If we abolish the system of making these 
estimates by the Department of Agriculture by act of Congress 
they will be made nevertheless. But who will make them? 
Mr. Theodore Price will make them in the interest of Mr. 
Theodore Price, Mr. Henry M. Neill will make them in the 
interest of the British spinner, and others will make them 
in the interest of the cotton producer. These are all right 
so far as they go from their standpoint and for their pur- 
poses, but we must all admit that if we depend exclusively 
upon them we will have these reports from biased and inter- 
ested parties on one side or the other. The only place ut 
which you can expect an absolutely impartial opinion upon the 
subject, based on a canvass of unquestioned value, is from the 
Government itself, which holds the scales equally between the 
producer and the consumer. Now, I do not wish to be under- 
stood as objecting to all private reports. The legitimate con- 
sumer of cotton has the right to inform himself through every 
possible avenue as to the true condition of affairs before he 
makes his purchases, and the legitimate producer has the right 
to the same information before he makes his sales. And when 
this information is sought and obtained by either party for 
proper business purposes, it is not only valuable in itself, but 
it may often operate as a wholesome check upon the Depart- 
ment. No matter how honest the majority of public officials 
may be, it can do them no harm to feel that the public eye is 
upon them. 

But the difficulty is that the very moment you abolish the 
Government system the old band of hired brigands who have 
been practically put out of business of late will resume their 
nefarious occupations at the old stand, and armed with unlim- 
ited capital and resources will so distort and manipulate the 
facts that producer and consumer alike will be at their mercy. 

Now, I undertake to say—— 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BOWIE. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to have you state in 
this connection about how this information is gathered by the 
Government upon which they base their report. 

Mr. BOWIE. I thank the gentleman for the suggestion. I 
undertake to say that the crop-reporting system of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture is the best reporting system at least in 
America, if not in the world. 

To begin with, they have traveling agents in the employ öf 
the Government who visit every section of the South from the 
time the cotton is put into the ground until it is finally picked 
and ginned. Then they have State agents, who have their cor- 
respondents in every county of the State, from whom they get 
information as to the acreage first, as to the condition of the 
crop next, and their opinion on the ist of December of the 
amount to be made. Then they have county correspondents, 
one man in every county. Then they haye township corre- 
spondents, one man in every township. Then they have bank- 
ers and merchants, and, finally, they have correspondents in the 
ease of individual planters who have been recommended to 
them. : 

They have 80,000 correspondents upon their list, from every 
one of whom they get, first, a report as to the acreage; second, 
a report as to the condition from time to time until November, 
and, finally, an estimate on the Ist of December of the entire 
crop. They get it from every one of these sources. Then 
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they put it in the hands of a statistical board composed of two 
gentlemen from the North and two gentlemen from the South, 
presided over by the Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, who 
consolidate the reports from these different sources and make 
the final estimate. 

The widest fluctuation that the experience of six years has 
eyer shown was last year, and it amounted to only 4.2 per cent, 
and there was ample reason for that, because it was an entirely 
abnormal season and the crop continued to fruit and produce 
for weeks longer than had ever been known in its history. 

And, Mr. Chairman, I assert that the facts above shown are 
in themselyes the highest possible vindication of the integrity, 
the fairness, and the impartiality of those eighty thousand cor- 
respondents, practically all of whom are Southern, to the manor 
born, who as a labor of love, without money and without price, 
have given to the Department and thus to the world the truth 
that makes us free from the false reports of speculators and 
manipulators. 

Now, it has been popularly supposed that there was an error 
last year of 9.5 per cent. That supposition is based upon 
this mistake: The Department last year in estimating the 
number of bales based it upon what they thought would be the 
average size of the bale, about 507 pounds net weight. The 
Census Bureau, by which it has been subsequently checked, 
made their estimate upon a basis of 500 pounds gross weight. 
Consequently when you spread this difference over 13,000,000 
or 14,000,000 bales you have a great number of bales. That 
mistake was not discovered and corrected until recently, and I 
will put into my remarks at this time a statement which was 
made a few days ago by the Secretary of Agriculture, in which 
he corrects the discrepancy between the size of the bales. He 
reduces it to a question of pounds, and shows the true difference 
last year was only 4.2 per cent. The same error was made for 
the preceding five years. 

Now, shall we leave the business of making these estimates, 
which affects over $2,000,000,000 worth of property annually, 
because the value of the cotton in the raw state is at least 
$600,000,000 and fourteen or fifteen hundred millions more in 
the manufactured state—— 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. If the gentleman will 
permit me, I frequently have letters on the subject, as I sup- 
pose every Member from the South has, and I received a letter 
to-day protesting against the change in the estimate of the 
Secretary of Agriculture from the 500 pounds net to the 500 
pounds gross. Is that the 507 pounds that the gentleman just 
spoke of? 

Mr. BOWIE. There was never a 500-pound net bale. The 
estimate made by the Department last year was on the basis 
of 507 pounds net. I think it was exactly 506 pounds and a 
fraction, but close to 507 pounds. The Department changed 
this year for a very good reason. This is fully explained in 
the paper which I will insert as a part of my remarks or have 
read, if any gentleman desires it. The record will show, for 
instance, in the year 1904, that in North Carolina the average 
bale weighed 469 pounds; in Florida it weighed 451 pounds; 
in Arkansas, 516; in Mississippi, 521 pounds, and so on down 
the line, varying in all the States. And this variation also 
applies to all the seasons. In other words, there is no such 
thing as uniformity in the ordinary commercial bale of cotton. 

I now send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read the 
statement of the Secretary of Agriculture, which fully explains 
the whole matter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


THE NECESSITY FOR UNIFORMITY OF EXPRESSION IN ESTIMATES AND 
REPORTS RELATING TO COTTON MADE BY DIFFERENT BUREAUS OF THE 
GOVERN MENT. 


It will be recalled that in December of last year the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics of the Department of Agriculture made a preliminary estimate of 
the production of cotton for the season 1904—5 of 12,163, bales, and 
that subsequently the Bureau of the Census issued reports showing the 
total production to have been 13,438,000 bales, both amounts being ex- 
clusive of linters. This showed an apparent discrepancy of 9.5 per cent, 
the estimate of the Bureau of Statistics of the Department of Agricul- 
ture bein: superent that much too small, as shown by the a facts 
disclosed by the census reports later on. 

This discrepancy, o the extent indicated, did not actually exist. It 
was largely due to the fact that the Census Bureau exp the pro- 
duction of the year in question in bales of 500 pounds gross weight, or 
478 pornas net weight, as far as square bales were concerned, such bales 
constituting 98.3 per cent of the crop. For the purposes of this com 
parison the entire crop will be considered as having been in square bales, 
as the . small amount in round bales and in bales of sen- 
island cotton would not appreciably affect the results intended to be 
shown. The estimate of the Bureau of Statistics was expressed as in 
“net” weight bales, which an examination of the figures used by the 
former Statistician of the Bureau, Mr. Hyde, shows to have been esti- 
mated at 506.2 pounds. If Mr. Hyde had employed the same basis as 
that emplo by the Census Bureau in reducing his estimate of the 
pounds of lint cotton produced to bales—i. e., had he given the figures 
representing production in bales of a gross weight of 500 pounds each, 


or a net weight of 478 pounds each—his estimate would have shown 
12,881,000 bales as having been 3 instead of 12,163,000, th 
between his p estimate the 


making the 3 
figures of the Census Bureau only a trifle over 


per cent. 
Had Mr. Hyde made known in December of last year the basis upon 
which he redicated his estimate of 12,163,000 bales—that had he 


1 actual pounds of lint estimated as produced, exclusive of 
inters—the same placed in comparison with the actual number of net 
pounds produced, as shown by the Bureau of the Census, would have 
shown a divergence in his estimate of only 4.2 per cent, as may readily 
be seen by an examination of the following figures. 

The final report of the Census Bureau indicated a total production 
for the season of 1904-5 of 6,426,698.000 pounds. The estimate of the 
Bureau of Statistics was 6,157,064,000 pounds, both figures being given 
in round numbers, exclusive of linters. The difference between the estil- 
mate of the Bureau of Statistics and the report of the Bureau of the 
Census was 269,634,000 pounds, a discrepancy of a trifle over 4 per cent. 

It must be plain to anyone from the foregoing that had the Census 
Bureau and the Bureau of Statistics used the same basis in reporting 
and estimating the number of bales produced the estimate of the Bureau 
of Statistics would not have been considered as seriously out of the 


way. 

The figures given above emphasize the necessity of uniformity in 
methods of statistical expression as between different bureaus of the 
Government; and it was for this reason that the Bureau of Statistics 
of the Department of Agriculture decided, in making the estimate on 
December 4 of the probable yield of cotton this season, to express the 
same in bales of the same size as the bales reported by the Census 
Bureau, thus establishing uniformity and enabling a ready comparison of 
the figures emanating from the two bureaus. 

There bas been some criticism of the Bureau of Statistics because of 
its departure this year from its vious custom of reporting the num- 
ber of net-weight bales and in using the gross-weight bale instead ; but 
it is thought the above statement will be sufficient to make it plain to 
anyone that the step was taken properly and that any other method 
would be likely to lead to the same confusion and misunderstanding that 
has existed regarding reports made in previous years. 

Mr. BOWIE. In further explanation of this point I insert an 
item recently clipped from the columns of the New York Com- 
mercial, as follows: é 

The weighers’ reports of the cotton received here this season show 
that it takes at least 110 bales to show 50,000 pounds. 

This means an average gross weight of the season for cotton 
received in New York, counting bagging and ties, of 4544 pounds 
per bale. If we applied the Department basis of last year, this 
50,000 pounds of cotton would only have produced 94} bales, a 
difference of 16 per cent in the relative weight of the bales. 

A bale of cotton as it comes pressed from the gin varies in 
every State, in every county, and in every season. Therefore, 
when we make our comparisons with the past, with bales of cot- 
ton which varied in every State and in every county and with 
every season, we have a comparison that is not only valueless, 
but positively misleading. Consequently, when the Department 
of Agriculture was called upon to defend its reports, as it was 
when checked by the Census Bureau, it had to meet the proposi- 
tion that the Census Bureau had put the bale of cotton at a 
fixed amount of 500 pounds gross weight and the Department of 
Agriculture had put it at a fixed amount of 507 pounds net. 

Mr. LOVERING. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BOWIE. Certainly. 

Mr. LOVERING. How does the gentleman explain the dis- 
crepancy between the ginners’ report, issued two hours and a 
half ago, and the estimate of the Bureau as of the Ist day of 
December? There was a difference in the report of the Census 
Bureau a fortnight ago of 22,000 bales more reported to have 
been already ginned than the Bureau estimated would be ginned 
during the entire season. 

Mr. BOWIE. In certain States, 

Mr. LOVEIANG. That 22,000 bales has grown by the report 
to-day to more than 183,000 bales in excess of what the Bureau 
estimates will be ginned during the entire season. 

Mr. BOWIE. I thank the gentleman for his question. There 
are two answers to it. In the first place, he has selected only 
four States out of fourteen, and it is well known that, it being 
an estimate entirely, you can not expect that it shall be abso- 
lutely correct in every State. It is sufficient for the purposes 
of the business of the world that the aggregate of all the States 
shall approximate the truth and shall be honestly reported. 

Mr. LOVERING. Why can not you expect it to be correct? 

Mr. BOWIE. The gentleman has singled out certain States, 
The gentleman omits to state that in each of the States he has 
singled out a bale of cotton as it comes from the gin is less than 
500 pounds, whereas the Department has made its estimate on 
a 500-pound bale basis. 

Mr. LOVERING. I will say that the State of Georgia, where 
there is the largest discrepancy, has bales averaging fully 500 
pounds. 

Mr. BOWIE. Not at all. Upon the contrary, the average 
last year, which was the largest in the history of the cotton 
crop, was only 480 pounds in the State of Georgia. In the 
State of North Carolina, where the next largest discrepancy 
takes place, the average last year, when the bales were the 
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heaviest that they had ever been in the history of that State, 
was only 469 pounds. 

Mr. LOVERING. Allowing every latitude possible, there is 
no explanation of the 183,000 bales discrepancy. 

Mr. BOWIE. If the gentleman will reduce his census bales 
to the size that they actually are, there has not been as much 
ginned in those States as the Department of Agriculture esti- 
mated there would be. There was a statement made only on 
yesterday, in the hearing of the gentleman, that one man had 
300 bales of cotton in one warehouse in North Carolina the 
average weight of which was only 428 pounds, and the average 
for the State is only 450 pounds or less. 

Mr. BURLESON. I will state in reply to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, if the gentleman will permit me, that if you will 
reduce the running bales of the Agricultural Department to 
the 500-pound gross weight bales of the Census Bureau there 
will be absolutely no discrepancy between the Agricultural De- 
partment estimates and the last report that has just been issued 
by the Census Bureau; on the contrary, that this last report 
issued by the Census Bureau is a verification of the estimate 
made by the Agricultural Department instead of a refutation 
or contradiction of it. 

Mr. BOWIE. Yes; the gentleman from Texas is absolutely 
correct. I hold in my hand the report to which the gentleman 
refers, made TR hours ago by the Census Bureau. That re- 
port shows that the percentage of the total crop ginned up to 
December 13, 1904, was 89 per cent. It is admitted by every 
person who has informed himself on the subject that the high 
price of cotton prevailing this year and the early season has 
brought the cotton to the market earlier than it has ever come 
in the history of the crop. But take the basis of 89 per cent, 
the same basis they had last year, and the crop as shown by 
the census report will come within 100,000 bales of the Depart- 
ment estimate. 

Mr. LEVER. If the gentleman will pardon me, is it not 
always the case that in the era of high prices the bales are 
light in weight? 

Mr. BOWIE. The bales are lighter on account of high prices 
and on account of the fact that seed cotton varies in lint pro- 
duction from year to year; that is the universal experience. 
This year the seed cotton produces less lint than it did last 
year. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I started to say a while ago, we are 
up against this proposition: Shall we depend for our informa- 
tion in regard to this great product upon the work of private 
agencies, one side of which is gotten up for the purpose of 
reducing the price and the other side of which is gotten up for 
the purpose of increasing the price, or shall we take an im- 

_ partial source that will hold the scales equal and just between 
the producer and the consumer? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield 
to the gentleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. BOWIE. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, in that 
connection, and merely for the purpose of emphasizing what the 
gentleman from Alabama has so well said, I wish to say that 
at a number of farmers’ meetings this year in North Carolina 
in my own district I have asked that question, whether the 
farmers would prefer to take the Government report rather 
than rely upon the report of the speculators, and uniformly in 
these farmers’ meetings I was told that the farmers desired 
a continuance of these reports. 

Mr. BOWIE. That is my information with this exception, 
that you will find many men buying cotton in the South who 
are just as much bears as if they were buying in New England, 
and when men in the South try to buy cotton they are just as 
eager to buy it cheap as they are in New England. 

` Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Of course our people in 
North Carolina and the South want accurate reports. 

Mr. BOWIE. Oh, yes; absolutely. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. That goes without saying, 
but at the same time I understand from them that they prefer 
to continue the Government reports rather than to take the 
reports of the speculntors. 

Mr. BOWIE. I have not a doubt of it. I have no doubt if 
you put it to a vote to-morrow that these people who have to 
go up against the reports from private speculators, although 
they lost 2 or 2) cents a pound by a break of prices produced 
by the December, 1904, estimate of cotton, that nine-tenths 

would vote in favor of a continuance of these reports, because 
| they believe that events haye fully justified and vindicated 
their accuracy and fairness in the past 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I am aware of the fact that there have 
been complaints justly made of certain officials of the statis- 
tical department of the Government. I shall not undertake, in 
the course of these remarks, to speak on a subject that is 
pending in the criminal courts. I am heartily in favor of 
anything that will send the men who have acted fraudulently 
in that Bureau to the penitentiary. Thére has been evidence— 
at least in one case, and perhaps in others—that there has been 
fraud shown, especially with respect to the acreage reports 
made in the spring of the year. There may have been other 
cases just as criminal which have been undiscovered. I hope 
justice will be meted out to those who are guilty, and I hope 
the law will prove sufficient, and if it does not prove sufficient, 
I am in favor of making it so, so as to cover all future cases. 
And I wish here to state that the Southern Cotton Association, 
through its officials, performed a notable public service in the 
part they took in their discovery and exposure. But, not- 
withstanding the fact that fraud was proven in that case, I 
assert that the past estimates of the Bureau are fully and amply 
sustained by evidence that is not open to contradiction. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that the head of the great Department 
of Agriculture is a man as pure, upright, and as honest as this 
country contains within its length and breadth, [Applause.] As 
far as I am concerned, I believe that no man in America would be 
quicker to frown upon fraud practiced within his Department 
than would he. If fraud has entered into it in the past, or 
should enter into it in the future, I haven’t the slightest doubt 
that upon getting evidence of that fact he would act, and act 
promptly, upon it. I do not expect that we should have abso- 
lute honesty in that Department any more than in any other. 
All I say is that we have in the Department of Agriculture 
facilities for getting a crop report and condition reports that 
do not exist anywhere else in this country, that we have 
in that Department the disposition to report it impartially 
and fairly, and to hold the scales equally between all con- 
cerned, and I believe, Mr. Chairman, that it would be a 
great injury to the producer of cotton and a great injury to the 
consumer of cotton if we take out of the hands of an impartial 
and disinterested board the doing of work of this character and 
put it into the hands of private agencies, no matter what those 
private agencies are or who they may be. 

Mr. Chairman, before closing my remarks it would no doubt 
be proper for me to say, for it has already been given to the 
press and published broadcast in the country, that this resolu- 
tion was unanimously laid upon the table after a full hearing on 
both sides before the House Committee on Agriculture, which bad 
before it the Lovering resolution, which I had read at the open- 
ing of my remarks, at which Mr. Lovertne spoke in its behalf, 
and at which the opposition to its adoption was ably represented 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON], the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Wess], the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BURLESON], and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ApAMSs], speaking alike for the producer and the consumer. 

I have spoken upon the subject merely because I thought it 
was due to the country, and particularly to my section of the 
country, that the facts which have been so much perverted and 
obscured in the past by misleading statements and comparisons 
should be known and given the fullest possible circulation. 

I believe that the final report of the Census Bureau for this 
year will fully vindicate the substantial accuracy and the abso- 
lute integrity of the Department's estimate made on December 1. 

I know that the experience of the past six years has fully 
warranted and vindicated the public confidence, unmistakably 
shown by the course of the market upon these reports. I do 
not believe there is or ever was any necessary for the adop- 
tion of such a resolution as this, and I am glad to know 
that in that belief I am supported by the unanimous opinion of 
the House Committee on Agriculture, which has given this ques- 
tion most careful study and consideration. 

It has only been within the last few years that the price of 
cotton has reached a point which would give a fair profit to its 
producers. 

For each of the years 1903, 1904, and 1905 its value has ex- 
ceeded $600,000,000. 

Though the crop of this year is shorter than the crop of last 
year by more than 3,000,000 bales, it is likely that by one of the 
contradictions of trade its value will be greater by many mil- 
lions of dollars. 

I should not be surprised to see—if not this year, certainly 
within the near future—the total value of the cotton crop in the 
producers’ hands exceed $700,000,000. It was only seven or 
eight years ago that the value was less than $300,000,000. I 
here insert a tabular statement showing the annual increase in 
value since 1898. 
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What this difference means to the people of the South can not 
be told in speech nor described in words. 

What is it that has enabled the people of the South within the 
past five or six years to attain a degree of prosperity never 
enjoyed since 1860? 

I assert, first, that the Department of Agriculture has done 
its full share in that splendid work. Aye, sir, I assert that the 
Bureau of Statistics of that Department has performed a great 
service in that regard. 

This is not the time nor the place for me to review the great 
work that the Department of Agriculture has done and is doing, 
not only for the people of the United States in general, but for 
the people of my section in particular; but this I do assert, that 
no single agency of the Government has contributed so much to 
our prosperity and happiness. 

But, Mr. Chairman, as much as the Department of Agricul- 
ture has undoubtedly been able to do, and frank as I am to 
give due credit for all that it has done, I assert that the present 
prosperity of the people of the South and the great victory 
which they have won from those who in the past have been able 
successfully to crush down the value of their greatest staple 
and to pauperize the men in its production is due in the largest 
measure to the work of their own hands, to the spirit of unity 
of purpose which has actuated them under trying conditions. 

There were those who thought that the December, 1904, esti- 
mate of the Department of Agriculture was a great curse to 
our people. It unquestionably did have a depressing tempo- 
rary effect upon the price of cotton, but I assert that it caused 
the greatest blessing ever conferred upon our people! It brought 
them face to face with a great danger, and when they saw the 
danger in its full extent they acted! 

In the convention held in New Orleans in January, 1905, there 
were thousands of delegates from every State in the South, 
composed of bankers, lawyers, merchants, and farmers, banded 
together as one unit to hold, to preserve, protect, and to save 
from destruction the great staple upon which our people so 
much depend! 

That convention recommended, first, that the unsold cotton 
should be kept off the market until the price went to 10 cents a 
pound, and, second, that the acreage for the ensuing year be 
reduced 25 per cent. 

The recommendations were laughed at by Mr. Theodore Price 
and others, who still insisted that cotton would go to 5 cents 
per pound, but in thirty days Mr. Price was on the verge of 
bankruptcy, and he has admitted that he would have failed if 
he had not seen the handwriting on the wall and reversed his 
position. In less than two months’ time cotton had increased 
in value at least $10 per bale. In five months’ time it was sell- 
ing at between 10 and 11 cents per pound, or an increase of from 
$20 to $25 a bale. It has sold recently in the South at 12 cents 
per pound on the wagon. 

The men who had faith in the movement, who stood by it, 
saw it vindicated! I do not believe they have so soon forgotten 
the lesson which they learned last year. 

All that they need to protect the price on the staple in the 
future is to act as they did a year ago—to stand together, each 
for all and all for each—determined that there shall be fair 
play dealt out to the men who actually grow the cotton, instead 
of giving all of its profits to the band of speculators “ who toil 
not, neither do they spin,” but whose actions and whose iniqui- 
ties make them fit companions in infamy with the other kings 
of frenzied finance and the insurance magnates now sojourn- 
ing in foreign lands, “who have left their country for their 
country’s good.” 

It has been charged that the Southern Cotton Association, 
which, acting through Mr. Harvie Jordan, its president, has 
recommended that the balance of the crop now remaining in 
the producers’ hands be taken from the market and held until 
the price equals 15 cents a pound, is unwise and likely to do 
permanent injury to the cotton planters of the South as well as 
to the consumers of cotton. I assert that this is a mistaken 
view. In the first place, it matters little whether Mr. Harvie 
Jordan or Mr. Anybody-else should advise the farmers not to 
sell until the price reaches 15 cents per pound. They may take 
the advice or they may not take it. It may have been wise or 


it may not have been wise for Mr. Jordan to give it, but the 
fact is, Mr. Chairman, that all the powers of speculation com- 
bined can not prevent cotton from greatly increasing in value 
before the summer is over, and Mr. Jordan is simply giving the 
planters of the South the advice to sell their cotton for the 
highest price which they can get for it ,and with this position 
we all do, and ought, to sympathize. 

To all appearances the crop for the year 1905 will be three 
and one-half million bales less than the crop of 1904. Not a 
single disinterested estimate places the reduction at less than 
3,000,000 bales. The takings by spinners this year exceed the 
takings last year, notwithstanding the enormous difference in 
price, by more than a quarter of a million bales. Assuming the 
reduction of the crop to be only 3,000,000 bales, the spinners of 
the world are face to face with the fact that for the remainder 
of the year they will have at least three and one-quarter, if 
not three and one-half, million bales less to go on than they had 
a year ago, with this difference, of course there was about a 
million bales more brought forward into the year 1905 than in 
the year 1904. Allowing for that difference, there is still an 
absolute shortage of over 2,000,000 bales as compared with 
the conditions of last year. Against this shortage, on the 
other hand, we have 5,000,000 new spindles erected during the 
year and an increasing market throughout the world, a more 
general diffusion of prosperity, and therefore of purchasing 
power, than ever known before, and peace in the Orient. Under 
conditions far less favorable the price of cotton went to 17 
cents per pound two years ago, and to my mind 15 cents per 
pound this year is not an unreasonable expectation. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is asserted that this price is too high 
for cotton and that the spinners cin not make a profit on it at 
that figure. The answer to this is very simple; a difference 
of 2 or 3 cents in a pound of cotton can not be found in a 
shirt or a handkerchief or other articles of personal apparel. 
All that the manufacturer has to do is to correspondingly raise 
the-price of his goods, and this he undoubtedly will do, as he 
has invariably done in the past. It will never be felt by the 
consumer when it reaches him. 

The price of wool is 30 cents a pound, and upon any fair 
comparison of actual values there is no such difference intrin- 
sically as the market has shown between these two products. 

I believe we have reached the point at which the world de- 
mands and is willing to pay and can afford to pay a higher 
price for cotton than it has in the past. 

Of course by planting for an excessive crop during the coming 
year and forgetting the lesson so recently learned it is within 
the power of the producers of cotton “ to kill the goose that lays 
the golden egg” and reduce the price of their own product by 
their own action to a starvation point again. But I don't be- 
lieve, Mr. Chairman, that they will do it. The propaganda has 
already been started which, I believe, will be successful in 
holding the acreage down to the same point that it was last 
year. 

The likelihood is, through better farming methods and through 
the probability of a better crop yield, for it could scarcely be 
worse, the cotton actually raised, without any increase of acre- 
age, will be a million more bales next year than this one. I 
should not regard this as a calamity. Upon the contrary, I be- 
lieve the world now needs and is willing to pay for twelve and 
one-half million bales of cotton annually. It will not be many 
years before it will need and will be willing to pay a fair price 
for 15,000,000 bales of cotton. 

The people of the South will be able to produce all the cotton 
needed for the world’s consumption, not through the mistaken 
medium of an increase of acreage, but through the far wiser 
and more economical plan of better agricultural methods, which 
will produce a greater yield of lint per acre. 

In this direction lies the future hope of prosperity in the 
South, as well as the keeping of the supply of cotton approxi- 
mately equal to the demand—but for my part I want the demand 
to always keep just a little in excess of the supply! 

Just as the farmers of the West have doubled the yield of 
corn per acre by better and more scientific methods, so do I 
believe the farmers of the South will increase the yield of 
their cotton per acre, and thereby decrease its cost by the study 
and application of more improved methods of culture, by a wiser 
system of seed selection, and a more general diversification of 
crops, and at the same time demand and receive a fair reward 
for their labor. [Applause.] 

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Chairman, I am unwilling that the 
speech of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Bowie] should go 
unchallenged or that the statements he furnished in his attack 
upon my resolution should go out unaccompanied by statements 
from me in refutation thereof, as I said before the Committee 
on Agriculture that in introducing this resolution to revise the 
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estimates I disclaim absolutely any purpose to question the in- 
tegrity of the Secretary of Agriculture or of anyone in his De- 
partment. No, nor to question their ability nor impugn their 
motives. 

I do not believe there is a more honest or efficient officer in 
the service of the Government than the present Secretary, and 
were he to resign I do not know where the Government would find 
as good a man to fill the place. Having said this, I am entirely 
justified in questioning the methods employed in making the re- 
cent cotton-crop estimate of December 4 and the propriety, from 
every business standpoint, of making it at that date. Further- 
more, I am justified in asking whether the agents employed in 
the cotton States are entirely free from the influences surround- 
ing them, which are well known to be in the interest of under- 
estimating the crop. As a cotton spinner and in the interest of 
cotton spinners, I am anxious that all of the figures and esti- 
mates given out to the public shall be as nearly exact as is pos- 
sible and as free from guessing as may be. 

And therefore, to begin with, I think the Bureau estimate 
should never be made earlier than January 1 of each year. It is 
nearer the end of the ginning season, and the data available at 
that time is more reliable and exact than on December 1. 

Then, too, I think the Bureau report should be made with 
some reference to the ginning reports, which by January 1 will 
have been so frequent and so full as to be an indisputable indi- 
eator of the crop. Now I am told that such census reports are 
not taken into account in making the Bureau estimates. 

As I understand it, the procedure of the Bureau is to ascertain, 
first, the number of acres under cultivation; second, the aban- 
doned acreage; third, the net acreage; fourth, the number of 
pounds per acre of seed cotton in each State; fifth, the percentage 
of lint per hundred pounds of seed cotton; and, sixth, having ar- 
rived at the pounds of lint per acre, multiply this by the acres 
in each State and divide by 478, net lint to bales of 500 gross. 

Now, this may all be very well, but of these six factors the last 
only is a known quantity. All the rest are guesses, or an aver- 
age of guesses, possessing all the elements of uncertainty and 
subject to the whims and environments of the agents located in 
many thousand places—I am told 80,000. 

But allowing them all to be conscientious and impartial men, 
I maintain that they could furnish more accurate reports on 
January 1 than on December 1. I do not believe they would 
deny this themselves, and if they are conscientious I believe they 
would modify in January the statements or returns they sent 
out in December. 

It is for this reason that I have introduced and am pressing 
this resoiution. A wrong has been done and it should be righted. 

The Bureau should have the right, in the light of the census 
reports, to revise its final estimate of the season, and that, too, 
before the final ginners’ report and the final commercial esti- 
mate shall be determined. 

Now, perhaps some one will ask my reasons for doubting the 
last estimate of the Department of Agriculture. Although it is 
a matter of common knowledge, I desire to emphasize some of 
the reasons for taking this action. f 
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By the ist of December these four States had ginned 22,000 
bales in excess of the Bureau estimate. The ginners’ report 
issued the 20th shows the excess to have grown to 183,341 bales. 


TI. 


As explained by Secretary Wilson, the delay in issuing the 
Bureau estimate on December 4 this year was caused by wide 
divergence in the reports sent in as to the yield per acre. 

In the opinion of all unbiased and conservative observers of 
the cotton situation, the condition figures published by the Goy- 
ernment in September, October, and November were fairly ac- 
curate and represented the relative improvement experienced 
by the crop, thanks to the splendid fall. The October condi- 
tions figure for Texas was exactly the same as a year ago, and 
other States showed a slight reduction only. In the absence 
of detail-yield figures, the following calculation has been made 
on the actual yield for 1904 and the estimate yield for 1905. 


These figures are based on the entire acreage estimated by the 
Department of Agriculture, no allowance having been made for 
abandonment, as no detailed figures are available. In con- 
junction with these figures the October condition for the va- 
rious States is given this year and last year. 


In the light of the October condition figures, the yield figures 
are mostly quite incongruous and appear to have been fixed 


in an absolutely arbitrary spirit. Arkansas had a poor yield 
last year, owing to floods in the spring, and it is hardly con- 
ceivable that with a condition figure only 64 per cent lower 
there should have been a decrease in yield of 16 per cent. Simi- 
lar objection may be made to the yield figures for the other 
Gulf States, Louisiana, Mississippi, and Texas. In the case of 
Georgia, North Carolina, and Oklahoma the proportion be- 
tween condition figures and yield is well maintained; but, 
strange to say, just in those States the Agricultural Bureau is 
already shown to have considerably underestimated. More 
glaring still is the case of South Carolina. The condition is 
about 10 per cent lower than last year, but the yield accord- 
ing to Government figures is higher. The probability is that 
the acreage figures underlying the calculation of the Govern- 
ment are absolutely wrong. Yield figures on a wrong acreage 
are worse than useless, and the Government ought to abandon 
the acreage figures and estimate the yield, with the assistance 
of the census figures, of cotton ginned to the latest available 
date. 
III. 


To December 13 this year a quantity of at least 9,200,000 
bales will have been ginned. In the Gulf States and north 
Texas ginning is still proceeding on a heavy scale, and the daily 
quantity ginned between November 14 and December 13 will 
this year have been about 68,000 bales, as compared with 
87,000 bales last year and 68,000 bales in 1903 for the same 
period. This would prove that there is no exhaustion, and, 
as in former years, the least quantity ginned after December 
13 has been 1,300,000 in the small crop year 1903-4, hardly 
less can be expected this year. It is much more likely that a 
far greater quantity remains to be ginned than in 1903 or in 
1902 by reason of the lateness of the crop in the most prolific 
States. 

IV. 


The tendency of the Department of Agriculture has generally 
been to underestimate the size of the crop, to the great detriment 
of the consumer. During the past five years the underestimate 
has averaged 632,400 bales, or 5.6 per cent; during the past 
ten years the underestimate reached 778,400, or 7.6 per cent. 
Below is a table giving the Government estimates and the com- 
mercial crops, as determined by the Financial Chronicle: 


By etre es ee Ee ae pS Teh Soy 6,375,000 7,147,000 10.8 
1896-7. 8, 250,000 8,706, 000 5.8 
1897-8. 9,600,000 11. 216,000 14.4 
1898-9 10,000.000 | 11,256,000 11.2 
1899-1900. 8,900,000 9,422,000 5.5 
1900-1 10,100,000 | 10,839,000 2.6 
1901-2... 9,674,000 | 10,701,000 9.6 
1902-3. 10,417,000 10, 758, 00 3.1 
1903-4. 9,982,000 | 10,123,000 1.6 
1904-5 13,557, 000 10.1 


While the commercial crop, as counted by the New Orleans 
and New York Cotton Exchanges and the Financial Chronicle, 
includes such linters as may have been produced and shipped 
out of each year’s crop, it does not, on the other hand, include 
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the cotton which is held in farmers’ hands at the end of each 
season and which fully offsets the linter production. 

In regard to the claim that the light weight of the bales in 
the States of North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and 
Oklahoma offsets the excess of cotton shown to have been al- 
ready ginned in these States, as compared with the Department 
of Agriculture’s estimate of the total crop, I quote the following 
telegram from New Orleans, published in the New York Journal 
of Commeree of December 6: 

Secretary Hester makes the actual average weight of 4,252,543 bales of 
cotton crop, embracing port receipts and overland for three months, from 
September to November, inclusive, 519.10 against 523.23 pounds r 
bale last year, a decease of 4.13. tailed averages are Texas, 534.56; 
Louisiana, 522.16; Alabama, etc., 530; Georgia, 508; South Carolina, 
500; North Carolina, 501.95; Virginia, 496; Tennessee, etc., including 
Memphis, St. Louis, and overland, 523.82. 

From the above it will be noticed that this official statement 
of the New Orleans Cotton Exchange indicates that in no State 
except Virginia is the average weight of the bales less than 500 
pounds gross, 

Converting yesterday’s report of the United States Census 
of the quantity of cotton ginned up to the 13th of December on 
the basis of the average weight of this year's bales, as reported 
by the New Orleans Cotton Exchange, it is found that there had 
been ginned up to the 13th of December in the equivalent of 
bales of 500 pounds gross 9,647,000. As the estimate of the 
Agricultural Department is, by its own statement, in bales of 
an average weight of 500 pounds gross, or 478 pounds net, it is 
made more evident than previously that the estimate of the 
Department of Agriculture is an underestimate and has already 
been substantially exceeded by the amount of cotton ginned up 
to the 13th of December in the States of North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Georgia, and Oklahoma, and has been closely 
aproximated by the amount of cotton ginned to the 13th of 
December in Texas and Alabama. 

This makes it evident that the claim that the light weight of 
bales in the Carolinas, Georgia, and Oklahoma offsets the dis- 
parity between the ginning returns and the figures of the 
Agricultural Department is unwarranted. 

The details of yesterday’s ginners’ report in bales of actual 
weight, 2 round bales being counted as 1 square bale, the equiva- 
lent of these returns in bales of 500 pounds gross, and the esti- 
mate of the Agricultural Department, by States, is as follows, 
thousands omitted : 


Totalginned) A 


erage 

to nit 13, weight as | Totalequiv-| cultural 

State. bales? 0890 ew Or- alent in 500. Depart- 
ual t0 1 leans Cotton pound bales.| ment, bales 

. Exchange. of 500 
ay 5 pounds 
gross. 
1,12 530 1,200 1, 267 
fol Blk 3 7 
1, 621 508 1,647 1,564 
279 519.1 287 325 
415 522. 16 442 555 
949 519.1 985 1,213 
„ Mo 27 2 
1,043 500 1,043 985 
519.1 235 B36 
2,173 534. 2,325 2,383 
5 2 iB 15 
9,282 4 519.1 9,647 10, 168 
a Average. 


In the opinion of all close observers the underestimate this 
year is near the average of the last ten years, the growth being 
likely to reach 10,900,000 to 11,000,000 bales. This underesti- 
mate by the Government practically sanctions the exorbitant 
demands made by southern farmers and holders and causes 
very serious loss to the spinning and manufacturing industry of 
this country. It is a well-known fact that the South always 
underestimates the size of the cotton crop, and the Goyernment 
ought, in the interest of the cotton-textile trade, to try to arrive 
at an uupartial estimate. The former Statistician of the De- 
partment of Agriculture, Mr. John Hyde, is reported by the 
Manchester Guardian, Tuesday, December 5, 1905, to have said 
that— 

There is not the slightest doubt that the correspondents of the De- 
partment have combined to mislead it, and that the actual crop will 
prove to be not far from 11,000,000 les. The Department's corre- 
spondents always underestimate the crop, and this year the enormous 
influence of the Southern Cotton Association has been brought to bear 


upon them with the object of inducing them deliberately to misrepre- 
sent the actual condition. 


Although now in an unofficial capacity, Mr. Hyde is no doubt 
in the best position to appreciate and weigh the reports of the 
southern correspondents at their exact value. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to be perfectly fair in this 
matter. It is obvious that if an underestimate of the crop is 
made, which is very serious, it is to the disadvantage of con- 
sumers of cotton. It is obvious that if an overestimate is made 
it is a disadvantage to the planter. Now, what has happened? 
These estimates have been made, and it has been shown that 
the average is over 758,000 bales underestimated during the 
last ten years, and it is but fair to assume that the proportion 
has not been much disturbed during this last year. 

Now, what is the effect? Of course the effect of a “ bullish” 
report on the cotton crop would be to put down the price of 
cotton, or if a “bearish” report on the cotton crop it would 
put up the price of cotton. 

I do not claim to be any less human than anybody else. I 
am a cotton manufacturer, and represent cotton spinners, and I 
know that the profit to the cotton manufacturer nowadays is 
exceedingly small; and I say that 12 cents a pound for cotton 
seems to the spinner an unreasonable and fanciful price, and is 
as bad for him as 5 cents a pound is for the planter. Fifteen 
cents per pound is a famine price, and would have tke same 
effect it did when it was 15 cents under what was known as 
the “ Sully boom,” when 25 per cent of all the spindles in the 
country were stopped. 

Mr. BOWIE. But they took all the cotton they could get at 
5 cents. . 

Mr. LOVERING. They are not fools. They will take all 
they can get at the lowest price and the farmers will get all 
they can. Do not forget that. 

Now, here is the farmer making from 100 to 150 per cent upon 
an article, while the manufacturer is fortunate if he makes 4 or 
5 per cent, and many times he makes much less. The wage 
scale in Fall River is influenced by the difference in the price of 
a print cloth and the price of cotton. As the price of cotton 
goes up the difference narrows. The wage-earner is paid there 
a percentage in surplus wages of the difference between the two. 

The other day when the Bureau estimate came out cotton 
jumped four or five dollars a bale. 

What was the effect? It wiped out the entire difference there 
was, so that the week before 6 per cent could have been added 
to the wages of the employees, but as it turned out there was 
nothing for them. That is the way it affects the operative. 

For that reason I want to see such estimate as shall keep the 
thing on a fair level. Twelve and one-half cents is a prohibitive 
price for cotton. Fifteen cents is a famine price for cotton, and 
it would stop spinning. 

Mr. BURLESON. And 5 cents is a ruinous price. 

Mr. LOVERING. Yes; 5 cents is a ruinous price for every- 
body. Cotton is to a man’s back what food is to his stomach. 
It is a prime necessity of life. It ought not to be kept at an 
abnormally high figure. It only can be kept there by manipula- 
tion and combination and collusion, which are as repugnant to 
the Sherman antitrust act as is the keeping of beef at an abnor- 
mally high figure. It is just the same. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I will address myself di- 
rectly to the issue. I feel quite sure that my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts has dealt with this matter with the utmost candor 
and sincerity. It is gratifying to us all that he bears witness 
to the integrity of our Secretary of Agriculture, and that he 
continues to testify to his confidence in the honesty and ability 
of the gentlemen who make up the statistical estimates of the 
cotton crop in the Department of Agriculture. I deplore, how- 
ever, the fact that the gentleman from Massachusetts has so 
suddenly and completely lost confidence in the methods pur- 
sued by the Department in making its estimate of the cotton 
crop. If I remember aright, last year, when the Department's 
estimate indicated the largest cotton crop that was ever grown 
in the history of the product, when I was called upon to defend 
the integrity and virtue of its estimate, standing by my side at 
that time was the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lover- 
1NG], proclaiming that he not only believed in the integrity, the 
value, and the virtue of that report, but also in the methods by 
which the estimate was reached. This year, when we have 
unquestionably a small crop, I sincerely regret that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, human though he be, as he confesses, 
is now asserting his loss of all confidence in the methods pur- 
sued by the Agricultural Department for obtaining this statis- 
tical result. 

As I have said, last year (1904-5) there was raised in the 
South the largest cotton crop in its history—a crop in size be- 
yond the comprehension even of cotton experts. No one looked 
for such an enormous crop; no one thought such a crop possible. 


Even professional estimators representing foreign cotton inter- 
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ests, who are ever present with enormous overestimates, did not 
have the “ nerve” to estimate near 13,000,000 bales. However, 
the reports during the growing season made by the Department 
of Agriculture from month to month had forecasted such a crop, 
and on December 3, 1904, it gave out an estimate for the year 
of over 12,000,000 bales, This report we all know was received 
by the producers with storms of protest, the charge being freely 
made that it was an overestimate. It was later demonstrated 
that the report of the crop was nearer the true facts than any 
other estimate, and was in fact slightly below the amount of 
cotton actually produced. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts now earnestly contends 
that the present crop has been underestimated. I think I can 
conclusively show that the gentleman is laboring under a griev- 
ous misapprehension of the facts. The gentleman suggests that 
the estimates of the Bureau of Statistics should be made with 
some reference to the ginning reports issued by the Census 
Bureau, and states that he is told that such ginning reports are 
not taken into account in making the Bureau of Statistics esti- 
mates. It so happens that I am prepared to inform the gentle- 
man positively that his information on this point is absolutely 
without foundation in truth. On December 4 last I was pres- 
ent when the estimate was made, and I regret that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts was not there; I know that the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture invited and urged him to be present. I 
was there from the beginning until the doors were opened and 
the final figures given to the public. I followed every step of 
the procedure in preparing the final estimate of the production 
of cotton this year, and I say to the gentleman that the census 
ginners’ reports issued prior to December 4 were given due 
weight—in fact, were taken very seriously Into account. 

. When the board of four statisticians assembled, all reports from 
the several distinct corps of correspondents—yvyiz, special field 
agents, state statistical agents, county correspondents, township 
correspondents, special cotton correspondents, individual planters, 
and ginners—were brought together in convenient form on paral- 
le] columns and each member of the board was provided with the 
figures. The members of the board at this time also had before 
them the latest reports of the Weather Bureau and the census 
ginners’ reports, and from these exhaustive data the statisti- 
cians prepared their estimates, which were used in an arith- 
metical and statistical computation of the report. Henceforth 
the gentleman may be at ease on this matter; but as a matter of 
fact the census reports made from time to time during the sea- 
son, based on ginners’ returns, while of very great interest and 
value, are not certain indications of the season's total produc- 
tion. The reasons for this are plain. In the first place, these 
preliminary census reports show the number of running bales 
that have been ginned to a given date, regardless of weight, and 
it is well known that these bale weights vary astonishingly in 
the different States and also vary in one year as compared with 
another; secondly, it is also well known that the seasons also 
vary—one may be much earlier or later than another—that is, 
the crop matures more rapidly and is gathered and ginned more 
quickly some years than in others. The exact ratio as between 
one year and another has not been and never can be known; but 
the fact that one season is earlier or later than another and that 
no two seasons are alike in this respect prevents the census 
reports made during the progress of the season from being an 
absolutely accurate indication of the probable total crop. The 
fact that the gentleman does not seem to understand this is one 
reason I have for stating that he is laboring under a misappre- 
hension of the facts. 

Now, upon what further facts does he base his contention 
that the last report of the Agricultural Department is inaceu- 
rate or is an underestimate of the cotton crop? He selects from 
the report three States and one Territory—the States of 
North Carolina and South Carolina and Georgia, and the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma—and because, perchance, the aggregate yield 
of cotton reported by the Agricultural Department as the crop 
for this year is less by about 22,000 bales than is shown to have 
been already ginned up to December 1 by the Census Bureau, 
he rushes to the conclusion that of course it is an underestimate 
of the crop throughout the cotton region; but, mark you, in 
reaching this conclusion he at the same time ignores the reports 
from nine other States and one Territory which also grow 
cotton. Now, in the very nature of things an estimate can not 
be exact; if it was it would be no longer an estimate. The real 
issue is not whether the estimate is exact in the particular 
State, but whether, taking it as a whole, it is an honest and 
fairly accurate estimate of the crop in the entire cotton section. 
He also ignores completely the fact that the Agricultural De- 
partment when it announced its estimate of the crop on De- 
cember 4 announced the result of its statistical calculations in 


xL——42 


bales of 500 pounds gross weight, whereas the Census Bureau 
announces its results in all its preliminary reports in “ running ” 
bales just as they come from the ginneries, without reference to 
weight, in some States the bales weighing as little as 450 
pounds and in others more. 

Last year in the State of North Carolina the running bales 
were quite light, weighing only 469 pounds on an average. AS 
I have said, when the Agricultural Department announced its 
estimate this year it expressed the result in bales of 500 pounds 
gross weight. Now, I submit that in order to institute an intel- 
ligent comparison—I will go further and say that in order to 
institute a just and fair comparison between this estimate of 
the crop announced by the Bureau of Statistics of the Agricul- 
tural Department and the report of the Census Bureau covering 
the quantity ginned up to December 1 one must reduce the 
figures giving the number of running bales ginned in any given 
State to bales of 500 pounds gross weight, this being the basis 
used by the Agricultural Department in announcing its esti- 
mate. I will state in this connection that this is also the basis 
used by the Bureau of the Census in its final report at the close 
of each season, 

When you pursue this fair method of comparison and take 
into consideration the difference in the weight of the bale for 
the State that he makes most complaint about—North Caro- 
lina—can it be claimed that the Agricultural Department is so 
very far wrong? Can he fairly contend that the Bureau’s esti- 
mate is at all wrong? On the contrary, in my deliberate judg- 
ment it is a remarkably accurate estimate of the crop in that 
State. I am told by gentlemen from North Carolina that many 
of the gins have already been dismantled and that about 98 per 
cent of the crop has been gathered and that they have practi- 
cally ceased to gin cotton. In addition, they tell me that the 
running bale this year is lighter than it was last year, the weight 
being about 450 pounds per bale. Now, let us apply this method 
of comparison and note the result: 

The Census Bureau's report of cotton ginned up to December 
13 shows for North Carolina 598,504 running bales. If the 
average weight of the running bale in North Carolina this year 
is 450 pounds, then the equivalent number of 500-pound gross- 
weight bales ginned up to December 13 is 538,654 bales. The 
Bureau of Statistics estimated the total production of North 
Carolina at 545,055 bales of 500 pounds gross weight, and thus 
you see that in this State the evidence of underestimation is 
wholly wanting. 3 

I am told by other gentlemen—and I can furnish their names 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts if desired—that in South 
Carolina and Georgia the crop has been practically gathered ; 
that there is but a small part of it remaining in the field. In- 
stead of the gentleman from Massachusetts having a basis for 
the contention that this is an underestimate of the crop, I will 
say that if one were of a gambling temperament he would be 
perfectly safe in wagering the gentleman from Massachusetts 
an amount equal to the value of his largest cotton mill that in 
the State of Mississippi alone the crop has been overestimated 
by the Bureau of Statistics to a larger number of bales than it 
has been underestimated in the three States and one Territory 
about which he so continuously complains. 

Now, there can be no question about this. The gentleman has 
embodied in his remarks a detailed statement showing the dis- 
crepancy between the commercial crop and the estimates of the 
Agricultural Department. As was so well said by the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Bowre] in his remarks on this subject, 
the commercial crop includes linters, and it is not comparable 
with the agricultural crop, which is the actual production for 
each year, because it is the amount of cotton marketed—sold— 
and includes cotton brought forward from the previous year as 
well as the linters, while it does not include cotton remaining 
unsold. Furthermore, the commercial crop as finally announced 
and the estimate of the Agricultural Department as announced 
previous to this year were not made upon the same basis as to 
the weight of bales, and the gentleman from Massachusetts 
overlooks all these facts. Hence I say that his comparison is 
misleading, unjust, and unfair to the Bureau of Statistics. 
This is another reason I have for stating that the gentleman is 
laboring under a misapprehension as the facts. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, in order to sustain his 
assertion of annual underestimation by the Department of 
Agriculture, presents a table covering the years from 1895 to 
1904, inclusive, in which he compares the Bureau’s estimates, 
in bales, with the commercial crop, also in bales, and from this 
absurd comparison deduces the result that during the series 
of years covered by the table the underestimate amounted to 
7.6 per cent, ranging for the separate years from 1.6 to 4.4 
per cent. The fallacy of these figures is self-evident. As has 
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been stated, the Government estimate in years prior to the pres- 
ent one has been expressed in net-weight bales, the weights 
varying from year to year. The commercial crop was ex- 
pressed in a different kind of bale entirely; and, furthermore, 
as I have conclusively shown, the commercial crop is never 
the agricultural crop; so there is absolutely no comparison to 
be made between the two sets of figures and the percentages 
drawn from such comparison are, with due respect to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, nothing short of ridiculous. 

Take the Department's estimate of December 3, 1904, for the 
crop of that year. The gentleman from Massachusetts says 
that the discrepancy between the commercial crop of that year 
and the estimate given by the Agricultural Department was 10.1 
per cent. Now, as a matter of fact, if you adopt a proper basis 
of comparison, as I have before indicated and which I will em- 
body in these remarks later on, and which even the gentleman 
from Massachusetts must admit is fair, you will find that the 
difference between the estimate and the actual crop was about 4 
per cent. The gentleman from Massachusetts asserts that the 
difference is always on one side, or, rather, that the Department's 
estimates are always underestimates. That, too, is a mistake. 
I entirely dissent from that proposition. During the last six 
years the Department has overestimated the crop just as often 
as it has underestimated it. Notwithstanding this fact, I posi- 
tively assert that since it has engaged in this work of estimating 
the cotton crop its annual estimate has proven more accurate— 
nearer to the actual crop as it is finally ascertained to be—than 
any estimate coming from any other source. 

The best proof of the correctness of this proposition is the 
fact that the Department’s estimate is accepted throughout the 
commercial world, not only in our own country, but across the 
seas, as the most impartial and the most accurate estimate of 
the crop that is made. It is the one estimate that now mate- 
rially affects the market price of the product; and why? Be- 
cause everybody believes that it is honest and accurate and 
impartial, and all accept and act on it as such. 

The gentleman contends that the estimate of the crop is 

made too early in the season, and suggests deferring it until 
January 1. I protest against the suggestion, because if you 
defer the report until January 1 it will be of absolutely no 
value to the producer of cotton. The farmer before this date 
has parted with the bulk of his crop. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts has elsewhere suggested 
that the report be abandoned. If the Government abandons 
this field, and it would be tantamount to an abandonment of 
the field to postpone making the estimate to a later day, what 
would immediately follow? Every man knows that at once 
_this field would be covered by the professional estimators. 
And what would then be the consequence? You may take the 
record from newspapers of our country and you will find that 
before the Government engaged in this work for a series of 
years the professional estimator invariably overestimated the 
crop from three-quarters of a million to a million and a half 
bales, thereby unfairly depressing the price of cotton, to the 
great injury of the producer. 

Several years ago, before the exhaustive system and methods 
of gathering cotton statistics had been perfected by the De- 
partment of Agriculture, private Pullman-car estimates were 
yearly precipitated upon the cotton planters of this country by 
Buston, Neill, and other professional estimators, all of which 
were manifestly in the interests of the Manchester and Liver- 
pool cotton interests. Frequently these estimates were more 
than a million bales in excess of the true crop and were shame- 
fully misleading. Now that the Department has perfected its 
system and has forecasted so closely the true conditions for 
several years, such estimates made by professional estimators 
are discredited and ridiculed. The publication by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture of its cotton estimate has resulted in saving 
millions of dollars to the American planter and cotton interests. 

I beg Ieave to embody at this point a portion of the last an- 
nual report of the Bureau of Statistics of the Department of 
Agriculture, showing conclusive reasons and necessity for the 
issuing of crop reports by the Government: 

+ * $ * * * $ 

The 
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tive units, he can not have this without Government aid. The manu- 
facturer, the dealer in actual products, and the consumer also need pro- 
tection from the speculative manipulation of agencies organized to 
modify prices temporarily for their own advantage, while the main pur- 
pee of crop reports is that the whole people may be benefited by a 

owledge of the actual facts which may influence current prices. 

A knowledge which covers only parts of the area of a given crop is 
misleading, because to judge for the entire unit area from local condi- 
tions alone gives a wrong basis, and the producer and others interested 
need a knowl of the crop of entire area exp as a total. Re- 
ports covering part of an area, or covering the area definitely only in 


arts, may be used by self-interested crop-reporting agencies to mislead. 
he rzporting agency, in order to enable those interested as producers, 


DECEMBER 20, 


consumers, or dealers to recognize the conditions in the entire crop 
area, must resolve all the facts into quantitative statements, preferably 
a single numerical statement, as of yield for the entire area, and the 
market must then resolve the balances between supply and demand int» 
current prices. Only by “ weighting” reports from each district—that 
is, by giving to each partial report only that arithmetic weight which 
the acreage in the area covered by the partial report demands—and as- 
sembling the whole into one statement can the crop estimator accu- 
rately report for the whole area. Such definite forms of statement 
have the advantage of placing the reporting agency under responsibili 
to attain accuracy, also of boag sails interpreted by all parties, 
they are pene of comparison from month to month or from year to 
year or with avera for the previous ten years. 

The Bureau of Statistics, acting as a disinterested agency, has as- 
sumed the task of keeping the farmers, the dealers, and the users of 
farm products informed, and the general acceptance of its estimates in 
deciding prices is the only proof needed to establish the reasonable ac- 
curacy of these estimates. Its reports of conditions and its estimates, 
used y markets in establishing current prices, have become a necessary 
part of our domestic trade and our foreign business, These monthly 
ie re serve as guides to all intermediate reports from whatever source, 
which, without this monthly basis, would be too local and partial to be 
of much value. 

NECESSITY FOR CROP REPORTS. 

The pu of the Government's reports on acreage, condition, or 
quantity oF agricultural products promised 3 the season, ‘and 
on quantity and prices of farm products actually produced, may be 
enumerated as follows: 

1. To give information to producers, consumers, and dealers of actual 
yields; also to report the actual conditions of promise of crops. 

2. To enable market centers better to balance supply against demand 
in defining current prices warranted by natural couditions 

8. To insure whatever stability of prices a changing state of natural 
conditions allows. 

4. To be so certainly authentic and so comprehensive and definite for 
cutine coe areas Drage vo Pago —— can ee well discredit nor 
warp the res eir own estima: and thus make wro C 
and anatable MAKETI * * 

5. To enable producers to know the facts as to the promise of prices 
for their crops, that false rts may not mislead them into early sales 
RE yin’ wrongly made too low. 

. To create confidence, that sales and consignments by producers 
may be made more freely, that dealers may more safely conduct their 
business with lower handling charges, and that manufacturers and other 
consumers may more freely purchase stocks to hold, thus adding cer- 
tainty and stability to their business, that they may work on a less 
speculative basis, and thus bring more equitable returns from labor and 
expenditure to all interested. 

. To make reports so frequently and give facts so soon after changes 
in prospective conditions occur, or so soon after actual yields are har- 
vested, that the least possible element of uncertainty or speculative con- 
dition may prevail to remove prices from their normal economic place. 

S. To give production by localities or crop areas, and to give local 
market demands, so that producers may know to which market to sell 
and so that buyers may know where t to secure supplies, thus ta 
equalize prices and to avoid loss from very low prices, as in case of 
heavy production of perishable products. 


As I have said, if the Government now abandons this field 
it will again be immediately covered by professional estimators 
and the farmer who makes this cotton will again become the 
victim of constant overestimation of his crop. 

But to return to the contention of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts that the Government estimate is inaccurate: In all 
fairness, when you consider that be directs his complaint against 
the returns of three States and one Territory, and then finds 
a discrepancy of only 21,784 bales and reaches this conclusion 
by actually proceeding upon a false basis, you must begin to 
appreciate upon what flimsy ground he has to stand when he 
seeks to discredit the Bureau of Statistics by requiring it to make 
a new estimate to be issued at a date when it can be of no value. 

Now, if he goes to the other nine States and the remaining 
Territory on the list, he can not show a single instance where 
there is even slight evidence of the probability of an underesti- 
mate of the crop. Why, gentlemen, in the State of Mississippi— 
I cite Mississippi because I have heretofore referred to it—the 
Government's estimate indicates a crop of 1,212,846 bales. 
That was the Government’s estimate issued by the Bureau of 
Statistics on December 4. The census in the ginners’ report 
giving the amount ginned up to December 1 showed that there 
had been ginned only 840,729 bales. A comparison of the two 
reports shows that about 400,000 bales must yet be ginned 
subsequent to December 1 before the Government’s estimate of 
the crop is reached—practically one-third of the crop in that 
State yet to be ginned. Any man who has practical knowledge 
of cotton and cotton growing will tell you that there was not 
one-third of the cotton in the fields of Mississippi on Decem- 
ber 1. It is true the ginning in Mississippi is much later than 
in other States, and this fact explains in part the divergence 
above pointed out; but when you consider the further fact that 
on December 13 the census ginners’ reports showed that there 
had been ginned in Mississippi only 949,203 bales, and consider 
in connection therewith that to the same date in 1902, 1903, 
and 1904 there had been ginned, respectively, 78.2 per cent, 
84.1 per cent, and 79.8 per cent of the total crop, you can’t 
escape the conclusion, notwithstanding the comparison is being 
made between running bales and bales of 500 pounds gross weight, 
that the crop here is overestimated rather than underestimated, 

Now, take Arkansas. According to the Government's estimate 
it will make this year 618,463 bales of cotton; but the ginners’ 
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report shows that on December 1 422,813 bales have been ginned, 
or approximately 200,000 bales yet in the field, and on December 
15 only 474,350 bales had been ginned. It is patent that this 
estimate is too high. The gentleman completely ignores such 
facts as these when he comes to present to you his contention 
that there has been an underestimate of the cotton crop by the 
Department. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts attempts, in another table 
which be presents, to reduce the running bales as reported by 
the Census Bureau as having been ginned up to December 13 to 
equivalent 500-pound bales by using the average weight of this 
year’s bales as reported by the New Orleans Cotton Exchange, 
and places the figures thus obtained in comparison with the Bu- 
reau’s estimate. Now, with all due respect to the New Orleans 
Cotton Exchange, I direct attention to the fact that last season 
this same exchange, through its accomplished secretary, Mr. 
Henry G. Hester, computed the average gross weight of the 
commercial bale marketed. between March 1, 1904 and March 1, 
1905, at 519.87 pounds. The Census Bureau, in its final report 
for last year, showed the average gross weight per bale, counting 
round bales as half bales, to haye been less than 500 pounds. If 
the gentleman from Massachusetts will consult Bulletin No. 19, 
issued by the Census Bureau under date of April 25, 1905, enti- 
tled “ Quantity of Cotton Ginned in the United States,” he will 
find, on page 10 thereof, the average gross weight per bale as 
estimated by the New Orleans Cotton Exchange and the average 
gross weight per bale, counting round bales as half bales, us 
actually established by the Census Bureau, the latter figures 
being based on reports obtained from local cotton weighers in 
each county. This year the New Orleans Cotton Exchange fixes 
the average gross weight per bale for the entire cotton belt at 
519.1 pounds. 

If last year’s inaccuracy can be taken as a criterion, this 
year’s estimate by the exchange is also worthless, and so this 
comparison by the gentleman from Massachusetts likewise 
utterly fails and is misleading. Again, I state that I accord the 
gentleman absolute honesty and sincerity of purpose in persist- 
ing in his effort to secure the adoption of his resolution, but 
I also believe, as I haye heretofore said, that he is laboring 
under a misapprehension of facts. It may be that he has been 
blinded by self-interest, which he has so candidly confessed; it 
may be that the gentleman, who is one of the largest cotton 
spinners, has failed to provide himself with cotton to use in 
his mills during the coming season, believing that there was to 
be a twelve or thirteen million bale crop. I feel sure he was of 
this belief, for in the beginning of this season, while on a visit 
to New York, the newspapers reported that he estimated the 
crop at 13,000,000 bales, and this estimate of his was announced 
on the floor of the New York Cotton Exchange. It may be that 
these facts and these circumstances have blinded the gentleman 
so that he can not see conditions as they really are; but, gentle- 
men, when you consider all the facts in connection with the 
matter, you who have no such interests can not escape the con- 
clusion that the estimate made by the Government on December 
4 is fairly accurate, and I feel quite sure that everyone be- 
lieves that it was an honest estimate. I believe that the size of 
the crop, as finally announced, is going to be approximately 
close to the estimate of the Department, and I believe that, as 
a whole, the ginners’ reports bear it out. I will submit here the 
actual figures and you will find that there is a discrepancy of 
only a small per cent between the Government's estimate and 
the actual crop as it has been found to be at the end of the cot- 
ton season for the last six years. 


Number of pounds of lint cotton produced in the United States (ez- 
clusive of linters), as estimated be 2 85 Department of Agriculture 
and as subsequently reported by t Census Bureau, for the years 
1899 to 1904, inclusive. 


Bureau. 1899. 1900. 1901. 
4, 829, 193, 000 4,856, 738, 000 4,529 954,000 
„407. O07, 4,846, 471,000 4,550, 950, 000 
a 137,904,000 b 10, 267,000 € 20, 996, 000 
1902. 1903. 
5, 111, 870. 000 4,889, 796, 000 
5, 091, 641,000 4,706, 591,000 
420,220,000 


a Underestimate by Bureau of Statistics, 3.1 per cent. 
è Overestimate by Bureau of Statistics, 0.2 per cent. 
© Underestimate by Bureau of Statistics, 0.5 per cent. 
4 Overestimate by Bureau of Statistics, 0.4 per cent. 
* Overestimate by Bureau of Statistics, 3.9 per cent. 
f Underestimate by Bureau of Statistics, 4.2 per cent. 


You will notice how marvelously close, with the exception of 
last year, the estimates of the Bureau, when reduced to pounds, 
are to the actual number of pounds reported by the Census Bu- 
reau at the end of each season as having been produced, and 
even last year the report was only a trifle over 4 per cent out of 
the way. You will also notice that in three of the years the 
Bureau's figures were overestimates and that in three other 
years they were underestimates. The total divergence for the 
entire period of six years is less than 1 per cent, as has been 
shown by the statement heretofore made by my friend the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Bowte]. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts makes reference to an 
alleged statement by the former Statistician of the Department, 
Mr. John Hyde, as reported by the Manchester Guardian, in 
which he is reported to have said: There is not the slightest 
doubt that the correspondents of the Department bave combined 
to mislead, and that the actual crop will prove to be not far 
from 11,000,000 bales. The Department's correspondents always 
underestimate the crop, and this year the enormous influence 
of the Southern Cotton Growers’ Association has been brought 
to bear upon them with the object of inducing them to deliber- 
ately misrepresent the actual condition.” The gentleman from 
Massachusetts appears to think that this statement is conelu- 
sive, as he says: “Mr. Hyde is in the best position to appre- 
ciate and weigh the reports of the southern correspondents at 
their exact value.” Now, an examination of the table which I 
have just presented shows that the southern correspondents do 
not always underestimate the crop. The estimates of the Bu- 
reau are based on the reports of the southern correspondents, 
and it appears that during the past six years there were three 
underestimates and three overestimates by the Bureau. 

When Mr. Hyde severed his connection with the Department 
of Agriculture, on account of ill health, and went to Europe he 
was in a very depressed and pessimistic condition. I have 
reason to know that he was then imbued with the idea that a 
conspiracy existed throughout the entire South to mislead the 
Bureau and cause the public to believe that this year’s crop is 
smaller than it actually is. He left this country with that 
idea in his mind, and as he has been completely out of touch 
since then with the current events the same ideas are prob- 
ably still entertained by him; but he is utterly mistaken, and 
the fact that this statement purporting to come from him is 
issued at Manchester, England, and is published in a paper de- 
voted to the interest of the English cotton spinners is quite 
significant. It clearly indicates to me that the former Statis- 
tician is identifying himself with the spinning interest and will 
in all probability scon enter upon the role of a professional 
cotton-crop estimator. This class always contends that the 
Government estimate is inaccurate, and frequently contends 
when the crop is short that it should be entirely abandoned. 

Consider just for a moment what is the highest test one can 
apply to show the virtue of these estimates of the cotton crop 
made by the Government. The American people are the smart- 
est, shrewdest people on earth. I do not say that with any 
vanity—I believe it; they are the shrewdest people in business 
affairs on this mundane sphere, and the fact that they accept 
and act on the Government's estimate of the cotton crop is 
high evidence to my mind that it is the estimate nearest the, 
truth or the exact facts. 

This year’s estimate indicates a small crop, and the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts complains that the report is inac- 
curate. If he has complained heretofore I haye not heard of 
it, but I recall that last year when the report was being de- 
nounced from every section of the South, when it was be- 
lieved by some that the crop had been overestimated more than 
600,000 bales, I stood here and contended that all the producer 
of cotton wanted was to secure an impartial and honest esti- 
mate; if I remember correctly the gentleman and 1 were in 
accord at that time. I believe now that this is what the gen- 
tleman wishes. 

I insist on believing that he is laboring under a misappre- 
hension of facts in regard to this matter. I believe it, and ac- 
cord to him absolute honesty when he says he wants this new 
estimate; but I believe there is no necessity for it, and not 
only is there no necessity for it, but it would oceasion a waste 
of money, and, if issued, could only serve to depress the price 
of cotton, and hence would be a grievous wrong to millions of 
people who grow and are interested in the price of this great 
staple. 

The tabfe I have presented successfully controverts the ac- 
curacy of the gentleman’s figures as to the estimates and the 
actual crops for the last six years; beyond that I can not go, 
as there are no figures prior to 1899 of the actual production 
similar to those issued since then by the Census Bureau. Prior 
to 1899 we can only compare commercial crops, which, as I 
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have before stated, are not at all comparable with the agri- 
cultural production. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts has also spoken of the 
comparative profits made by the growers and manufacturers 
of cotton. He asserts that the producer of cotton realizes very 
large profits for his year’s labor, but that the manufacturer of 
cotton, on the contrary, makes a very small per cent on his 
investment. This contention of his was thoroughly thrashed out 
the other day when his resolution was before the Committee on 
Agriculture for its consideration, and the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. CLAYTON], replying to this phase of the gentleman’s 
argument, conclusively demonstrated that he was entirely mis- 
taken. I insist now that the farmer who is engaged in growing 
cotton makes no such profits as the gentleman has stated, and, in 
fact, is one class which, until the last year or two, has had but 
little share in the great prosperity about which we hear so much. 
On the contrary, the cotton manufacturers—if trade journals 
are to be believed—have been enlarging their plants, increasing 
their output, extending their trade, and giving every evidence of 
a most profitable industry. 

But, gentlemen, whether I am right or the gentleman from 
Massachusetts is right on this issue, what bearing has it on the 
real issue raised by the gentleman’s resolution? Is the last esti- 
mate of the cotton crop by the Agricultural Department fairly 
accurate and should the Department be required to revise it? 

The gentleman from Massachusetts presented, in substance, 
these same arguments in support of his resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, to which body same had been referred, 
and that great committee, made up of Representatives in Con- 
gress from every section of our country, after giving the gentle- 
man a patient hearing, by a unanimous vote refused to report his 
resolution, which could only discredit the estimate against which 
the gentleman complains. I confidently believe that it has been 

shown that the gentleman proceeds upon an untenable basis in 
order to reach his conclusion that the crop has been underesti- 
mated by the Agricultural Department. 

The gentleman has made specific criticism of the methods em- 
ployed by the Department of Argiculture in making the crop esti- 
mate. The system and methods of gathering statistics by the 
Department of Agriculture are scientific, comprehensive, and con- 
sistent. They are not the product of a night, but have been 
perfected and evolved for forty-five years, until they have 
reached during the past several years the highest degree of 
perfection and accuracy obtainable by statistics. In this connec- 
tion I beg leave to incorporate in my remarks parts of the last 
annual report of the Bureau of Statistics, which gives in detail 
these methods. This report likewise appears in the supplement 
to the December Crop Reporter of the Department of Agriculture 
and also in the body of the Seeretary’s report, and is thereby 
distributed throughout the entire United States in editions of 
several hundred thousands. There is every evidence on the part 
of the officials of this Department to show clearly and frankly 
the scientific methods by which they arrive at their reports: 


METHODS OF CROP REPORTING. 


The Bureau of Statistics issues each month detailed reports relating 
to agricultural conditions thronghout the United States, the data upon 
which these statements are based being obtained through a special field 
service, a corps of State statistical agents, and through a very large 
body of voluntary correspondents composed of the following classes: 
County correspondents, township correspondents, individual farmers, 
and special cotton correspondents. 

A special field service is composed of ten traveling agents, each as- 
signed to report for a 1 group of States. They are especially quali- 
fied by statistical training and practical knowledge of crops. 5 sys- 
tematically travel over the districts assigned to them, carefully note the 
development of each crop, and keep in close touch with best informed 
opinion, and render written and telegraphic reports monthly and at such 
other times as is required. 

The State statistical agents are paid ts located in forty-three of the 
States. Each of these reports for his State as a unit and maintains a 
ore of correspondents entirely independent of those reporting directly 
to the tment at Washington. hese State statistical aids report 
each month direct to the State agent on schedules furnished them. 
These are then tabulated and weighted according to the relative product 
or area of the given crop in each county represented and summarized 
for the use of the State agent. Then he coordinates and analyzes them 
in the light of his own knowledge of conditions, derived personal 
observation and other sources, and prepares his monthly and other 
written and telegraphic reports to the artment. 

There are in the United States approximately 2,700 counties of agri- 
cultural importance. In each of these counties the Department has a 
principal county correspondent, who maintains an organization of sey- 
eral assistants. These county correspondents are selected with special 
reference to their qualifications and constitute an efficient branch of the 
eoon service: They make the county the geographical unit of 
their reports, and, after obtaining data each month from their assistants 
and supplementing this with information obtained from their own obser- 
Met and knowledge, they report directly to the Depar t at Wash- 

on. 

n the township and voting precincts in the United States in which 
farming operations are extensively carried on the Department has town- 
mip correspondents, who make such townsh or precinct the basis 
of their ports, which they also send to the Bureau of Statistics each 


month. 
Finally, at the end of the growing season, a large number of indi- 


vidual farmers and planters pee on the results of their own individ- 


ual í tions during the year. : 

With to cotton, any information at hand is supplemented by 
that furnis by special cotton 3 embracing a large num- 
ber of persons intimately concerned in the cotton industry. 


SCOPE OF CROP REPORTS. 


Eleven reports on the principal crops are received each year from 
special field agents, from county correspondents, from State ‘statistical 
ts, and from 3 correspondents, and one report relating to 
the acreage and production of general crops is received during the 
1 5 from ee farmers. ive 0 
spec cotton reports are rece luring the ing season 
from the special field agents, from the county ee Sieur the 
State statistical agents, and from township correspondents, and the 
first and last of these reports are supplemented by returns from in- 
dividual farmers, special correspondents, and a list of cotton ginners 
kindly supplied this Bureau by the Census Bureau of the Department 
of Commerce and Labor. 

Special cotton schedules are sent out each month during the grow- 
ing season. The May schedule deals with the acreage and condition 
of cotton. The June, July, and September schedules deal exclusively 
with the condition of cotton. The August schedule deals with the con- 
dition of cotton and the amount of old cotton on hand. The November 
schedule deals with the average yield ied acre of cotton, the aban- 
doned acreage, if any, and the cost of picking. 


METHODS OF HANDLING REPORTS. 


Just previous to the issuing of the monthly reports, the several 
different corps of correspondents send their reports separately and 
distinetly to the Department at Washington. 

The reports of special field agents and State statistical agents re- 
siding at points more than miles distant from Washington are 
sent by 9 in cipher, to the bg oye of Ariran, by whom 
they are pla in a safe located in his private „ to which there 
is no access until the day on which the report is issued. 

In order to prevent any ible access to reports which relate to 
speculative crops, and to render it absolutely impossible for premature 
information to be derived from them, all of the reports from the State 
statistical agents, as well as those of the special field agents ena | 
thereto, are sent to the 3 of ture in spee 1 repa 
envelopes, addressed in red ink, with the letter “A” plainly — A1 on the 
ends, By an arrangement with the postal authorities, these envelopes 
are delivered to the Secretary of Agriculture in sealed mail pouches. 
These pouches are ned: only by the Secretary or Assistant Secretary 
and the reports, with seals unbroken, immediately placed in the safe 
in the Secretary’s office, where they remain sealed until the mornin 
of the day on which the repova are iss ed, when they are delivere 
to the Statistician by the etary or the Assistant retary. The 

the safe in which such documents are kept 
is ieteka only to the retary and the Assistant Secretary of Agri- 
culture. 


Reports from the State statistical agents and special field agents in 
relation to nonspeculative crops are sent in similar red, addressed en- 
velopes, marked B,” which go to the Bureau of Statistics and are 
kept secured in a safe until the data contained in them are used b 
the Statistician in computing estimates regarding the crops to whic 
they relate. The reports from the county correspondents, township 
correspondents, and other voluntary agents are sent to the Chief of the 
Bureau of Statistics by mail in sealed envelopes. The figures reported 
are transferred from the schedules to large tabulating sheets, where 
they are given pope arithmetical weight according to the acreage or 
production of the county or agricultural unit they represent. tate 
averages are then determined and the computations verified. All these 
reports are tabulated in pi 9 sections working in separate rooms, 
and, to guard against any individual drawing deductions from the results 
shown for any State or States tabulated by him, the chief of the divi- 
sion numbers the tabulation sheets at the top where the name of the 
State to which they relate appears and cuts off and omits groups of 
counties marked with the number, so that there is nothing to show the 
State to which any figures pertain. After having been worked up by 
different clerks in other rooms from those in which they are tabulated 
and partially added, they are delivered by the chief of the division to 
the Statistician, who assembles the sheets for final computation. 


METHODS OF PREPARING REPORTS. 


urpose of checking up the results of the several sources 
of information and e the possibility of error to a minimum, the 
final results are made u y a 5 board composed of the 
Chief Statistician, or Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, as chairman, 
and four individual members, made up of statisticians and officials in 
the Bureau and members of the special field service called to Wash- 
ington on report days for that purpose. Thus the plan is to select 
this board of four members each report day from an available corps of 
six or eight men well trained and thoroughly informed as to crop con- 
ditions and as to the relative value and correctness of the reports from 
the different corps of correspondents. This board, with several expert 
computers, meets on report days in the office of the Statistician, which 
is kept locked and no one allowed to enter or leave it. All telephones 
are disconnected. 

After the assembling of the board, all reports by States from the 
several distinct corps of correspondents are brought together in con- 
venient form in parallel columns on final tabulation slips, and the 
board is thus provided with several separate estimates covering the 
same territory and the same crops, made by the respective corps of cor- 
respondents, each reporting for a 3 with which he is thoroughly 
familiar. There are also prepared for the board abstracts of the re- 
ports of each crop by States from the weekly Weather Crop Bulletins 
of the Weather Bureau issued during the month. With all these data 
before them, each individual member of the board computes separately 
his own estimate of each 3 States. These reports are then com- 
pared and discussed by the rd under the supervision of the chair- 
man, and the final figures by States are decided upon. It is interesting 
to remark how often the reports of the different corps of correspondents 
very nearly approach or equal each other, and how often the final fig- 
ures arrived at by the individual members of the board agree with each 
other. These State estimates, which are in percentages, are then multi- 
aes 8 acras 8 their tive cn a ine’ 8 of these 

roducts v y the sum o e acreages, giv e percentage 
‘or the entire crop for the United States. 


METHOD OF ISSUING REPORTS. 


Reports in relation to cotton thus prepared by the crop-reporting 
boned ase ed on the 3d of each month during the growing season, 


combination for openin 


For the 
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and reports relatin; 
pared and made public on the 10 


to the Anca farm crops and live stock are pre- 


day of each montb. In order that 
the information contained in these Se — may be made available 
simultaneously throughout the entire United States, and that one part 
of the country may not have the advantage over another, they dre 
simultaneously handed, at a given hour, as at 12 o'clock noon or at 4 
o'clock p. m. on report days, to all 5 and to the Western 
Union Telegraph Company and the Posta . Company for 
transmission to the exchanges and to the press. hese com: ies have 
reserved their lines at the designated time, and by use a “flash” 
forward immediately the figures of most interest. mimeograph state- 
ment also containing such estimates of condition or actual production, 
together with the corresponding estimates of former years, for compara- 
tive purposes, is prepared and sent to a mailing list of exchanges, news- 
paper publications, and individuals. The same afternoon, printed cards 
containing the essential facts concerning the most impo t crops of 
the report are mailed to the 77,000 post-offices throughout the United 
States for public display, thus placing the most available information 
within the farmers’ immediate reach. 

Ec me A after the issuing of the report, it, together with other sta- 
tistical Information of value to the farmer and the country at large, is 
published in the 2 Reporter, an eight-page publication of the Bureau 
of Statistics, under the authority of the Secretary of Agriculture. An 
edition of over 100,000 of this Reporter is distributed to the corre- 
spondents and other interested parties throughout the United States 
each month. 

WORK OF THE YEAR—-CHANGE IN METHODS. 


A crop-reporting board, composed of a chairman and four membe: 
as not above, has been appointed, with entire jurisdiction over al 
R reports and estimates made by the Bureau. 

hus when the final results obtained from the several co: 
respondents are assembled on report days, the Department's figures are 
determined by employing the judgment of several experts instead of a 
single individual. This has been generally accepted as a marked im- 
rovement in the coop service. The Weather Crop Bulletins of the 
8 are also used by the Bureau in the preparation of its 
aan order to render doubly secure and secret the confidential informa- 
tion contained in the monthly crop reports, stringent orders governing 
their N have been promulgated and are strictly observed 
Severs) ag the Methods of preparing reports,“ referred to earlier in 

A ver great improvement has been made in the special field service, 
by districting the United States and assigning each of the tive 
field agents to a definite group of States, which they thoroughly travel 
over and report on each month. The cotton-producing States have 
thus been redistricted and the service augmented and perfected there 
by the appointment of two new agents. 

Mr. Chairman, the manufacturing centers of foreign countries 
and the United States are dependent upon us for their raw prod- 
uct—cotton. To meet these great demands at home and abroad 
is the mission of the American cotton planter. The manufac- 
turer, the merchant, the factory operative at home and abroad, 
to as great an extent as the cotton planter, should be deeply in- 
terested in monthly reports of the condition and progress of a 
product upon which all these classes are dependent. Census 
methods gather statistical information slowly. At no time does 
it make an estimate of the crop, and its final report, giving size 
of the crop, is not issued until the ginning season is closed. In 
the meantime the important crop has been picked, ginned, and 
marketed; and if the Government should abandon the work be- 
ing done by the Bureau of Statistics of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment the producer of cotton would have no information as to the 
size of the crop except what certain interests obtain and pub- 
lish through agencies in which the farmer and public are not 
regarded as being concerned. All interests, therefore, demand 
that the true condition of the cotton crop should be made known 
promptly, to the end that the farmer may get a fair and honest 
price for his product and harmful speculation may be discour- 
aged. To remedy these evils and to protect these interests, Con- 
gress, away back in 1862, provided for the issuing of monthly 
crop reports, and to-day this developed and perfected crop- 
reporting agency in the Department of Agriculture stands as a 
bulwark against the domination of speculators in this country 
and abroad and as a protection to the cotton planter of the 
South and allied industries. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, of course the gentleman from 
New York does not know what a severe blow he has struck the 
country [applause and laughter] in refusing me permission to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp. I did desire briefly, but I 
can not do it now, to state the reasons for the vote I shall give 
on this matter, for I am advised that if a new Member ap- 
proaches a subject with becoming modesty he may, without sub- 
jecting himself to the charge of undue forwardness, explain 
briefly the reasons that impel him to yote on an important 
matter that is discussed in his district as in all other districts. 
I did desire to state the reasons that would impel me to vote 
upon the particular matter of where that portion of the Presi- 
dent’s message relating to the insurance question should be 
referred. 

I understand that the amendment which is to be proposed to the 
amendment will take the form of referring that part of the Pres- 
ident’s message touching insurance to the Judiciary Committee, 
with the request that that committee make a report to the 
House whether, in their opinion, the Congress has constitu- 
tional rights or legal rights to extend national jurisdiction over 


of cor- 


this particular business, and, if so, along what lines it may 
move. I shall vote for that amendment to the resolution, be- 
cause, first, Mr. Chairman, I am constrained to believe that the 
language of the message itself submits to this House a question 
purely legal in character, which (although I confess to a very 
limited understanding of the rules and the precedents here in 
the House) would, according to what I do understand of them, 
necessarily carry it to the committee of this House which has 
to pass upon legal questions as its primary function. I shall 
vote for it in the next place, Mr. Chairman, because I believe 
from a legal and constitutional standpoint this body has no right 
to extend its legislative power over this particular business, and 
that to do so would be an interference with the authority, the 
power, and function of the States, and I should like to have the 
mature opinion of the able lawyers on the Judiciary Committee 
as to that. Or, Mr. Chairman, even if I be mistaken as to that, 
there is at least a prima facie case against the extension of the 
authority of the United States—that is to say, if the decisions of 
the Supreme Court themselves constitute prima facie evidence 
that that is the law which they say is the law. I know, of 
course, that there are gentlemen who concur with the boy who, 
when he was being examined for his law license, and was asked 
the broad question, What is law?” replied, “It is the last 
guess of the Supreme Court; but as a general proposition, Mr. 
Chairman, I think the Congress of the United States has been 
rather inclined to adopt the doctrine of stare decisis, and, to 
say the least of it, the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States that insurance is not interstate commerce would 
be a prima facie case against legislation enacted here to control 
it as such, and it would result in uncertainty and in doubt as to 
what particular authority should exercise its control over the 
corporations, societies, or organizations engaged in the insur- 
ance business, and, I believe, Mr. Chairman, that this is pecu- 
liarly a business which should be under the exclusive operation 
of either one power or the other. 

I believe that if there be a division of authority it will 
result in one power standing and waiting for the other power 
to act, or it will result in a contest between the two powers, and 
from that contest or from that fight the insurance companies 
themselyes will be the only ones who will derive benefit. In 
other words, Mr. Chairman, it will be a case of refusing or 
evading the question, or else it will be as a case of quarreling 
between two teachers as to who shall whip a boy, and while they 
are quarreling the boy will leave and go about his business. 
I vote for it, therefore, Mr. Chairman, because, prima facie at 
least, the legal phase, if nothing more, is against us, and I be- 
lieve that while the issues were being made up to try the law- 
suits to determine whether this body had power the question, 
if left to the States themselves, would be settled. Of course 
what I am saying does not apply to any bills touching the right 
of Federal control here in the District of Columbia and in the 
Territories, for only Congress can control in these; but in so far 
as interstate control is concerned, it is believed that the most 
effective way that this body can deal with that proposition, 
that the method which will bring the best results, the method 
which will bring the quickest action, will be to give a clear-cut, 
ringing, decisive “ no ” to the question of whether we shall inter- 
fere with the control that may, without legal doubt, be exercised 
by the States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I again renew my request that I be 
permitted to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that he may extend his remarks in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I think we will deal out equal 
and exact justice, so I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see has expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. I will yield to the gentleman as much 
time as the gentleman needs to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. GARRETT. I yield to the gentleman from New York to 
make the motion that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Texas that the gentleman from New York moved that the com- 
mittee rise, which takes precedence over the offer of the gentle- 
man to yield part of his time, the gentleman not having the 
floor at the time he made the offer. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BUTLER, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration House resolution 42, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 5 
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COUNCIL CITY AND, SOLOMON RIVER RAILROAD. 


Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FITZGERALD], who objected to the consideration of House 
bill No. 99, now withdraws his objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The bill has been already reported. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time; 
and it was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LLOYD, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 
54 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow, 
Thursday, December 21, 1905, at 12 o’clock noon, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of deficiency appropriation for the support of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, Southern 
Branch—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for protection of American seamen 
and for consul at Lisbon, Portugal—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for the construction of an Army 
general hospital at Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending a 
deficiency appropriation for construction of a vault in the court- 
house and post-office building, New York, N. X.— to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. a 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
list of awards made by the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, a draft of a bill to authorize trustees appointed 
under town-site laws to administer oaths—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, a draft of a bill for the relief of certain re- 
celvers of public moneys—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, a draft of a bill to authorize receivers of public 
moneys for land districts to deposit certain sums with the Treas- 
urer of the United States—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, a draft of a bill for the relief of persons who have 
executed conveyances of land to the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, a draft of a bill relating to fulfillment of contracts 
relet by the Government—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, a draft of a bill directing in certain contingencies 
a refund to receivers of public moneys—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, a draft of a bill for the disposal of abandoned naval 
reseryations—to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending 
an appropriation in excess of the limit of cost for the post-office 
building at Atlantic City, N. J.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 9715) to amend an act enti- 
tled “An act providing for the compulsory attendance of wit- 
nesses before registers and receivers of the Land Office "—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9716) to amend section 5491 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States—to the Commtitee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9717) to repeal section 2306 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9718) to empower officers, clerks, inspectors, 
agents, and employees of the United States to administer oaths, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9719) for the relief of certain entrymen 
and settlers within the limits of the Northern Pacific Railway 
land grant—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9720) to punish persons who fraudulently 
obtain, or attempt to obtain, title to public lands, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9721) to amend section 5481 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Publie Lands. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 9722) locating the outlet for 
the sewerage-disposal system—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 9723) author- 
izing the extension of W and Adams streets NW.—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 9724) to organ- 
ize a national reserve of marksmen and to encourage rifle prac- 
tice and excellence in marksmanship among citizens of the 
United States, so as to render them quickly available for effi- 
cient service in time of war—to the Committee on Militia. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 9725) to establish a fish- 
culture station at Trout Springs, Gallinas Canyon, San Miguel 
County, N. Mex.—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 9726) to prescribe 
the salaries of Cabinet officials—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 9727) to enlarge’ and make 
additions to the public building at Wausau, Wis.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 9728) authorizing the 
Secretary of Agriculture to make experiments and investiga- 
tions to determine the best methods of utilizing in irrigation 
limited water supplies in connection with “dry farming” in the 
semiarid regions of the United States, and to make appropria- 
tions therefor—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 9729) to provide for the 
control, administration, and support of the public schools of 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9730) to determine and regulate the sal- 
aries of the officers, teachers, and other employees of the board 
of education for the public schools of the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California (by request): A bill (H. R. 
9731) to authorize the transfer to an adjoining district of causes 
in which the judge for the district in which such causes are 
pending is disqualified, or in which a fair trial can not be had 
in such district—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 9732) to repeal an act 
entitled “An act to carry into effect a convention between the 
United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the 11th day 
of December, 1 to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 9733) to divide the judicial 
district of Maryland into two judicial districts, to be known as 
the eastern and western districts of Maryland, to provide for 
the time of the holding of the courts, and to provide for officers 
of the court, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 9734) to authorize the Balti- 
more and Washington Transit Company, of Maryland, to extend 
its street railway in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 9735) to relieve from 
taxation coal imported from foreign countries—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 9736) to amend section 1 
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of chapter 538 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 9737) to reorganize the 
corps of dental surgeons attached to the Medical Department of 
the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OLCOTT: A bill (H. R. 9738) to amend the act mak- 
ing appropriations to provide for the expenses of the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 9739) governing deposits 
by the Secretary of the Treasury with national and State banks, 
and requiring payment of interest on said deposits—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9740) to prevent and punish overissue of 
stock by combinations, consolidated companies, or trusts en- 
gaged in interstate commerce—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

1155 a bill (H. R. 9741) fixing a date for the assembling of 
the Congress of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BINGHAM (by request): A bill (H. R. 9742) provid- 
ing for the retirement of noncommissioned officers, petty officers, 
and enlisted men of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps of the 
United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 9743) amending 
an act entitled “An act fixing the fees of jurors and witnesses 
in the United States courts in certain States and Territories "— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 9744) to amend sections 
2 and 3 of an act entitled “An act to determine the jurisdiction 
of the circuit courts of the United States and to regulate the 
removal of causes from State courts, and for other purposes,” 
approved March 3, 1887, as amended by an act approved August 
13, 1888—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 9745) to increase 
the pension of certain officers and enlisted men entitled to a 
pension under the provisions of an act entitled “An act granting 
pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the 
performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to 
widows, minor children, and dependent parents,’ approved 


June 27, 1890, and acts amendatory thereof—to the Committee | 


on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 9746) to authorize the 
Interstate Commerce Commission to require use of some form 
of rail fasteners or other contrivance to prevent spreading of 
rails—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 9747) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of Agriculture to make experiments in 
irrigation in the semiarid regions of the State of Texas, and 
to make appropriations therefor—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 9748) to pro- 
vide for the further purification of the water supply of the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 9749) to amend 
section 648 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9750) appro- 
priating the sum of $50,000 for locking and damming and other- 
wise improving Richland River between Dayton, Tenn., and 
where it empties into the Tennessee River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9751) for the improvement of Cumberland 
River, in the State of Tennessee, above Nashville, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MoCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 9752) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to provide revenue for the Gov- 
ernment and to encourage the industries of the United States,” 
approved July 24, 1897—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 9753) to regulate the hours 
of work of first and second-class clerks in post-offices—to the 
Committee or the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bit! (H. R. 9754) to provide for the classification of 
the salaries of clerks employed in post-offices of the first and 
second classes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. r 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 9755) to promote the efficiency 
of the clerical service in the Navy of the United States—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado; A bill (H. R. 9756) to provide 
souvenir medallions for the Zebulon Pike Memorial Associa- 
tion—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 9757) to amend paragraph 
#4 of section 7 of an act entitled “An act making appropriations 


to provide for the expenses of the government of the District 
of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for 
other purposes,” approved July 1, 1902—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 55) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
respecting the commencement and termination of Congress—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WATSON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 56) to 
amend the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
a approved February 3, 1905—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A resolution (H. Res. 116) requesting 
information concerning limitations upon rights of free speech 
in the Philippines—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 117) requesting information from 
the Attorney-General concerning criminal prosecutions of per- 
sons adjudged by courts guilty of violation of law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 118) 
asking the Secretary of the Interior to submit to the House of 
Representatives reports, records, and correspondence in case 
of the abolishment of the Kingfisher (Okla.) land office and his 
reasons for failure to remove the officers, register and receiyer— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. ; 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A resolution (H. Res. 119) condemning 
the Lovering joint resolution for an extra cotton report and 
requesting the Committee on Agriculture to report the same 
adversely—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Utah, favoring national aid in road construction—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 


PRIVATH BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
| the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 
By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 9758) to refund 
legacy taxes illegally collected from the estate of Joseph R. 
Ricker—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 9759) for the relief of W. A. 
| Walker—to the Committee on Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 9760) granting an increase of pension to 

Solomon Coan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9761) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Hutchison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9762) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Reel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9763) granting an increase of pension to 

Sebastian Maxsam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 9764) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Eckel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9765) granting an increase of pension to 
J. C. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9766) to authorize the payment of $5,000 
to the widow of the late Tranquilino Luna in full for his con- 
test expenses in the contested-election case of Manzanares 
against Luna—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 9767) granting a pension to 
William J. Crane—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 9768) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary H. Stacy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9769) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9770) granting a pension to Mary Wil- 
liamson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9771) granting a pension to George A. 
Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 9772) granting an inerease of pension to 
Michael Brady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9773) for the relief of the 
personal representatives of John McCabe and Patrick McCabe, 
deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9774) granting a pension to Delia White— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9775) granting a pension to Charles 
Dougherty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9776) for the removal of the charge of 
desertion against James Dolin—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9777) granting a pension to Annie Valerie 
Stockton—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9778) for the relief of Philip Loney—te the 
Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 9779) granting a pension to 
Dominico Ghio—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 9780) to re- 
fund legacy taxes illegally collected from the estate of Ellen C. 
Taft—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 9781) granting an increase 
of pension to J. F. Curtis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9782) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis’ T. Skinner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9783) granting an increase of pension to 
David P. Marshall—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9784) for the relief of Nelson Dalbec—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 9785) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William A. Lyon—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9786) for the 
relief of W. W. Elam, of Overton County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 9787) granting a pension 
to Alice Hill-to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9788) granting a pension to William W. 
Garvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9789) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah Nichelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9790) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Jett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,~a bill (H. R. 9791) granting an increase of pension to 
Amelia E. Grimsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9792) granting an increase of pension to 
William Foster—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9793) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 9794) granting a pension to 
John A. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 9795) granting 
a pension to Emory E. Patch—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 9796) granting an increase 
of pension to Lurancy E. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 9797) granting a pension to 
James H. Seward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9798) granting an increase of pension to 
Philo N. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9799) granting an increase of pension to 
Gabriel Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9800) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Bashaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9801) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Farris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 9802) granting an increase of pension to 
Lafayette F. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9803) granting an increase of pension to 
Frances J. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 9804) granting an increase of pension to 
Baron Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9805) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin S. Vest—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9806) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Finch—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9807) to correct the military record 
Andrew Martin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9808) granting an 
increase of pension to John A. McNerney—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9809) granting an increase of pension to 
David Roney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 9810) for the relief 
of Benjamin F. Osborn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9811) for the relief of James M. Mock— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9812) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph B. Newbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9813) granting a pension to Hariet P. 
Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 9814) granting an 
increase of pension to Elihu Wheeler—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 9815) granting a pension to 
Alice B. Hartshorne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Atso, a bill (H. R. 9816) granting an increase of pension to 
Charies A. Spanogle—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 9817) for the relief of 
James Piles—to the Committee on Military Affairs, è 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9818) for the relief of James M. Cook—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9819) for the relief of James Brock—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9820) for the relief of Francis Denham— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.-R. 9821) for the relief of Elijah Crabtree— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9822) for the relief of James T. Warden— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9823) for the relief of Fletcher H. White-- 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9824) for the relief of James Marlow—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9825) granting a pension to Henry Ruthe- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9826) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry T. Pollard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9827) granting an increase of pension to 
Jasper Willis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9828) granting an increase of pension to 
John Broughton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9829) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Thompson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9830) granting an increase of pension to 
Malissa Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9831) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Hadley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9832) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander D. Polston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9833) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9834) granting an increase of pension to 
Jolm Hicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9835) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas C. Ashinhurst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9836) granting an increase of pension to 
Dyer Collett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9837) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9838) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Fergerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9839) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse Siler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9840) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Dickerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9841) to correct the military record of 
James H. Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 9842) granting 
an increase of pension to Herman F, W. Fisher—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9848) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. F. Schneider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9844) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Erick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9845) granting an increase of pension to 
Bryant L. Wakelee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 9846) granting an increase 
of pension to Theodore Hoagland—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bil (H. R. 9847) 
granting a pension to George W. Hartman—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9848) granting an increase of pension to 
George Laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9849) granting an increase of pension to 
Isate McDowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9850) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9851) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9852) granting an increase of pension to 
William Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9853) granting an increase of pension to 
Gibson C. Andrews—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9854) granting an increase of pension to 
Erastus A. Doe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 9855) granting a 
pension to Alexander Craig—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9856) granting an increase of pension to 
Kate O'Donnell Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9857) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel A. Douglas—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9858) granting an increase of pension to 
Sanford Morse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9859) granting an increase of pension to 
Alpheus F. Van Niman—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9860) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Hirst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9861) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza Arthur—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9862) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Warren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9863) granting an increase of pension to 
Nehemiah Lounsbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILL: A bill (H. R. 9864) for the relief of Julia 
Nolan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9865) for the relief of William H. Collins— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9866) for the relief of Frank A. R. George 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9867) granting a pension to William Bie- 
ber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9868) granting a pension to John Twee- 
dall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9869) granting a pension to William 
Eddy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9870) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Spence—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9871) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Church—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9872) granting an increase of pension to 
Betsy Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9873) granting an increase of pension to 
George Evatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9874) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. A. Galloway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9875) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Onion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9876) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. H. Mallalieu—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 9877) for the relief of 
James P. Barney—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 9878) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary E. Paugh—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 9879) for the relief of the heirs 
at law of Capt. John Lewis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9880) granting a pension to Emeline K. 
Wright—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 9881) granting an increase 
of pension to William Crisp—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9882) granting an increase of pension to 
Joel H. Mastin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9883) for the relief of Fred M. Yale—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 9884) for the relief of John 
S. Burt, administrator of Mrs. Susan Burt—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 9885) for the relief of John R. 
Martin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KEIFER: A bill (H. R. 9886) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Swadner—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 9887) granting a pension 
to George Saxe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9888) granting a pension to Abigail Town- 
send—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 9889) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob J. Boyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9890) granting an increase of pension to 
Gustavus A. Hesse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLEPPER: A bill (H. R. 9891) to remove the charge 
of desertion from military record of Pernett T. Brown—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 9892) to correct the mil- 
itary record of Lyman W. Wentworth—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9893) for the relief of Andrew Barr—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 9894) for the 
mes of the estate of Edward C. Lewis—to the Committee on 
Claims, 7 


By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 9895) granting an increase of 
pension to Stephen L. Eggert—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 9896) granting an increase of 
pension to William McKenzie—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 9897) granting a pen 
sion to Charles F. Dunn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9898) granting a pension to Abraham H. 
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9899) granting a pension to Almira Rey- 
nolds—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9900) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Hinckley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9901) granting a pension to Edwin R. 
Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9902) granting a pension to Amelia Noell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9903) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Dean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9904) granting an increase of pension to 
Neeta H. Marquis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9905) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9906) granting an increase of pension to 
Hinman Rhodes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9907) granting an increase of pension to 
Ashley A. Youmans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9908) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace A. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9909) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Lennon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9910) granting an increase of pension to 
John McCoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9911) to correct the military record of 
Henry S. Hill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9912) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Julius Bosley—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9913) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Andrew A. St. John—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9914) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Charles R. Steyens—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9915) for the relief of Margaret Hayes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 9916) granting a pension to 
Samuel C. Sargeant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 9917) granting an increase of 
pension to Orlando Dieffenbach—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MICHALEK: A bill (H. R. 9918) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Rozporka—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 9919) for the relief of 
Charles R. Hooper—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 9920) for the relief of the 
heirs of Jabez Tanner, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 9921) granting a pension 
to Ann Lytle—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9922) granting a pension to Mary A. Huff- 
man—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9923) granting a pension to Joseph J. 
Mishler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9924) granting a pension to Carrie A. 
Conley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: A bill (H. R. 9925) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry H. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 9926) for 
the relief of the heirs of the estate of Melissa Gathright, de- 
ceased, of Colbert County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 9927) for the 
relief of Thomas J. Sweeney—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9928) for the relief of 
Charles Sorrell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 9929) granting an increase 
of pension to Orlean De Witt—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9930) for the relief of Recknagle & Co.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 9931) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph A. Espy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9932) granting an increase of pension to 
-John E. Cunningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (II. R. 9933) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry L. Whitaker—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9934) 
granting a pension to Lucy M. Edgerly—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9935) granting a pension to Isabel Sea- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9936) granting an increase of pension to 
Emily H. Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9937) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Nixon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9938) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert A. Seaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9939) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret A. Macnamara—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9940) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Niles Dickerman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 9941) to 
place David Robertson, sergeant, first class, Hospital Corps, on 
the retired list of the United States Army—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9942) granting a 
pension to Lisetta M. Vogt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9943) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Saunders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9944) granting a pension to Thomas J. 
Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9945) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9946) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus Elder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9947) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas E. Story—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9948) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Winegardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9949) granting an increase of pension to 
Rolland Nease—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9950) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Recob—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9951) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen A. Parsons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9952) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Albert Stratton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9953) to correct the military record of 
Philip Reiss—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9954) granting an honorable discharge to 
James A. Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 9955) 
granting a pension to James W. Baker—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 9956) granting a 
pension to Reid Cloud—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill. (H. R. 9957) for the relief of Mrs. 
Margaret Thompson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 9958) granting a pension 
to Catharine O’Neil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9959) granting an increase of pension to 
James Kaime—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9960) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas A. Sorrell, alias Thomas A. Martin—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Missouri and Southern Illinois 
Branch of the German-American National Alliance, for a lib- 
eral reciprocity treaty with Germany—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of United Presbyterian Church 
of East Brook and Shenango, Pa., for a constitutional amend- 
ment abolishing polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: Petition of 60,000 Alaskan 
residents, for representation in Congress—to the Committee on 
the Territories, - 


By Mr. BATES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William J. Crane—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Erie, Pa., favor- 
ing preservation of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Charles Ziegler, of Erie, Pa., against reducing 
55 tariff on Philippine tobacco to the Committee on Wars and 

eans. 

By Mr. BOWIE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Do- 
minico Gliso—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: Petition of 63 retail grocers and 10 mer- 
chants in Chicago, against any tax on tea—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of Frank F. 
Bader, of Phoenixville, Pa., favoring repeal of tax on hides—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Henry Ottey, of Westchester, Pa., and Ken- 
hawa Council, No. 248, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, Westchester, Pa., favoring restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Papers accompanying bill 
(H. R. 6011) for a public building at Red Wing, Minn.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of Stoneware Potters’ Union, No. 8302, of Red 
Wing, Minn., against religious legislation in the District of 
N the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William McNair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Electa E. 
Brooks—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the Indian Territory 
Press Association, favoring joint statehood for Indian Territory 
and Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of 60,000 Americans of Alaska, for representa- 
tion in Congress—to the Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of the Merrit & Chapman Der- 
rick Company relative to the steamers Marie and Success 
(bill II. R. 7014)—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, for an appropriation to improve the harbor of 
said city—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Fred M. Yale—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEIFER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William H. Swadner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
George Saxe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: Petition of H. Seh & Co., of Allentown, Pa., 
against the tax on hides—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Andrew Barr—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Lyman W. Went- 
worth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
Cal., for an appropriation to remove hidden rocks in the bay of 
said city—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the board of directors of the Merchants’ 
Exchange of San Francisco, Cal., favoring reforms in the Bu- 
reau of Immigration in enforcing the Chinese-exclusion laws— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LEE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Robert M. 
Williamson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Stephen 
L. Eggert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Sarah 
C. Bryan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOUD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of William 
McKenzie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDOX: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Ezekiel Harris—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAHON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Orlando Dieffenbach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Petition of Samuel R. Shipley and many 
others, of Philadelphia, Pa., against commercial spoliation of 
Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. f 

Also, petitions of Washington Camp, No. 359, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, of Tacony, Philadelphia, Pa.; Carpenters’ 
Union No. 227, and Alex H. Frankenberger and others, favor- 
ing restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Imai- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of the National Encampment 
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of the Grand Army of the Republic at Boston, Mass., 1904, for 
establishment of a National Soldiers’ Home at Yountville, Napa 
County, Cal—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
for appropriation to improve harbor of said city—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Associated Charities of San Joaquin 
County, Cal., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of San Francisco, 
Cal., favoring steps taken by the President to relieve the tension 
caused by the harsh treatment of privileged classes from 
China—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the California Fruit Growers’ Association, of 
Los Angeles; Ontario Cucamonga Fruit Exchange and San 
Antonio Fruit Exchange, favoring the President's policy as to 
control of railway freight rates—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woodland (Cal.) Chamber of Commerce 
and the Stockton Grocers’ Protective Association, against con- 
trol of railway rates by the Interstate Commerce Commission— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Winters (Cal.) Board of Trade, for con- 
trol of railway rates by the Interstate Commerce Commission— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Los Angeles Division, No. 111, Order of Rail- 
way Conductors, against control of rates by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Orange Grove Lodge, Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Firemen, against control of railway rates by the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Transportation Club, of San Francisco, 
against the Esch-Townsend bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Division, No. 53, Order of 
Railway Trainmen, against control of railway rates by the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Humboldt Chamber of Commerce, against 
any change in the present Chinese-exclusion laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Red Bluff, 
Cal., against diversion of water of Sacramento River for irri- 
gation purposes—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petition of directors of the Upland Citrus Association, 
favoring President's ideas relative to railway rate control—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of American members of the Educational Asso- 
ciation of China, against harsh treatment of Chinese students 
read to study in America—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Merchants’ Exchange, for 
agreement with the Chinese Government to relieve American 
goods of the present boycott—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, petition of the Sacramento Chamber of Commerce, for a 
treaty with German Empire favorable to trade relations—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of 300 citizens of Sharon, Pa., 
against sale of liquor in Government buildings—to the Commit- 
tee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of 300 citizens of Sharon, Pa., for a law to pro- 
tect no-license territory from the original-package cases—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of 300 citizens of Sharon, Pa., for a law to pro- 
tect citizens of Oklahoma from the sale of liquors for twenty- 
one years—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 144, 
of New York, against bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: Petition of the Choc- 
taw-Gordon Game Preserve, of Paris, Tex., relative to Choctaw 
Indian lands—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the United Confederate Veterans of New 
Orleans, La., favoring bill to provide for the graves of Con- 
federate soldiers who died in northern prisons—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Local Union No. 446, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union of America, of Norristown, Pa., 
against bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ried 
Cloud—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. TELLER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


SENATOR FROM OREGON. 


Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I desire at this time to pre- 
sent the credentials of my colleague from Oregon, appointed by 
the governor of that State to fill the vacancy occasioned by the 
death of the late Senator Mitchell. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be received 
and read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read the credentials, as follows: 

STATE OF OREGON, 
Executive Department: 
SALEM, December 13, 1905. 
The Governor of Oregon to John M. Gearin, 
of the City of Portland, State of Oregon: 


Whereas on the 8th day of December, 1905, the seat of the Hon. 
John H. Mitchell, one of the Senators of the United States from the 
State of Oregon, became vacant by reason of his death; and 

Whereas there has been no session of the legisiture of this State at 
which such vacancy could be filled by the election of a Senator to 
succeed the said John H. Mitchell; and 

Whereas it is of vital importance to the interests of the State and 
nation that such vacancy be filled: 

Now, therefore, be it known that, reposing ial trust and confi- 
dence in the capacity, integrity, and fidelity of John M. Gearin, a citi- 
zen of the State of Oregon, I, George E. Chamberlain, governor of the 
State of Oregon, do in the name and by the authority of said State, 
y these presents appoint and commission him, the said John M. 
Gearin, to be a United States Senator to fill the place made vacant 
by the death of the said John H. Mitchell and to occupy the same until 
a successor shall be duly elected. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the 
seal of the State to be affixed, at the city of Salem, on this 13th day 
of December, 1905. 

Gro, E. CHAMBERLAIN, Governor. 

By 88 governor : 


[ SEAL. F. I. DUNBAR, Secretary of State. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator that the certificate, as I understood from its reading at the 
desk, is defective in that it provides that Mr. Gearin is appointed 
until his successor is elected. The governor has no power to 
make such an appointment. I will examine the certificate, how- 
ever, and confer with the Senator. It can be very easily cor- 
rected, but I think as it stands it is fatally defective. 

Mr. FULTON. Is there objection to my colleague being 
sworn in at this time? 

Mr. BURROWS. I did not know that Mr. Gearin is present. 
I think under the circumstances I should object to the oath of 
office being administered because of the defect in the certificate. 
A certificate appointing a person a Senator until his successor 
is elected seems to me to be defective. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am very clearly of the opinion, in concur- 
rence with the Senator from Michigan, that the last clause of 
this commission, “and to occupy the same until a successor 
shall be duly elected,” is in excess of constitutional authority. 
It is, however, mere surplusage, for the Constitution provides 
how long a Senator appointed by the governor to fill a vacancy 
may hold the appointment. If the appointment in itself to fill 
a yacancy is complete and in accordance with the constitutional 
provision, whatever is added going to the duration of the term 
is utterly unnecessary, and if in violation of it is a mere matter 
of surplusage, not going to the validity, it seems to me, of the 
appointment. 

We have had, I think, a similar case within my recollection: 
There was a vacancy—that is not disputed—occasioned by the 
death of Senator Mitchell, which is sought in this appointment 
to be filled. It is recited that the vacancy happened in a yaca- 
tion, while the legislature was not in session, and the governor 
says: 

Now, therefore, i wn e 
dence in the edt oak 8 eag naate ot P 1 Byens 
zen of the State of Oregon, I, George E. amberlain, governor of the 
State of Oregon, do, in the name and by the authority of said State, by 
these presents appoint and commission him, the said John M. Gearin, 
to be a United States Senator to fill the place made vacant by the 
death of the said John H. Mitchell. 

If the last clause, following that I haye just read, were 
omitted, that, I submit to the Senator from Michigan, is a com- 
plete and valid evidence of the appointment of Mr. Gearin by 
the governor of Oregon, and I think that the Senate ought to 
disregard entirely the unnecessary and altogether impotent 
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words which occur at the end of the commission. I make that 
suggestion to my friend from Michigan. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I only desired to call the 
attention of the Senate to the defect in the certificate. Of 
course that portion of the certificate which declares that Mr. 
Gearin is appointed to fill the vacancy until his successor is 

elected may be regarded as surplusage, if the certificate in other 
particulars clearly shows that the executive of the State had 
the power to make the appointment. 

The certificate is defective in another particular. The goy- 
ernor says that he appoints the person named to “ fill the va- 
cancy.” He has no power to do that. The Constitution pro- 
vides that the executive of the State, in such a case as the 
present, “may make a temporary appointment until the next 
meeting of the legislaure, which shall then fill the vacancy.” 
But I do not care to be bypercritical about it at all. I simply 
call the attention of the Senate to the defects in the certificate. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator does not make an objection? 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, no; I shall make no objection. I only 
desired to call the attention of the Senate to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection—— 

Mr. TELLER. I can not give the exact date, but the Senate 
heretofore passed on just such a case as this, and the Senator 
appointed was sworn in. I suggest that the newly appointed 
Senator from Oregon be sworn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator appointed from Oregon 
will present himself at the Vice-President’s desk and take the 
oath prescribed by law. 

Mr. Gearin was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
Futon; and the oath prescribed by law having been adminis- 
tered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


CONVEYANCES OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, inclosing a 
draft of a bill for the relief of persons who haye executed con- 
veyances of lands to the United States; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REFUND TO RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, inclosing a 
draft of a bill authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in certain contingencies, to refund to receivers of 
public moneys acting as special disbursing agents amounts paid 
by them out of their private funds; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


FULFILLMENT OF RELET CONTRACTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, inclosing a 
draft of a bill to provide for the fulfillment of contracts relet 
by the Government; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RELIEF OF RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office inclosing a 
draft of a bill for the relief of receivers of public moneys acting 
as special disbursing agents in the matter of amounts expended 
by them, contingent expenses, expenses of depositing public 
moneys, and expenses of hearings in land entries; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
eation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a lettter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office inclosing a 
draft of a bill to authorize trustees appointed under the town- 
site laws to administer oaths, and for other purposes; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPOSIT OF UNEARNED FEES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office inclosing a 
draft of a bill to authorize the receivers of public moneys for 
land districts to deposit with the Treasurer of the United States 
certain sums embraced in their accounts of unearned fees and 


official moneys; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
Torre re has the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
prin 


ABANDONED NAVAL RESERVATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office inclosing a 
draft of a bill to provide for the disposal of abandoned and use- 
less naval reservations; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 480) supplemental to an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the construction of a canal connecting 
the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” approved June 
28, 1902, and making appropriation for isthmian canal construc- 
tion, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 99) to aid the Council City and Solomon River 
Railroad Company; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 480) supplemental to an act 
entitled “An act to provide fer the construction of a canal con- 
necting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” approved 
June 28, 1902, and making appropriation for isthmian canal 
construction, and for other purposes; and it was thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the mayor, 
counselor, and aldermen of Annapolis, Md., praying that the 
U. S. frigate Constitution, commonly known as “ Old Ironsides,” 
may be preserved, repaired, and sent to the Naval Academy at 
Annapolis; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Spokane, Wash.; of the Receivers and Shippers’ Association 
of Dayton, Ohio, and of the Fruit Exchange of San Bernardino, 
Cal, praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the- 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Anti-Saloon 
League, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Indian Territory when admitted to statehood; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the California Water 
and Forest Association, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to repeal that section of the law which 
exempts the State of California from the system of advertis- 
the forest-reserve timber sales; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the California Water and 
Forest Association, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to establish game refuges and breeding 
grounds within national forest reserves; which was referred to 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 
Game. 

Mr. DICK presented a petition of, 295 citizens of Fremont, 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent the 
impending destruction of Niagara Falls on the American side 
by the diversion of the water for manufacturing purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations 
and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a memorial of the Importers and Whole- 
sale Grocers’ Association of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation imposing a duty on tea and 
coffee; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Whetstone Lodge, No. 3, 
International Association of Machinists, of Galion, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the German-American 
Alliance, of St. Paul, Wis., praying for the ratification of a fair 
and just commercial treaty with the German Empire; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of the State 
of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the ratification of the Isle 
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of Pines treaty; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 
1320) for the relief of Jessie W. Graham, sole heir of Jesse 
Graham, deceased; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the common council 
of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the closing of the fair weather opening or gap in 
the Government pier at that city; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BURKETT presented a petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Hardy, Nebr., praying for an investi- 
gation of the charges made and filed against the Hon. REED 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Rhode Island 
State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation for the extermination of the gypsy moth and 
brown-tail moth, and also that increased appropriation be made 
for the maintenance of agricultural experiment stations; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Spokane, Wash., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to regulate the issuance of railway stock; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Spokane, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
increase the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 951) to grant to the State of Minnesota 
certain vacant lands in said State for forestry purposes, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 91) granting leaves of absence 
to homesteaders on lands to be irrigated under the provisions 
of the act of June 17, 1902, asked to be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands; which was agreed to. 


NORA E. SNEDDON. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. Spooner, reported it with- 
out amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he here 
authorized and directed to pay to Nora E. Sneddon, widow of Jobn 
Sneddon, late a messenger of the United States Senate, a sum equal to 
six months’ salary at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of 


his demise, said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and 
all other allowances. 


EMPLOYMENT OF MESSENGERS FOR COMMITTEES. 


Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND], to report it favorably, in order to do 
away with discrimination. I report the resolution without 
amendment, and ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resoiced, e Sel 
Indian 8 8 18 8 pan ng Pg isni teapa toD be 
paid from the contingent fund of the Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per 
annum, until otherwise provided by law. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I understand from the Senator that this 
covers all the committees that have not messengers. 

Mr. KEAN. I believe it does, with one more that I am about 
to report. It covers every Senator, I believe, who had no mes- 
senger or other patronage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho ob- 
ject to the consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not object to the resolution. I asked 
the question for information. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee to Andit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Nixon], to report it favorably without amendment, 
and I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, and considered by unanimous con- 
sent, as follows: 


is, 


h 3 ized t 1 essenge 
ereby, author o employ a m 
the 


That the Select Committee on National Banks be, and is 


T, to be paid from the contin- 
gent fund of Senate, at the rate o $1,440 per annum, until Scher- 
wise provided by law. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, after the words “ Select Com- 
mittee on National Banks,” I move to add the words, “ and all 
other committees of the Senate not now provided with messen- 


Mr. LODGE. - That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2382) directing the issue 
of a check in lieu of a lost check drawn by the superintendent 
of the United States mint at Denver, Colo., in favor of the 
United States Reduction and Refining Company; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2383) to amend para- 
graph 34 of section 7 of an act entitled “An act making appro- 
priations to provide for the expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, 
and for other purposes,” approved July 1, 1902; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2384) for the relief of the estate of F. Z. Tucker, 
deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 2385) for the payment of Robert D. Benedict for 
services rendered (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 2386) to prevent the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in buildings, ships, navy-yards, and 
parks and other premises owned or controlled by the United 
States Government; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2387) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
Smith; and 

A bill (S. 2388) granting an increase of pension to John 
Leary. 

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2389) granting a pension to Catherine S. Lacy; 

A bill (S. 2390) granting a pension to Eunice G. Wickware; 

A bill (S. 2391) granting a pension to Mary E. Kilbourne; 
and 

A bill (S. 2392) granting a pension to Jennie S. Ostler. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 2393) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John L. Clark; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 2394) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John A. J. Taylor; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 2395) granting an increase 
of pension to Leonidas E. Mills; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2396) granting an increase of 
pension to Elisha Johnson: which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 2397) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act for the relief 
and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minne- 
sota,’ approved January 14, 1889,” so as to create a State forest 
reserye, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I introduce a bill, which I ask to be read once 
and lie on the table. 

The bill (S. 2398) to create the National Board of Corpora- 
tions and to provide for the regulation thereby of corporations 
engaged in interstate, Territorial, District, or insular possession 
business was read the first time by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. DICK (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2399) for the 
relief of George F. Ormsby; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Nayal Affairs, 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 2400) to correct the nayal record 
of Peter H. Brodie, alias Patrick Torbett; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2401) to amend sec- 
tions 4924, 4925, 4926, and 4927 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, relating to patents; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2402) granting a pension to Liddia Pierce; 

A bill (S. 2403) granting a pension to Orpha A. Blake; 

A bill (S. 2404) granting a pension to James Phelps; 

A bill (S. 2405) granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Winget; 

A bill (S. 2406) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Milliman; 

A bill (S. 2407) granting an increase of pension to Ven Druth 
Washburn ; 

A bill (S. 2408) granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 
Schroder ; 

A bill (S. 2409) granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Partridge; 

A bill (S. 2410) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Dickson ; 

A bill (S. 2411) granting an increase of pension to Carrie B. 
Findley ; 

A bill (S. 2412) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Armitage ; 

A bill (S. 2413) granting an increase of pension to Curtis 
Griffin ; 

A bill (S. 2414) granting an increase of pension to Newberry 
W. Wheeler; and 

A bill (S. 2415) granting an increase of pension to Fannie 
Ida Edgerton. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2416) to refund certain 
excess duties paid upon importations of absinthe and kirsch- 
wasser from Switzerland between June 1, 1898, and December 
5, 1898; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2417) for the relief of Reck- 
nagel & Co; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 2418) to enable the 
Indians allotted lands in severalty within the boundaries of 
drainage district No. 1, in Richardson County, Nebr., to pro- 
tect their lands from overflow, and for the segregation of such 
of said Indians from their tribal relations as may be expedient, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 2419) to provide for the 
construction and operation of a deep waterway between the 
cities of Chicago, III., and St. Louis, Mo.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2420) for the relief of 
Eleonora G. Goldsborough; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2421) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Herrick Hodges; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCRBARY introduced a bill (S. 2422) for the relief 
of the estate of George F. Lee, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2423) granting an increase of 
pension to David A. Davis; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. HEMENWAY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2424) granting an increase of pension to Richard A. 
Wood ; 

A bill (S. 2425) granting an increase of pension to John A. 


88 U 

A bill (S. 2426) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
C. Sloan; 

A bill (S. 2427) granting an increase of pension to Anderson 
Carpenter ; 

A bill (S. 2428) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Brady: 

A bill (S. 2429) granting an increase of pension to James 
Devor: 

A bill (S. 2480) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Fraze; 


A bill (S. 2431) granting an increase of pension to Sylvester 
C. Peters; and 
å A bill (S. 2432) granting an increase of pension to Amos Mar- 
n. 
COUNCIL CITY AND SOLOMON RIVER RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a bill from the House of Representatives and calls the attention 
of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] to it. 

The bill (H. R. 99) to aid the Counċil City and Solomon River 
Railroad Company was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, that bill being in the nature of 
an emergency measure should be passed at once in order to do 
any good at all. I ask for its present consideration. 

The facts in the case are substantially these. There is a 
railroad being constructed from a point on Solomon River up on 
the eastern portion of Seward Peninsula, in Alaska. Seward 
Peninsula is the peninsula where Nome is situated. There is a 
law requiring all railroads in Alaska to pay a tax of $100 a 
mile. Last year Congress, in order to promote the building of 
this railroad in that difficult and inclement country, relieved the 
company of the tax upon the condition that they would complete 
20 miles within a year. The railroad company have already 
completed 18} miles, and they were unable to go any farther 
because of the early advent of frost and cold weather and the 
difficulty of getting in the materials. Their time expires the 
31st of this month, and in order that they may not suffer any 
hardship the bill is simply to give them an extension of one 
year within which to complete it. 

Seward Peninsula is the bleakest part of Alaska. There is 
no timber, and everything in the way of material and supplies 
has to be imported there for the construction of the railroad. 
The company are building a standard-gauge railroad wholly 
with their own means. They are not peddling stock anywhere. 
I think they are entitled to this encouragement. If we are to 
give them this relief, the bill ought to pass now, because the 
time will be out on the 31st of this month. The bill simply 
extends the time one year. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the bill be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. y 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the time of the Council City and Solomon 
River Railroad Company to comply with the provisions of sections 4 
and 5 of chapter 299 of the laws of the United States, entitled “An act 
extending the homestead laws and providing for the right of way for 
rallroads in the district of Alaska, and for other purposes, approved 
May 14, 1898, in acquiring and completing its railroad now under con- 
struction in Alaska, is hereby extended as follows: 

First. That the time to file the map and profile of definite location 
of its first section of at least 20 miles with the register of the land 
office in the district of Alaska, as provided in said sections 4 and 5, is 
hereby extended to and including the 31st day of December, 1906. 

Second. That the time to complete the first section of at least 20 
miles of its railroad, as provided in said section 5, is hereby extended 
to and including the 31st day of December, 1906, and the time for 
completing its entire railroad, as provided In said section 5, Is hereby 
extended to and including December 31, 1909. 

Third. That it shall lawful for the Council City and Solomon 
River Railroad Company to hereafter operate its railrond in the dis- 
trict of Alaska for a period to and including December 31, 1909, with- 
out the payment of the license fee of $100 Pz mile per annum on each 
mile operated, as provided in section 29 of chapter 1 of the act enti- 
tled An act for making further provision for a civil government for 
Alaska, and for other purposes,” approved June 6, 1900. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 
o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned, the ad- 
journment being, under the concurrent resolution of the two 
Houses, until Thursday, January 4, 1906, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 21, 
1905. 
DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 


Thomas B. Latham, of Indian Territory, to be United States 
attorney for the central district of Indian Territory, vice John 
H. Wilkins, whose term will expire January 9, 1906. 


1905. 


James L. Martin, of Vermont, to be United States attorney 
for the district of Vermont. (A reappointment, his term expir- 
ing January 12, 1906.) 

MARSHAL. 

John E. Kendrick, of Rhode Island, to be United States mar- 
shal for the district of Rhode Island, to which position he was 
appointed on June 5, 1900, in the place of James S. McCabe, 
whose term had expired. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


A. W. Maxwell, of Moberly, Mo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Lawton, Okla., vice James D. Maguire, resigned. 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Henry D. McKnight, of Oklahoma, to be register of the land 
office at Lawton, Okla., his term haying expired December 19, 
1905. (Reappointment.) 


POSTMASTERS. 


ILLINOIS. a 
Henry Schneider to be postmaster at Waterloo, in the county 
of Monroe and State of Illinois, in place of Hardy C. Voris. 
Incumbent's commission expired December 18, 1905. 
INDIANA. 
Jesse Parmenter to be postmaster at Wabash, in the county of 
Wabash and State of Indiana, in place of John M. Crain. In- 
cumbent's commission expired December 12, 1905. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
William A. Murphy to be postmaster at Amesbury, in the 


county of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in place of Cyrus 
W. Rowell. Incumbent's commission expired December 17, 1905. 


NEW YORK. 
Henry W. Wilcox to be postmaster at Deposit, in the county 


of Broome and State of New York, in place of Charles H. Put- 
nam. Incumbent’s commission expires January 21, 1906. 


NORTH CAROLINA, 

Wallace W. Rollins to be postmaster at Asheville, in the 
county of Buncombe and State of North Carolina, in place of 
Wallace W. Rollins. Incumbents commission expires January 
13, 1906. 

TENNESSEE. 

Andrew W. Wills to be postmaster at Nashville, in the county 
of Davidson and State of Tennessee, in place of Andrew W. 
Wills. Incumbent's commission expires February 17, 1906. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations en by the Senate December 21, 
1 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Sterling A. Campbell, of California, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Humboldt, in the State of California. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) John G. Church to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Gunner William J. Foley to be a chief gunner in the Navy 
from the 10th day of April, 1905, upon the completion of six 
years’ service, in accordance with the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved April 27, 1904. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Howard W. Stone, a citizen of Iowa, to be a second lieutenant 
in the Marine Corps from the 23d day of March, 1905. 

Julian P. Willcox, a citizen of Colorado, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the Marine Corps from the 13th day of April, 1905. 

To be second lieuenants in the Marine Corps from the 19th 
day of June, 1905, to fill vacancies existing in that grade on 
that date: 

Bennet Puryear, a citizen of Texas. 

William W. Buckley, a citizen of Kansas. 

William C. Wise, jr., a citizen of Virginia. 

William D. Smith, a citizen of Pennsylvania. 

Harold B. Pratt, a citizen of New York. 

Randolph Coyle, a citizen of the District of Columbia. 

Philip H. Torrey, a citizen of Montana, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the Marine Corps from the I8th day of July, 1905. 

Benjamin B. Gossett, a citizen of South Carolina, to be a sec- 

i lieutenant in the Marine Corps from the 18th day of August, 
1 


Robert L. Denig, a citizen of Ohio, to be a second lieutenant 
in the Marine Corps from the 29th day of September, 1905. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuurspay, December 21, 1905, 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Eternal God, our Heavenly Father, from whom all blessings 
are, we recognize in Thy son, Jesus Christ, who brought to light 
life and immortality and taught us the beauty of holiness, Thine 
own best gift to the world, whose advent will be celebrated with 
joy and gladness, thanksgiving and praise, in every home 
throughout the length and breadth of Christendom; and as we 
strive to imitate Thee in gifts to our friends and kindred we 
most fervently pray that we may not forget in our generosity 
the downtrodden, the outcast, homeless, and poor, especially the 
children in poverty, bereft of friends and kindred, remembering 
that“ Twice blest is he who gives.“ And now, O God, our Heay- 
enly Father, keep us close to Thee as we separate for this holi- 
day season to go to our several homes, that we enter not into 
temptation, and bring us together again at the appointed time in 
health, strength, and vigor. In the name of Jesus Christ, our 
Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the only debate 
that is demanded on this resolution, No. 42, is on the part of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lovertne], and the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURLESON] would like to be heard 
in reply, and they are willing to print their remarks in the 
Recorp. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lovertne] and the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BURLESON] have the right to print for five days. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LOVERING] 

Mr. BURLESON. It is understood that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts is to submit his remarks to me. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then I will ask that the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts have five days and the gentleman from Texas seven 
days in which to print. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LoverING] have five days and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Burteson] have seven days in which to print remarks on the 
pending resolution, No. 42. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

PHILIPPINE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to file the views of 
the minority to accompany H. R. 3, being the Philippine tariff 
bill, and I ask unanimous consent that they may be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi presents 
the views of the minority upon the bill indicated, and asks 
unanimous consent that they be printed in the RECORD, . 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I will have to object to that. I can 
not see any reason for departing from the usual rule in this case. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will change the request, then, and make 
it that both reports be printed in the Recorp—the report of the 
majority and the views of the minority be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent that the report of the majority and the views of 
the minority be printed in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I object to that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well, then, Mr. Speaker, I will file the 
report. 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, if there is no business on the 
Speaker’s table, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to inquire if anybody 
else wants to make a speech? If they do, I believe they ought 
to haye a chance. 

Mr. PAYNE. The supply of eloquence seems to be exhausted 
for the present. I think perhaps it will come again later. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 
10 mirfutes p. m.) the House, under its previous order, ad- 
journed until Thursday, January 4, 1906, at 12 o'clock m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nication was taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
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copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Laber submitting an estimate of appropriation to replace the 
Nantucket Shoal light vessel—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H. R. 9961) 
repealing an act entitled “An act to extend the time for pre- 
senting claims for additional bounties,” and its amendments and 
extensions, and so forth—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9962) to establish a permanent military 
camp ground in Hardin, Meade, and Bullitt counties, in Ken- 
tucky—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 9963) to provide for the 
enlarging of the United States court building at Asheville, N. C., 
containing the United States court room, post-office, clerk’s office, 
and internal-revenue offices—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 9964) to es- 
tablish a Bureau of Naturalization, and to provide for a uniform 
rule for the naturalization of aliens throughout the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 9965) to provide for the 
construction and equipment of a revenue cutter for service in 
Narragansett Bay and adjacent waters—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 9966) making Monterey, 
Cal., a subport of entry in the customs collection district of San 
Francisco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 9967) providing 
for the disposition of the segregated coal and asphalt lands in 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, Ind. T., so as to thereby 
proyide a school fund for a future State—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McNARY: A bill (H. R. 9968) to provide for the sur- 
vey of Fort Point channel and South Bay, Boston Harbor, Mas- 
sachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9969) to authorize and direct the Secretary 
of War to cause a survey to be made for a 40-foot channel in 
Boston Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9970) to provide for surveys for a ship 
canal across Cape Cod and from Narragansett Bay to Boston 
Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


bors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9971) to authorize and direct the Secre- 
tary of War to complete the improvement of Fort Point chan- 
nel, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 9972) for the further pro- 
tection of interstate trade and to amend “An act to protect 
trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and monop- 
olies,” approved July 2, 1890—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9973) to amend clauses 437, 438, 439, 440, 
441, 442, 443, 444, 445, 446, 447, 448, 449, and 450 of Schedule N 
of an act entitled “An act to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States,” 
approved July 24, 1897—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9974) to reduce taxation on American citi- 
zens who use hides, leather, boots, shoes, saddles, and harness— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9975) to carry into effect the provisions of 
a conyention, signed at Washington July 24, 1899, between the 
United States and France, under authority of “An act to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States,” approved July 24, 1897, and transmitted 
to the Senate of the United States by the President at Washing- 
ton, December 6, 1899—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9976) to create a new 
Federal judicial district in Ohio, to be called the central dis- 
trict—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 9977) to provide for the sur- 
vey for a ship canal from Fall River Harbor to Weymouth Fore 
River. Boston Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 9978) to amend an act entitled 


“An act to revise and amend the tariff laws of the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1905—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 9979) to authorize the 
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acquisition of land or buildings for the United States embassies 
and legations in foreign capitals—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 9980) author- 
izing the accounting officers of the Treasury to readjust the 
accounts of the Pacific Railway and other companies for trans- 
portation of enlisted men of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps 
since July 1, 1896, and for other purposes—to the eee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 9981) to regu- 
late the practice of dentistry or dental surgery in the Indian 
Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 9982) to provide for a port 
of delivery at Albuquerque, Territory of New Mexico—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9983) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Albuquerque, Territory of New Mexico—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 57) extending 
the provisions of the act of June 27, 1890, to include the officers 
and privates of the Eighteenth and Nineteenth Regiments 
Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and the widows and minor children 
of all such persons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 58) directing 
a suitable shaft to be placed at the grave of John Tyler—to the 
Committee on the Library. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 9984) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel MecKinney—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 9985) granting a pension 
to Myron L. Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9986) granting a pension to Rusan A. 
Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 9987) for the relief or Ellen 
Sexton—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9988) granting a pension to Georgiana 
Schroeder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9989) granting a pension to Jennie Bal- 
lard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9990) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Banks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9991) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus Chapin—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9992) for the 
relief of John Beasley, of Rhea County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 9993) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Warren—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 9994) granting a pension to 
Christopher Horn—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 9995) granting an increase 
of pension to Elias Johnson—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9996) granting a pension to 
Adelaide B. Hawes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9997) granting an increase of pension to 
Howard M. Hubbard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9998) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 9999) granting an increase of pension to 
Orion B. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10000) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin W. De Lano—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10001) granting an increase of pension to 
Irvin F. Hoyt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10002) to remove the charge of desertion 
against John N. Barker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 10003) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Murray—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10004) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel R. Hazen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10005) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of E. J. Rice—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10006) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Oris Bailey, alias John O. Bailey—to the Committee on 
Military. Affairs. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 10007) granting an increase of 
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pension to Appleton Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sioas. ‘ 5 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 10008) granting an increase 
of pension to James W. Dorman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 10009) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary B. Root—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10010) granting a pension to Emeline B. 
Kerns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10011) granting a pension to George Her- 
mon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10012) granting a pension to Daniel W. 
David—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10013) granting a pension to Olive J. Wat- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10014) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 10015) for the relief of 
the estate of Capt. Charles E. Russell, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 10016) granting a pension 
to Timothy Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10017) granting a pension to Franklin B. 
Carland—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 10018) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Emmeline Pancost—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10019) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Shook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 10020) granting a pension 
to Sarah J. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 10021) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret Earhart—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 10022) granting a pen- 
sion to Annie S. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
to Martha Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 10023) granting a pension 
to Martha Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10024) granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth Stevig—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10025) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter O. Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10026) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary F. Matherly—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10027) to correct the military record of 
James Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10028) to correct the military record of 
John D. Gardner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 10029) granting an 
increase of pension to Abraham Higbee—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10030) granting an increase of pension to 
Arby Frier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10031) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Haley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10032) granting an increase of pension to 
Octavo Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 10033) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel C. Roe—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 10034) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Zombro—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10035) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Waldorf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10036) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Naus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Als6, a bill (H. R. 10037) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hathorn—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10038) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Denny—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10039) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel P. Monroe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10040) granting a pension to Lizzie S. 
Fecker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10041) granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Dewland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10042) granting a pension to Emma G. 
Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10043) granting a pension to Fannie E. 
Grayson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10044) granting a pension to Kate 
Lackey—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10045) granting a pension to James M. 
Polsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10046) for the relief of Capt. Wilson 
Strickler, Company C, Twenty-first Pennsylvania Cavalry Vol- 
unteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 10047) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Ellicott—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10048) to correct the military record of 
Adolphus Yuncker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 10049) granting a pen- 
sion to Hiram Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10050) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 10051) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Marcellus Henson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10052) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellis K. Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10053) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Gressinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 10054) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert Shoemaker—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 10055) granting a pension 
to Osborne Eddy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10056) to authorize the President to 
appoint Charles L. Gibbs, late acting volunteer lieutenant in 
the United States Navy and now in the Light-House Service, 
a commander on the retiree list of the Navy—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10057) for the relief of the sufferers by 
the wreck of the United States relief vessel No. 58, of the 
Light-House Service, stationed at the South Shoals, Nan- 
tucket, Mass.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 10058) 
granting a pension to Charles E. Foster—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10059) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 10060) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry B. Taylor—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10061) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 636) for the relief of William Slater—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 696) granting a pension to Matilda Merrick 
Goodrich—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1078) for the relief of Hamilton D. South, 
second lieutenant, United States Marine Corps—Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 1126) granting a pension to Jesse C. Thomas— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1397) for the relief of Alexander Lucas— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 1518) to correct the military record of George 
S. Groesbeck—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 1545) granting a pension to Florence D. Raf- 
ferty—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2072) granting arrears of pension to H. Morris 
Husband—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 2138) for the relief of the estate of Lewis Pat- 
terson, deceased—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 2379) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Archibald Gibson—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 6528) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Pres- 
ton—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of J. G. Getties and others, 
and General John A. Dix Council, No. 25, Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Ingram, Pa., favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of 60,000 Americans in Alaska, for representa- 
tion in Congress—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BURLESON: Fetition of S. A. Berkley and others, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of John Beasley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petition of Granite Council, No. 13, of 

New Boston, N. H., favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
. By Mr. DWIGHT: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 15, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Lestershire, N. Y., favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FLACK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Apple- 
ton Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARNER: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 7637—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of the Rhode Island Poultry 
Association, for increased appropriation for agricultural experi- 
ment station—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Rhode Island Poultry Association, for 
placing basic slag meal on the free list—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of Painters and Decorators’ Union No. 195, of 


Providence, R. T., for placing wood alcohol on the free list—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William B. West—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Levi C. Bishop— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Dudley Portwood— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of 60,000 Americans in Alaska, 
for representation in Congress—to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories, 

Also, petition of the Indian Territory Press Association, for 
favorable laws relative to Indian lands, ete.—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Phoenix, Ariz., against 
joint statehood with New Mexico—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, petition of the Allegheny Presbytery of the United Pres- 
byterian Church of North America, for law to prohibit polygamy 
and for the recognition of Christ as the basis of all legislation 
relating to the family—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GUDGER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William Riley Hooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Sarah J. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of the common council of Mil- 
waukee, favoring closing of fair-weather opening on breakwater 
harbor of refuge—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 

James M. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SMITH of California: Petitions of the Merchants’ 
Association and the Chamber of Commerce of Santa Ana; the 
Chamber of Commerce and the Pachappa Orange Growers’ As- 
sociation, of Riverside; the Riverside Heights Orange Grow- 
ers’ Association; the Riverside Fruit Exchange; the Chamber 
of Commerce of Redlands ; the San Bernardino Board of Trade; 
the San Bernardino County Fruit Exchange; the Highland 
Orange Growers’ Association; the Stewart Citrus Associa- 
tion, of Upland; the Upland Citrus Association, of Upland; 
the Mountain View Orange and Lemon Growers’ Association ; 
the Ontario Cucamonga Fruit Growers’ Exchange; the San 
Antonio Fruit Exchange, of Pomona; the Covina Orange Grow- 
ers’ Association; the Covina Fruit Exchange; the Cohuenga 
Valley Lemon Growers’ Association, of Colgrove; the Semi- 
tropic Fruit Exchange, of Los Angeles; the Southern California 
Hardware Association, and the California Fruit Growers’ Ex- 
change, favoring Increasing the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission relative to railway rates—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


i SENATE. | 
Tuursoay, January J, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. À 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Thursday, December 21, 1905, when, on request of Mr. 
Spooner, and by unanimous consent, the further reading was 
dispensed with. 

SENATOR FROM WISCONSIN. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I present the credentials of 
Hon. Robert M. La Follette, Senator-elect from the State of Wis- 
consin, which I ask may be read and placed on file. 
rent VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the cre- 

ntials. 

The credentials of Robert Marion La Follette, chosen by the 
legislature of the State of Wisconsin a Senator from that State 
Zor he term beginning March 4, 1905, were read and ordered to 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. La Follette, the Senator-elect, is in at- 
rodans; and I ask that the oath of office be now administered 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator-elect will present him- 
self at the Vice-President’s desk and take the oath of office pre- 
scribed by law. 

Mr. La Follette was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by, 
Mr. Spooner, and the oath prescribed by law having been ad- 
ministered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


PRODUCTION OF SUGAR IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


The VICH-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of a cable- 
gram received from the acting governor-general of the Philip- 
pine Islands, relative to the agricultural conditions in those 
islands as depicted by the planters of Iloilo; which was read 
and referred to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 

Wan DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 22, 1995. 
Sin: I have the honor to state that the following cablegram has just 


Ls Pasito from the acting governor-general of e Philippine 
stands : 
“Have received the following telegram from Iloilo planters: Prices 


segar P3.81 o hopes improvement. The situation of agri- 
culturists insupportable. Sole salvation abolition Dingley tarif. As- 
sociacion Agricola prays transmit Washington deplorable state. Agri- 
culture planters prefer not to harvest crop present prices. 

“De LEON, President Association.” 


P is the symbol for 1 peso, Philippine currency, which is equivalent 
to 50 cents, United States currency. P3.81 is the priee for 1 picul, 
ue is mec ogy i 1373 pounds. The price per hundred pounds at 


Wu. H. Tart, Secretary of War. 
The honorable the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the cause of the University of Missouri v. The United States; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
J. P. Harvey, administrator of Matilda D. Harvey, deceased, v. 
The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Anna McDonald, widow of James McDonald, deceased, y The 
United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Isabella G. Francis, administratrix of the estate of Roger A. 
Francis, deceased, v. The United States; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. f 

He also laid before the. Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
the Wardens of St. Thomas Episcopal Church, of Middletown, ; 
Va., v. The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
E He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 


1906. 


assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Augustin Lazare, administrator of the estate of Jean Baptiste 
Lazare, deceased, v. The United States; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
the trustees of the Mount Zion Church of United Brethren, of 
Frederick County, Va., v. The United States; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Sarah Lou Smith, Mary Ellen Smith, and Susan Virginia Smith, 
sole heirs of Sarah G. Smith, deceased, v. The United States; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
G. S. Lannom, receiver of the Humboldt Female College, of 
Gibson County, Tenn., v. The United States; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. y 

ACCEPTANCE OF DECORATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, requesting, in accordance with 
the provisions of section 3 of the act of January 31, 1881, that 
permission be granted by Congress to Brig. Gen. William Cro- 
zier, Chief of Ordnance, United States Army, to accept a decora- 
tion of Commander of the Order of the Legion of Honor, and 
also to Capt. Daniel T. Moore, Artillery Corps, United States 
Army, to accept a decoration of Chevalier of the Order of the 
Legion of Honor, conferred upon them by the French Govern- 
ment, and inclosing letters from the Secretary of War authoriz- 
ing these applications; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and or- 
dered to be printed. - 


AMERICAN INSTRUCTORS OF THE DEAF. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the proceedings 
of the seventeenth meeting of the Conyention of American In- 
structors of the Deaf, held at Morganton, N. C., July 8 to 13, 
1905; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of sundry citi- 
zens of Clifton, Ariz., remonstrating against the admission of 
Arizona and New Mexico into the Union as one State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
the State of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to permit the admission into the United States of Chinese visit- 
ors and travelers not of the cooly class; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of New 
Orleans, La., praying for the passage of the so-called “ ship- 
subsidy bill; ” which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Furniture Exchange of 
Cincinnati, Ohio; of the Board of Trade of New Orleans, La.; 
of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis.; of the Live 
Stock Commission Merchants’ Association of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
and of the Manufacturers’ Association of Seattle, Wash., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission; which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Grand Division, Brotherhood 
of Railroad Freight and Baggage Men of America, of Lancaster, 
Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called “ Esch- 
Townsend railroad rate bill;” which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Norwood, Pa., praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the United 
States, praying for the repeal of the present duty on imported 
hides; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Cambridge, Idaho, remonstrating against the passage of the 
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so-called“ parcels-post bill;” which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of 375 citizens of Caldwell, 
Idaho, praying for the enactment of legislation granting leave 
of absence to homestead entrymen under the Payette-Boise 
reclamation project until water for irrigation purposes is avail- 
able; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented a petition of the North 
Montana Round-up Association, of the State of Montana, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to increase the exportation of 
live stock from the United States, and providing for the use of 
American beef as a ration in the supplies of the Government for 
the use of the Army in the Philippine Islands; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Teamsters and Drivers’ Local 
Union, No. 177, American Federation of Labor, of Helena, 
Mont., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immi- 
gration; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. BURKETT presented a petition of the West Nebraska 
Annual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Meri- 
den, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Nebraska State Sport- 
men’s Association, of Hastings, Nebr., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to protect migratory game birds; which was 
referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the North Nebraska Confer- 
ence, of Albion, Nebr., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill 
(S. 880) granting an increase of pension to Michael Brannan; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Burnside Council, 
No. 26, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Chester, 
N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immi- 
gration; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Lincoln Post, No. 3, Depart- 
ment of the Potomac, Grand Army of the Republic, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
a temporary home in the District of Columbia for ex-volunteer 
Union soldiers and sailors; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Galva, Ill., remonstrating against any reduction of the duty on 
cigars imported from the Philippine Islands; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the United 
States, and a petition of the Ladies’ Missionary Society of the 
Bethel Church, of Reno, III., praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades and Labor Council 
of Lincoln, III., and a petition of the Joint Labor Council of 
Evanston, Ill, praying for the enactment of legislation to re- 
strict immigration; which were referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Fourth Quarterly Meeting 
of the Railway Employees’ Twentieth Century Club of Illinois, 
and a petition of the Trades and Labor Assembly of Peoria, 
III., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Illinois Coal Operators’ 
Association, of Springfield, III., remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Marshfield, Oreg., praying that an appropriation be 
made for the improvement of Coos Bay, in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Greater Salem Commercial 
Club, of Salem,, Oreg., praying that an appropriation be made 
for the construction of free locks on the Willamette River in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FLINT presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made 
for the removal of certain hidden and visible rocks in the har- 
bor and bay of San Francisco, and approaches thereto, to a 
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depth sufficient to permit the safe navigation of vessels of the 
largest class; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the consideration and protec- 
tion of the interests of the dried-fruit industry in any commer- 
cial treaties made with the German Empire; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the appointment of six special 
agents with diplomatic rank and title of commercial attachés 
for the promotion of American industry and trade; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the creation of a Federal ju- 
dicial circuit court in the Orient; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, 

He also presented a petition of the Bar Association of San 
Francisco, Cal., praying for the appointment of an additional 
district judge for the northern district of California; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of the mayor and common council 
of Tueson, Ariz., and of sundry citizens of Clifton, Ariz.; of 
the mayor and Chamber of Commerce of Tucson; the mayor, 
city council, and sundry citizens of Nogales; the board of 
supervisors of Navajo County; sundry citizens of Naco; the 
mayor and city council of Prescott; the board of supervisors 
of Mohave County and the anti-joint statehood committee of 
Kingman; the board of supervisors of Flagstaff; the Chamber 
of Commerce and sundry citizens of Bisbee; the Phoenix and 
Maricopa County Board of Trade, of Phoenix; sundry citizens 
of Pearce; the mayor and board of aldermen of Douglas; the 
board of supervisors of Yayapai County, and of the mayor and 
common council of Bisbee, all in the State of Arizona, remon- 
strating against the admission of Arizona and New Mexico into 
the Union as one State; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Territories, 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that recognition be made of the 
international exposition to be held at Milan, Italy, April 1 to 
November 30, 1906; which was referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on Industrial Expositions, 

He also presented petitions of the Merchants’ Association of 

San Francisco, the Municipal League of Los Angeles, and of 
the Chamber of Commerce of San Diego, all in the State of 
California, praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
the destruction of Niagara Falls on the American side by the 
diversion of the waters for manufacturing purposes; which were 
referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Pro- 
tection of Game. 
He also presented petitions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Los Angeles, the Board of Trade of Redlands, and the California 
Water and Forest Association, of San Francisco, all in the 
State of California, praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the protection of wild animals and birds in the 
Wichita Forest Reserve, so as to apply to the different forest 
reserves of the United States, and especially to those of the State 
of California; which were referred to the Committee on Forest 
Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
1838) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 8, Harriman; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of the Society of the Dames 
of 1846, of Dallas, Tex., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion granting an increase of pension to soldiers of the Mexican 
war in certain cases; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 986, Carpen- 
ters and Joiners of America, of South McAlester, Ind. T.; of Lo- 
cal Union No. 1587, Carpenters and Joiners of America, of 
Hutchinson, Kans.; of the Trades League, of Philadelphia, Pa.; 
of W. M. Selanes and 44 other citizens of Spring Hill; of Local 
Union No. 416, Iron Molders’ Union, of Iola, and of Local Union 
No. 56, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Leavenworth, all in 
the State of Kansas, and of E. P. Dicken and 6 other citizens of 
Kansas, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to re- 
strict immigration; which were referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the West Kansas Conference 
of the Free Methodist Church, of Macksville, Kans., and a peti- 
tion of the Woman’s Missionary Society of the Presbyterian 
Church of Paola, Kans., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against the Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, 


He also presented a petition of the committee on temperance 
of the house of representatives of the State of Kansas, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 552) for 
the relief of James W. Morgan; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

He also presented an affidavit to accompany the bill (S. 1670) 
granting an increase of pension to William McNabb; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented an affidavit to accompany the bill (S. 2089) 
granting an increase of pension to John P. Campbell; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Muddy Creek Grange, No. 
1437, Patrons of Husbandry, of Meriden, Kans., praying for 
the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill;“ which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr, CLARK of Wyoming presented the petition of Thomas 
Crosbie and 23 other citizens of Evanston, Wyo., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of Local Council No. 105, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Freed, W. Va., 
and a petition of Local Council No. 181, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Guyandotte, W. Va., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of 51 masters pilots and 
others navigating Block Island Sound and Long Island Sound, 
and a petition of 39 masters pilots and others navigating Block 
Island Sound and Long Island Sound, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a light-ship equipped with a fog signal off Point 
Judith, Rhode Island; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Current Topics Club, of 
Newport, R. I., and a petition of the board of reference of the 
Charity Organization Society, of Newport, R. L, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the employment of 
child labor in the District of Columbia; which were referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Agricultural Federation of 
Rhode Island, praying that an appropriation be made for the 
maintenance of agricultural experiment stations; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Agricultural Federation of 
Rhode Island and a petition of the board of managers of the 
Rhode Island College of Agriculture and Mechanic Arts, praying 
for the enactment of legislation admitting basic slag meal free 
of duty ; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Rhode Island Poultry Asso- 
ciation, praying that an appropriation be made to provide for the 
extermination of the gypsy moth and the brown-tail moth; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the Rhode Island Business 
Men's Association, remonstrating against the repeal of the pres- 
ent bankruptcy law; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. FORAKER presented petitions of Cleveland City Council, 
No, 55, of Cleveland; Arcanum Council, No. 149, of Arcanum; 
Price Hill Council, No, 210, of Cincinnati; Storms Creek Council, 
No. 108, of Terre Haute; Fairmount Council, No. 155, of Cincin- 
nati; Piqua Council, No. 80, of Piqua, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics; Local Union No. 2, of Cincinnati; Local 
Union No. 13, of Newark; Local Union No. 328, of East Liver- 
pool; Local Union No. 17, of Bellaire; Local Union No. 437, of 
Portsmouth, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of 
America; Standard Lodge, No. 702, of Cleveland; Whetstone 
Lodge, No. 344, of Galion; Lincoln Lodge, No. 307, of Cincinnati; 
Buckeye Lodge, No. 55, of Columbus, Internationa] Association 
of Machinists; Local Union No. 327, of Lorain, Amalgamated 
Sheet Metal Workers’ International Alliance; Scioto Lodge, No. 
150, of Portsmouth, International Brotherhood of Maintenance 
of Way Employees; Bricklayers’ Union No. 22, Bricklayers and 
Masons’ International Union, of Dayton; Iron Molders’ Union 
No. 198, of Mansfield; Iron Molders’ Union No. 132, of Zanes- 
ville, and 36 citizens of Dayton, all in the State of Ohio, praying 
for the rigid enforcement of immigration regulations and the 
enactment of such additional laws as will afford protection 
against the depressing industrial effects of the unrestricted ad- 
mission of foreigners to the United States; which were referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of the American Institute of 
Architects, of Cincinnati; the Board of Trade of Marysville; 
of 5 citizens of Cleveland; 16 citizens of Cincinnati; 335 citi- 


1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


677 


zens of Fremont; 449 school children of Fremont, and of sun- 
dry citizens of Mansfield and Chillicothe, all in the State of 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent the im- 
pending destruction of Niagara Falls on the American side by 
the diversion of the waters for manufacturing purposes; which 
were referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game. 

Mr. KNOX presented petitions of the congregations of the 
First Baptist, St. Matthew’s Episcopal, and St. John’s Evan- 
gelical Lutheran churches, all of Homestead, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of Michael Scherrer, of Erie; 
Carney Brothers, of Erie; George F. C. Cantor, of Erie; Rudolph 
Phister, of Erie; Key West Cigar Works, of Erie, and of Local 
Union No. 801, Cigar Makers’ International Union of America, 
of Akron, all in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called “ Curtis bill,” relative to a 
reduction of the duty on tobacco imported from the Philippine 
Islands; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Saratoga Council, No. 262, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Pittsburg; Jordan 
Council, No. 746, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Allentown; Landisburg Council, No. 707, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Landisburg; Aspinwall Council, No. 
238, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Aspinwall; 
Court Jackson, No. 121, Foresters of America, of Philadelphia ; 
Washington Camp, No. 443, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of 
Davidsburg; Falls City Council, No. 385, United American Me- 
chanics, of Beaver Falls; Local Union No. 1186, Carpenters and 
Joiners of America, of Pittsburg, and of sundry citizens of 
Beaver Falls, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of Laurel Point Grange, No. 915, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Vandergrift; Stony Fork Grange, No. 
1033, Patrons of Husbandry, of Stony Fork; Moshannon Grange, 
No. 1272, Patrons of Husbandry, of Philipsburg ; Mauger Grange, 
No. 111, Patrons of Husbandry, of Milan, and of the Patrons of 
Husbandry of Harrison, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to amend the present oleomar- 
garine law by striking out the word “ knowingly ;” which were 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of the Civie Club of Philadelphia ; 
W. E. Hering, of Philadelphia; Elizabeth E. Lee, of Philadel- 
phia; sundry citizens of Philadelphia ; Charles P. Cody, of Erie; 
the City Parks Association of Philadelphia; Dr. A. J. Hesser, 
of Pittsburg; Robert M. Eldon, of Aspers; Fairmount Park 
Art Association, of Philadelphia, and of D. W. Stubbs, of Ger- 
mantown, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prevent the destruction of Niagara 
Falls on the American side by the diversion of the waters for 
manufacturing purposes; which were referred to the Committee 
on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Re- 
formed Presbyterian Church of Wilkinsburg; United Presby- 
terian Church of Shenango; United Presbyterian Church of 
East Brook; Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of South- 
west Philadelphia, of Philadelphia; First Presbyterian Church 
of Wilkinsburg; First United Presbyterian Church of Coraopo- 
lis; Millers Run Reformed Presbyterian Church, of Cannons- 
burg; United Presbyterian Church of Homestead, and of Third 
United Presbyterian Church of Allegheny, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the United Presbyterian con- 
gregations of East Brook and Shenango, United Presbyterian 
Church of Coraopolis, United Presbyterian Church of Home- 
stead, Benjamin F. Paist, jr., of Langhorne, and of C. C. Riggs, 
of Langhorne, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. WARNER presented a petition of the Jewish congrega- 
tions of Kansas City, Mo., praying that relief be granted the 
Jews in Russia; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. MARTIN presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 492, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Roanoke, Va., and a peti- 
tion of sundry citizens of Richmond, Va., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to restrict immigration; which were referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Bar Association of 


San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation 
proyiding for the appointment of an additional United States 
district judge for the northern district of California; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enaetment of legislation to 
establish a Federal judicial circuit court in the Orient; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
authorize the appointment of six special agents of the United 
States with diplomatic rank and title of commercial attachés; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
protect the dried-fruit industry in any commercial agreement 
that may be made with the German Empire; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the General Baptist Conference 
of Northern California and Nevada, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to negotiate a new treaty with China, so as to 
establish a more equitable and friendly relationship with that 
3 which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 

ons. 

He also presented petitions of the Fruit Exchange of San 
Bernardino; of the Southern Retail Hardware and Implement 
Association, of Venice; of the Chamber of Commerce of Santa 
Ana; of the Orange Growers’ Association of Riverside; of the 
Board of Trade of Redlands; of the Board of Trade of Pomona, 
and of the Chamber of Commerce of Napa, all in the State of 
California, praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Pomona, Cal, and a petition of the Board of Trade of Red- 
lands, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict 
ae: which were referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. A 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
permit the admission into the United States of Chinese mer- 
chants, visitors, and travelers not of the cooly class; which was 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Fourth Semiannual Meet- 
ing of the Counties Committee of the California Promotion 
Committee, of Santa Barbara, Cal., praying that an appropria- 
tion be made for the preservation of forests, the conservation of 
waters for, irrigation purposes, and the improvement of rivers 
and harbors in that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of Kenesaw Post, No. 106, De- 
partment of California, Grand Army of the Republic, of Los 
Angeles, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
a pension of $30 a month to veteran soldiers who are totally 
disabled; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that proper recognition be given to 
the international exposition to be held at Milan, Italy, in 1906; 
which was referred to the Committee on Industrial Exposi- 
tions. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Pomona, 
Cal., and a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Los Angeles, 
Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to establish game 
refuges and breeding grounds within national forest reserves: 
which were referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations 
and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. SPOONER presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Afton, Neenah, Lakemills, „ Rhinelander, Wautoma, 
Milwaukee, Westbend, Abbotsford, Menasha, Jefferson, West 
Salem, Watertown, Greenwood, Augusta, Fond du Lac, Han- 
cock, Edgerton, Waupun, Kingston, and Fort Atkinson, all in 
the State of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the ratification of 
the Isle of Pines treaty; which were referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Water- 
ville, Me., praying for the ratification of international arbitra- 
tion treaties; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented the petition of George Meacom, of Boston, 
Mass., relative to the reconstruction of obsolete ships of the 
Navy ; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of North Dakota, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
Isle of Pines treaty; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 
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Mr. TELLER presented the petition of E. G. Rathbone, pray- 
ing for a full investigation of his official conduct while director- 
general of posts of Cuba; which was referred to the Committee 
on Cuban Relations. 


REGULATION OF NATURALIZATION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I have a memorial sent to me from the Civic 
Federation of Chicago on the subject of naturalization. It is 
a pretty important paper and it is signed by important men. 
I ask that it be printed in the Rxconb and that it be printed 
as a document in addition. It is a short paper. 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed as a 
document and to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and the House of 
Representatives in Congress assembled: 


Having observed for a number of years the methods followed by the 
courts in the city of Chicago in granting naturalization to aliens, and 
believing that changes in these methods are desirable more effectually to 
carry out the intent of the 8 of the Constitution of the United 
States in relation to naturalization, the Civic Federation of Chicago begs 
leave respectfully to submit to your honorable body this brief memo- 
rial, with the hope that our testimony may emphas the necessity of 
prompt legislation on the subject as has been recommended in the 
reports of the Secretary of State and the Attorney-General. 

While the evils resulting from lax and often illegal customs through- 
out the country of granting Salome mae 8 to foreigners has long been 
common knowl , and is in the report of the special exam- 
iner whose „ under the direction of the Attorney-General, 
covered many States of the Union, our conclusions are on the 
conditions as we find them in our own city. 

A careful examination of the court records, as well as Gerson! obser- 
vation of the manner of conducting naturalization both in preliminar 
and final hearings, shows that the procedure is subject to grave criti- 
cisms. This is es ally true of periods immediately preceding na- 
tional elections. he laws, inadequate as they are, have been violated 
both in spirit and in letter and the institution for the granting of citi- 
zenship to the worthy utilized by the various political organizations for 
the making of partisan voters. 

The causes for these deplorable conditions are several, and in our 
observations we hesitate to accuse either courts or politicians. The 
situation makes the result inevitable, and we have no doubt that both 
judges and party organizations would gladly be free from the pressure 
that is upon them through lack of legal restrictions. We judge this 
from the fact that, so far as we can learn, the two principal political 
parties, after much work and expense through their organizations, 
achieve in a given contest about equal results in securing new adhe- 
rents, and therefore are relatively of the same political strength they 
were at the beginning, 

As an indication of the wholesale and IIl-dtrected manner in which 
voters are created we submit the following data: 


Naturalization by the courts in Cook County, IU., during the last five 
years—1900 to 1904, inclusive. 


County court 
CUMLE CE PELE RS EIS 7S Se SRT SR Ee Sie 


3 
16, 473 


(Judges of the superior and circuit courts sit 
the criminal court.) 


Superior court —. WWW gna nwemwewees 
Ctreult. court’. - D 

County court — — 
Criminal ern.... —— a na a 


3, 330 


Süperior Coni nar ps iea i a nen 
Circuit court — 
County court — 
Criminal court 


Superior court. 
Circuit court 
County court 
Criminal court 


4, 262 
1904. 
Sortiert ae aara anier nese mn 4, 635 
Circuit court 5, 045 
County court 5 12 
Criminal court. „„ None. 
9, 692 
Grand total ðᷣ „.' 89, 505 


Naturalization from October 1 to November 5, 1900, inclusive. 


(Ra ieee Dee 2 en aa 1, 984 
Minor „„ 1,411 
8, 395 
Circuit court, all judges: 
AOS T aa — —-—-⅛ 2,715 
n ET Be 
5, 593 
County court, all e e 501 
Criminal court, all judges: 
AMONG ence eat ee ene eee 1 
Minors———— ħħ ae 


Grand, total f 19,9 


Naturalization from October 1 to November 7, 1904, inclusive. 


4. 100 
Circuit court, all —.— aliens and minors 3; 395 
County court, all judges, aliens and minors. 681 
Pony boa Ce TAT T a a ae E S ip A A T SE Ls S 
ETE a paa E a SIRS E a LIES Be, 8, 182 
Practically all of the judges of the yarious courts named participated 
in the work of naturalization during the terms indicated, but only turee 
or four held night sessions for the purpose. 
Naturalization from March 1 to April 2, 1901, inclusive. 
Superior court: 
eR AE AUS gre Wm aN no DOE a mee SETI 4 
EOI AIFA A OIE Sa 62 
— 105 
Circuit court: 
1 —— SSS EE ee ee 244 
BO a eR Se E 308 
— 552 
County court, r cnet eee eaeenee 217 
Criminal court: 
T2222 ne ae ee ee Oe 15 
DELS SEN LATS ST A ELAR TOA BENGE t EE 24 
— 39 
eee a a ae 913 
Naturalization from March 1 to April 6, 1903, inclusive. 
Superior court: 
TAIN ce bape ̃ E E a iti aE ooo 174 
OS BERANE UES 408 
Cireuit court: 
Allens — 868 
Minors — 548 
— 1,416 
County court, aliens and minor „ 879 
Criminal court: 
ATT a nae ere 43 
Dp ae SCTE SIN Ss FE RA 4 
— 47 
GERR ———.. ... ————— 2,424 


The following memoranda indicate the speed with which final orders 
of naturalization have at times been granted: 


Sa 8, 1904, in circuit court: 


tt Pea EES DERE Se oe SE REINS aR 384 
/// ———— a Sa ens 778 
— 1,162 
October 15, 1904, in circuit court: 
Nae m SS be SIE Gh | Le eek wes Se 554 
BCT PRS ere SILLS SREY ORS ENT SERENE 856 
— 1,410 
October 20, 1904, in circuit court, aliens and minor 1706 
October 13 and 14, 1904, in circuit court, aliens and minors— 700 
October 3, 1904, in circuit court, aliens and minor 299 


On October 8, 1904, one judge appears by the records to have nat- 
uralized 344 men. On the same day another judge appears the rec- 
ords to have performed 201 naturalizations. he 1,162 naturaliza- 
tions of the circuit court for the day were by eleven judges. 

At the time the special examiner for the Government visited Chicago 
he declared that the criminal court was without authority to grant 
naturalization, as it was not a court of common-law jurisdiction. 
Since that time the criminal court has issued no certificates of citizen- 
ship to aliens, although this court had 1 from the year it was 
created under the State constitution of 1870, done a full share of the 
naturalization work of the county, its heaviest years having been 1896, 
when it granted about 12,000 final papers. 

We would not assert that all of the evils of reckless and illegal 
naturalization that are possible under the T oipo lax system are found 
here, yet all of the judges and clerks of the courts interviewed in our 
investigation agreed that conditions have been and are extremely bad, 
and in some instances scandalous. For example, it has been the cus- 
tom for the litical parties to sepone a sum of money—frequently 
$500 or 81,00 in the office of the clerk of a court to be drawn against 
for fees us the candidates for final papers were rounded up and brought 
in during the few weeks before elections. During these times usually 
two or three judges are selected to sit at night for this special work, 
when one or the other of the G oy political committees pays the 
clerks in the office of the clerk of the court for the extra work. 80 

reat has been the stress sometimes that these night sessions have 
asted until after midnight. There is an entire lack of solemnity or 
dignity attending the formalities, and in thousands of instances, as we 
are well convinced, the men who are thus made citizens have little or 
no comprehension of the responsibilities im upon them. Questions 
15 Abi. rapidly and perfunctorily and e answers are often unin- 
te e. - 

Some improvement has been noted since the passage of the act of 

1903, under which two witnesses are required; but frequently they are 
rofessional witnesses and answer for a large number, when at times 
fe is quite apparent that they know little about those for whom they 
vouch. All the documents used are now uniform in all the courts of 
this county, and are prepared to meet special classifications; yet these 
3 are only the first step in the direction of reform. We 
believe that, while something may be done by State legislation, the evil 
is one that should not be left to the various States for correction. We 
are of the opinion, in fact, that the only solution of the problem ts 
through an act of Con . The general recommendations made b 
the Secretary of State in his recent report to the President are emi- 
nently sound, and we believe should be enacted into law. Besides these 
recommendations, too well known to your honorable body to need 
repetition here, we should respectfully offer for your consideration the 
following specific suggestions, which we believe should in substance be 
embodied in a national law: 
1) “No naturalization of any kind, nor applications of intentions 
to me naturalized, should be permitted after the hour of 5 o'clock 


m. of any court day. This would prevent the evil of night sessions 
janes centers of population.” 

(Evidence of this practice will be found in the naturalization pro- 
ceedings in the city of Chicago, where, prior to the last eleetion, in 
November, several of the jud sat until nearly 11 o'clock at night.) 

2) “Tt should be forbidden by law for anyone or any association, 
political or otherwise, to pay the expenses of naturalization, and it 
should be made a misdemeanor, and every applicant for naturalization 
should be compelled to state, under oath, that he has personally paid 
the expense connected with the naturalization and has made no 
arrangement with anyone for a return of the fee, 

) “In view of the experience that professional witnesses are used, 
who testify to scores of applications, the law should provide that no 
one witness shall testify to any naturalization in more than five cases 
44 — three months prior to any general or special election, national 
or mte. 

“ (Great care should be taken in the evidence given by these witnesses 
and the evidence should be preserved and made a part of.the record of 
the naturalization.) 

(4) “No naturalization should be had in m court within thirty 
days prior to any election, special, general, national, or State, unless 
in such cases where a mene to become naturalized accrues within thirty 
days, either by the 1 ration of the five years’ residence or by the 
attainment of the age of majority. 

(5) “A return should be made of all naturalization proceedings by 
the clerks of the several courts to the Secretary of State or to the au- 
thorities haying naturalization in charge of the General Government, 
such return to be made within ninety days after each naturalization, 
the incidental expenses of such return to be paid by the State authori- 


ties. 

{8) “Legislation should be passed forbidding any court officer from 
soliciting persons to seek the right of naturalization, and it should be 
made punishable to do so, the category of court officers to include all 
sheriffs and bailiffs. 

(7) “There should also be a limitation to the method of naturaliza- 
tion, by compelling each applicant to docket his . e (without 
fee, 8 so that each naturalization should heard by itself. 
It should also be made a prohibition by any judge to enter upon the 
function of naturalization while any case is ing heard in court, with 
or without jury trial. (In practice it has been found that scores of 
applicants for naturalization come in and interrupt the proceedings of 
trials and motions.) 

(8) “Tt is generally known that many Illegal naturalizations have 
taken place In Cook County, where a court like the criminal court of 
Cook County had no jurisdiction in the premises. The general and 
special election laws of the State should provide that applicants for 
he att ord should state the particular court in which such naturali- 
zation has taken place, and it should be made the duty of the State's 
attorney in each county to file proceedings for the revocation of all 
illegal naturalization papers wherever notice thereof shall be brought to 
such State’s attorney. 

(9) “It should be made a al offense for any clerk of any court 
or any officer having naturalization in charge to receive any money 
from any person or political party as naturalization fees. We do not 
Tavor that naturalization should be confined to the Federal courts. 

(10) “In all cases of naturalization two witnesses should be re- 
quired, but it should be left optional with the judge whether in any 
particular case this requirement be confined to one witness, and in 
such case the judge should make record of his action Im the premises.” 

In addition, we would suggest that, Inasmuch as serlous embarrass- 
ments, including costly li tion and possible difficulties encountered 
in foreign lands by those whose certificates of naturalization have been 
granted by courts without jurisdiction, such as the criminal court of 
this — it is a matter for careful consideration whether or not 
Congress should validate the certificates of citizenship issued through 
misapprehension of the law. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Inn Civic FEDERATION or CHICAGO, 
By Tun ExecuTivn COMMITTEE: 

B. E. Sunny, Chairman. 

Lannun W. NOYES. 

WILLIA D. 

Joskrn Eorts. 

E. ALLEN Frost. 


ROBERT MCMURDY. 
ADOLPH NATHAN. 
ALEXANDER H. REVELL. 
W. H. Brown, Secretary. 


MINNESOTA RAILROAD COMMTSSION. 

Mr. NELSON. The Minnesota railroad commissiom has had 
the rate-making power since 1897. I have here a statement pre- 
pared by the secretary of the commission, Mr. A. C. Clausen, 
showing the number of cases that have been considered under 
the law by the commission, and what disposition has been made 
of the same. It is very brief. I move that it be printed as a 
document and referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. i 

Mr. ELKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2106) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Arkansas River at or near Vanburen, Ark., 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2159) authorizing the Jasper and Eastern Railway Com- 
pany, ifs suecessors and assigns, to construct and operate a 


railroad bridge across the Sabine River, in the States: of Texas 
lands restored to the public domain shall be subject to entry, 
and for other purposes; 

[Several messages in writing from the President of the United 


and Louisiana, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 


States were communicated to the Senate by Mr. B. F. BARNES, 
one of his secretaries. } 
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Mr. HALE. I introduce sundry bills relating to legislation in 
the Navy Department. Every bill is accompanied by a state- 
ment from the head of the Department, and I ask that in each 
ease the accompanying paper may be printed. 

The bills were read twice by their titles, and, with the aceom- 
panying papers, which were ordered to be printed, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, as follows: 

A bill (S. 2433) for the relief of laborers, mechanics, and 
other employees of the Navy Department injured, and the fami- 
lies of those killed, without fault of their own, while in the 
discharge of their duties; 

1 bill (S. 2434) to reestablish the grade of commodore in the 
avy; 

A bill (S. 2435) to require graduates: of the Naval Academy 
to render service in the Navy during a prescribed period; 

A bill (S. 2436) to provide for two vice-admirals in the Navy; 

A bill (S. 2487) to repeal provisions of law requiring affida- 
vits of disinterestedness to accompany copies of contract filed 
in the returns office ; 

A bill (S. 2488) authorizing the construction of an armored 
cruiser, to bear the name of, and to represent upon the naval 
register, the Constitution; 

A bill (S. 2439) to amend the act approved April 28, 1904, 
“to require the employment of vessels of the United States for 
public purposes; 

A bill (S. 2440) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
certify to the Secretary of the Interior for restoration to the 
public domain all reservations. which are not needed for naval 
purposes ; g 

A bill (S. 2441) to provide for the appointment of marine 
engineers ; 

A bill (S. 2442) to provide for the appointment of chaplains 
for temporary service in the Navy; 

A bill (S. 2443) conferring the rank of major-general upon 
the officer in command and the rank of brigadier-general upon 
the officer second in command of the United States Marine 
Corps; and 

A bill (S. 2444) to provide for the transfer to the Navy of 
officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service and the Naval Militia. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2445) granting 
medals to certain Indian policemen of the Standing Rock Agency, 
N. Dak.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2446) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Devils Lake, in the State of North Dakota; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Publie 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2447) for the erection of a monu- 
ment to the memory of Commodore John Barry; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 

rary. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary : 

A bill (S. 2448) to amend section 10 of an act entitled “An 
act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1897, and for other purposes,” approved May 28, 1896 
(with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 2449) to create the western division of the judicial 
district of North Dakota for judicial purposes and to fix the 
time and place for holding court therein. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 2450) for the relief of settlers upon the abandoned 
Fort Rice Military Reservation ; 

A bill (S. 2451) granting to the State of North Dakota 30,000 
acres of land to aid in the maintenance of a school of forestry ; 

A bill (S. 2452) granting an additional land office in the State 
of North Dakota ; 

A bill (S. 2453) granting to the State of North Dakota 30,000 
ae of land to aid in the maintenance of a school for feeble- 
minded ; 

A bill (8. 2454) to provide for the disposal of timber on pub- 


lie lands chiefly valuable for timber, and for other purposes; 


A bill (S. 2455) limiting the time within which forest-reserve 


A bill (S. 2456) relating to proofs in homestead and other 


claims to public lands, and punishing false swearing therein, 
| and for other purposes; 
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A bill (S. 2457) to amend section 2461 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 2458) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the sale of desert lands,” as amended by the act entitled 
An act to repeal the timber-culture laws, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 3, 1891. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 2459) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alexander M. Scott; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM. I introduce a bill for the relief of Abner C. 
Proctor. I desire to state that while I know this individual 
and think he is a meritorious gentleman, yet I do not know the 
contents of the bill. I introduce it for publication and for ref- 
erence to the proper committee for consideration. I hope the 
beneficiary may be allowed whatever is due him. 

The bill (S. 2460) for the relief of Abner C. Proctor, was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2461) for the relief of 
Mahala C. Carter; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2462) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Thomas Watts; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committe on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 2463) granting a pension to Julia A. Morris (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2464) granting a pension to Margaret A. Hardin 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2465) granting a pension to Johanna Callahan; 

A bill (S. 2466) granting a pension to Sarah A. Fugett; 

A bill (S. 2467) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Clark ; 

A bill (S. 2468) granting an increase of pension to David A. 
Reich ; 

A bill (S. 2469) granting a pension to Daniel B. Stone; 

A bill (S. 2470) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Hudkins (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2471) granting an increase of pension to G. W. 
Dawson (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2472) granting a pension to Jasper Summers; 

A bill (S. 2473) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Noggle (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 2474) granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
Ernest. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 2475) to provide for the control, administration, and 
support of the public schools of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 2476) to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to regulate the business of employment agents 
and employment agencies (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2477) for the opening of a street in Mount Pleasant, 
D. ©; 

A bill (S. 2478) authorizing the extension of Prospect street 
NW. (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2479) to repeal section 1 of “An act to name 
streets, avenues, alleys, highways, and reservations in that part 
of the District of Columbia outside of the city of Washington, 
and for other purposes,” approved February 16, 1904; and 

A bill (S. 2480) in relation to contracts with the District of 
Columbia (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2481) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elijah R. Wilkins; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2482) granting an increase of 
pension to Cutler A. Chamberlin; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (S. 2483) construing the 
provisions of sections 2304 to 2309 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States in certain cases; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2484) for the relief of Charles W. Howard; 

A bill (S. 2485) for the relief of William S. Johnson; and 

A bill (S. 2486) for the relief of Richard C. Silence. 

Mr. WARNER introduced the following bills; which were 
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severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2487) for the relief of Wilhelmina Sharp; 

A bill (S. 2488) for the relief of Sidney J. Wetherell, as- 
signee of A. V. Davis: 

A bill (S. 2489) for the relief of the heirs of Robert A. 
Brown, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2490) for the relief of the trustees of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Warrenton, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 2491) for the relief of the trustees of the Christian 
Church of Sturgeon, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 2492) for the relief of the trustees of the Christian 
Church of Marshall, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 2493) for the relief of the trustees of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Warrenton, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 2494) for the relief of James Brice; 

A bill (S. 2495) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of the St. Louis Hay and Grain Company; 

A bill (S. 2496) for the relief of the estate of Edward N. Pey- 
ton, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2497) for the relief of the estate of M. W. Garri- 
son, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2498) for the relief of the county of Marion, in the 
State of Missouri; 

A bill (S. 2499) for the relief of the estate of John M. Arm- 
strong, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 2500) for the relief of the heirs of Tillard Ragan, 
deceased. 

Mr. WARNER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

8 (S. 2501) granting an increase of pension to Jessie E. 

‘oster ; 

A bill (8. 2502) ‘granting an increase of pension to Stephen M. 
Fitzwater ; 

A bill (S. 2503) granting a pension to Martina Danenmueller; 

A bill (S. 2504) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
B. W. Bennington; 

A bill (S. 2505) granting a pension to Edwin F. Foster, alias 
Paul Gillon; 

A bill (S. 2506) granting a pension to Samuel H. Gott; 

A bill (S. 2507) granting an increase of pension to William 
Wheeler ; 

A] bill (S. 2508) granting an increase of pension to Rosanna 


Ke bill (S. 2509) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
river; 

A bill (S. 2510) granting a pension to Mattie H. Krekel; 

A bill (S. 2511) granting a pension to James P. Hopkins; 

A bill (S. 2512) granting a pension to E. C. Curtis; 

A bill (S. 2513) granting a pension to William D. Foster; 

A bill (S. 2514) granting a pension to Jordan J. Denny ; 

A bill (S. 2515) granting a pension to Nathan Goodman ; 

A bill (S. 2516) granting a pension to Mary C. McCaw; 

A bill (S. 2517) granting a pension to Charles Herbst; 

A bill (S. 2518) granting a pension to Frederick Hartman; 

A bill (S. 2519) granting a pension to John Hobart; 

A bill (S. 2520) granting an increase of pension to Albert H. 
Hannaford ; 

A bill (S. 2521) granting an increase of pension to R. R. Dill; 

A bill (S. 2522) granting a pension to Thomas J. Hughes; 

A bill (S. 2523) granting a pension to Celestine Grojean; 

A bill (S. 2524) granting a pension to Freda Burow; and 

A bill (S. 2525) granting an increase of pension to Perry B. 
Sibley. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 2526) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Welch; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2527) to confirm and legalize 
prior admissions to citizenship of the United States where the 
judge or clerk of the court administering the oath to the appli- 
cant or his witnesses has failed to sign or seal the record, oath, 
or the judgment of admission, and to establish a proper record of 
such citizenship; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 2528) for the relief of 
Mary E. Barrow ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2529) for the relief of the estate of A. P. Gafford, 
deceased (with accompanying papers) ; and 
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A bill (S. 2556) granting an increase of pension to George B. 
Hunter (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 2557) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
Longfellow (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 2558) authorizing W. T. 
Clark to construct a bridge across the Columbia River near 
the city of Wenatchee, Wash. ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2559) for the relief of persons 
who have executed conveyances of lands to the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2560) authorizing the disposition 
of surplus and allotted lands on the Yakima Indian Reservation, 
in the State of Washington, which can be irrigated under the 
act of Congress approved June 17, 1902, known as the “ rec- 
lamation act,” and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2561) to amend section 1261 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States and acts amenda- 
tory thereto; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2562) for the relief of R. 8. 
Gillilan, executrix of the estate of M. B. Gillilan; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions : 

A bill (S. 2563) granting a pension to Isaac Carter (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2564) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Matheney (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2565) granting a pension to William P. Parrill (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2566) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Rodeheaver ; 

A bill (S. 2567) granting an increase of pension to Calvin 
Latham; and 

say (S. 2568) granting an increase of pension to Noah C. 
Fowler. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2569) granting an increase of pension to Isabella H. 
Thompson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2570) granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
D. Lowery ; 

A bill (S. 2571) granting a pension to Barbara Eckardt; 

A bill (S. 2572) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Sherwood 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2573) granting a pension to Laura A. Swiger; 

A bill (S. 2574) granting an increase of pension to Parker 
Pritchard (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2575) granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 
Waugh (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2576) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Toppins; and 

A bill (S. 2577) granting an increase of pension to F. M. 
Lynch. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills, which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2578) for the relief of Alice M. Stafford, administra- 
trix of the estate of Capt. Stephen R. Stafford; 

A bill (S. 2579) for the relief of Nathan Reed and others; and 

A bill (S. 2580) for the relief of Andrew J. Holley. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 2581) authorizing the Pres- 
ident to appoint Charles H. Pendleton a lieutenant-commander 
on the retired list, United States Navy; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2582) to authorize the American 
National Bank, of Graham, Va., to change its location and name; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select 
Committee on National Banks. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 2583) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Robey; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 2584) for the relief of the estate of Edward R. Phil - 
lips, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2585) for the relief of Frank Hoskins (with accom- 


panying papers) ; 


A bill (S. 2530) for the relief of the estate of S. F. Poole, 
deceased. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2531) to authorize the 
President of*the United States to suspend the collection of cer- 
tain custom duties or taxes and check the unjust operations 
of certain unlawful combinations or monopolies called trusts; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
inittee on Finance. , 

Mr. FULTON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: ; 

A bill (S. 2532) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
B. Giltner (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2533) granting a pension to Jackson Yates (with 
an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 2534) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Street (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 2535) for payment of 
bounty to Melvin Culp for services rendered in the civil war; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce: 

A bill (S. 2536) providing for the construction of a dredge 
and dump scows for use at Oregon coast harbors ; 

A bill (S. 2537) to provide for continuing the work of im- 
proving Tillamook Bay and bar; and 

A bill (S. 2538) to provide for the acquisition of the canal 
and locks at Willamette Falls, Willamette River, Oregon. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 2539) for the relief of 
Brig. Gen. Thomas M. Anderson, United States Army, retired; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ~ 

Mr. SPOONER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2540) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
S. Miller (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2541) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
W. Murray; and 

A bill (S. 2542) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
O'Regan (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. FLINT introduced a bill (S. 2543) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Pinkerton, jr., Mary McKellar, Eleanor Culley Stevenson, 
Sarah S. Patterson, and Rachael Salina Reynolds, heirs at law 
of William Pinkerton, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2544) to amend the act of Con- 
gress approved April 21, 1904, entitled “An act to amend section 
17 of the act of Congress approved June 6, 1902, entitled ‘An act 
to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to au- 
thorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize 
the erection and completion of public buildings, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2545) granting a pension to Carl Niemann; 

f A bill (S. 2546) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
arker ; 

A bill (S. 2547) granting an increase of pension to Robert F. 
Vaughan ; 

A bill (S. 2548) granting an increase of pension to Jesse M. 
Furman ; 

A bill (S. 2549) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Boyles; 

A bill (S. 2550) granting a pension to Chester E. Wadsworth ; 

A bill (S. 2551) granting an increase of pension to Hinman 
Rhodes; and 

A bill (S. 2552) granting an increase of pension to Louise 
J. D. Leland. 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 2553) for the relief of Ber- 
nard W. Murray; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2554) providing for 
the regulation of the practice of medicine, surgery, and den- 
tistry in the district of Alaska; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2555) granting a pension to Sarah A. Bargar; 
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A bill (S. 2586) for the relief of Adam Carpenter (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2587) for the relief of the trustees of Trinity Epis- 
copal Church, of Marshall, Va.; 

A bill (S. 2588) for the relief of the trustees of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church South, of Centerville, Va.; 

A bill (S. 2589) for the relief of the trustees of Forest Hill 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Dumfries, Va.; 

A bill (S. 2590) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Deepereek, Va.; 

A bill (S. 2591) for the relief of the trustees of Andrew 
Chapel, Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Fairfax County, 
Va.; 

A bill (S. 2592) for the relief of the trustees of Lee Chapel, 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Fairfax County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 2593) for the relief of the trustees of the Sons of 
Temperance, of Portsmouth, Va.; 

A bill (S. 2594) for the relief of the trustees of Macedonia 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Stafford County, Va. ; 

A bill (S. 2595) for the relief of Wesley Rankins; 

A bill (S. 2596) for the relief of Luther H. Potterfield ; 

A bill (S. 2597) for the relief of John W. Ritenour ; 

A bill (S. 2598) for the relief of the estate of George P. Loehr, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2599) for the relief of the estate of Joseph P. 
Mahaney, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2600) for the relief of George M. Fry ; 2 

A bill (S. 2601) for the relief of the estate of Richard M. 
Harrison, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2602) for the relief of G. W. Browder; 

A bill (S. 2603) for the relief of John W. Fairfax; 

A bill (S. 2604) for the relief of Hulda V. Coffer: 

A bill (S. 2605) for the relief of the heirs of William Walton, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2606) for the relief of the estate of James G. 
Hodges, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2607) for the relief of the legal representatives: of 
the estate of John Heater ; 

A bill (S. 2608) for the relief of Samuel S. Dennis; 

A bill (S. 2609) for the relief of the heirs of William D. 
Etheridge ; 

A bill (S. 2610) for the relief of the heirs of John D. 
Mathews; 

A bill (S. 2611) for the relief of A. O. Tucker; 

A bill (S. 2612) for the relief of the owners of the American 
schooner Wilson and Hunting and cargo; 

A bill (S. 2618) for the relief of E. A. R. Wyatt, heir of Ed- 
ward A. Wyatt, deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 2614) for the relief of H. L. Briscoe, heir of Sarah 
Briscoe. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 2615) to authorize the Wash- 
ington Railway and Electric Company to operate automobile 
lines within the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2616) to authorize the President 
of the United States to appoint William F. de Niedman captain 
and quartermaster in the Army; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bin (S. 2617) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Thompson (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2618) granting an increase of pension to Harlan P. 
Wolcott; and 

A bill (S. 2619) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Wille. 

Mr. FORAKWDR introduced a bill (S. 2620) to provide that 
the inhabitants of Porto Rico shall be citizens of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2621) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide a government for the Territory of Hawaii;” 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2622) to refund certain excess 
duties paid upon’ importations of diamonds from Holland 
between July 21, 1903, and July 24, 1903; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

'He also introduced a bill (S. 2623) for the extension of Euclid 
street, in Meridian Hill, District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: jj 

A bill (S. 2624) granting an honorable discharge to Henry G. 
Thomas, deceased, Company C, Second Kentucky Cavalry (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2625) for the relief of Robert W. Caldwell, First 
i Ohio Heavy Artillery Volunteers (with accompanying 
Papers); 

A bill (S. 2626) to correct the military record of Isaac 
Thompson; and 

A bill (S. 2627) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of William Urton. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 2628) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Snider; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2629) granting a pension to 
W. B. Lunbeck; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

E bill (S. 2630) granting an fnerease’of pension to Rolla 
over; 

A bill (S. 2631) granting a pension to Sarah J. King; and 

A bill (S. 2632) granting an increase of pension to Walter S. 
Smith (with accompanying papers). x 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2633) to regulate the 
compensation of skilled mechanics employed in the Naval Gun 
Factory of the Washington Navy-Yard, in the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 2634) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles H. Friend; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2635) to extend to the natives of 
Alaska the rights, privileges, and benefits conferred by the 
public-land laws upon citizens of the United States, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, which were ordered to be printed, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 2636) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at 
Greensburg, in the county of Westmoreland and State of Penn- 
sylvania; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2637) for the relief of the Society 
of the United Brethern in Christ, of Tyrone, Pa.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2638) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas B. Whaley ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2639) for the relief of Mattie E. Price; 

A bill (S. 2640) for the relief of E. E. Ferrell; and 

A bill (S. 2641) for the relief of the heirs of S. H. Ayers, de 
ceased. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2642) for the 
relief of the estate of Samuel Ward, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee co Indian 
Depredations. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced the following bills; which were 
seyerally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2643) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Thrasher (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2644) granting a pension to Charles B. Hart; 

A bill (S. 2645) granting an increase of pension to C. C. Pace; 

A bill (S. 2646) granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Robey; and 

A bill (S. 2647) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 
Dunkleberger (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. DUBOIS. introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committeé 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2648) granting an increase of pension to Egbert R. 
Wills (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2649) granting an increase of pension to William C. 


Maxey ; i 
A bill (S, 2650) granting an increase of pension to Aaron M. 


: Howes; and 


A bill (S. 2651) granting an increase of pension to Solon Orr. 
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Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 2652) for the extension of 
Vermont avenue from Florida avenue to Howard University; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE introduced a bill (S. 2653) for the relief 
of John H. Lohman; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce: 

A bill (S. 2654) making Monterey and Port Harford, Cal., 
each a subport of entry in the customs collection district of San 
Francisco ; 

A bill (S. 2655) to establish a light and fog signal on Kar- 
quinez Strait, California ; 

A bill (S. 2656) to purchase an additional strip of land to the 
eastward of the light-house at Pigeon Point, California ; 

A bill (S. 2657) to construct a tender for the use of the light- 
house inspector of the twelfth light-house district; and 

A bill (S. 2658) to construct a tender for the Light-House 
Service in Hawaiian and Pacific islands waters. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2659) to provide for the 
temporary warranting and for the retirement of pay clerks in 
the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2660) relating to the pay of 
mates in the United States Navy; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2661) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of Henry G. Burton, a captain on the retired list of the 
Army, as a major on the retired list of the Army; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. CARTER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2662) for the relief of John T. Eaton; 

A bill (S. 2663) for the relief of James A. Fitzgerald; and 

A bill (S. 2664) for the relief of Thomas Cushing. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 2665) to construct and 
place a light-ship off Point Judith, Rhode Island; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2666) to aid the State of 
Colorado to support a school of mines; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2667) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin W. Valentine; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. i 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2668) to regulate the retirement 
of certain veterans of the civil war; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that when the Senate adjourns to- 
day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment providing for 
the payment to the Devils Lake Sioux Indians of North Da- 
kota, in addition to any one of installments of $30,000 provided 
by the act approved April 27, 1904, the sum of $57,874.87, being 
the amount of the deficit of the $145,000 authorized by said 
act as the first payment, intended to be proposed by him to the 
Indian appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. . 

Mr. LONG submitted an amendment authorizing the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury Department to reopen and restate 
accounts of the clerks of the United States district courts for 
the Indian Territory covering the period from May 31, 1900, to 
March 3, 1901, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the gen- 
eral deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FULTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 2261) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and all 
acts amendatory thereof; which was ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 


FAJARDO DEVELOPMENT COMPANY. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 


Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to 
be printed: 
The Senate and House of Representatives: j 

Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith an ordinance 
enacted by the Executive Council of Porto Rico on October 27, 1905, 
o the Fajardo Development Company the right to construct, 
maintain, and pete a railway between the towns of Mameyes, Lu- 
quillo, Fajardo, Ceiba, and TSRGANG, in the island of Porto Rico. 

This franchise was approved by the President of the United States 
on December 11, 1905. 

Attention is inyited to the accompanying report of the Secretary 


of State. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
THE Warre HOUSE, January 4, 1906. = 


CLAIMS OF COPE WHITEHOUSE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


The Senate: 

In response to the Senate's resolution of December 7, 1905, I trans- 
mit herewith a report by the Secretary of State forwarding copies of 
the papers called for in regard to the claims of Cope Whitehouse to 
certain desert lands in Egypt. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tue WHITE Hovse, January 4, 1906. 


EXISTING STATUS IN SANTO DOMINGO. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I send to the desk a resolution, for which I 
ask immediate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the Senate, it 
not incompatible with the public welfare, as to the 3 status in 
Santo . whether or not President Morales carried his Govern- 
ment with h when he disappeared from the capital or whether he 
left it behind, and whether the American officers who have been in 
charge of the custom-houses are still performing that work, and, if so, 
under what arrangement and by what authority. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SPOONER. I suggest that that resolution involves a 
very grave question of international law. The Senator will un- 
doubtedly want to speak upon it, and we all want to hear him. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; I do not want to talk upon the resolu- 
tion. I merely want it passed just as it is. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then, I hope the resolution will go over 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. TILLMAN. All right. Under objection, of course, the 
resolution will go over under the rule. That carries it over 
until Monday. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the resolution will 
go over. 


CONSTRUCTION OF RAILROADS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. CULBERSON submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed 
to send to the Senate the following : 

1. A copy of the invitation to submit bids for the construction of 
1 in the Philippine Islands pursuant to the act of Congress now 

orce. 

2. Copies of all bids which were submitted under said invitation. 

The retary of War is also directed to inform the Senate fully what 
action has been taken with reference to said bids, giving the reasons 
for such action, and if all of said bids have been rejected what further 
action has been taken with reference to the construction of railroads 
in the Philippine Islands under the law aforesaid. 


SURVEY OF COOS BAY, OREGON. 


Mr. FULTON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring) 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to cause a survey to be made of Coos Bay and bar, Oregon, with a view 
to widening and deepening the entrance to said bay to a depth of 40 
feet at mean low tide, and to submit a plan and estimate for such 
improvement. 

The Secretary of War is also authorized and directed to cause an 
investigation to be made as to the present commerce of said Coos Ba 
and the commercial resources of the country tributary thereto, an 
report the same to Congress. 

That the expense of such survey and investigation be paid out of the 
unexpended balance of the appropriation heretofore made for the im- 
provement of the entrance to said Coos Bay and Harbor. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La 5 be, 
and he is hereby, appointed to the following committees: To Investigate 


the Condition of the Potomac River Front at Washington (chairman) ; 
Census; Civil Service and Retrenchment; Claims; Immigration; 


Indian Affairs, and Pensions. 
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Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Grantn] be, and he ts 
hereby, appointed to the following committees: Claims; Pensions; 
Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game; Industrial Exposi- 
tions, and National Banks. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent of the Senate that I be excused from further service 
upon the Committee on the District of Columbia, and that the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Geartn] be substituted in my place 
on that committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Starmons] asks unanimous consent of the Senate that he 
be excused from further service upon the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and that the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
GEARIN] be appointed to take his place upon that committee. 
Is there objection to the request? The Chair hears none, and 
the order is made. 

PRINTING OF A DOCUMENT. 


Mr. TELLER. I desire to have printed as a document an 
article published in the North American Review of December, 
1905, on the Philippine question, the author being the senior 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEWTAN DS]. I ask unanimous con- 
sees that the article may be published as a document. It is 

rief. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado asks 
that an article entitled “A Democrat in the Philippines,” hereto- 
fore published in the North American Review, may be printed 
as a document. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator does not ask for the 
reading of the paper, does he? 

Mr. TELLER. No. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request was simply that the 
article be printed as a Senate document. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I think most Senators have 
seen the article; there has been quite a demand for it; and, 
therefore, I should like to have it published as a document. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I shall not interpose an objection 
in this case, but I think it is not a good practice to introduce 
here articles, essays, treatises, political or otherwise, that are 
written undoubtedly with great skill, backed up with great 
knowledge and information, and present them to the country as 
public documents. I wish that Senators would think of this 
consideration before asking that any particular treatise or 
paper, which has not been before Congress, and which is not 
before a committee, but which is simply taken from some good 
magazine or some good book or some good newspaper, shall be 
made a Congressional document. 

With this suggestion I shall not now in this case, as the 
question has just come up for the first time this session, inter- 
pose any objection, but I shall certainly reserve the right, if 
this practice becomes too common, to interpose objection. The 
Senator from Colorado is an old and conservative Senator, and I 
think he must feel as I do about this matter. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that I agree with the 
Senator from Maine, but I think the Senate will bear me out 
in the statement that I have rarely asked for such publications. 
The article in question is one carefully written. It is not a 
political article in any sense, but is an economic article on an 
economic question. The question is a live one; a question that 
is coming here to the Senate for discussion. I know a number 
of people who have asked for the printing of this article; other- 
wise I should not have asked for its publication. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, if it be not asking too much 
of the Senator from Colorado, I should be glad to have him 
state, so far as he can, the substance of the article. I under- 
stand from the reading of the caption of the article that it was 
written by “A Democrat in the Philippines.” I do not know 
whether he was the first Democrat who has ever been to the 
Philippines, and I do not know just what the purpose of the 
publication is. 

Mr. TELLER. No, Mr. President; I understand quite a num- 
ber of Democrats went over to the Philippines after the last 
session under the auspices of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HALE. Did they come back good Democrats. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr. TELLER. They came back; but what their views are, 
as à rule, I do not know. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator does not know whether they have 
been converted? 

Mr. TELLER. No; I do not. 

Mr. HALE. That is a matter that should be carefully looked 
into. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I desire to suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Maine [Mr. Hate] that I was one of those Democrats 


who went to the Philippines, and I ean enlighten him. I will 
state that those Democrats were not converted at all; but I will 
remind the Senator that-he should pay a little attention to the 
Republicans that accompanied the Democrats and see whether 
or not they were converted. [Laughter.] X 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], that an article from 
the North American Review, entitled “A Democrat in the Phil- 
ippines,” written by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS], 
be printed as a public document? The Chair hears none, and 
the order to print is made. 


EMPLOYMENT OF MESSENGERS OR ASSISTANT CLERKS FOR 
COMMITTEES. 


Mr. KEAN. I move to reconsider the vote by which the Sen- 
ate on the 21st day of December passed a resolution giving to 
the Select Committee on National Banks a messenger. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey 
moves that the vote by which the resolution referred to by him 
was passed be reconsidered. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on National Banks be, and is 
hereby, authorized to employ a paee ov to be paid from the contjn- 
gent fund of the Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per annum, until otber- 
wise provided by law. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from New Jersey to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution just read.was passed. 

Mr. KEAN. One moment, Mr. President. That resolution 
was amended on the motion of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL]. Let the amendment be read. 

. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment referred to will be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, after the words “ Select Committee on 
National Banks,” I move to add the words, “and all other committees 
of the Senate not now provided with messengers.” 

Mr. Lopes. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Virginia. 

The amendment was ag to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, if it is not unreasonable, I 
would venture to ask the Senator from New Jersey to explain 
briefly the object of his motion. 

Mr. KEAN. The object of my motion, Mr. President, is to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution which has just been 
read was adopted, in order that, as I conceive, the true intent of 
the Senate may be put into the resolution—that is, to amend the 
resolution by adding after the word “ messengers” the words 
“or assistant clerks,” so that each committee of the Senate will 
be provided with a clerk and an assistant clerk or messenger. 

Mr. SPOONER. How would it leave the matter if that vote 
should be reconsidered and the resolution amended as proposed 
by the Senator from New Jersey? Would that leave every com- 
mittee with a clerk and an assistant clerk? 

Mr. KEAN. Yes; or a messenger. 

Mr. SPOONER. Or a messenger. How many committees 
would be affected by that? We were told the other day, I re- 
member 

Mr. KHAN. Three or four will be affected by it if we put in 
the words “ or clerk,” but if the resolution should be left as it 
is it would affect twenty-nine committees. 

Mr. SPOONER. These are to be, as I understand, active com- 


X Ves; active committees. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the regolution shall be reconsidered and 
the Senator’s amendment adopted, every committee, large or 
small, active or inactive, will have a clerk and either an assist- 
ant clerk or a messenger? 

Mr. KEAN. That is right. 

Mr. FORAKER. And nothing more, 

Mr. KEAN. Not under this resolution. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask, Mr. President, that the resolution 
may go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over at the 
request of the Senator from Ohio, if there be no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent to put to the 
Senator from New Jersey another question, only for information. 
Under the resolution as it now stands, will every committee of 
the Senate have a clerk, an assistant clerk, and a messenger? 

Mr. KEAN. No. Some committees have an assistant clerk 
now. Some of the committees that have assistant clerks claim 
the right, in addition, to appoint messengers. This is to limit 
the number to two assistants for each committee that has not 
already an assistant clerk or messenger. Of course, it will 
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not interfere with the Committee on Appropriations, with the 
Committee on Pensions, with the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, or with any of the large committees that have assistant 
clerks at the present time. A great many of them are pro- 
vided for by law and not from the contingent fund of the Sen- 
ate. This applies to those who are paid from the contingent 
fund of the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I objected only because I 
wanted an opportunity to look at the resolution and see what 
the effect of it would be. I understand now from the explana- 
tion that has been made that the resolution, if adopted, will not 
interfere with committees that have already clerks and assist- 
ant clerks and messengers. 

Mr. KEAN. It will not. 

Mr. FORAKER. Then I have no objection. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then, Mr. President, I interpose an objec- 
tion and ask that the matter go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the 
motion does not necessarily go over upon a single objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider is before 
the Senate, and the question is on agreeing to the motion. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I understood that on the objection of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] the matter was going over, 
and that he has just withdrawn his request that it go over. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; I have withdrawn my objection. 

Mr. LODGE. A motion to reconsider does not go over on a 
single objection, I think. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has so stated. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not know upon what objection—I have 
not examined the rule—the motion would go over; but I do not 
desire that it shall be disposed of summarily at this time. 
There is some information that I should like to have as to what 
committees have more than a clerk and an assistant clerk. 

The Senate acted upon this matter, I thought, with a full 
knowledge of what it was doing. The Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. DANIEL] proposed an amendment that committees not hav- 
ing a messenger should each of them be provided with one. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER, That was immediately after the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. Kean], in answer to a question which I put to 
him, stated that the resolution affected only two or three com- 
mittees; but it now turns out to be the fact that twenty-eight or 
twenty-nine committees are affected. Am I not right? 

Mr. KEAN. That is right. 

Mr. HEYBURN. But, Mr. President, if twenty-eight or 
twenty-nine committees are entitled to messengers, they should 
have them. The proceedings in regard to this matter will be 
found on page 633 of the Recorp of the last day of the session 
before the vacation. The Senator from New Jersey said: 


Mr. Kean. I am directed by the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolution 
submitted yesterday by the Senator from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND], to 
report it favorab in order to do away with discrimination. I report 
— resolution without amendment, ask for its present considera- 

on. 

Ae, gelt That the Select Committee to I igate Trespa: 

esalve a e 8 omm: nvest ssers upon 
Indian Lands be, and is hereb , authorized to employ a Messenger, to be 
paid from the contingent fund of the Senate, at the rate of 51.440 per 
annum, until otherwise provided by law.” 

Mr. HEYBURN. I understand from the Senator that this covers all 
the committees that have not messengers. 

Mr. Kean. I believe it does, with one more that I am about to report. 
It covers every Senator, I believe, who had no ger or other 
patronage. 


That is quite general. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho object to the con- 
sideration of the resolution? 
Mr. HEYBURN. I do not object to the resolution. I asked the question 


follows: 

“Resolved, That the Select Committee on National Banks be, and is 
hereby, authorized to employ a messenger, to be paid from the contin- 
gent fond of the Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per annum, until other- 
wise provided by law.” 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, after the words “ Select Committee on 
National Banks,” I moye to add the words, “and all other committees 
of the Senate not now provided with messengers.” 

Mr. Lover. That is right. 


Nr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 


to the Senator from Virginia? 
Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 


Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator kindly give me the date of 
the Rrecorp from which he reads? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Page 633 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
December 21, 1905. 3 

Mr. DANIEL. Thank you. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the question of extending 
assistance to committees of this body has been somewhat talked 
about. A very large number of committees of this body are 
located in the Annex; they are separated from the body of the 
Senate and from the business of the Senate in a most inconven- 
ient way; and they have not even the accommodation of a desk 
within this building. Their members have occasion to go back- 
ward and forward frequently in the performance of their duties 
connected with the work of their committees and connected with 
their work as members of this body; they have no messenger to 
send, and so they must either take the clerk of their committee 
or the assistant clerk, or they must appeal to the ordinary 
messenger service that is connected with the Senate; they have 
no one who belongs to the committee that they may call upon to 
perform the duties that arise every hour during the sessions of 
this body. It is but fair that those committees that are deprived 
of the ordinary conveniences which are enjoyed by other commit- 
tees of this body should be provided with messengers to perform 
those duties; and it would not be such a burden as would seem 
to be unreasonable upon the expenses of this body. 

I was very much gratified when the Senate so unanimously 


concurred in the amendment of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 


DANIEL] in regard to this question. I immediately proceeded to 
take advantage of it, to nominate a competent man to perform 
the duties of messenger, and to install him in his duties; but I 
was advised by the department in which those appointments are 
filed that a caveat had been entered there that stayed the force 
and effect of the action of this body as it appears upon the 
record, and that no such appointment could be recognized, not- 
withstanding the fact that this body had in its usual manner 
acted upon the question. 

I hope there will be no hasty disposition of this matter. If 
it is not the intention of this body to provide assistance for at 
least those committees that are separated in the performance of 
their duties from the main body, let us know that after fair and 
full consideration. The proposition has been made, I believe 
I will not, however, take up the question now—that these com- 
mittees might be provided with some conveniences in this Capi- 
tol that would avoid the necessity of going backward and for- 
ward several blocks in every kind of weather and making a 
trip of it whenever the little details connected with their busi- 
ness require them to come in contact with their committee rooms 
or with the clerical force at their disposal. I hope the Senate will 
seriously consider this matter before it reconsiders and undoes 
the very good work which it did on the last day of the session 
before the holidays. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator quoted my name in 
reading the debate. I merely desire to state the understanding 
on which I voted for that resolution. What I supposed it 
covered was that some committees had two clerks and a mes- 
senger, or three clerks. There are some that have two, and 
there are others that have only one. I understood the pur- 
pose of the resolution as it was amended on the motion of the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] was to give to every chair- 
man of a committée a clerk and an assistant clerk or a mes- 
senger—that is, two persons connected with the committee 
where theretofore there was only one. I did not understand, 
and I do not think the Senator understood, that the proposi- 
tion was to give three assistants to every committee. Some 
committees have three now, as I say, some have two, and some 
only one. It is not necessary to discuss whether it is desirable 
to give every committee three clerks. The point is that that 
is a separate proposition from the one which I think all Sen- 
ators understood on the last day of the session before the vaca- 
tion. To add a third clerk or messenger—for most of these 
messengers do clerical work—would involve an expenditure of 
$50,000 a year, a very large addition to the roll of the Senate. 
I am not prepared to say whether that is necessary or not. 
Some committees have more to do than other committees; 
they have hearings, they have a great many bills, and that 
work of the committee takes practically the time of one man. 
Therefore, on those committees the chairman who has two 
clerks is no better off really than the chairman of an entirely 
inactive committee who has two clerks. All I wished to point 
out was that the proposition which is now made was not the 
one on which I think Senators thought they were voting the 
other day. Whether it is a meritorious proposition or not 
is another thing. 

What we meant to do the other day, as I understood, was to 
provide that every chairman of a committee, whether a majority 
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chairmanship or a minority chairmanship, had at least two 
clerks, or a messenger and a clerk, the messenger performing 
clerical work. I think that is very proper. I think they ought 
all at least to have those two, but whether we want to go 
further and make the force of every committee, without refer- 
ence to the work of the committee, three persons, is a much 
larger proposition. 

I hope, therefore, the Senate will reconsider the vote by 
which the previous resolution was passed, so as to bring the 
matter fairly before the Senate. I do not think we want to 
undertake to act under a resolution about which there was cer- 
tainly complete misunderstanding on the part of many Senators. 
I do not think we want to establish an expenditure of nearly 
$50,000, when a great many Senators supposed from the col- 
loquy which occurred here, as I certainly did, that the propo- 
sition involved only two or three or three or four additional 
clerks, 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I desire to inquire of the 
chairman of the committee having this matter in charge how it 
happens that the salaries paid to the messengers and the sal- 
aries paid to the clerks vary from nine hundred dollars to four- 
teen hundred and forty dollars as to messengers and from fif- 
teen hundred up to two thousand two hundred and twenty for 
clerks? 

Mr. KEAN. Replying to the Senator from Texas, I will 
say that those figures, I believe, are established by law. 

Mr. BAILY. Mr. President, then it must be a bad law 
which estimates the value of one Senator’s messenger at four- 
teen hundred and forty dollars and another Senator’s messenger 
at nine hundred dollars. 

Speaking for myself, I believe that every Senator ought to be 
sufficiently provided with clerical help, and I take it no Senator 
here would hesitate a moment to vote for such a proposition; 
but to provide a Senator with two clerks and one messenger 
looks to me like putting them somewhat in the Senator's way. 
It may be there are here some Senators with so many things re- 
quiring their attention that they need three assistants, but as 
for myself—and I am not inclined to neglect my part of this 
work—I think a third one would be in my way. I take it that 
it is largely the same with most of the Senators. 

But what I protest against is the disparity. If a clerk is 
worth $1,500, I want him to be paid $1,500, because I believe 
that the laborer is worthy of his hire; but if a clerk is worth 
only 81,500 I do not want him to be paid $2,220, because I be- 
lieve the hire is also worthy of the laborer; and it seems to me 
that while this matter is before us now it would be a very good 
time to equalize the salaries of men who perform practically 
the same service. 

I perfectly understand that the clerks to the important com- 
mittees of this body are entitled to receive and do receive higher 
salaries than those who are purely and only clerks to Senators. 
I presume there are clerks to certain important committees 
who are well-nigh invaluable to those committees, and I do not 
grudge a proper and even a liberal salary to such a clerk, a 
salary commensurate with his capacity and his usefulness; but 
I do not believe there can be any defense for wasting the public 
money by paying one clerk $2,220 for what another clerk per- 
forms for $1,500, unless the $1,500 clerk is underpaid. 

Of course, I understand that the salary of $2,220 is attached 
to the clerkships of certain committees, but those commit- 
tees, as we understand, generally have no duties to perform, or 
at least perform no extra labor. They are rather ornamental 
than useful positions, though under the rules of the Senate it is 
well to have them, because occasions come when those commit- 
tees are required to do important work. But for—— 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is quite right that there is a great 
disparity, in the pay of clerks of committees, between the 
actual duties and what they perform. But that is not a thing 
that the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate can deal with. It has all grown up and is a part 
of the body of the law of the Senate. In the old days only two 
or three committees, very hard-working committees, had clerks 
who were paid above $1,500 or $1,800. From time to time, on 
appropriation bills and otherwise, amendments were adopted 
putting on other committees, at $1,800 and then at $2,250. So 
now the great number of committees of the Senate have clerks 
at $2,250—committees which almost never meet—and other 


committees that have a great deal of work to do have clerks. 


at the same salary. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Twenty-two hundred and twenty dollars. 
Mr. HALE. I do not know why that sum was fixed. But 
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the Senator from Texas knows it is pretty difficult to take any 
back steps. Everything is entirely different from what it used 
to be, I will say to the Senator. 

one BAILEY. And somewhat different from what it ought 

Mr. HALE. I think so. I served in the Senate fifteen 
years and had but one clerk. I had no assistant clerk and no 
messenger. I did not think I was entitled to an assistant clerk. 
As the Senator from Texas says, he would have been in the 
way. I should like to have had a messenger. I had only one 
clerk. But never until within the last few years did the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, which does a great deal of work, have 
an assistant clerk, and it has not a messenger attached to the 
committee. It has one assigned to it. 

That is the way all this has come up. The Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gorman], who has served with me on the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations for years, will bear me out that it is a 
thing fixed in the law, and it is unequal undoubtedly. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, of course the labor to be per- 
formed by the Senator himself and therefore the labor to be 
performed by the clerk or his assistant grows greater every 
year. The Government is touching the people at so many new 
places, I regret to say, that the correspondence of a Senator 
to-day is perhaps five times what it was in the days to which 
the Senator from Maine refers. 

The truth of it is the correspondence of a Senator has become 
the burden of a Senator’s life, and the task of writing thirty or 
forty and sometimes fifty letters is an almost daily one with us. 
Writing those letters for a thousand years would not add a 
cubit to a man’s intellectual stature. It is purely a burden, but 
it is one which must be performed. When a Senator's constit- 
uent writes him on any subject, that constituent is entitled to 
a prompt and a respectful answer, and if the Senator does not 
allow the constituent to hear from him the Senator is very apt 
to hear from the constituent at the proper time; and I share 
the resentment which a constituent feels toward a Senator who 
ignores his communication. 

This correspondence, growing from year to year, has become 
such a great burden that it would be utterly impossible for a 
Senator to perform his duties without clerical assistance. As 
for my part I am willing to give all that is necessary, but I 
am not willing to spend one dollar of public money to provide 
patronage for anybody. If the work of a Senator’s committee 
or the work of a Senator requires three, let him have them. 
But I will not vote one dollar of public money merely to pro- 
vide somebody a place. Patronage is not a very wholesome 
thing for a Senator to cultivate, and certainly it is not a very 
wholesome thing for the Senate to provide places merely that 
Senators may fill them. 

But, Mr. President, that was not the purpose for which I 
rose. I rose to protest against the inequality which offends 
against the rule of justice. Either some clerks are paid too 
much or other clerks are paid too little. My own opinion is 
that some clerks are paid too much. But if Senators do not 
agree with me in that, they must agree with me that men who 
perform the same services should receive the same pay. 

I beg to say that I do not mean this in the nature of a com- 
plaint against the Senator from New Jersey or the committee 
over which he presides; I do not mean it as a complaint against 
any committee or as against the Senate, because I recognize that 
it has grown up from time to time, as suggested by the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Hate], but I do insist that it is an inequality 
which ought to be corrected. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I am not one of those Senators 
who are suffering from any incumbrance of patronage, but 
every Senator has to deal with a great many people who have 
very mistaken notions as to his power to exercise patronage. 
I do not think that any Senator here, on either side of the 
House, wishes to increase the clerical force of the Senate with 
any view to patronage. It is purely a matter of public busi- 
ness and the prompt dispatch thereof. 

I observe in a detailed statement of the clerical and other 
committee force now employed and paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate that a great many committees have three or 
four employees, some of them perhaps more. Amongst the 
committees that have three or more I will enumerate the fol- 
lowing: First, the Committee on Printing Records. I do not 
see the name of a Committee on Printing Records in the list of 
committees, and I did not know there was one. I presume it 
refers to the Joint Committee on Printing. Probably it may 
be otherwise named in this statement. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations has four; the Committee on Finance four; the 


Committee on Claims four; the Committee on Commerce three; 
the Committee on Pensions five; the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary three; the Committee on Military Affairs four; the Com- 
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-mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads four; the Committee on 
the District of Columbia three; the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations three; the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
three; the Committee on Territories three; the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce three; the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections three; the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
Rico three; the Committee on the Philippines three; the Com- 
mittee on Immigration three. 

Mr. President, I am chairman of a very modest committee 
and which has a very modest establishment in what is some- 
times called the “ catacombs.” I have no right to complain in any 
respect. It is the best the situation admits of. In addition to 
that, those committees which have as many as three employees 
having already been stated, there was a motion to give the Com- 
mittee on National Banks a messenger. The Committee on 
National Banks is not one of the great committees of the Sen- 
ate, like Appropriations or Finance, and it seemed that if, we 
were going to give a messenger to a committee which had a 
single topi¢ of treatment, and that a minor one as compared to 
the great and constant affairs of Government, other committees 
of like order ought to have them. 

Now, in respect to committee chairmanships held by minority 
members, this observation seems appropriate: Few of those 
committees have much business. For the most part they have 
little or no business. The committee of which I am chairman 
has at present no business of -general public concern. The 
committee rooms are used by the Senators as offices, especially 
the small committees. They are indispensable to the conduct 
of their public business. The committees vary as to their busi- 
ness. A particular incident happens in our Government by 
which a committee is overwhelmed for the time being with 
business and then, after a freshet, again there is a drought. 
You can not in the nature of things tell when a particular com- 
mittee is going to have much business. Our Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, for instance, has had very heavy busi- 
ness and many hearings for a year or two. The time will soon 
come perhaps when they will not have a case or any matter of 
importance referred to them. We can not measure the neces- 
sities of a committee by the particular business which may be 
upon them at a particular moment. 

I had presumed, and I believe such is the case, that the mi- 
nority Senators were allowed this service because of their 
multifarious connections with the Government, rather than in 
the view that they would need these appurtenances and this aid 
for mere committee work. 

Mr. President, I am told by the chairman of the committee 
which reported this resolution, and doubtless it is true, that in 
addition to these employees who are paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate the Senators who at this time represent the 
majority of the Senate haye numerous other employees who 
assist in their work. There is no impropriety whatsoever in 
that if it is indispensable or appropriate to their efficient work. 

The view I have of this question is simply this: It is to the 
interest of the Senate as a body that every Senator should be 
sustained by such appropriate help as is desirable for his effi- 
cient discharge of his Senatorial duties. A day may come at 
any time when his committee will have a good deal of work, 
although at that particular day it has none. Whether that 
day comes or not, his office in the Capitol, or as near thereto as 
accommodations will permit, has to be attended by his clerical 
force and by those who are ready to wait upon him and to 
help him in the execution of his office. 

The Senate, Mr. President, like every other department of 
our Government, is congested. Our Calendars are congested 
with bills. There is not a bureau of the Government that is not 
congested. We must remember that we have added an empire 
to this Republic, call it by whatever name you will; and I am 
not adverting to it for the purpose of the slightest censorious 
observation. We have to take things as we find them. But the 
truth is that the American Republic at home is a republic, and 
the truth is also that from the far Orient to out in the Atlantic 
it is an empire. The men who are elected here as Senators of 
the United States are the legislators of a great empire, as well 
as of a republic, whether they will or no. That has come about 
in the destiny of this nation, and I am not discussing ‘it at all 
save to call attention to the fact. We had brought up before the 
‘Senate this morning railroads in the Philippine Islands, 7,000 
miles from where we are. What Senator knows anything about 
the subject, and how is he to inform himself? In order to the 
éfficient discharge of the Senatorial duty here, the Senator ought 
to be sustained and have every employee in his service who is 
necessary or desirable to write his correspondence, to visit the 
Departments, and to meét those who wish to see him on public 
‘business. 

I haye no hesitation in spending a dollar of the people’s 


money for the purpose of enabling me to discharge my office in 
a conscientious manner. I appreciate the courtesy of the Senate 
in according facilities to the minority members, but I believe, 
sir, that it rests upon a much higher view of the situation than 
courtesy. We call it courtesy because it is a fitting and appro- 
priate exercise of Senatorial power. The Senators who are in 
the minority are just as responsible in their own conscience, are 
just as responsible to their constituents for the administration 
of this Government as are those who chance for the time being 
to be in the majority, and in some respects they have a heavier 
laboring oar than have those of the majority. 

Now, then, this is a fitting time, at the beginning of a long 
session of a new Congress, to fix this matter and to fix it right, 
and let us fix it understandingly. Let us know what are the 
conveniences and what are the attendants of the various com- 
mittees, and let us accord them according to the proprieties 
of each particular case and according to the reasonable neces- 
sities of Senatorial duty. I do not consider for myself that 
the three employees are a bit too many to enable me properly to 
discharge my duties. I do not want them for patronage. Pat- 
ronage never has been and never will be a source of power to a 
man who is here to do his duty and for no other purpose. Pat- 
ronage has oftener been the downfall of men than it has been 
their upbuilding. I do not seek patronage. I wish I did not 
have the little I possess. It is an incumbrance to Senators 
rather than an aid to them in their political career, if their 
political career is designed to be for the public good and not 
for some ulterior and sinister purpose. But the little patronage 
that does come to us and which is accorded in order to enable 
us to discharge our duties ought to be freely and fully accorded, 
and the honor of a Senator ought to be sufficient to give him 
any help which he would state in the open Senate he felt was 
desirable for the efficient discharge of his Senatorial duties. 

My honorable friend the Senator who desires to have a 
messenger to attend him at the Maltby House ought to have 
that messenger, and any other Senator here who wants a mes- 
ponger ana signifies his desire to haye him in service ought to 

ve s 

Men who are Senators of the United States and who are 
responsible to this country and to the States to do their duty, 
to answer the letters of their constituents and to attend the 
multifarious questions that come before them, should be sus- 
tained by the Government of the United States in no stinted 
way, and in no other way than that which reason and common 
sense and the measure of means to end may dictate. 

I offered the amendment in a somewhat different under- 
standing of this case from that which I discover was in the 
mind of the chairman. Here are many committees of the 
Senate, some of them not now having much business before 
them, that have only two employees. There is no reason why 
those committees should not have three as well as the Com- 
mittee on National Banks. There is no annual business about 
the Committee on National Banis. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Virginia excuse me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I simply want to clear up my understanding 
of the proposition. I did not understand that the proposition 
was to give the Committee on National Banks three employees, 
but only two. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

Mr. KEAN. That is the proposition. 

Mr. DANIEL. Perhaps that is true. 

Mr. LODGE. ‘That is, the Committee on National Banks, on 
which this started, has one clerk. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ah! 

Mr. LODGE. The proposition was to give it a messenger, 
who was to act as clerk, making two employees. 

Mr. DANIEL. The intention was to give the committee two? 

Mr. LODGE. The intention was to give them two; and then 
I understood the Senator’s amendment was to make it uniform, 
and to give two to each committee. 

Mr. DANIEL. I thought that that committee had two 
already. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no. 

Mr. LODGE. No; and there are two or three other commit- 
tees that do not haye two employees, the Senator from New 
Jersey says. 

Mr. DANIEL. I observe by the list that they all appear to 
have two. Possibly I may be mistaken. 

Mr. KEAN. I think the Senator will find that the Committee 
on Rules has only one. 

Mr. DANIEL. Only one? 

Mr. KEAN, The Committee on Rules, over which the dis- 
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5 Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] presides, has 
only one. 

Mr. DANIEL. I was also informed, however, by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Contingent Expenses that those Sen- 
ators who had only two employees that were paid out of the 
contingent fund had more who were paid by law, so that this 
would be a misleading list if we were to take it as an indication 
of the number of employees of committees; and unless the mind 
reverted to the fact 

Mr. KEAN. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. KEAN. I think the Senator must have misunderstood me. 
I did not mean to say they are employees of the committee. 
They are employees of the Senate, and often employees of the 
Senate, who have been recommended by Senators and so on, do 
work for Senators. 

Mr DANIEL. They are assigned to the work of Senators? 

Mr. KEAN. I do not even think that. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to get the correct statement of it. 

Mr. KEAN. At least they are employed by the Senate, and 
during hours when the Senate is not in session I think they often 
work for Senators; but I do not think they are assigned to the 
committees. 

Mr. DANIEL. I misapprehended the Senator. 

Mr. KEAN. All the assignments to committees are, I think, 
in the book the Senator has. The others are simply employees of 
the Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL. I understand the Senator now. As I under- 
stand the Senator, the majority have a certain control of the 
patronage of the Senate and when gentlemen who hold positions 
under that patronage are not employed in the public business of 
the Senate they are enabled to assist them, very properly, in 
their own Senatorial work. 

Now, Mr. President, here is the point I make as to that. In 
the discharge of Senatorial work every minority member ought 
to stand as the peer of his associate in the majority; and as he 
has not got such patronage, he should have that help from the 
Government which will enable him just as fully to discharge his 
duties as a Senator as those who are on the majority side of the 
Chamber. 

A mere glance at this list of those who are paid out of the 
contingent fund would not reveal the actual state of affairs 
which we have to deal with. I do not consider it unreasonable 
that any committee should have three employees, provided 
the Senator who is chairman of that committee has no patronage 
which he can draw upon for the help which is necessary for the 
discharge in a proper way of the Senatorial office. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. KEAN] to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolution was adopted. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. KEAN. Now I move to amend the amendment of the 
Senator from Virginia by inserting after the word “ messen- 
gers ” the words “or assistant clerks.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. So as to read? 

Mr. LODGE. So that it will read? 

Mr. KEAN. Let the resolution be read as I propose to amend 


it. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey 
moves to amend the resolution. The Secretary will read the 
resolution as it would stand if amended. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the resolution as proposed to 
be amended. 

Mr. KEAN. That does not read right. 

Mr. LODGE. That is wrong. It is not right. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is there any objection to this matter going 
over until the Senate meets again? 

Mr. KEAN. If it were not for those who are on the rolls 
already, the two or three who have been appointed, I should 
not object. 

Mr. LODGE. Five have been appointed. 

Mr. KEAN.. Five have been appointed, and I do not care to 
strike them from the rolls of the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I suggest that the Senator from New Jersey 
propose the amendment that he wishes to have come in and 
have it read. 

Mr. LODGE. He has done so. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now it can be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tion with the amendment proposed by the Senator from New 
Jersey. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on National Banks, and all other 


committees of the Senate not now provided with messengers or assistant 
clerks, be, and are hereby, author to employ messengers, to be paid 


from the contingent fund of the Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per 
annum, until otherwise provided by law. 

Mr. LODGE. I suggest that the Senator from New Jersey 
read the resolution as amended, 

Mr. KEAN (reading)— * 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on National Banks be, and is 
hereby, authorized to employ a messenger, and all other committees of 
the Senate not now provided with messengers or assistant clerks be, 
and are hereby, authorized to employ . to be paid from the 


contingent fund of the Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per annum, until 
otherwise provided by law. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I did not have in view the 
question of patronage when I addressed the Senate at the be- 
ginning of this discussion. I have not considered the question 
of patronage at all. I do not regard this as a question involv- 
ing that principle. It was merely that a Senator might be pro- 
vided with sufficient clerical help to perform his duties as a 
Senator. There is no use in evading the situation. While 
these are assistants to the committees, they are in effect assist- 
ants to the Senators who are chairmen of the committees, and it 
amounts to a question as to how much assistance each Senator 
shall have. Shall he have enough to enable him to perform the 
duties that devolve upon him as a Senator? 

I may say personally that I have been compelled to employ 
extra help at my own expense, and I am doing it now in the per- 
formance of my duty as a Senator. For any duties that may 
arise other than those connected with my official position of 
course I expect to provide the necessary clerical force. 

But the question is, Shall we, by this resolution, as it was 
adopted the other day, provide all Senators with sufficient cler- 
ical force? It has been stated here that it would be desirable 
could each Senator be rid of what has been termed the incum- 
brance of correspondence incident to his position. I do not 
think that that is just the right spirit in which to regard this 
question. We are here to represent the people, and they are 
entitled to correspond with us, and they are entitled to be 
answered. For one I like to see the people come close enough 
to the Government and be interested enough in the performance 
of their duties as citizens and our duties as their representatives 
to communicate with us. They are entitled to it, and I do not 
begrudge it at all. I am perfectly willing to answer every letter 
that comes and to perform all of the little duties in the way of 
accommodation that are incident to the holding of the position. 

I hope this question will not be disposed of at this time. 
There is only a very meager attendance of the Senate here, and 
when we meet again there will undoubtedly be a fuller attend- 
ance, It is a question which affects a great many Senators who 
are not here at this time. I hope the resolution will go over 
by general consent until they are here, and not foreclose the 
Senators who are not here in disposing of this resolution. 

Leaving out any question of patronage, or sentiment connected 
with the question of patronage, and looking at it merely as a 
question of necessity to enable us to perform our duties, no man 
holding the position of a Senator should be forced ever to neg- 
lect his public duty or else to pay for the assistance necessary 
to perform it out of his own pocket. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, assuming all that has been 
stated by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN], I still submit, 
from the remarks which have been made here on the floor, that 
the proper course is to go back to the old method of considering 
each one of the committees separately. It has been suggested 
by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Barer] that the committee 
probably would not know what to do with a third man. Hence 
I do not see any necessity for forcing upon any committees some- 
thing that is absolutely unnecessary. If we go back to the sys- 
tem which we have had heretofore, the Senator can present to 
the proper committee his statement that he needs other help. I 
believe on the mere statement of any Senator that the work of 
his committee is such that he is either compelled to employ the 
extra service himself or else secure other assistance the proper 
committee—the Committee on Contingent Expenses—would im- 
mediately authorize him to secure that extra assistance. It 
seems to me that that is the proper and the only just way to deal 
with the question. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I should like to call the attention 
of the Senator from North Dakota to the fact that the measure 
of the needs of a Senator is not the committee which he may be 
at the head of. The measure of the needs of a Senator is other 
than the needs of a committee, and the measure of the needs of 
a Senator is not the same in the case of each Senator. Some 
Senators represent constituencies ten times as large as other 
Senators and have ten times as much work devolved upon them 
of the nature indicated by the Senator from Idaho. So it seems 
to me in dealing with this question we ought to take a much 
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broader view of it than that which is limited by the needs of a 
particular committee of which a Senator may happen to be the 
head. 

Mr. McCUMBER. If the Senator understood me correctly, he 
would find that we are not at all in disagreement upon that 
proposition. Each Senator does his work mostly through certain 
committees. I did not have reference merely to the chairman of 
that committee, but to the work of the Senator upon the several 
committees. If the work is such that he needs that extra assist- 
ance, I am certain that the Committee on Contingent Expenses 
would report favorably a resolution authorizing the extra assist- 
ance, whether he was chairman or otherwise. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I wish to make a suggestion to 
the Senator from Idaho. The resolution as now proposed to be 
amended by the chairman of the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
penses is, I think, eminently just and proper, and it would furnish 
relief to a great many Senators who are loaded with a great 
deal of work. It would give them either an assistant clerk or a 
messenger. Whatever name he would be called by, he would 
undoubtedly perform the functions of an assistant clerk. 

Now, if it turns out that the Senator from Idaho needs, in 
addition to that, a messenger for his committee, let that be 
included as a separate proposition and refer it to the commit- 
tee. If he is entitled to it, he can get it; but the Senator, I 
suggest, in all fairness, ought not to stand in the way of 
others getting a little additional help in some nineteen or twenty 
committees. I trust the Senator will withdraw his objection 
on that account. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I am not urging an objec- 
tion so much as placing myself in the light in which I desire 
to stand on this question. It was suggested that this was an 
attempt to get patronage, and I desire to disclaim that prin- 
ciple. I agree with the Senator from Minnesota that it does not 
affect me personally at all. I am very glad to have this resolu- 
tion adopted, and I want it adopted in such a way and after such 
consideration as will leave me standing in a proper light, or 
the light in which I desire to present myself in this discussion, 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to say to the Senator 

THE MERCHANT MARINE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 529) to promote the national de- 
fense, to create a force of nayal volunteers, to establish Ameri- 
can ocean mail lines to foreign markets, to promote commerce, 
and to provide revenue from tonnage. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will take occasion to say 
that it was my purpose to address the Senate as briefly as 
might be on this bill to-day, but there are reasons why I pre- 
fer to postpone that service until Monday next. I ask that the 
unfinished business be temporarily laid aside for the purpose 
of concluding the discussion which is now in progress. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


EMPLOYMENT OF MESSENGERS OR ASSISTANT CLERKS FOR COM- 
MITTEES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
Kean]. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Heypurn] yielded to the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg to say to the Senator I do not think 
anyone suggested that this was a mere patronage. I think he 
misapprehended an observation which the Senator from Texas 
made. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I was not referring to the remarks of the 
Senator from Virginia at all. 

Mr. DANIEL. I simply arose because I thought the Senator 
from Idaho misapprehended an obseryation made by the Senator 
from Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Virginia evidently misunder- 
stood an observation of the Senator from Texas. The question 
of patronage did not originate with me. I took it from some 
one on the other side of the Chamber, who claimed an appoint- 
ment as a matter of patronage, as I understood. 

Mr. DANIEL. I only wished to put the Senator from Idaho 
right about it. I was simply affirming that the Senator from 
Texas had made no such suggestion. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think the stenographer’s notes will show 
that some Senator on the other side first referred to this as a 
matter of patronage. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I do not desire, so far as I 
am concerned, to prolong this discussion nor to oppose or to 
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urge any further opposition to the adoption of the resolution, 
because it does leave the field open for further consideration 
along the line suggested by both the Senator from Minnesota 
and the Senator from North Dakota. Any committee desiring 
further assistance of course may have it by conforming to the 
usual manner of proceeding. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a single word. 

The first two years I had service in this body I had the honor 
of being chairman of the Committee on Transportation Routes 
to the Seaboard, a committee that did not hold a meeting during 
those two years and has not held a meeting since. The commit- 
tee had a clerk, I think at $1,500, and we got along very com- 
fortably. I was promoted from that position to that of chair- 
man of the Committee on Pensions, and I need not more than 
suggest to the Senate that more service was required there of a 
clerical nature than was required for the committee I had 
formerly served as chairman. From that committee I was 
either promoted or demoted, I do not know which, to the chair 
manship of the Committee on the District of Columbia. That 
committee is trying to legislate for about 300,000 people who aré 
denied the right of suffrage, and I think it is safe to say that 
at least 200,000 of them are constitutional kickers. We have 
a procession in that committee room constantly. We have to 
deal with sewers, with lamp-posts, with electric lights, street 
railways, steam railways, telephones, telegraphs, gas, and almost 
every other conceivable subject. That committee has one clerk, 
an assistant clerk, and a messenger. It ought really to have more 
clerical assistance, but we manage by hard work to get along. 

The proposition embodied in the resolution which was adopted 
a few days ago, and which I did not understand fully, was to 
give the Committee on Woman Suffrage, as an illustration, the 
Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics, the Committee on 
Standards, Weights, and Measures, the Committee on National 
Banks, and the Committee to Investigate Trespassers upon 
Indian Lands—— 

Mr. KEAN. The Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics no 
longer exists. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from New Jersey says the 
Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics no longer exists. If 
necessary, it will be reyived. The proposition was to give those 
committees two clerks and a messenger, precisely the number 
that the Committee on the District of Columbia has. 

Now, Mr. President, it would not be fair to have an adjust- 
ment of that kind made, and I submit to the Senate, without 
desiring to make any further suggestion about my own commit- 
tee, that if each of these minor committees gets a clerk and an 
assistant clerk or a clerk and a messenger it will be a very 
liberal disposition, and we ought all to be satisfied with it. I 
am very glad to know that the Senator from Idaho, after think- 
ing the matter over, has concluded that it is a proper thing for 
us to adopt the resolution as amended. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire to say simply one word 
in order that what has just been said by the Senator from New 
Hampshire may not be misunderstood, either here or by the 
public, in regard to the clerks of committees that do no work. 

We all know the fact that there are committees, some of 
which have been mentioned by him, which are merely nominal 
committees. But it is a mistake, Mr. President, to haye the 
impression that the clerk of that committee has no duty to per- 
form by reason of the fact that the committee itself does no 
work. The fact is that every Senator, whether he is chairman of 
a committee or not, has a secretary, and when a Senator is 
chairman of a committee he has not a secretary in addition to 
the clerk of the committee. His own secretary becomes ex 
officio clerk of that committee, or, vice versa, the clerk of that 
committee is ex officio his clerk or secretary. 

So, when it is said that the clerk of the committee is the officer 
of a committee which is never called together, it will certainly 
produce a yery wrong impression if it is understood from that 
that the clerk of that committee has absolutely no duties to 
perform. He has just the same duties that the clerk or secre- 
tary of every other Senator has in the performance of the 
clerical duty required by that Senator, and the only effect of 
being the clerk of one of these nominal committees is that he 
gets a little more salary than he would get if he were not 
named as the clerk of a committee. He is in fact in such a 
case but the private secretary of the Senator and in no manner 
differs from any other private secretary of a Senator except in 
the fact that he gets an additional amount of salary. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY] asks me about the 
assistant clerk. It is true also in that case that the clerk of a 
committee, who is ex officio the clerk or secretary of a Senator, 
and the assistant clerk are both of them in such cases simply 
employed in the work of the Senator. 
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I may speak for myself as the chairman of one of the so- 
called nominal committees (Woman Suffrage), having only 
occasionally some very interesting audiences from a very in- 
teresting and charming portion of the public. Outside of that 
particular duty which devolves upon the clerk of the committee 
and the assistant, who is detailed from the Sergeant-at-Arms’ 
office, the official work which those two officers haye to do, in 
addition to the committee work, is more than can be reasonably 
required of them without other clerical assistance. As stated 
by the Senator from Idaho, ever since I have been a member 
of this body, with rare exceptions, it has been necessary for 
me to have additional clerical force to that which is supplied 
to me by the Senate. To all, except those of us who have had 
experience in this matter, it is difficult to realize the vast 
amount of office clerical work and departmental work devolving 
upon even those of us who belong to the minority, and how ut- 
terly impossible it is for any one man as the clerk of a Senator 
to do the clerical work of that Senator. Two are required for 
every Senator, and I believe for an average of the Senators 
more than two are necessary to properly discharge the duties. 

A Senator represents the constituency of a whole State. My 
State, Mr. President, is not the largest by any means. It oc- 
cupies about the same relation to the other States now that it 
did when the Government was formed. It is about the thir- 
teenth State. It was one of the original thirteen and the 
smallest of the original thirteen in population, unless Delaware 
or Rhode Island. I do not know what their population was at 
that time. It was the youngest of the colonies. My State at 
the time of the adoption of the Constitution was the youngest 
colony which became a State. It was the thirteenth in its rela- 
tion to the other States. It is still about the thirteenth. 

Yet, Mr. President, there are in Georgia two million and a half 
of people and it is the usual thing when a man in my State 
has any business of particular importance in Washington about 
which he writes to his Representative that he also writes to 
one of the Senators and most frequently to both of them. This 
involves not only the correspondence, but the work to which 
that correspondence relates. I presume the same is true of all 
other Senators. 

Now, Mr. President, considering for a moment Georgia as an 
average, if you please, what must be the immense mass of busi- 
ness which devolves upon a Senator, even if you confine it to 
the routine business, with a yast constituency behind it, with 
even a fraction of 1 per cent of them having something to at- 
tend to in Washington? 

Mr. President, I do not think it becomes this Government (and 
I know I speak not only my sentiment but the sentiment of the 
public at large) that one of its officials shall be required to go 
down into his own pocket to pay for the clerical help which 
should be paid for by the Government. 

I do not know what the status of this resolution is. I un- 
fortunately reached the city on a delayed train and was not here 
when the discussion opened. I do not propose in anything I 
say to impede the eourse of such procedure as those who 
have been here all the time and have participated from the 
beginning in this debate see proper or best to be done. But I 
thought it was proper that I should say this in connection with 
what had been said by the Senator from New Hampshire, and 
also, in addition, to say what I have said in justification of 
what may seem from this debate, or from certain things which 
others have said in this debate, to be extravagance on the part 
of the Senate in the provision it makes for the clerical force 
assisting a Senator in the discharge of his labors. 

Mr. GALLINGHER. Mr. President, I quite concur with what 
the Senator from Georgia has said, and I had no intention to 
make it appear in the brief observations I made that a clerk 
to a committee had not service to perform as private secretary 
to the chairman of the committee. But there is another side 
to that question, Mr. President. The clerk of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia has probably not written ten letters 
for the chairman during the last five years, and he is constantly 
employed in the work of the committee. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will pardon me. I might have 
stated at the time, and if the Senator will permit me I will say 
now, that for such a committee as that there ought to be dis- 
tinctively a clerk of the committee who shall have no duties 
except to do the clerical work for the committee, because there 
are a number of committees in the Senate whose clerical work 
fully occupies not only one, but two clerks. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is precisely the situation that clerk 
is in. He is working early and late in the service of the com- 
mittee, and he performs no service whatever for the chairman. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not want to prolong this debate. 1 
think that the Senate is ready to vote on the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


3 proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
KEAN 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o'clock 
and 22 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, Janu- 
ary 8, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 4, 1906. 
SECRETARY OF OKLAHOMA. 


Charles H. Filson, of Oklahoma, to be secretary of Okla- 
1 vice William Grimes, Whose term will expire January 13, 


DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 

Asa P. French, of Massachusetts, to be United States attorney 
10 De district of Massachusetts, vice Melvin O. Adams, re- 
Sign 

SECRETARY OF LEGATION AND CONSUL-GENERAL, 

Hoffman Philip, of New York, now consul-general at Tangier, 
to be secretary of the legation and consul-general of the United 
States at Tangier, Morocco, to fill an original vacancy. 

CONSUL-GENERAL. 


John Edward Jones, of the District of Columbia, now consul 
at Dalney, Manchuria, to be consul-general of the United States 
at Dalny, Manchuria. This is a change of grade. 

CONSULS. 

Henry A. Barber, of Maryland, to be consul of the United 
States at Puerto Plata, Dominican Republic, vice William W. 
Handley, appointed consul at Trinidad. 

Chester C. Mercury, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the 
United States at Managua, Nicaragua, vice Chester Donaldson, 
appointed consul at Port Limon. 

Richard W. Austin, of Tennessee, to be consul of the United 
States at Glasgow, Scotland, vice Samuel M. Taylor, retired. 

INDIAN AGENT. 


Ret Millard, of Oklahoma, to be agent for the Indians of the 
Osage Agency in Oklahoma, vice Frank Frantz, appointed goy- 
ernor of Oklahoma. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Hiram P. Mackintosh, of Massachusetts, to be collector of 
customs for the district of Newburyport, in the State of Massa- 
chusetts. (Reappointment. ) 

Frank L. Shaw, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Machias, in the State of Maine, (Reappointment.) 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Charles F. Gallenkamp, of Missouri, to be surveyor of cus- 
toms for the port of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri. (Re- 
appointment.) 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Frank C. Sickles, of Oklahoma, to be register of the land office 
at Elreno, Okla., his term having expired. (Reappointment.) 
Alpha E. Hoyt, of Wyoming, to be register of the land office at 
Sundance, Wyo., his term having expired December 18, 1905. 
(Reappointment. ) 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Thomas R. Reid, of Oklahoma, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Elreno, Okla., his term having expired. (Reappointment.) 

Robert R. Herron, of Wyoming, to be receiver of public mon- 
eys at Lander, Wyo., vice John A. Swenson, resigned. 

Levi R. Davis, of Wyoming, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Sundance, Wyo., his term having expired December 19, 1905. 
(Reappointment. ) ‘ 

PROMOTIONS IN THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL 

SERVICE. 
To be passed assistant surgeons. 

Asst. Surg. Louis P. H. Bahrenburg to be a passed assistant 
surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of 
the United States, to rank as such from June 26, 1905. 

Asst. Surg. John T. Burkhalter to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of tha 
United States, to rank as such from June 25, 1905. 

Asst. Surg. Bolivar J. Lloyd to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from April I6, 1905. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 
To be second lieutenants. 


Third Lieut. George Clayton Alexander to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
rank as such from July 1, 1905, to succeed William Hdwin At 
Lee, promoted. 

Third Lieut. Muller Stuntz Hay to be a second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from June 7, 1905, in place of William Gaines Blasdel, 
deceased. 

Third Lieut. William Thomas Stromberg to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
rank as such from October 30, 1905, in place of John Vitrunius 
Wild, deceased. 

Third Lieut. Hiram Rex Searles to be a second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from April 29, 1905, to succeed Leonard Taylor Cutter, 
promoted. 

To be chief engineer. 


First Assistant Engineer Robert Edward Wright to be a chief 
engineer with the rank of first lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service of the United States, to rank as such from August 23, 
1905, to succeed Henry Orlando Slayton, retired. 

To be first assistant engineer. 

Second Assistant Engineer Quincy Bogardus Newman to be a 
first assistant engineer with the rank of second lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from August 23, 1905, to succeed Robert Edward Wright, pro- 
moted. 2 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
CAVALRY ARM. 


First Lieut. James C. Rhea, Seventh Cavalry, to be captain 

from December 28, 1905, vice Ladd, Sixth Cavalry, resigned. 
To be second lieutenants to rank from January 2, 1906. 

Sergt. J. Treacy, Troop H, Fourteenth Cavalry. 

Sergt. Reynold F. Migdalski, Troop H, Thirteenth Cavalry. 

Lance Corporal Henry R. Smalley, Troop K, Third Cavalry. 

Sergt. James P. Wayland, Troop A, First Cavalry. 

First Sergt. Robert Blaine, Troop H, Eleventh Cavalry, 

Sergt. Luther Felker, Troop E, Eleventh Cavalry. 

Squadron Sergt. Maj. Murray Blight Rush, First Cavalry. 

INFANTRY ARM. 

Lieut. Col. Cornelius Gardener, Twenty-first Infantry, to be 
colonel from December 26, 1905, vice Price, Sixteenth Infantry, 
retired from active service. 

Maj. John J. Crittenden, Twenty-second Infantry, to be lieu- 
tenant-colonel from December 26, 1905, vice Gardener, Twenty- 
first Infantry, promoted. 

To be second lieutenants to rank from January 2, 1906. 


Sergt. Edward J. Cullen, One hundred and eighteenth Com- 
pany, Coast Artillery.. 

Sergt. (First Class) John P. Adams, Hospital Corps. 

Corpl. Ira Longanecker, Company H, Eighteenth Infantry. 

Sergt. Philip J. Golden, Company B, Signal Corps. 

Sergt. William C. Whitener, Thirty-seventh Company, Coast 
Artillery. 

Corpl. William R. McCleary, Fifty-fifth Company, Coast Ar- 
tillery. 

Sergt. Frederick J. Ostermann, Third Company, Coast Artil- 
lery. 

Q. M. Sergt. William J. Connolly, Thirtieth Company, Coast 
Artillery. 

To be second lieutenants to rank from January 3, 1906. 

Sergt. Everett D. Barlow, jr., Company B, Twenty-sixth In- 
fantry. 

Corpl. Lawrence E. Hohl, Company K, Sixth Infantry. 

Sergt, James G. Boswell, One hundred and eighteenth Com- 
pany, Coast Artillery. 

Sergt. Robert E. Clarke, Company I, Eighth Infantry, 

MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 

Capt. George J. Newgarden, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon 
with the rank of major from November 23, 1905, vice Owen, 
retired from active service. 

ARTILLERY CORPS. 


First Lieut. Frederick W. Stopford, Artillery Corps, to be 
captain from December 20, 1905, vice Jewell, detailed as quarter- 
master. 

Maj. Henry A. Reed, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant-colonel 
from September 16, 1905, vice Schenck, deceased. 

Note.—The above-named officer was nominated to the Senate 


December 6, 1905, and confirmed on December 19, 1905, under 
the name of Hugh A. Reed. This message is to correct the error 
in the name of the nominee. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 4, 1906. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 

James P. Wayland to be second lieutenant of cavalry, United 
States Army. 

CONSUL-GENERAL. 

Frank Dillingham, of California, now consul at Aix la Cha- 
pelle, to be consul-general of the United States at Coburg, 
Germany. 

PENSION AGENT. 

William R. Warnock, of Urbana, Ohio, to be pension agent at 
Columbus, Ohio. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ARIZONA. 

Frieda F. Mashbir to be postmaster at Safford, in the county 
of Graham and Territory of Arizona. 

Hugh M. Watson to be postmaster at Clifton, in the county 
of Graham and Territory of Arizona. 

ILLINOIS. 

Henry Schneider to be postmaster at Waterloo, in the county 

of Monroe and State of Illinois. 
INDIANA, 

Rankin C. Walkup to be postmaster at Crawfordsville, in the 

county of Montgomery and State of Indiana. 
OHIO. 

Charles E. Hixson to be postmaster at Leesburg, in the county 

of Highland and State of Ohio. 
OKLAHOMA, 

Bess L. Bailey to be postmaster at Snyder, in the county of 

Kiowa and Territory of Oklahoma. 
TEXAS. 

George W. Hoeffert to be postmaster at Schulenburg, in the 

county of Fayette and State of Texas. 
VERMONT, 

Collins M. Graves to be postmaster at Bennington, in the 

county of Bennington and State of Vermont. 
VIRGINIA. 

William ©. Pendleton to be postmaster at Tazewell, in the 

county of Tazewell and State of Virginia. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn January 4, 1906. 


B. F. Dudley to be postmaster at Mansfield, in the State of 
Louisiana. $ 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuurspay, January 4, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 

The following prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coven, D. D.: 

We come to Thee, Almighty God, our Heavenly Father, with 
glad and thankful hearts that Thou hast watched over us dur- 
ing the holiday recess and brought us together again in health, 
strength, and vigor without the loss of any. 

Grant, O most merciful Father, that with every faculty 
alert and with every high and noble aspiration intensified, 
these, Thy servants, may go forward to the task before them 
with faith, hope, and confidence in right, truth, and justice, 
that the work of the Fifty-ninth Congress may be worthy of 
American statesmen and redound to Thy glory, through Jesus 
Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, December 21, 
1905, was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Bagnes, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House of 
Representatives that the President had approved and signed 
bills and joint resolution of the following titles: 

On December 18, 1905: 5 

H. J. Res. 48. Joint resolution to pay the officers and em- 
ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their respec- 
tive salaries for the month of December, 1905, on the 20th day 
of said month. 
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On December 21: 

H. R. 299. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Columbia River by the Portland and Seattle Railway 
Company ; 

H. R. 480. An act supplemental to an act entitled “An act to 
provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of 
the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, and 
making appropriation for isthmian canal construction, and for 
other purposes. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege, 
and ask that the article which I send forward be read at the 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee rises to a 
question of privilege and sends an article to the Clerk’s desk to 
be read. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ABOLISH THE FRANKING PRIVILEGE? 

We quite agree that something ought to be done for the relief of the 
Post-Office Department. Its work is simply tremendous, and, by an in- 
teresting coincidence, its usefulness is quite as t. There is no sec- 
tion of the governmental machinery more important or more accurately 
and satisfactorily conducted. But the burden put upon Mr. Cortelyou 
and his coadjutors can be materially lightened without impairing its ef- 
elency. It is our opinion, indeed, that the people and the Government 
5 be better off if the franking privilege were abolished 
utterly. 

That this vil has been S ay Pe abused is a fact of univer- 
sal pence fe Cons essmen load the J cars with all sorts of 
frelght—turniture, libraries, kitchen utensilis, the “apd wash, pianos, 
poultry, barnyard animals, etc., without limit. They frank a cow, a 
washtub, or a churn as glibly as they do a letter or the speech that no 
one ever heard. They go further—they lend thelr franks in large, un- 
counted bunches to societies and gandas that would flourish on 
the public Treasury as they already thrive upon the people's discon- 
tent. The whole system has been converted to the most abominable 

It presents the perfected spectacle of graft. But its worst ex- 
pression is to be found in the lumbering up of the mail cars, the pre- 
posterous demands upon the Department's resources of transportation, 
and the corresponding and concurrent crippling of the postal service in 
all its and legitimate activ 

We note the presentation of an alternative arrangement—an ar- 
rangement under the operation of which Members of Congress will re- 
ceive a direct allowance for the purpose of conducting their official 
co ndence without cost to themselves. The expedient is most com- 
8 We quite a that Members of Congress, who are but ill- 
paid public servants, should be spared the constant drain upon their 
resources involved in pen oe and the like. They should at least be 
left entirely free of artificial taxes and protected in the complete enjoy- 
ment of what sı emolument has assigned them. But this 
franking concession, which has grown to the proportions of insolent 
and predaceous graft, this should be contracted within the limits of 
common decency and transformed into an explicit allowance, no matter 
how generous and liberal It may be. 

We think there are very few Con men who would care to oppose 
this adjustment in full view of the publie gaze. Why not try it, 
gentlemen? 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hardly thinks that the article 
presents a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. SIMS. I did not rise, Mr. Speaker, to a question of per- 
sonal privilege, but to a question of privilege affecting the mem- 
bership of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Well, it occurs to the Chair that if it is a 
question affecting the House, a resolution ought to accompany 
the presentation of the article. However, the gentleman may 
proceed. Does the gentleman ask unanimous consent to make a 
statement? 

Mr. SIMS. That will do me just as well. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to make a statement. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, the article just read is an editorial 
clipped by myself from the Washington Post, a newspaper pub- 
lished in this city. The Washington Post does not have the 
reputation of being a “yellow journal” or a sensational paper. 
I have never read anywhere any charge in any kind of yellow 
journal that was more sensational than this. If the statements 
there alleged to be facts are true, it is a disgrace to this House, 
at least a disgrace to the Members who have been guilty of the 
charge. Franking cows, barnyard animals, pianos, libraries, 
cooking utensils, and so forth. The statement is either true or 
false. If it is true, it is, as this paper states, the rankest kind 
of graft. If it is false, it ought to be shown to be false by an 
investigation, and I for one will introduce a resolution—— 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? : 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman really think that a sug- 
gestion of that kind is worthy of the dignity of a denial? 

Mr. SIMS. It seems, Mr. Speaker, that the statement on its 
face ought to carry its own refutation, but if that statement, al- 
leged to be a fact, in the editorial columns of a paper that is 
quoted all over the country more than any other paper goes 


without notice, it is taken by the country press and the people 
as in the nature of a confession. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman believe that Congress ought 
to investigate every statement in the editorials of the Post 
which are not true, and yet which reflect upon Congress? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMS. The mere conclusion or opinion of a Member af- 
fecting legislation is one thing, but this is a statement that 
Members are guilty, and if they are they ought to be expelled. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman seems to assume that this is a 
statement of fact. I think the Washington Post intended this 
only as a matter of vivid imagination and fancy, and never in- 
tended it to be taken seriously either by the people of the 
country or by gentlemen of the House. 

Mr. SIMS. It does not state that it is charged. It says it Is 
a fact that Members frank farm animals, kitchen utensils, etc., 
as freely as they do a letter or the speech no one ever delivered 
on the floor of the House. There might have been a little 
humor in the latter part; the other is a specific charge, and the 
paper ought to make that statement good or withdraw it. 

r oe PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does not the gentleman think the charge ex- 
travagant and ridiculous that the Post-Office Department, which 
has charge of the mails of this country, would permit anything 
of that kind, and does he think it worth taking up a great deal 
of the time of the House to discussing or denying it? 

Mr. SIMS. I will ask if the gentleman from New York will 
state to me whether or not the statement is in substance true or 
untrue? 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, the gentleman from New York has no 
idea that any Member of the House ever sent furniture through 
the mails, or could do so if he tried. I do not believe that 
one in a million of the readers of that article would believe any 
such extravagant story as this is about the membership of this 
House. 

Mr. SIMS. Well, it won’t do any harm, and it will cost very 
little to have this matter investigated; at least, we should ask a 
report from the Postmaster-General as to what abuses, if any, 
have existed. 

Mr. PAYNE. Has the gentleman any resolution to offer now? 

Mr. SIMS. Not at this moment, Mr. Speaker. I did not 
know but what the floor leader of the House on the other side 
could give me all the information I needed on this subject. I do 
not think a serious statement set forth in an editorial in a paper 
of high standing, which if true will blacken and disgrace the 
Members of this House, ought to remain as a blanket charge 
on every Member of the House. The charge ought to be inyes- 
tigated and its truth or falsity established. 

Mr. PAYNE. Suppose the gentleman introduces such a reso- 
lution, if he thinks it should take that course. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I have no resolution ready at this 
moment to introduce, but if the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Payne] and other Members of the House think that I am un- 
necessarily taking up the time of the House, I shall desist; but 
I certainly will introduce a resolution to that effect if I can have 
the time allowed me to write it. Edo think that this is of such 
importance and comes from such a source that it ought not to 
be passed unnoticed. If any Member of this House is guilty, 
or if the postal authorities who are charged with the transinis- 
sion of the mails are taking cattle and libraries and kitchen 
utensils for Members of Congress and franking them through 
the mails, they should be discharged from the public service. 
Mr. Speaker, it appears that the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Payne] seems to think that I am taking up valuable time 
of the House unnecessarily and unprofitably. 

Mr: MANN. But, Mr. Speaker, nobody says that. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman that 
he introduce his resolution in the usual way. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand that the gentle- 
man from Tennessee does not desire to introduce a resolution at 
this time? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the suggestion is that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
then it may be introduced in the usual way. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Tennessee has not yet intro- 
duced any resolution. I will ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
if he will yield for a seeond? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman understand from an examl- 
nation of the law what the law provides in reference to the 
franking privilege? 

Mr. SIMS. Well, I certainly understand that it does not go 
to the extent of including farm animals, kitchen utensils, and 
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libraries. Mr. Speaker, in order to put this thing in proper 
form, I send the following resolution to the desk and ask that 
it be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution which 
the gentleman from Tennessee sends to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
be, and hereby is, Instructed to investigate whether or not there are or 
have been abuses of the franking privilege by Members of Congress or 
in the name of Members of Congress. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of that resolution. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I would have to object to 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of such a reso- 
lution as that just read. I do not want to dignify this thing by 
an investigation. We can get at the facts from the Postmaster- 
General if an appropriate resolution is introduced. 

Mr. SIMS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I shall call up the resolution 
as a privileged matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the House that the 
resolution is privileged. The Chair will read from the Digest: 

In presenting a question of personal privilege a Member is not re- 
quir in the first instance to make a motion or offer a resolntion ; 


but such is not the rule in presenting a case involving the privileges of 
the House. 


Now, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims] has had read 
an editorial, as he states, and having had read the editorial it 
seems to the Chair to involve the privileges of the House. He 
now sends up the resolution which has just been reported. In 
the opinion of the Chair, the privileges of the House are 
involved. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, if no one wishes to discuss the reso- 
lution I am ready for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Smuts, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE OF THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
the itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of House resolution 
No. 42. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York, that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of House resolution 42. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of House resolution 
No. 42, with Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania in the chair. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the 
resolution for amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That so much of the annual message of the President of 
the United States to the two Houses of Congress at the present session 
as relates to the revenue and the bonded debt of the United States be 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I was instructed by the committee 
at this point—and I make the pro forma amendment—to offer 
an amendment, adding the words “and insurance,” to the mat- 
ters referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. That 
matter was discussed at some length before the recess. I think 
the House came to a pretty clear understanding of what our con- 
stitutional rights and limits were with reference to the question 
of insurance. I desire to say that the amendment was not mine, 
but was offered at the instance of the committee. It was not 
in the original text. I desire to state that I do not desire to 
offer that amendment at this time. I understand also that the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn] will not offer any amend- 
ment giving jurisdiction of this part of the message to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, but it seems to be 
the consensus of opinion in the House that this matter should 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary to report its 
opinion as to the constitutional rights of the House in the 
premises, Therefore, I will withdraw my pro forma amend- 
ment. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 


ment will be withdrawn, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, when the proper time ar- 
rives, I wish to offer an amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
to this paragraph? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir. 


Does the gentleman offer the amendment 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
That so much of the President’s message as relates to corporations 
be referred instructions 


to the Committee on the Ju prog w to 
report fully at an early day their views as to the power of the Federal 
Government by legislation to regulate or control said corporations in 
the management or control of their business and business matters, and 
if said power exists then the extent of such power and under what pro- 
visions of the Constitution it is conferred upon the Congress. 


Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will allow me, I will say I 
have no objection to that amendment, but favor it when the 
proper time has arrived, which will be at the end of line 15, 
page 1. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Are you offering that amendment 
for present consideration, or did you say you are going to offer 
it after a while? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will offer it when we reach line 15. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That so much as relates to the appropriations of the public revenue 
for support of the Government as herein provided, namely, for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses, for sundry civil expenses, for 
fortifications and coast defenses, for pensions, for the District of Co- 
uana at for all deficiencies, be referred to the Committee on Appro- 

r . 

á That so much as relates to the judiciary of the United States, to the 
administration of justice, to the punishment and prevention of crime 
N on of courts be referred to the Committee on the 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by 
inserting that amendment after the word“ courts;” I think it 
would come in there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa moves to amend 
by inserting the amendment, which the Clerk will again report. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The Clerk will adjust the amendment to 
the language. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That so much of the President’s m as relates to corporations 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instructions to 
report fully at an early day their views as to the power of the Federal 
Government by legislation to regulate or control said corporations in 
the management or control of thelr business and business matters, 


and if said power exists then the extent of such power and under 
what provisions of the Constitution it is conferred upon the Congress. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Probably it had better come in at the end 
of the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Right after line 15, the Chair understands. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. There has been so much disturb- 
ance in the House that nobody except somebody who is sitting 
close to the gentleman from Iowa knows what this is, and if it 
is not asking too much I wish he would explain the amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, it is simply a proposition to refer 
not simply matters of insurance, but all of that portion of the 
President's message in which he discusses corporations and the 
power of the Government over them—the whole subject—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That includes insurance? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That includes insurance, but it does not 
include railroads. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask a 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does that also include express 
corporations—interstate express business of the United States? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would rather think not, but I am not 
sure; but it was that subject that the President discussed re- 
lating to the great corporations of the country and the need of 
some other control than that now exercised by the States. The 
purpose that I had in view was to get the views of the Judiciary 
Committee upon those subjects, whether or not the Government 
of the United States has the power to control those corporations 
engaging in business between the States or in business with 
some other State than the State of their creation, and if it have 
that power the extent of it and the clauses of the Constitution 
under which the Congress has derived the power to legislate. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will ask the gentleman if he 
does not think it is of almost as much importance to control 
the express companies of this country as the railroads of this 
country? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would suppose when the subject is dis- 
cussed that is referred to by this legislation, clearly that par- 
ticular matter that the gentleman has in his mind he will find 
is also amply discussed. I do not know how I would separate 
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an express company from some other of the great corporations 
that in my judgment are doing an interstate or a foreign com- 
merce business. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I am glad to know that the gen- 
tleman has that view of it, because I think the express com- 
panies should be regulated in the same manner as the railroad 
companies are regulated. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I am not at all sure, and I do not wish to 
commit myself to any proposition of that kind. It was not the 
purpose of this resolution to especially designate any particular 
corporation; but the whole subject, as broad as it is, discussed 
in the message of the President is referred to this committee. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will frankly admit I desired to 
draw the gentleman out on this very question as to whether or 
not express companies are to be regulated. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman has that information, he 
is gratified. a 

Mr. NORRIS. I could not hear, even in the reply that the 
gentleman from Iowa made to the gentleman from Texas, just 
what he said in regard to this amendment, and I did not hear 
it clearly when the Clerk read it. The other day when we 
were discussing the matter I gave notice that at this time I 
would offer an amendment that would refer the subject of in- 
surance to the Judiciary Committee, and add a provision that 
the Judiciary Committee be instructed to report what jurisdic- 
tion Congress had, if any, over insurance, under our Constitu- 
tion. Now, if that is included in the gentleman’s amendment— 
if that will be accomplished—I have no desire to offer my 
amendment, and will heartily favor his. But I could not get 
the idea from the reading whether it would include that or not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think that is included. 

Mr. NORRIS. Now, Mr. Chairman, in order that there may 
be no doubt, I wish the Chair would ask the Clerk to read the 
amendment again. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will read the 
amendment again. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does that include other than railroads? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Iowa whether it should not be modified by adding 
“other than railroads” after “ corporations.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. I had so written it, but in copying it I 
think that has been omitted, namely, the words “ corporations 
other than railroads.” 

Mr. DALZELL. Other than railroads? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Other than railroads. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amend:nent will be 
modified to the extent suggested by the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. HEPBURN]. i 

Mr. CANDLER. At what point in the resolution is this 
amendment offered? 

The CHAIRMAN. After line 15 on the first page. 

The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] as modified by the unanimous con- 
sent of the committee. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That so much as relates to the islands which came to the United 
States through the treaty of 1899 with Spain, and to Cuba (except so 
much as relates to the revenue and the appropriations), be referred to 
the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I am directed by the committee 
to strike out the words “and to Cuba,” in line 18, leaving it 
preferably where it belongs now, to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That so much as relates to the election of the President, Vice- 
President, or Representatives in Congress be referred to the Committee 
on Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in 
Congress. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 11, pase 4, insert “ That so much as relates to the 
irrigation of arid lands referred to the Committee on Irrigation of 
Arid Lands.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the resolution as amended to the House, 
with recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 


sumed the chair, Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had 
had under consideration House resolution 42, and had directed 
him to report the same back to the House with amendments, 
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to 
and the resolution as amended do pass. 


The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote asked upon any of the 


amendments? If not, they will be voted upon in gross. 


No separate vote was demanded. 
The amendments were agreed to in gross; and the resolution 


as amended was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. Payne, a motion to reconsider the vote by 


which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 
Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask consideration at this time of a 


resolution to print for the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 


mous consent for consideration of the following resolution, which 
the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be authorized to 


have printed and bound whatever papers and documents in connection 
with subjects under consideration by the committee may be necessary to 
the transaction of its business; also that the committee be authorized 
to sit during the sessions of the House. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


Chair hears none. Without objection, the resolution will be 
considered as agreed to. ` 


There was no objection. 
PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolye 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3) providing 
revenue for the Philippine Islands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. OLmsTED in the 


chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the biii 
(H. R. 3) known as “ the Philippine tariff bill,” which the Clerk 
will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3) to amend an act entitled “An act temporarily to pro- 


approved March 8, 1 


[= revenue for 80 5 Islands, and for other purposes,“ 
| 5 


Be it enacted, etc., that the second section of the act entitled “An act 

mporarily to provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other 
e approved March 8, 1902, is hereby amended to read as 
‘ollows : 

“Sec. 2. That on and after the passage of this act there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid upon all articles coming into the United 
States from the Ber eee Islands the rates of duty which are required 
to be levied, collected, and paid upon like articles imported from for- 
eign countries: Provided, That all articles wholly the growth and prod- 
uct of the Si, Islands coming into the United States from the 
Philippine Islan shall hereafter admitted free of duty, except 
sugar and tobacco, manufactured and unmanufactured, upon which 
there shall be levied, collected, and pac only 25 per cent of the rates 
of duty aforesaid: And provided further, That the rates of duty which 
are ulred hereby to levied, collected, and paid spon roducts of 
the Philippine Islands coming into the United States shall be less any 

uty or taxes levied, collected, and paid thereon upon the shipment 
thereof from the Philippine Islands, as provided by the act of the 
United States Philippine Commission referred to in section 1 of this act, 
under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
rescribe; but all articles the growth and product of the Philippine 
slands admitted into the ports of the United States free of duty under 
the provisions of this act, and coming directly from said islands to the 
United States for use and consumption therein, shall be hereafter ex- 
empt from any export duties 3 in the Philippine Islands: Pro- 
vided, That in consideration of the rates of duty aforesaid, all articles 
wholly the growth and product of the United States, going into the 
Vhilippine Islands, shall hereafter be admitted free of duty, except 
sugar and tobacco, manufactured and unmanufactured, upon which no 
higher rate of duty shall be levied, collected, and paid than is laid upon 
articles of like character coming from the Philippine Islands into the 
United States: And provided further, That on and after the 11th day 
of April, 1909, all articles and merchandise going from the United 
States into the 8 Islands, and all articles wholly the growth 
and product of the P — 8 Islands coming into the United States 
from tbe Philippine Islands shall admitted free of duty: And pro- 
vided further, That in addition to said duty when levied and in case 
said articles are admitted into the United States free of duty, there 
shall be paid upon articles of merchandise of Philippine Islands manu- 
facture coming into the United States and withdrawn for consumption 
or sale a tax equal to the internal-revenue tax imposed in the United 
States upon the like articles of merchandise of domestic manufacture; 
such tax to be oe} by internal-revenue stamp or stamps to be pur- 
chased and provided by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and to 
be procured from the collector of internal revenue at or most con- 
venient to the port of entry of said merchandise in the United States, 
and to be affixed under such regulations as the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
shall prescribe, and such articles of Philippine Islands manufacture 
mentioned in this proviso shall be exempt from payment of any tax 
imposed by the internal-revenue laws of the Philippine Islands: And 
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manufactured in the United States and going into the Philippine 
Islands and withdrawn for consumption or sale, a tax equal to the 
d in the Tana Islands upon the like 

in the Philippine Islands; 
or otherwise as pro- 


Internal-revenue tax im 
articles of merchandise when manufactur 
such tax to be paid by internal-revenue stamps 
vided by the laws in force in the Philippine Islands upon the like ar- 
ticles; and such articles manufactured in the United States mentioned 
in this proviso and going into the Philippine Islands shall be exempt 
from payment of any tax imposed by the internal-revenue laws of the 
United States. All the moneys collected under. this section as amended 
shall be paid over and saree of as provided in section 4 of the act 
hereby amended, and shall not be covered into the Treasury of the 
United States.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
follows: | 
Tage 2, line 13, after the word “ articles,” Insert the word “ wholly. 
Page 2, line 18, strike out the word “Provided” and the remain 
lines of said page and line 1 of page 3 and insert in lieu thereof the 
following words, viz: 
the rates of duty aforesaid sugar and tobacco, both manufactured and 
unmanufactured, wholly the growth and product of the United States, 
5 * be admitted to the Philippine Islands from the United States free 

of duty." 
Page 3, lines 15 and 16, strike out the words“ purchased and ;” and 
In line 17, after the word “ procured,” insert the words “ by purchase.” 
At the end of the bill insert: 
“Sec. 2. That on and after the day when this act shall go Into effect 


all goods, wares, and merchandise previously imported from the Philip- 


pine Islands, for which no entry has been made, and all goods, wares, 
and merchandise previously entered without payment of duty and under 
bond for warehousing. transportation, or any other purpose, for ‘which 
no permit of delivery to the importer or his aont has been issued, shall 
be subjected to the duties imposed by law prior to oe pema of this 
act, and to no other duty upon the entry or the withdrawal thereof: 
Provided, That when duties are based upon the weight of merchandise 
deposited in any public or private bonded warehouse said duties shall 
— 8 collected upon the weight ot such merchandise at the time 
0 . 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Wyoming says he desires 
to ask me a question before I begin. 3 

Mr. MONDELL. I wish to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like order, 
so that we can hear this interlocutory performance over there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order, so that 
the interlocutory proceedings may be heard. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MONDELL. I wish to inquire, Mr. Chairman, if it is the 
intention of the gentleman in charge of the bill to give a reason- 
able time for discussion of this measure? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, it certainly is the intention of 
“the gentleman in charge of the bill” to do so. The bill comes 
up under the rules of the House; debate can only be stopped by 
order of the House. But aside from that, it is my intention, 
personally, to give ample time for a fair discussion of the bill. 

Mr. MONDELL. About how much time? 

Mr. PAYNE. “The gentleman” has not determined that in 
his mind. Debate will run into next week, undoubtedly. 

Mr. MONDELL. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
to the fact that there are a number of gentlemen on this side 
who would like to be heard in opposition to the bill, and I trust 
time will be so divided that the gentlemen on this side, and of 
course gentlemen on the other side, who are opposed to the 
measure will be given a fair proportion of time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would say to the gentleman 
from Wyoming that I think he is entirely safe in the discretion 
of the gentleman who occupies the chair, and who has a reputa- 
` tion for fairness in this House that he certainly will not sacri- 
fice in this debate. 

Mr. MONDELL. I simply wished to be assured that a rea- 
sonable time will be given and that the time will be divided fairly. 
I am sure that the distinguished Chairman will have no disposi- 
tion to do otherwise. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman ought to be able to take 
my word for it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, at the outset I think, perhaps, I had better 
state what the bill seeks to do. As members of the committee 
know, the present law in regard to goods coming from the Phil- 
ippine Islands enforces the duty of 75 per cent of the Dingley 
rates on all goods coming from the islands which are the prod- 
ucts of, those islands. This bill, from the date of its passage, 
would put upon the free list all the goods coming from those 
islands except sugar and tobacco and the manufactures of sugar 
and tobacco, and on sugar and tobacco and the manufactures of 
sugar and tobacco the rates would be 25 per cent of the Dingley 
tariff until the 11th day of April, 1909. That day is selected 
because at that date expires the ten-year period under the treaty 
of Paris, under which Spain was to have the same privileges as 
the United States regarding her trade with the Philippine 
Islands, Of course, the committee contends—at least members 
of the committee do—that Spain could not claim any privilege 
under that clause of the treaty, the privilege of the free entrance 


“Provided, however, That in consideration of fN 


of goods from Spain into the islands, unless Spain concedes to 
the products of the Philippine Islands the same rate of duty that 
the United States concedes. But we haye made that date for the 
reason that it is about the right time to forecast in the future 
the date when we shall get revenues enough in the Philippine 
Islands from internal taxation and from import duties from 
other countries to take care of the finances of the islands, inelud- 
ing the system of education that we are extending over those 
islands, with ample provision, as we believe, for all the expenses 


ot, the islands from that day. 


So we have provided that after the 11th day of April, 1909, all 
goods coming from the Philippine Islands to the United States 
and all goods going from the United States to the Philippine 
Islands the product of either section of the country shall enter 
free of any duty whatever. [Applause.] At that date we are to 
place the Philippine Islands upon the same plane as all the terri- 

of the United States, so far as revenue laws are concerned. 
ow, Mr. Chairman, there are some of us who believe that we 
ght to have free trade with the Philippine Islands from this 
moment. We believe it is and has been a principle of the Gov- 
‘ernment of the United States, ever since the adoption of the 
Constitution, that whenever any goods are sent from one section 
of the country to another they shall go without the imposition 
of any import tax. That was, perhaps, one of the difficult ques- 
tions in the Constitutional Convention; but it was settled then 
and settled right, that from whatever section of the country 
any imports should be made into any other portion of the coun- 
try, they should go unrestricted by any tax. The only reason 
we do not give absolute free trade at once is because of the need 
of the revenue. e are following the same principle that we 
followed in t of Porto Rico. When that bill originated 
in the House of Representatives, known now as the Foraker 
bill, we provided a duty of 15 per cent of the Dingley rates on 
all goods coming from the island to the United States, and then 
we provided that all the revenues raised from this duty should 
not be covered into the Treasury of the United States, but should 
go directly, without any tax for expense of collection, into the 
treasury of Porto Rico, to be used in the government of that 
island. Porto Rico was then at peace with the United States, 
as it always had been. The people of that island submitted to 
the change of jurisdiction—nay, they hailed the change of juris- 
diction with gratitude y, 

There are gentlemen sitting around me now who remember 
the storm of indignation that came upon our devoted heads be- 
cause we did not let those goods in free at that time without 
any restrictions, without even 15 per cent or any per cent of the 
Dingley rates upon the goods coming here. I think the com- 
mittee, of which I had the honor to be the chairman then, re- 
ceived more abuse from the newspapers of the country than any 
committee has ever received in this House within my recollec- 
tion; and so general was this that they forgot to publish the 
fact that the 15 per cent of duty was levied to help the poor 
people in Porto Rico, to relieve them of the burden of taxation, 
provide for the expenses of their government, and build up a 
system of education; and it was months after the bill passed 
before the people of the United States, or some of them, found 
out that there was any such beneficent provision in that bill. 

We are following in the same track to-day. They have not 
enough revenue in the Philippine Islands to dispense with the 
$800,000 of duty paid upon goods going from the United States 
into the islands, or to dispense with the smaller amount of 
duty—about half a million dollars this year—upon goods coming 
from the islands into the United Statesyor to dispense with the 
$600,000 of duty on goods coming from Spain to the Philippine 
Islands, They need that money in their revenues. They need 
it for the expenditures of the government; they need it to build 
up that grand system of education which the United States is 
extending all over those islands. We have now over half a 
million children in the publie schools; you will find them in 
every village and in every hamlet in those islands. We need 
more of them. We are extending the system. It costs money, 
and the money must come from somewhere. So we levy it upon 
these goods for the next three years to provide this sum of 
money. They have lately instituted a tax (it has been running 
about a year) upon spirits and tobacco in the Philippine Is- 
lands. That is a new tax. It has not run altogether smoothly 
up to the p nt time. Those people are a little slow in learn- 
ing new methods and new habits of taxation. They are a good 
deal like the people in the United States in that respect. ‘There 
is some scolding, some kicking, and some seeking to avoid the 
tax, as well as some disarrangement of business; because it 
often happens that when a man is taxed he seeks to collect his 
share of the tax, or the whole of it, out of the man whe sells 
him the commodity, and he also seeks to collect the whole tax 
out of the man to whom he sells, so that he can make a profit 
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out of the transaction; and it has developed here in the distilla- 
tion of spirits that some of these wealthy distillers have levied 
an amount equal to or in excess of the tax out of the people who 
sell them the raw material, and have also levied an amount in 
excess of the tax upon the people who purchase from them. 
Now, of course, it does not take a great deal of time for such 
things to adjust themselves, and in the long run the tax will 
proye successful. It is going to be a little higher next year 
than it was last; but still it is not over half as much as the tax 
upon the same articles in Porto Rico; it is not a third as much 
as it is upon some of the same articles in the United States. 
This tax is growing in favor, and by the time this limit comes 
about when we shall have free trade, and no revenue from the 
trade between the United States and the Philippine Islands, 
doubtless there will be sufficient revenue from the internal tax- 
ation and from that levied at the ports in the Philippine Is- 
lands upon goods coming from outside—from foreign countries. 

Now, these are the general features of the bill. It is pro- 
vided further that tobacco, sugar, and the manufactures thereof 
shall go from the United States into the Philippine Islands free 
of duty at once. Of course, we do not apprehend that much 
sugar will go there except a little refined sugar. Cigars and 
tobacco are different. We do expect that tobacco will go there 
and that some cigars will go there. Tobacco will go there, be- 
cause for the prosperity of the cigar-making business in the 
islands, in order to enable them to hold their trade with the 
east, and especially with China, which absorbs 65 per cent of 
the whole output of cigars from those islands, it is necessary 
for them to have a better wrapper and a lighter wrapper than 
they are able to get now. Why, the heathen Chinee has got so 
civilized that, like the American dude, he must have a wrapper 
and a cigar of a different texture and of a lighter color or else 
it does not taste good to him. He even likes the bitter leaf 
that comes from Sumatra which he smokes. They are import- 
ing a little Sumatra leaf and wrapping that upon the cigars 
now. With free trade they believe they can take the Connecti- 
cut wrapper and put it upon those cigars and meet the compe- 
tition, which is hard upon them now, from Germany with 
the Sumatra wrapper. Hence we have put that clause in the 
bill. 

We have amended the bill in another particular. It came 
out on the hearings that when sugar had gone up a cent and a 
half a pound last winter some merchants bought up 39,000 tons 
of Philippine Islands sugar and brought it over to the port of 
New York to sell there. It took about three months to come 
on sailing vessels, and when it got to New York the bottom had 
dropped out of the market and sugar had got down to the old 
point, a cent and a half below the price at which it was when 
those people bought the sugar to import it there. The repre- 
sentative of those people appeared before the committee and 
told us these facts and wanted us to amend the bill so that that 
sugar should pay duty at the time it was withdrawn from bond 
for consumption, which, of course, after we pass this bill, would 
enable them to get it in here at 25 per cent of the Dingley rate 
and would take out of the Philippine treasury about $500,000 
and transfer it to the pockets of the people who had bought up 
this sugar. 

Now, we did not think that we were in the benevolent busi- 
ness to that extent, and so we have put in the second section 
of this bill, which provides that sugar shall pay a duty from 
the time it was put in the bonded warehouse or arrived in the 
ports of the United States, which will be 75 per cent of the 
Dingley rates, and the half million dollars will go into the 
treasury of the Philippine Islands to help educate these people 
over there. Now, these are the main points of this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I am unable to see why we should not treat 
the Philippine Islands exactly as we have treated Porto Rico. 
We have postponed it because the islands were in a state of 
war and insurrection; we have postponed it until they got upon 
their good behavior, until they sustained the government and 
obeyed the laws and maintained good order in the Philippine 
Islands, as do the little brown men in Porto Rico. The reason 
we have treated them differently has grown out of their insur- 
rection, and because of the numbers of insurgents there. That 
is changed. The islands are pacified, and the people there 
have accepted the beneficent Government of the United States. 
The most of them are entirely satisfied with that Government, 
and will stay under the flag. The intelligent people in the 
islands, the well-educated people in the islands, believe that the 
time to sever their connection with the United States will not 
come in the next twenty-five years, if it comes at all. They 
believe the flag of the Republic carries beneficence with it. 
They have been led to believe that those who lived under the 
flag lived in a condition of prosperity and happiness, and they 
want a share in it, and it is because they want a share in that 
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prosperity and happiness that they are demanding, they are 
asking, nay, they are praying to be put under the conditions 
which this bill will put them under, and give them only a fair 
show, if it gives them even that, to carry on their industries. 

Now, the people of the islands are not all of them without 
prosperity. The hemp industry is an industry of. wonderful 
prosperity. The only place on earth where manila hemp can 
be grown, where anything approaching it can be grown, is in the 
Philippine Islands. They have extended it, they are extending 
it to-day, and notwithstanding the multiplication of the product, 
the price has increased, and so where this hemp is raised the 
people are prosperous. It is made from a plant called “abaca,” 
a sort of species of banana. They plant it and it seems to be 
a perennial crop for a series of years, and all they have to do 
is to harvest it. And yet, so great has been the demand for it 
in the past few years, and so greatly have wages increased in 
these islands in the past few years, that even the common ordi- 
nary laborers in the hemp district receive wages equal to two 
and three and four dollars of American money a day. And so 
the people engaged in that particular branch of industry are 
prosperous and the industry is growing. It amounts to con- 
siderably over two-thirds of the exports of the islands. I 
think the exports last year of this hemp amounted to twenty- 
two millions out of thirty-two millions of the total exports. 

The next industry of importance in these islands is that of 
the raising of cocoanut trees and harvesting the fruit, and then 
drying the meat, grinding it, and putting it on the market as 
the copra of commerce. This has been a profitable industry, 
and is a profitable industry to-day, and is growing very largely. 
A cocoanut tree is planted, and after four or five years you begin 
to get the fruit. The tree lives for one hundred years, needs 
no cultivation, and the only labor is gathering the fruit and 
preparing the meat for commerce. A cocoanut tree will produce 
from 4 to 8 pesos’ worth of fruit a year—two to four dollars a 
year—and so that has become a profitable industry, and attracts 
a great many laborers in the islands. 

The difficulty about rapidly extending these two industries is 
the difficulty of getting laborers to perform the work in the field. 
A Filipino is different from the American in some respects. He 
is a greater lover of his home than is the average American, a 
greater lover of his locality. He is not a traveled man. You 
find many of them that have never been beyond the circle of 
8 or 4 miles from where they live. It is the hardest work in 
the world, it is like tearing them up by the roots, to get them 
away from their homes to go even for a few months to do duty 
in the hemp fields and among the cocoanut trees or in the sugar 
plantations. In Negros, where eight-tenths of the sugar is 
raised, every year there are six months when they have to get 
laborers from all over the islands to go there and help them 
grind the sugar. They do not like to go even for six months. 
The shortage of labor in the vicinity is one of the things that 
must be overcome before these industries will reach even greater 
proportions than they have reached in these islands. 

Copra exports amount to $4,000,000 a year; sugar, I think, 
to about two millions; perhaps a little more than that this 
last year under the large prices that were obtained; tobacco, 
unmanufactured, about $1,000,000; cigars and cigarettes a mil- 
lion dollars more, and the rest is made up of sundries—the ex- 
portations from the islands. Now, Mr. Chairman, of course it 
is natural-for a man who has a dollar invested, when he thinks 
or eyen dreams that that dollar is menaced, to get into a sort of 
hysteria, and in that condition he is quite apt to exaggerate the 
circumstances surrounding that investment. So. it is that it is 
easy to send out telegrams from the city of Washington and get 
replies addressed to Members of the House stating that certain 
industries are threatened, and alleging some of the most fan- 
tastic stories, made out of whole cloth, in regard to their par- 
ticular industry. So it is that there has been circulated through- 


out the United States the story that there are 60,000,000 acres . 


Gut of 72,000,000 acres in the islands that are arable lands. 
My colleague, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Daze], 
says 50,000,000. I think one man put it as modestly as 50,000,- 
000, but some of them at 60,000,000. Now, what are the facts? 
Why, our people have been looking into that thing over there; 
they have not been idle during the seven years of occupation, 
and they estimate that not to exceed 9 per cent of that 72,000,- 
000 acres of land can ever be cultivated for any purpose what- 
ever so far as agriculture is concerned. Now, there is quite a 
difference between 9 per cent and 60 or 70 or 80 per cent. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Where does the gentleman obtain his au- 
thority for that statement? 


Does the gentleman from New York yield? 
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Mr. PAYNE. From the census of the Philippine Islands, 
taken in 1903. 

Mr. MONDELL. I have not been able to discover any state- 
ment that there were only 9 per cent. 

Mr. PAYNE. There are four volumes of that census, and if 
the gentleman looks assiduously he will find it there, because I 
have seen it. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman recall the page? 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not give it to the gentleman now, but T 
shall give it to him one of these days before this debate closes. 
I can turn to it very readily, but I do not seem to have a note 
of the page here. Further than that, Mr. Chairman, it appears 
also from the census that 4.6 per cent of these 72,000,000 acres, 
or a trifle over half of all the available lands, are now under 
cultivation. Over one-half of these available lands are already 
taken up in the Philippine Islands. Now, I am not surprised 
at this statement in the census, Mr. Chairman, when I compare 
the topography of the Philippine Islands with the topography 
of the islands of Japan. Japan has been cultivating those 
islands for two thousand five hundred years, and they have 
built terraces all up the mountain sides in many localities where 
they could get a terrace to hang on and get a place as large as 
the size of an ordinary man’s hand—if he has a large hand—in 
which to grow rice. Yet the statement is made that in all the 
territory of Japan less than 12 per cent of it is under cultiva- 
tion after two thousand five hundred years of improvement. 
And the improvements that they have made are wonderful 
where these people have been able to make them in order that 
they might raise rice and the other crops that are raised there. 
Still there is less than 12 per cent of those islands under culti- 
vation. Now, in view of that, it would seem that these fan- 
tastic statements which are sent around to have their effect, 
from interested parties, that there are so many millions of 
acres of land there that they can cultivate and raise sugar 
enough to supply the whole earth ought not to have any lodg- 
ment even in the brain of a man exclusively engaged as an at- 
torney to appear before the Committee on Ways and Means on 
behalf of the beet-sugar interests of the country. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose so, but I would rather not be inter- 
rupted every moment. 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, if the gentleman does not care to be 
interrupted 

Mr. PAYNE. Not every moment; but I will answer this 
question. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I simply wish to ask if the 
gentleman classes as fantastic the statement of Secretary Taft 
that the Philippine Islands contain infinitely more arable land 
than Japan? z 

Mr. PAYNE. I think it was, if he stated so. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Made prior to the census, also. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. MONDELL. And the other statements I suppose that the 
gentleman made before the committee are to be classed with 
that and have the same weight? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, now, Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to 
take up the gentleman’s side of this case, to which he is a recent 
convert, at this stage of the proceedings. It is true that Secre- 
tary Taft when he first went down there did think there 
was more arable land than in Japan. He had sailed through 
Japan and he had sailed into the islands. It is true he stated 
before the Committee on Insular Affairs of the House that he 
thought the islands could produce as much sugar as Cuba—not 
sugar for the world, but as much sugar as Cuba—at the same 
time saying he did not know much about the production of Cuba 
when he was before that committee; but he did not have the 
light that the census taken in 1903 has thrown upon it, where 
an examination was made and some attempt made to estimate 
the amount of the agricultural lands in those islands. Why, Mr. 
Chairman, those islands have been producing sugar for fifty 
years and more. They produced it under the Spanish régime. 
They extended the industry under the Spanish régime. Spain 
gave them a big bonus on their sugar by way of a differential 
duty. Spain charged 6.22 a pound against the sugar of the 
balance of the world, while they admitted the sugar from the 
islands at 2.96. There was a differential of 3.26 a pound in 
favor of the Philippine Islands under the Spanish possessions. 
They had that difference in the Spanish markets. They had it 
for years during the most of the Spanish régime. Well, now, it 
is said the Philippines sent great quantities of sugar to Spain, 
and that illustrates the contention that those Filipinos are 
making to-day, and what is that? Why, that their principal 
market was China and Hongkong and Japan up to the time of 


the Russian war. I think 60 per cent, perhaps not as much as 
that, on the average, goes to China and Kongkong, distributed 
generally in China, and they say those cunning heathen Chi- 
nese, when they are marketing the sugar, take advantage of 
the necessities of the man who is going to sell to them. I have 
heard some hint of that kind of thing being done in civilized 
Christian American, but if they find no other market they take 
advantage of that and buy as cheaply as they can, and so they 


.did; but when this Spanish concession of 3.26 came in they had 


a market open to Spain and they could say to Mr. John China- 
man, “If you do not want sugar at that price, we will send it to 
Spain if it does take three or four months and we have to wait 
a Jong time for the return,” and all that sort of thing. 

So they increased the output. They got up to 300,000 tons a 
year, 80,000 tons of which was consumed in the islands and a 
little over 200,000 tons exported from the islands under the 
Spanish régime, and they were seeking out the available sugar 
lands for culture; and they cultivated altogether 400,000 acres, 
that produced 300,000 tons of sugar, the same sugar lands that 
in the heated imagination of these gentlemen are to produce an 
average of from 6 to 8 tons per acre the minute this bill is 
passed. They claim that it will all pass under cultivation almost 
from the drop of the hat. They had an incentive then in the 
differential duty of 3.26. We are proposing to take off a duty of 
nine-tenths cent a pound on the sugar, and still this wonder- 
ful change is to be made when we take off a cent a pound, when 
Spain had 8 cents off for years and they could only reach a pro- 
duction of 300,000 tons a year. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. I know that the gentleman wants to be 
entirely fair and absolutely accurate, and I have a high regard 
for his great knowledge on this subject, but the gentleman does 
not intend, I think, to tell the House that the Philippines at any 
time had a differential of 3 cents or anything like it, because the 
gentleman recollects at all times there was a consumption tax, 
so that this differential was cut down by the amount of con- 
sumption, because it was genrally about two-thirds of the 
differential. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I was making my statement 
based upon the official report and also upon the statements of 
the beet-sugar men who appeared before the committee. I know 
they made some statements which were mistaken, and possibly 
they were mistaken in this, but I have always taken it as a rule 
that an admission made by a man against his own interest was 
the highest sort of evidence in the case. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what will be the effect of the passage of 
this bill reducing this rate of duty to 33 cents a hundred pounds, 
or à third of a cent a pound, upon the sugar industry in the 
Philippine Islands? I do not believe it is going to give them 
a market in the United States. I do not believe it is relief 
enough to help them here—at least I am very much in doubt 
about it—for the three years that this duty is to be placed 
upon the sugar. It will stimulate the price in China. We have 
examined a good deal into the cost of sugar in the Philippine 
Islands under their present methods, which, of course, can be 
improved if we could get the capital to go over there; and yet 
with the improved methods in the Hawaiian Islands they do not 
seem to have revolutionized the cost of sugar. They have better 
sugar lands there than they have in the Philippine Islands. 
They have had free sugar into the United States for about 
thirty years—absolutely free. They have built up an industry 
there in the Hawaiian Islands of 370,000 tons a year. They 
have some very rich lands. They have some lands there that 
have produced the record crop of the world. I saw some land 
near Pearl Harbor—land bought by the Government of the 
United States, but now under the control of the former owners 
on a certain leasehold arrangement—where they told me that in 
one year they had produced between 11 and 12 tons of sugar per 
acre. That was a single plantation. The managers of that 
plantation say that they do not think the extra amount of 
sugar pays for the extra expense in cultivation and in fer- 
tilizing. 

Mr. McGAVIN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. McGAVIN. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York what the reason is for excluding sugar from the abso- 
lutely free list? 

Mr. PAYNE. I am sorry that my friend was not here when 
I commenced. I said that the only reason was for the sake of 
reyenue. They need the revenue. There is no other reason 
that I know of. 
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A Mrunzn. How much will it produce? 
uur. 5 This year it will produce, on the present rate 


of duty, I think, $700,000. I have not the figures in my head 
now, but it will produce considerable revenue this year. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think I will have to decline to yield until I 
get through. I can not spend all of the time answering ques- 
tions. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I wanted to ask the gentleman a question 
before he finished; that is all. I do not wish to interrupt him. 
I simply desire information. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is all right. I would like to go on for a 
little while without so many questions. A question draws me 
away from the point I have in my mind. 

Mr. FORDNEY. T do not want to do that. 

Mr. PAYNE. I remember now that I was talking about 
Hawaii, and free sugar there, and the result. Mr. Hatch, who 
is retained by the business people of Hawaii to look after their 
interests in Washington, appeared before the committee. He 
does not want this bill to pass, and they do not want this bill 
to pass, They afraid that it will jeopardize something in 
Hawaii if this bill passes, Still, he tells about the result 
there. While these lands that I have referred to produce 
11 to 12 tons per acre on this one plantation, they are able to 
produce but from 2 to 3 tons per acre on the average land in the 
island. The highest average was 4 tons in 1901. And they say 
that on their investment of $65,000,000 in plantations the last 
two years the return was 2.7 per cent profit in the whole island. 
Now, if with American capital and Hawaiian capital, if with 
the best machinery in the world, if with steam plows and the 
highest and best methods of cultivation for producing sugar in 
the world, this is the result after thirty years of free trade with 
the United States, what in the name of common sense has any 
interest in the United States to fear from the Philippine Is- 
lands? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, I visited one of those plantations in the 
Philippines and saw a sugar mill. They had a carabao power 
with which to grind the cane. They had a carabao at each end 
of it, and a boy to drive each carabao. They had a three-roller 
mill, and they fed the rollers with one stalk at a time. 

Some one suggested that they undertake to put in two. Our 
friend the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr Hul, who is 
always fertile in ideas, got them to put in two, and the thing 
stopped. The carabaos could not move it, and they had to pull 
one of the canes out and call men to push the levers before they 
could get the thing started. They ran the juice into a vat, and 
then dipped it up on to a platform and put it into the caldron 
there for boiling, and made the sugar in that way. I do not 
know how many men they had at work out there. I should say 
thirty to forty workmen stood about there grinding the cane. I 
bave seen a good many cane fields, but I never saw a cane field 
where the cane was any poorer than in that field. Now, you 
expect these people, with these crude methods, without any un- 
derstanding of the modern means of producing sugar, to walk at 
once into the position of the Hawaiian Islands, and be able to 
come into your markets and sell sugar here at the extravagant 
profit of 2.7 per cent profit on the capital invested. That is 
what all this potter is about in resisting the passage of this bill 
at 25 per cent of the Dingley duties. 

Mr. MONDELL. I hesitate to interrupt the gentleman; but 
if he will yield to a question—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I will this once, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman persists in recurring to the 
ease of Hawaii. I suppose from the gentleman’s numerous 
visits to that island he discovered that the plantation owners 
have long since capitalized our duty, and that the Hawaiian 
plantations are capitalized at four to six times what they cost, 
and they are making less than 3 per cent upon the cost of the 
plantation, but it is because of the enormous overcapitalization 
there. 

Mr. PAYNE. “The gentleman” does not know any such 
thing; and that thing is denied by gentlemen whom I met there, 
with all the apparent candor of my friend from Wyoming. 

Mr. MONDELL. I happened to be in Hawaii at the time 
that this process was going on. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman say sugar plantations in 
Hawaii were capitalized four to six times their cost? 

Mr. MONDELL. I was saying I happened to be in the 
islands at the time when the bill passed making Hawaii a part 
of the United States, when the business of increasing the capital 
of Hawaiian sugar plantations was going on at a very rapid 
rate, and one plantation had its capital multiplied four times in 
less than two months. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, now, Mr. Chairman, it may have been 
true about one plantation. The gentleman may have been there, 


Mr. Chairman, when some of the sugar plantations may have 
done as one of these plantations did in the Philippine Islands 
put in new machinery with modern methods, or was about to do 
it, and increased its capital stock. He may have been there and 
seen one thing of that kind done; but of course, Mr. Chairman, 
one swallow does not make a summer. I believe the gentlemen 
who have lived there all these years have had an opportunity 
to know better than my friend from Wyoming on a single yisit. 
I know they know more than I did on one visit. I admit it for 
myself and am willing to acknowledge it for him. I take it 
from the statements of these gentlemen, whose word I would 
receive anywhere and always, who told me that the capital 
stock of the companies was not greater and generally did not 
equal the investment in the plants to-day. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it would seem that having cited Hawaii 
and the experience there, that I should have carried conviction 
eyen to the souls of the gentlemen who are engaged in the 
manufacture of beet sugar and raising cane sugar in Louisiana. 
But I will go a little further into this question. Mr. Chairman, 
it is always difficult to find out exactly the cost of a thing. 
You go into my section of the country and try to find out how 
much it costs to raise a bushel of potatoes and how many dif- 
ferent answers would you get? My people are like the rest of 
the people. Many of them do not know how much it costs. It 
costs one man four times as much to raise a bushel of potatoes 
as it does another, and then it depends upon the crop and upon 
the year; and that is so with everything raised in agriculture. 

It costs different prices to raise an acre each of sugar cane on 
adjoining plantations in the State of Louisiana, and so it does 
in the Philippine Islands. You have got to get these different 
statements and put them all together to see what the average 
cost is. In some places it is high and in some places it is low. 
Some witnesses testified that it cost them $1.76 a hundred to 
raise sugar and deliver it at the port of Ilollo; and all the sugar 
there is shipped from two ports—Lloilo and Manila—and most of 
it from Iloilo, coming from the island of Negros, where eight- 
tenths of the sugar is raised. Some say the cost there is $1.76, 
some say it has cost them more, some say it has cost them less. 
Some put it at $1.41, others at $1.50; but a low average of all 
those prices would be $1.50 for the cost of sugar delivered at 
Iloilo. 

Now, I am aware that Mr. Hathaway, representing a combi- 
nation of seven or nine factories in the State of Michigan, and a 
beet-sugar man—he says he is not a beet-sugar expert—was 
sent over there to find out about this thing last summer. He 
went around the islands. He did not get what he wanted. He 
said: “I represent a capital of $10,000,000, ready to be invested 
in sugar plantations in the Philippine Islands. I want to buy 
some land of you.” 

Well, now, what would a Yankee do who was the owner of 
that land if he was raising potatoes on it or sugar beets? Would 
he not indulge in what these people over there call “ poetry ;” 
would he not indulge in imagination? Did you ever see two 
men swapping old broken-down horses but what each one of 
them could go a mile in three minutes or in two and a half? 
So it is with these people trying to sell their sugar lands. If 
Hathaway tells the truth, they figured down the price of pro- 
ducing sugar to a cent a pound or even less in some instances. 
He did not tell of the other instances where they put it above, 
but we found plenty of people who were willing to testify that 
it cost more. Mr. Hathaway went there with that proclamation, 
and even proposed in some instances options on land, and he 
got the appropriate story. This is the expert sent there by the 
beet-sugar interests. Well, they do not raise beet sugar in the 
Philippine Islands. Why did they not send a sugar-cane expert 
to those islands? In the Taft party there was a sugar-cane 
expert. He has appeared before the committee at every hearing 
they have had since I have been a member of the committee, 
since 1889, when the sugar industry has been a subject of con- 
sideration. He is an intelligent man—Colonel Hill, of New 
Orleans. He went there with the Taft party. He made it his 
special business to go around to the sugar plantations and see 
the operation of them. We had these hearings here for four 
days, New Orleans being about twenty-four hours, I believe, 
from Washington, and for the first time that the committee 
ever had hearings during my connection with it Colonel Hill 
did not appear. We did not hear anything of his offering to 
buy sugar lands down there for the purpose of getting the story. 

We asked Mr. Hathaway why he did not invest. Well, he gave 
two reasons. One of them was that he was not sure enough of 
the United States Government down there and of the Integrity. 
of the future personnel of that Government to risk his money in 
buying lands and investing. And yet he sees a whole cloud of 
capitalists in the United States ready to go down to the Philip- 
pine Islands and develop the sugar lands there—suflicient to 
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swamp every farmer in Michigan and in Colorado and in my 
Congressional district because we have a beet-sugar factory 
there—sufficient to swamp them all with cheap sugar from the 
Philippine Islands. That is one reason why they did not invest. 
The other reason I will proceed to talk about later. That is the 
Brussels convention matter, upon which I may have some reflec- 
tions to make as I proceed. 

A dollar and a half at Iloilo. Then there comes the freight to 
New York, 30 cents a hundred. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I want to say just 
a word to the gentleman from New York. Much of his speech 
is inaudible, and I am sitting within 15 feet of the gentleman. 
I wish he would endeavor to talk a little louder. I know that he 
ean. His speech is most interesting. 

Mr. PAYNE. A dollar and a half a hundred, Mr. Chairman, 
at Iloilo; 30 cents for freight to New York, possibly including 
insurance. That is $1.80. That allows nothing for loading the 
vessel at Iloilo and nothing for unloading it in the city of New 
York; nothing for commissions paid to commission merchants 
and nothing for interest during the three months the ship is on 
the voyage. 

Now, Mr. Hathaway came in with some figures on shipping. 
He said that sometimes the rate was a little lower than this. 
That is possibly true, but the regular prevailing rate is what I 
have stated. He disputed the cost of insurance, and said that 
some got it at half the rate. Of course they do, for some ship it 
on steam vessels and it does not take a third of the time to get 
it over. Then it is not so hazardous as shipment by sailing ves- 
sels, and so they get it cheaper. But the regular rate, the ordi- 
nary rate, the rate that the ordinary man must pay, is as high 
as I have stated. That does not figure anything for interest, 
and, oh, how those people have to pay interest sometimes in the 
Philippine Islands—30 or 40 per cent a year for interest. Not 
all of them, but some of them. Why? Because the business has 
been so poor that they have not the money to go ahead and make 
a crop, and they have not the credit to get the money afterwards. 

Mr. Hathaway said that you could loan money down there 
and have it paid in sugar at 1 cent a pound delivered at Iloilo. 
I would not wonder if he could find some one who would do that, 
but in order to do it he must cheat the laboring man out of his 
hire. In order to do that he must go through without paying 
his debts, and we can not calculate upon any such price for 
sugar as that. 

Mr. Chairman, has my time expired? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has just expired. 

Mr. DALZELL. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man be allowed to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Payne] be permitted to conclude his remarks. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman from New York answer 
a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will kindly wait until I get 
through, I shall be happy to answer any question he may ask 
me. Now, Mr. Chairman, it was stated in Manila by Mr. Well- 
born, the commissioner of agriculture, that the quality of sugar 
they ship to New York was of such a low degree of purity that 
they had to accept a cent a pound less for that raw sugar than 
was paid for other cane sugar at the port of New York. That 
is the condition on which they ship it there, and, of course, in 
estimating that cost you must add that cent a pound, and you 
get 2.80 for the sugar. I can readily see how this can be, 
because figure up the degrees of the sugar, and it makes consid- 
erably over one-half cent difference between that and 95- 
degree sugar coming from Cuba and the West Indies, and then 
with the impurities in the sugar besides that you can readily 
see that they are compelled to take a cent less, and that the 
buyer can not afford to give any more than that for their 
sugar. Well, there you have 2.80 a pound. Then you get it 
into New York, and that is without taking into account the un- 
loading charges in New York and the commissions in New York 
and the warehousing in New York, because this sugar starts 
from Manila three months before it is marketed, and the mar- 
ket may be changed and the man may be compelled to hold it 
in order to get out even on it. The refiner charges 1 cent a 
pound. Gentlemen may figure that it does not cost more than 
sixty-five one-hundredths to refine sugar. I do not believe it 
does; but I never supposed the sugar trust was in it for their 
health. I never knew of their taking less than they can get, 
and these people have to pay them a cent a pound. That makes 
3.80 as the cost of sugar without any duty—that is, the cost 
of refined sugar in the port of New York. Well, at 25 per cent 


we levy a duty of 33 cents a hundred, and that makes 4.13 for 
the next three years upon this sugar. 

Mr. FORDNEY. What grade of sugar is that? 

Mr. PAYNE. It is what they call “ assorted” sugar; it runs 
from 70 up to 88. 

Mr. FORDNEY. It is not 96° pure? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; they do not have a pound of 96 sugar; 
far below it. That is the cost of that sugar ready for the mar- 
ket—4.13 in the city of New York. That is the sugar that is 
going to grow so rapidly in quantity when they reduce the 
duty to 25 per cent of the Dingley rate; that is the sugar that is 
going to occupy the lands that are not arable in order to de- 
press the beet-sugar industry in the United States; that is the 
sugar that is to overcome the labor question, which is the most 
serious question in the Philippine Islands regarding agriculture, 
and it is in a different condition to-day than it was when we 
went there. Somehow the American flag seems to raise the 
condition of a man as to his capacity and ability and worth, 
and wherever it goes wages go up. 

Why, the Spaniards used to pay about 20 cents a day for 
people employed in the. navy-yard in the mechanical depart- 
ment. We have 3,000 of them there now, and we are paying 
65 cents a day in gold. White & Co., contractors doing the 
government work there, are employing some men who are oc- 
cupying their houses at the mouth of the harbor, in getting out 
granite, at 50 cents a day, but they are not so skillful men. The 
men on public works in the city are paid 40 and 50 cents a 
day in gold. 

Now, these gentlemen come in with a reference to an agri- 
cultural report printed in August, 1904, and say that it con- 
tradicts Mr. Welborn in his statement. Why? He said he 
had been out on the sugar plantations before light and seen men 
sitting there ready to go to work. That would seem to look 
like a hard statement, but they do not work there the same 
hours of the day that Americans do. When it gets to be 11 
o’clock and the sun comes straight down the Filipino has sense 
enough to go into his house and take his siesta in the middle 
of the day, and he gets out again about 3 o'clock in the after- 
noon, and it is a common saying among them that nobody is 
fool enough to go out between the hours of 11 and 3 o'clock 
except Americans and dogs. [Laughter.] The Filipino does 
not do it. He has to commence early in the morning in order 
to get in his eight hours’ work, and he hardly ever goes beyond 
that. And so he might well be sitting there before light in order 
to go to work. Then he tells the price that he saw these men 
paid. Yes; that is true; but that was before the prices got up 
in the sugar district, before the advanced spirit had seized 
these people up there in the sugar district; they had not ad- 
vanced the wages. Now, the universal testimony is that two 
and three and four times as much is paid; that they pay 30 
cents and upward a day in the sugar districts for the laborers 
that used to be paid 5 and 10 cents a day in that same district. 

The people are getting some idea of what they are capable of. 
Wages have advanced, so if we get machinery and skillful men 
wages will advance still more. Now, where are we going to get 
the laborers? That has been a question that has been asked. 
Oh, they say, we will get the cooly laborer in there. Is there a 
man within the sound of my voice who ever believes that the 
House of Representatives, by a majority vote, will allow the 
cooly laborer to go in there or on one foot of American soil or 
of soil belonging to the United States. [Applause.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
for an interruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I would like the gentle- 
man in that connection to state also what the almost universal 
expression of opinion among business men in the Philippine 
Islands was as to that importation of labor. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I did not see but one man in the 
whole islands who was in favor of it, and that was a Doctor 
Gomez, who appeared before the Commission to advocate immedi- 
ate independence, and I wish every man in this House would read 
Doctor Gomez on the subject of immediate independence. He 
said he represented the labor interests and he wanted the free im- 
portation of the cooly laborer into the islands. He wanted them 
there, and he is the only man who did want them there. Every 
other man deprecated the idea. He is a precious bit of human- 
ity, this Doctor Gomez, and I hope you will all read him. His 
history is told by himself in that testimony. No; they do not 
want cooly laborers there. Now, it is said that three or 
four years ago the insular government was having some ships 
built over there or boats for the interisland trade, and they had 
to go to Hongkong to get them built. It occurred to them that 
they might teach the Filipinos to build ships; so they asked 
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Congress to allow Chinese shipbuilders to come in—skilled me- 
chanics—to teach these Filipinos how to build ships. They were 
to come in for a period of five years and then be deported. 
These were skilled men. No one in the insular government ever 
dreamed that we were to have an importation of cooly laborers 
there to go into the sugar fields of the Philippine Islands. Why, 
there are about 44,000 Chinamen in the islands, and, so far as 
I can learn, not a single one of them is engaged in the sugar 
industry. They are merchants, stevedores, and work in the 
cities; they are clerks in the banks, as they are throughout the 
whole Orient, even in Japan, and all that sort of thing. They 
do not get out into the field to labor—not much. So that buga- 
boo disappears, Mr. Chairman. 

Now, there is another difficulty about expanding this industry. 
Three years ago they had the rinderpest there among the cara- 
bao. The carabao is the draft animal in the Philippine Islands. 
There is no other than the carabao. He is an amphibious ani- 
mal—webfooted. He has to get into a mudhole or in water 
about once an hour before he is fit to go to work again. It is 
said that they get sort of crazy unless they are allowed to do 
so. Of course they are a fit animal to plow with in a mudhole, 
and that is where their plowing is generally done, because there 
is a rainfall of 150 inches a year in those islands. The rain- 
fall is 50 inches in the Hawaiian Islands. That is the way they 
do their plowing. It is discouraging work to stand and look 
at a carabao before a plow. He walks almost half as fast as 
an ox, and they have to have two of them—one in the mudhole 
while the other is at work—to one man. Now, that is the 
motive power on the farms. A few years ago they had the 
rinderpest and that took away in some localities 50 per cent, 
and in some 80 per cent, of these carabaos. Some say that an 
average of 80 per cent of the carabaos in all the islands was 
destroyed. They are recuperating by the method nature has 
provided, and the carabao is increasing, but they have not yet 
effectually stamped out the rinderpest. They have a serum 
there which they inject, and some of the natives contend that 
the serum is more dangerous than the disease. I am told that 
that is because of the unskillful way in which the operation is 
sometimes performed. They think they are getting the advan- 
tage of it, and they are going to have the carabao there, but it 
will take years to fill up the waste places left by the carabaos 
that have been destroyed. 

Then they come with their siren song about the mule power 
in the islands, and they had the report of the Commissioner of 
Agriculture in August, 1904, that he had imported so many 
mules, so many horses, and so many cows, and they said that 
those were all alive, but it turned out that they were pretty 
much all dead. They could not stand the climate. Why, on 
the government farm they have a few mules. They were the 
mules that were condemned and retired by the War Depart- 
ment—that is, they were sent out there and retired without 
pay, so to speak, and sold. They have become acclimated there 
in the islands. They were the survival of the fittest. They do 
very fair work on the government farm, and there was not so 
much ravage of disease among them as there was of the newly 
imported. They got past that; they were immune. There were 
but a few of them. 

They have got to stand the climate. They have got to stand 
the surra, which is so deyastating to the force of mules down 
there. I think they would be much better draft animals than 
the carabao, but the planters have got to take the carabao. They 
have some oxen there. They brought some from China and 
some from Australia; still I think that these were subject to 
the rinderpest, and they could not stand it. Now, there is that 
problem that has to be surmounted before there is an increase 
in the production of sugar in the Philippine Islands—the labor 
problem,. the draft-animal problem, and then there is the prob- 
lem of capital. Why, Mr. Hathaway would have us believe he 
went down there armed and equipped to buy all the sugar 
plantations and erect factories, with millions behind him to do 
this thing, and still he turns back with the flimsy excuse that 
he has not confidence enough in the government we have put 
in there to inyest his dollars. Where is the capital coming from, 
if such men as he will back out with such a flimsy excuse as 
that from the investment of capital, to develop the sugar in- 
dustry in those islands? Four and thirteen one-hundredths 
cents a pound in New York for refined sugar or 3.80 without 
any duty whatever after three years. Who is that going to 
hurt? Let us look into it a little, because we have gone into 
this thing and investigated it somewhat. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield? 


Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I listened with de- 


light to the gentleman’s description of the Philippine Islands 
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and the method of procedure in the way of agriculture, etc., 
which has been very entertaining, and some of his descriptions 
have destroyed my ideas as to the worth of those islands, I 
believe it is a matter of history that we paid at least $20,000,000 
for them. From the gentleman’s description I would like to 
ask him now if he does not think we paid too much for the 
islands? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I can answer that question and will do so 
cheerfully. I never wanted to pay a dollar for those islands. 
I never wanted to see the United States exercise jurisdiction 
over those islands. It was against my judgment and my incli- 
nation, and I only yielded to it because we seemed to have got 
there and destroyed the only form of law and order existing, 
and if we gave them up we sent them at each other’s throats and 
we left them without organized government, we left them to 
the prey of the midnight assassin and the cruelty of the Moro 
or of the Filipino, whichever might happen to be in the majority 
at the time. [Applause on the Republican side.] So I yielded 
gracefully and accepted what little portion I had to bear of the 
white man’s burden in the Philippine Islands, and when wa 
got them I thought it was our duty to deal fairly by them. 
Nay, I thought it was our “plain duty” to deal fairly with 
them. 

Mr. Chairman, I thought it was our duty to educate them 
and lift them up and try to make them equal to some sort of 
citizenship; equal to the task of governing themselves. I 
never went into it as a matter of dollars and cents, as far as I 
was concerned. I did not go into the Spanish war that way, 
and gentlemen remember here how earnestly I protested against 
the declaration of war with Spain. I am not ashamed of it. 
I am proud of it. I stood by President McKinley, Thomas B. 
Reed, JoserH G. CANNON, Nelson Dingley, JoHN DALZELL, Gen- 
eral GROsvENOR, and other men in this House protesting against 
the hysteria that carried away 106 Members of this side of the 
House who joined in that siđe for the purpose of declaring war 
against Spain. I believed then that William McKinley would 
work out the problem and free Cuba without the spilling of a 
drop of American blood. I believe that if he could have held 
on for sixty days longer he would have worked out the problem 
and we never would have been here to-day discussing the sugar 
question in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chalrman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. It would be interesting to all 
of us who took part in the affairs of the House at that time if 
the gentleman will state now what problem he had in his mind 
that could have been worked out which would have brought us 
to the desired end. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not catch the last part of the gentleman’s 
question. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. What was the method that 
could have been employed to work out our salvation? 

Mr. PAYNE. President McKinley was working it out by the 
usual diplomatic methods between two peaceful powers, the 
United States and Spain, and from what I have since heard I 
believe he would have accomplished that. Information came to 
me afterwards from the Spanish Government, through a gentle- 
man who had information from them at the time, but that day 
is past. 

We went into the war. I stood by it as a patriotic American 
citizen. I wanted the war waged, as it was waged, honorably, 
decisively, and with celerity. We brought honor to our arms. 
We accomplished a protectorate, or whatever you may call it 
the Platt amendment relation with Cuba—and we got Porto 
Rico, and in addition we got the Philippine Islands for 
$20,000,000. And here we are. We have them. We have got 
to stay by them. Honor demands it. Give them independent 
government to-day and what have we got? If there is a war- 
like individual in the world, he is the Moro of the Orient, the 
Moor, the Mohammedan, who believes he should protect every 
sort of animal life except human life, and that he is entitled 
to credit in the next world if he kills an enemy. And he hates 
the Filipino. But if there was a conflict between the two, I 
think the Moro would win out in the end. There would be war 
in a minute. We went down to Zamboanga, and there we re- 
ceived a petition for a separate Territorial government for the 
islands inhabited by the Moros. Why? Congress in its wis- 
dom had provided, under the leadership of my friend from Wis- 
consin, for a general assembly, which meets now in about a 
year or a year and a half, I think, in the islands—a branch of 
the legislature, to be elected by a small percentage of voters, 
by those who are qualified among the natives down there. They 
say that in that assembly the Filipino will be in the majority, 
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and they do not propose to submit to the rule of any Filipino, 
so they wanted a separate Territorial goyernment for the Moro. 

That shows the feeling between these people. Independent. 
native government would not last as long as it would take to 
proclaim the fact, but you would have anarchy from the word 
“Go!” We must stay there, if we have any respect for our 
national honor, and work out this problem which seems to have 
fallen to us, which we are working out, and which, under the 
providence of God, we will accomplish in the end; and we will 
give these people education in the line of schools, in the line of 
labor and industrial application, that will lift them up; and will 
give them all one language, and that is the language in which we 
speak. All of this is being accomplished. We will annihilate 
the thirty to fifty different dialects, so that each tribe can 
converse with the member of any other tribe; in other words, 
try to make them a homogeneous people when the time comes, 
not in a day, but after a generation or two generations have 
passed; and when the American people have accomplished this 
herculean task the question will be up to our children, not to 
us, whether we will still hold them or whether we will let them 
go and let them try to work out their own salvation with the 
equipment we have given them. 

But for all practical purposes we are there to stay. There 
is as much to stay there for as in Porto Rico. We owe them 
the same duty that we owe to Porto Rico. It is as much our 
plain duty to pass this bill as it was in 1900 to put upon the 
statute book the beneficent act that was written there for the 
Porto Rican people. 

But I was talking about the production of sugar in the United 
States and the cost of it, having arrived at the lowest cost of 
3.80 per cent for refined sugar under free trade in 1909, laid 
down in New York. A gentleman representing the sugar-cane 
interests in Louisiana, an intelligent man, appeared before our 
committee. Mr. Hill told us last winter that in 1902 they 
raised sugar at three and a half cents a pound. That is not 
refined sugar, but 96° centrifugal sugar. He told us they 
had reduced the cost in the campaign of 1904 and 1905 to 3} 
cents a pound. Now, this was the statement of Colonel Hill; 
but I notice he omitted to tell us what he got for molasses 
which was made in the process of manufacturing all of this 
sugar. He forgot to state what they did with the molasses. 1 
know that in some countries they get equal to half a cent a 
pound on the sugar for molasses. I do not suppose in Loui- 
siana they throw it away. I do not believe they do. They 
have the modern methods and modern machinery there. There 
is nothing stated about that, but he said their estimate of cost 
of 34 cents a pound was based on 125 pounds of sugar to the 
ton of cane. Well, if that is so, sugar did not cost them 34 
cents a pound for the cane they did produce. According to the 
official statement they produced cane down there that yielded 
146} pounds of sugar, on an average, for eight years. 

It does not cost much more to get a hundred and forty-six and 
one-half pounds than it does to get 125 pounds, if it is there. 
And when you take this into consideration and it is reduced 
from 3 cents a pound to two and six-tenths for sugar, adding a 
cent for refining, it means 3.6 cents against three and eight-tenths 
for Philippine sugar laid down in New York. That is not all. 

Doctor Wiley, who is Chief of the Bureau of Chemistry in the 
Department of Agriculture, stated before the United States In- 
dustrial Commission In 1900 that Louisiana planters were then 
selling sugar at 2} cents and making more money than ever be- 
fore. That sugar could not have cost them 3 cents if they were 
selling it at 21 cents and making money on it. 

Now, gentlemen, do you see any particular menace to the sugar 
industry of Louisiana, contending against free sugar from the 
Philippine Islands? Why, they say, there is so much land in 
the Philippine Islands. Did you ever stop to think how many 
million of acres of land there are in Louisiana—level land 
that can be used for the cultivation of sugar? They have got 
about 300,000 tons now, and they have not developed it beyond 
that, although they have had all this protection and all this 
land. If they had occupied all of the land they could have pro- 
duced sugar in Louisiana for the entire consumption of this 
country—3,000,000 tons. 

It takes time to do these things. It takes time for people 
to make up their minds to put capital into investment in these 
things. Then you have to have labor to do it with. 

Mr. NORRIS. Can the gentleman give us any idea of the 
amount of land in the Philippine Islands that could be used for 
this purpose? 

O ERENG I gave that fully in the first part of my re- 
marks. 

Mr. NORRIS. I was not in the Hall at that time, 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think I should repeat it. You will 
find it in the RECORD. 


Before the passage of this law taxing alcohol they used to 
get an average of 1% pesos for 4 gallons of cane molasses for 
the purpose of distilling it into rum. One and six-tenths would 
be equal to 80 cents in gold. Could not they get as much as 
that in New Orleans for the molasses that goes into the dis- 
tillery? And yet Colonel Hitt says that there is no money 
with the price at 3 cents a pound. They talk about cheap labor. 
Why, labor is worth what it will do—what it is sufficient for. 

I think when you take the ordinary efficiency of the Filipino 
at 30 or 40 cents’ quality, and a dollar's worth of such labor will 
not accomplish more in the sugar field than the dollar a day 
labor in Louisiana or a dollar's worth of the dollar and a half or 
two dollars a day labor in the sugar-beet fields of Michigan. 

Then the beet-sugar people have given us some statement of 
the cost of their sugar. I do not suppose they went to work to 
find out the cost of the factory that did the least business and 
let that enter into the general average of the cost, Why, there 
were three factories in Michigan that had to move out of the 
State. It was stated last January that they had to move out 
because they could not get the farmers to raise beets. That 
was the excuse given. But it was latterly found out that they 
moved out because the farmers could not raise beets on the land 
of that locality. It was what they called “stump land,” where 
there had been pine forests; and they found they could not 
raise beets on that land, and these factories moved out. One of 
them has gone to Minnesota. Now, in making up the price of 
the sugar I suppose that what these factories had been doing 
was taken into consideration at the time they moved away, and 
that increased the general average of the cost of the production 
of sugar in Michigan. According to the statement of those 
gentlemen who came before us last January, they stated that in 
1903—because the campaign is from 1903 to 1904—it cost them 
$4.684 a hundred pounds. 

In 1904 they had reduced it to $4 a hundred pounds, and they 
say that last season they reduced it to $3.90 a hundred pounds, 
That is granulated sugar ready for the market. That is their 
statement. As I stated, the Philippine sugar costs $413 as 
against $3.90, and yet these gentlemen are trembling, or pre- 
tend to be, for fear of the interference of the Filipino sugar, 
when they have got the price down to $3.90 a hundred pounds, 
or 3.9 cents a pound, for their sugar. That is their statement. 
In Colorado they say that this last year it cost them $3.71 a 
hundred pounds, or 3.7 cents a pound. Then they make the 
general statement that it cost as much freight on the sugar 
from Colorado to Michigan as the difference of 19 cents a 
hundred. Well, it does not cost any more to take it to the 
Chicago market then. They say it costs them 24 cents a hun- 
dred to take their sugar from Michigan to the Chicago market, 
if I remember correctly, and it costs 24 cents a hundred to take 
the Filipino refined sugar from the city of New York to any 
market outside of it, and especially to the Chicago market, 
and so one freight rate washes the other. You ought not to be 
afraid of that sort of competition. 

But that is not all of it. Are there any by-products to beet 
sugar? Well, in Michigan they have a distillery that takes 
the molasses, which is good for nothing else, and distill it. 
Mr. Humphreys told us last winter that they got from $2 to 
$2.50 a ton for this molasses at the factory, just about enough, 
he says, to put it in a tank and run it out of the tank onto a 
car. That means that it costs $2 a ton to load it. Is that a 
fair and honest statement, Mr. Chairman? Mr. Hathaway said 
that they got from $2.80 a ton to $3.50 a ton, and he made no 
pretense that it cost all that to load the molasses into a tank 
on a ear. They get that price at the factory, free on board. 
How much this amounts to I do not know. Whether the people 
who own the beet-sugar factory own the stock in the distillery 
or net I do not know, but I believe they do. 

That is not all of it. I have looked into this price of alcohol 
to see how much that brought. Mr. Humphreys appeared as a 
sort of attorney for these companies, and he is a very good 
attorney, too—a capable man. Mr. Humphreys complained that 
they, had to pay the Government of the United States $1,200,000 
tax on the alcohol they made in a single year, which, at the 
rate of $1.10 a proof gallon, amounts to 1,100,000 gallons, He 
says it was worth from 30 to 40 cents a gallon. Well, they sold 
some to the Navy Department at wholesale, and the Navy De- 
partment gave 5 cents a pound for it in large quantities; and 
at 6.76 pounds to the gallon, that makes about 34 cents a gallon 
that the Navy Department paid for a large quantity, I suppose 
under 2 competitive bid. 

They have not sold any to the Navy Department since, I 
suppose, because they are getting more elsewhere. That means 
30 to 40 cents a gallon, or $330,000 to $440,000 a year, made out 
of the alcohol. I do not believe these shrewd business men in 
Michigan are giving that all away. 
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Mr. FORDNEY. Now, will the gentleman permit a question, 
please? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. FORDNREY. Is it true that the cost of $3.90 for the pro- 
duction of sugar in Michigan does not include the receipts for 
the by-products? 

Mr. PAYNE. They did not claim that there was a dollar 
received for the by-product on the pulp, and they cbmplained 
about the alcohol and said it cost as much to load the molasses 
as they got for it—$2 or $2.50 a ton—a statement which I do 
not believe and to which I except. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Now, will the gentleman permit one other 
question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Is it not true that they said that $3.90 
cost did not include the wear and tear or depreciation of the 
plant? 

Mr. PAYNE. They did. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Or the interest on the investment? 

Mr. PAYNE. They did say that, and they say that in the 
Philippine Islands; they say that in New Orleans; they say 
that in Michigan; they say it in Colorado; they have said it 
in Utah; they say it universally. Whether it includes divi- 
dends or not, I do not know. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Now, pardon one more remark. Will you 
please state whether or pot if this bill becomes a law the 
twelve nations that are parties to the Brussels agreement would 
countervail against that? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will come to that. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Some time ago you were at that point and 
I wanted to ask you the question and you declined to yield at 
that time. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will discuss that cartel business later, and if 
I do not I hope the gentleman will remind me of it, because I 
want to do it. 

Mr. FORDNEY. All right. 

Mr. PAYNE. Some of the Colorado people stated last spring 
that they were making refined sugar in Colorado at 34 cents a 

und. 

8 HILL of Connecticut. One man told me that he was 
making it for 3.21 a pound. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think they are getting down pretty near the 
truth. By and by they will take into consideration all these 
things. What did they say about dry pulp? Why, they used 
to throw it all away. Then the factories put in machinery 
costing $67,000, and now they sell their dry pulp at $14 a ton. 
It used to cost them $9,800 to remove that pulp. They earn 6 
per cent on the $67,000, and also an amount equal to what it 
cost them to remove the pulp. You see they are advancing all 
along the line; and now let all these fifteen factories in the 
State of Michigan put in dry-pulp machines and save their 
$9,800 or $10,000 a year, and they will reduce the price of the 
cost of sugar in Michigan. 

Mr. MADDEN. What is the percentage of pulp to a ton of 
sugar? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think it was stated that it was 5 pounds to 
the hundred pounds of beets. 

Mr. LOUD. Is the gentleman from New York aware that 
fully 90 per cent of the pulp of beets in Michigan is waste? 

Mr. PAYNE. If I did not state that, Mr. Chairman, then I 
want to state it now. There are only two factories in Michigan 
that have put in the machines. 

Mr. LOUD. It is an experiment. 

Mr. PAYNE. An experiment! It cost them $10,000 to remove 
the pulp, and to-day they put it through the machines and get 
enough to pay all the expenses of removal and make 6 per cent 
on the investment, and they call that an experiment! I would 
be willing to take chances in such an experiment myself. 

Now, two factories have the machines, and when the other 
thirteen factories get them—when they get the same sum total 
of the sugar produced in Michigan and get credit for the $10,000 
in each factory saved upon the introduction of these pulp ma- 
chines—it will reduce the cost of the general price of sugar as 
produced at these factories. 

But we are not entirely without evidence on this subject of 
the future of the sugar beet. Why, it is more glowing than any- 
thing that has ever been discussed about the Philippine Islands. 
You know we had a hearing last January before the committee. 
Mr. Truman G. Palmer is secretary of the American Beet Sugar 
Commission, and he has appeared before the committee every 
time. He asked for the privilege to file a brief after the hear- 
ings last month, and I gave him three or four days, but I have 
not been able yet to see his brief. But he came out with a circu- 
lar, which was distributed last January, in which he had some 
interesting things to say, all of which I can not stop to read, but 


you will find it on page 277 of the committee hearings. There 
are some parts, however, that I do want to read, and while I am 
reading it I want you to remember this fact, that either in 1900, 
when we were discussing the 15 per cent duty with Porto Rico, 
or later, when we were discussing the change in the tariff on 
sugar coming from Cuba, I stated to perhaps the most expert 
man, certainly the first expert in the beet-sugar business of the 
United States, Mr. Oxnard, after a conversation with him, that 
I expected soon to see the day that they would produce sugar, 
granulated and refined beet sugar, in this country at 2 cents a 
pound. Well,” he said. Mr. Payne, I do not know as we will 
hardly do that, but I expect to see it below 24 cents.” That was 
his estimate then. Mr. Palmer is a little more definite. In this 
circular sent out to the people interested in beet sugar he says: 

I take it that further Philippine tariff reduction is likely to come in 
due course of time, but it should not come until the Philippines penoy 
Haye er wage rate on sugar haciendas and become at least semi- 
ciy — 

These people claim to be civilized. There are 6,000,000 mem- 
bers of a Christian Church— 
and until the brains and capital already engaged in the home industry, 
and which shall come to it under favorable circumstances if let alone, 
enable us to perfect the various improvements now under way. 

Two years ago I wrote you at length concerning my suggestions of 
producing single-germ beet seed. 

You know there are in beet seeds four or five germs in a clus- 
ter—four or five come up in a cluster—and the only way to thin 
them out to one is to get down on your knees and pull them out 
by hand. The American people do not like to get down on their 
knees; they do not like that kind of labor. It is expensive, and, 
besides, it injures the plant that is left. 

The work was begun imemdiately by the Government and the first 
crop of seed from beets grown from 2,500 selected single-germ beet balls 
has just been harvested. I understand that 30 per cent of this seed 
came single germ and the expectation is that in four to six years mora 
it will be an established thing, saving the farmers $6 per acre of actual 
labor, eliminating the hand work of thinning on hands and knees, and 
at least doubling the tonnage per acre— 

Doubling the tonnage per acre— 

Now, I hope that no one will ask me whether I really mean to 
say that. Mr. Palmer it is who says that. He continues: 

Doubling the onnage per acre on account of no injury being done to 
the remaining beets by hoeing out the superfluous ones, each plant 
standing 1 to 3 inches aperi depending upon how closely the seed is 
drilled in. If the sugar ts which the farmer now sells to the fac- 
tory at an average price of $5 per ton cost him $3.50 per ton to produce, 
his R pora from single-germ beet balls should not cost him to 
exceed $1.50 a ton. 

This is Mr. Palmer who is to-day the secretary of the Ameri- 
can Beet Sugar Association—probably the best informed man on 
this subject next to Mr. Oxnard. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. No; I can not be interrupted now. I desire to 
have Mr. Palmer heard without interruption. 

The Government has taken charge of the scientific work on one of 
our sugar-beet seed farms in the State of Washington, and expects to be 
able to produce a strain of seed as high in sugar content as the best beets 
selected at the outset, which is 25 to 2S per cent. These mother beets 
should give factory beets of 23 per cent sugar, and, with a loss in 
extraction of 3 r cent, would enable the factory to turn out 400 
pounds of granulated sugar per ton of beets. According to the Gov- 
ernment report on the home-sugar industry for 1902, the average 
amount of sugar extracted per ton of beets was 221 pounds; hence 
this anticlpated extra production of 170 pounds would nearly cut in 
2 present factory cost of producing sugar from American-grown 


ets. 

Doctor Wiley, chief of the Bureau of Chemistry, Department of Agri- 
culture, is to experiment this 5 month with sugar “ concrete,” 
and, if successful, each factory, by increasing its investment 25 r 
cent, can operate three near-by “concrete"’ plants, shipping in the 
“ concrete ™ to the main factory after the local campan as been con- 
cluded and thus operating the year through and quadrupling its product, 
which would greatly lessen the cost of production. 

Now, I don’t know whether the doctor has got through with 
his experiment or not. I presume my friend from Wyoming 
[Mr. MonpELL] can tell. 

Experiments are being made this year with an invention designed 
to remove the impurities of the juice at the outset Instead of from the 
waste molasses after coming down through all the various processes, 
the inventor claiming that it will reduce the cost of a beet-sugar plant 
by 50 per cent, the labor to operate it by 334 par cent, yield an average 
excess of 20 pounds of sugar per ton of beets, besides saving several 
valuable by-products. 

All these matters lead to an eventual cost of production of granu- 
lated sugar from American-grown beets of something like 2 cents per 
pound, but it takes not only money and brains to perfect these improve- 
ments, but it takes time. 

I desire to say right here in passing that these gentlemen 
claim that they were obliged to sell their crop 10 cents a hundred 
below the price of refined cane sugar simply because the sugar 
trust compelled them to do so. They could supply the market 
for only six months at a time, and the sugar trust would not 
supply the other six months unless they consented to take off 
10 cents a hundred on their price, so that their price in Michigan 
this year averaged, he said, $4.15 a hundred, 
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We can offer the Philippine Islands a perpetual market for nearly 
$200,000,000 worth of 2 tropical products annually. But what- 
ever magnitude their sugar industry may reach, those who put their 
money into it will some day be compelled to fight a battle royal with 
the educated, scientific American farmer which will be costly for both 
and ruinous for one. Never in the history of the world has the nerv- 
ous energy of the Temperate Zone succum to the listless workers of 
the Tropics, and it remains to be seen whether or not the sugar in- 
dustry is to furnish the exception. Wise legislation would render 
such a battle unnecessary and with profit to all concerned. Unwise 
Ho ge e will surely precipitate it and bring want and sacrifices to 


And so on and so forth. It is a very interesting pamphlet, 
aud I hope that everyone will read it. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman now yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly.. tf 

Mr. MONDELL. I wish to inquire to whom that rosy cir- 
cular of Mr. Palmer’s was addressed? Was it not addressed 
to gentlemen whom he wanted to interest in the beet-sugar 
business? 

Mr. PAYNE. It was not. It was addressed to the sugar- 
beet people. He asked them to communicate with their Mem- 
bers of Congress. He asked the forty or fifty thousand beet- 
sugar farmers to see to it that no man came to Congress that 
dared to vote his opinions on this matter and do justice to the 
Filipino people. Oh, no; it was a general rally addressed to 
the sugar-beet interests all over this country. If the gentleman 
had read the pamphlet I do not think he would have asked the 
question, and if he reads it he will see that my reply is perfectly 
conclusive. 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, Mr. Chairman, I have read it, and I 
understand it is addressed, as that kind of a rosy and extrava- 
gant thing naturally would be addressed, to gentlemen whom 
Mr. Palmer desires to become interested in the beet-sugar 
business. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido not see how my friend can say that, even 
with the new zeal that is given to him. I challenge any man 
in the House to read it and confirm what the gentleman has 
said. ‘The whole scope of it shows that it is addressed to these 
beet-sugar people, aud they are asked to threaten this House 
by petitions, telegrams, letters, and what not, and then to carry 
the matter to the polls if we do not obey the dictates of these 
gentlemen. Now, that is the circular, and how in the world 
could a man expect to interest capital in that way? I am tell- 
ing what deadly peril there is about to come because of the 
obtuseness and obstinacy of the Congress of the United States 
in doing our plain duty for the people of the Philippine Islands. 
Do people interest capitalists in that way? I hardly think 
you will believe that. Now, they are afraid that this Philip- 
pine sugar industry is going to grow. Well, the beet-sugar 
production in 1901 was 163,000 tons. In 1902 it was 195,000 
tons, in 1903 it was 208,000 tons, in 1904 it was 209,000 tons, 
and this year 220,000 tons. 

Now, that is where the brains and the capital of the American 
people come in in developing this industry in the United States. 
They have been to work at it for fifteen years and more, and 
from the beginning of it fifteen years ago up until now they 
have got up to a production of 220,000 tons. We have abundant 
land in the United States, there is abundant capital and abun- 
dant brains to go into the business and still these people are 
afraid of the Filipino—weak brother that he is, a man like a 
child, with the intellect of a child of the age of 12 years. These 
people are afraid that they will get at it without capital and 
without draft animals and increase this sugar production down 
there until it equals all that we import from foreign countries 
and all that we import from Cuba and supply our entire demand 
of 3,000,000 tons and drive them out of business! 

Mr. Palmer does not fear that, because with training and cap- 
ital and work they are going to get down to 2 cents a pound for 
the product of sugar, somewhere near the figure I fixed in con- 
versation with Mr. Oxnard when he admitted 23; and I believe 
they are a mighty sight nearer 2} cents a pound to-day than any 
of them are willing to admit, if they make a fair estimate of 
the sale of the by-products, and they might be nearer still if 
they put in this improvement, which, as my friend from Mich- 
igan says, has proven a success in saving $10,000 a year in these 
Michigan factories. They are liable to go on in the same direc- 
tion. Oh, let them advance; let them spend less time coming 
down here to Congress and more time in perfecting their indus- 
tries. Some of them admit this thing is sure to come. Mr. 
Palmer says it is sure to come, but he did not want it to come 
just yet. 

Mr. LOUD. If the farmers received 2.31 for the beets, how 
can they get down to the price you suggest? 

Mr, PAYNE. You mean for the sugar in the beets? 
` Mr. LOUD. How could they afford to sell it at 2 cents for 
the finished product? : 8 

Mr. PAYNE. I wish my friend had heard all I said. I read 
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what Mr. Palmer said on the subject. Produce a single germ 
seed; save $5 an acre for labor; double the amount of acreage, 
ete. It is all pointed out; it is his argument. s 

Mr. LOUD. But the farmer gets 2.31 now. 

Mr. PAYNE. I know, but he says the farmer can produce a 
double amount of beet sugar on the same acreage for a less 
amount of work, and then, of course, he can sell for less. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman wait until I answer this 
question? 

Mr. HULL. Well, it is just on the same line and 

Mr. PAYNE. If he can make more money, of course he will 
sell. 

Mr. HULL. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York if there is not a large profit in beet pulp? 

Mr. PAYNE. I went over that very thoroughly. 

Mr. HULL. The point I want to make is this, that it is not 
simply the sugar they get, but it is the profit on the pulp as 
well. 

Mr. PAYNE. And the molasses. Now, I come to a discus- 
sion of this Brussels convention business. Mr. Hathaway 
came to us with this convention business and he almost lost His 
breath. He thought it was going to take us off our feet. Well, 
we had some knowledge of this business before we knew 
Mr. Hathaway. He spoke of the beet-sugar convention at Brus- 
sels and what they had done, the treaty that they had signed, 
or the agreement they had signed, etc. The gravamen, the 
weight of it, was this, that if we dared take off this duty on 
sugar coming from the Philippine Islands the parties to this 
convention would put a countervailing duty on Philippine Is- 
land sugar equal to half the differential, or 50 cents a hundred. 
Let us see. The duty is 1.29 on their best sugar a pound. 
Now, a half dollar deducted would leave 79 cents, and they 
would put a surtax of 39} cents, one-half the excess, upon Fili- 
pino sugar, and under those circumstances the Filipino sugar 
would all come to the United States. 

I think they all united in the dire prediction that it would de- 
stroy the Filipino industry and also destroy the beet-sugar pro- 
dustion. This was one reason why Mr. Hathaway did not invest 
his millions of dollars, because he went over to Hongkong and 
talked to a sugar expert there, and the Hongkong refiner told him 
that he was afraid of this countervailing duty, and if he bought 
Philippine sugar he could not send it to England; just as he 
told the Filipino in order to work down the price on the Filipino. 
Most all of it went to China. He distributed to China all the 
refined sugar China used, and it is stated that the Chinaman 
had got a little too high-toned to eat the old unrefined sugar he 
had been feasting on for so many years; that it is not as good 
even as decayed fish, but he demands now the pure article and 
is buying refined sugar at the refineries at Hongkong; but it 
was stated that this was going to close the door at Hongkong 
for Filipino sugar, and the ports of all the nations of the earth 
would be closed to it. Of course Hongkong was not bound by 
this agreement, or China or Japan or any other of those coun- 
tries where they sell the largest part of the exported Filipino 
sugar, but it was stated it was going to have that effect. 

Then they sent to New York and got Mr. Willett, of Willett 
& Gray. I do not know but that if Mr. Willett sits down and 
figures out a thing, and has the time in which to do it, he can 
figure it out pretty nearly right. He stated this subject of 
the convention better than any man they produced, but I think 
he made some woeful blunders with his statistics in other mat- 
ters, as I will show hereafter. He interprets the convention, 
but I am not going to weary you by reading it. He says: 

The high contracting parties agree to impose a special duty on the 


importation Into their respective territories of sugars from countries 
that grant bounties, either on production or export— 


Figure it out how by removing a duty on sugar coming from 
any part of the United States to another we grant a bounty! 
And further: 
= gates — gia be less — ser i of the een: 8 or 

rec n the coun of or resery e option O- 
hibit the importation of bounty sugars. * * 15 

Now, he says: 

I will give you an illustration of their application. 

Mexico, up to March, 1904, assessed a duty of 15 cents 


ual to $3.89 100 ds United 8 3 
. pounds Un es money. 
cod ta than it consumed, pat ta 


Mexico for many years produ less sugar 
1903 it reached the point where it produced more sugar than it con- 
sumed. for an outlet for this extra production, they were 


confronted with the Brussels convention, which interpreted their im- 
rt duty of $3.39 pe 100 pounds as an excess of 52.89 above the about 
O-cent maximum limit of the convention. One half of this—$1.45— 
was called surplus surtax and the other half—$1.45—was called bounty. 


Mexico simply put an import tax on sugar coming into the 
country, something that we have always done. He says the 
convention put this surtax on it. Why do not they put it on us 
now? We have been offending all the time. But it is not 
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offending to take the tariff off of sugar coming from the Philip- 
‘pines into the States, but is it not offending if you put a duty 
of 1.65 cents or 1.684 cents on sugar coming into the United 
States if it is an offense in Mexico to put a duty of 3.39 cents 
on it? 

Mr. MONDELL. Is it not true that if the United States was 
an exporting country, if we exported sugar to nations signatory 
to the Brussels conyention, and still retained our high duty 
they would charge a surtax against our exports? 

Mr. PAYNE. The Philippines do. 

Mr. MONDELL. If our exports amounted to any consider- 
able amount? 

Mr. PAYNE. We do export from the Philippine Islands. 
We export refined sugar from this country. Have we got to 
give up our sugar bounty because of this Brussels convention? 

Mr. MONDELL. Is it not the invariable rule under the 
regulations of the Brussels convention to charge the surtax 
against any country that exports and has an import duty of 
above one-half cent per pound? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think it is. 

Mr. MONDELL. That is what I understand to be the effect 
of the action of the convention. If it is not true, I have failed 
to understand the action they have taken. They have not 
countervailed up to this time, because we have not as yet given 
the Philippines over half a cent reduction in duty. 

Mr. PAYNE. He further says: 

This example shows clearly the application to any other country. 

The import duty on sugars into the Philippines is 73 cents per 100 

unds, which is 20 cents per 100 pounds surtax, less the 2 cents per 

00 pounds charged on the exportation of sugar from the islands, say 
18 cents per 100 pounds. Under the ruling of the convention one-half 
of this amount, say 9 cents per 100 poun is excess surtax, and the 
other half, 9 cents per 100 pounds, is bounty, but the permanent com- 
mission, in their discretion, have recently decided that the Philippines 
neve „„ surtax and no bounty. Their decision reads as 
om Regardin the Philippines there exists a surtax, but the commis- 


sion has decided that this surtax can not be construed to mean a bounty 
for raw or refined sugar.” 


Well, they have considered the question in the United States 
and in Mexico. I do not understand that they are charging any 
surtax against Mexico now. True, they reduced the duty in 
Mexico, but it is still 52 cents a hundred pounds. It is just 
over the line. We have a way of regulating our own affairs. We 
have a way of putting on such duty as we please. We are an 
independent nation here. They do not put on a surtax against 
a pound of sugar that comes from any part of the territory 
belonging to the United States. But the question about the 
Philippines was in regard to the duty on sugar coming into the 
islands according to this man, and he is right about it, and not 
the question about the sugar coming from the islands to the 
United States. Why do they not insist upon putting a surtax 
on Porto Rican sugar? It does not all come to the United 
States, although most of it does. We have remitted the whole 
of the duty, 1.684 for 96 degree sugar. Why do they not do it? 
And it was of this bogie and the other question about continu- 
ing the integrity of the personnel of our Government in the 
Philippine Islands which staggered Mr. Hathaway and kept 
back his millions of dollars. What he himself saw in the Phil- 
ippine Islands concerning the production of sugar and what 
he heard about it was undoubtedly the real reason, and it is 
the reason that will keep American capital out of the Philippine 
Islands. 

If, according to the statement of Mr. Palmer, there are millions 
upon millious u Ít in the United States, when those brainy peo- 
ple from the Northwest, the Temperate Zone—American brain in 
which I glory—and American capital shall come to a hand-to- 
hand conflict with our little brown brother in the Philippine 
Islands for the possession of the sugar market of the United 
States they will have a sure advantage over him. 

So much for Mr. Willett on this particular branch of the 
question. 

Now, I did not want Mr. Willett to go away and lay awake 
nights over this convention business, and so I thought I would 
put a little evidence in right in the midst of what he was say- 
ing, and I read a dispatch received from our minister to Bel- 
gium, Mr. Wilson, dated the 31st day of October, 1905, to the 
Secretary of State, as follows: 

Permanent sugar commission sitting at Brussels oppressi compen- 
sating duty on sugars imported from Philippine Islands until new 
examination of Phi ippine regulations is made in conjunction with the 


legislation of the United States of America, Cuba, and Porto Rico. 
Question believed to be definitely settled as regards Philippine sugar. 


That is the whole dispatch. From what I have read I have 
no more doubt that this question is entirely settled than that 
under the convention there does not exist the slightest reason 
for action against the United States because we dare to have 
sugar come from one part of the United States to another part 
without the payment of duty. The thing is absurd. 


Now, we heard it stated often that when we made a conces- 
sion to Cuba the Cuban planter would not get the difference, 
but the sugar trust would, and some sugar men came before 
the committee last January and quoted from Willett & Gray, 
showing that the price in New York of Cuban sugar was that 
day 19 cents a hundred less than the corresponding price of 
Hamburg sugar, and went away triumphantly, “ We told you 
so.” “Why,” I said, “gentlemen, we have access to Willett 
& Gray's circular. See what it was for the whole period 
the year before the Cuban treaty went into effect, on Decem- 
ber 27, and the year after.” I got the figures. They are printed 
in the hearings of last spring, and gentlemen will find them 
there. They showed what? That when the bulk of the West 
Indian sugar came in the market price in the United States 
was lower than the Hamburg price. 

That was so before the Cuban treaty went into effect for a 
year, and that was so after the Cuban treaty went into effect 
for a year. The variation was about the same, and the sensible 
conclusion was that when there was a large amount of sugar 
coming into the market of the United States the buyer held off 
and the seller could not afford to pay the interest and warehouse 
charges, and therefore the buyer squeezed him to lower prices. 
Then, when Mr. Willett brought in his figures last month for 
eleven months of 1905, he shows about the same variation that 
there was the year before the treaty. Right along there was 
about the same variation, showing conclusively that the reduc- 
tion of 20 per cent did not make any difference. 

Then I thought I would look into the official records of the 
sugar going into consumption in the United States. The princi- 
pal item of sugar introduced into the United States from Cuba 
for the fiscal year ending June 30 last was 1,744,013,316 pounds 
of 95° sugar. That entered at a price of 3.1 cents a pound, 
$3.10 a hundred. There was introduced of the same degree in 
1905 other sugars, mainly from West India, 3,000,000 pounds 
and a fraction, at 2.4 cents a pound instead of 3.1 a pound. 
Cuban sugar was worth seven-tenths of a cent more in the New 
York markets. 

It looks as though Cuban sugar was a little better sugar than 
the other West Indian sugars. Then recollect that the duty is to 
be counted, two-thirds of which they say goes to the trusts. You 
see it simply is not true. The figures show it. I had a little 
curiosity to see how these figures came out, so I took Willett & 
Gray’s circular and got the average price of 96° sugar, which 
is the sugar for which they give the price for the year ending 
June 30 at $4.55 a hundred, duty paid. The same way with 
the other sugars—Cuba $4.42 a hundred and other cane sugars 
$4.05. So when we compare the figures of the official report 
with those of the renowned Willett & Gray, who appear in 
opposition to all this legislation, I have no doubt but what 
Cuba gets the benefit of that 20 per cent reduction. But Mr. 
Willett contends that that 20 per cent reduction has had a 
wonderful effect in stimulating the amount of sugar produced in 
the island of Cuba. He came before the committee with au 
estimate of the sugar imported from the other countries and 
the sugar produced in the United States, and stated that this 
year we must buy only 300,000 tons of sugar, paying the full 
duty, to meet our consumption of sugar. Well, when I heard 
him say that the consumption of sugar estimated for this year 
was 2,667,000 tons I was a little curious. I knew the sugar 
consumed in this country was 2,765,000 tons last year, and how 
it could be 100,000 tons less this year I could not figure out. 

He admitted that sugar consumption was Increasing, and had 
been for several years, at the rate of 9 or 10 per cent per annum, 
but he had taken last year, he said, because that was definite, 
and made it the estimate of this year. Now, if he had been 
fair, he would have said that the estimate this year should be 
rated at 3,000,000 tons, but he did not do it. Then he estimated 
the importation from Cuba this year at 1,300,000 tons. Well, 
I thought I would look that thing up. Last year the importa. 
tion from Cuba was 1,139,000 tons. I did look it up, and 1 
found that we had accurate statistics for ten months of this 
last calendar year, and the two calendar years preceding, for 
ten months. 1 found that the importation from Cuba for the 
ten months in 1904 exceeded the importation for ten months of 
1905 by 164,000 tons. Then I looked to see how much the im- 
portation of sugar was for November and December 1903 and 
1904, and I found that it was somewhere about 50,000 tons for 
each year. Well, I added about 60,000 tons to the figures for 
the ten months for the year 1905 and found on that basis the 
importation of sugar into the United States from Cuba for the 
last year was less than a million tons, as against his figures of 
4,300,000 tons. Oh, I tell you, these figure experts, or expert 
figurers, on sugar can show you some remarkable footings, 

Well, I looked that over to see how much more we are im- 
porting at full duty, because it is more than we were importing 
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the year before. We imported from Cuba, 1,000,000 tons; from 
Hawaii, 370,000 tons—I took Mr. Willett’s estimate of 370,000 
tons, which I think is too high—from Porto Rico, 210,000 tons; 
cane sugar produced in the United States, 300,000 tons; beet 
sugar produced in the United States, 265,000 tons; 39,000 tons 
of Philippine Island sugar, which is now in bonded warehouses 
in New York. Whether it will go into consumption or not, I do 
not know. These figures added make 2,184,000 tons. This 
subtracted from the 3,000,000 tons that we consume leaves 
816,000 tons imported into the United States at the full rate of 
duty. Why, when we were trying to pass and did pass through 
the House the bill to get reciprocity with Cuba, I was told 
that it would immediately send down the price of sugar to the 
consumers in the United States, and some of these very sugar men 
have been howling, trying to make capital out of the fact that 
it did not reduce the price of sugar in the United States. I be- 
lieved that it would not, and it has not. I believed that the 
exporters of the sugar would get the difference, and they have. 
I believed that it would not hurt a single sugar industry in the 
United States, and it has not. 

But they say we had in contemplation a hundred or more 
factories, and we have only built six. We would have built 
more, but the thing was so uncertain, and we did not know what 
you would do with the Philippine Island sugar, and all that sort 
of thing. 

Well, I propose to give these gentlemen certainty. Let us 
write it into the statute book. We will have 25 per cent of 
duty until April 11, 1909, and then we will have the free impor- 
tation of sugar from the Philippine Islands, so that you will not 
have to complain hereafter about knowing where you are at 
or what you are to do in the future. 

I believe, as I have always believed and have told these gentle- 
men, that if the thing was definitely settled and they knew what 
the law was there would not be any trouble about developing 
the industry, but as long as it hung in the balance and the 
thing was agitated people would be frightened. They them- 
selves have frightened people in trying to prevent this legis- 
lation. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
settled now? 

Mr. PAYNE. It never will be definitely settled until it is 
settled right. We have no right morally, we have no right in 
carrying out our constitutional prerogatives, to charge these 
people duty except for the mere purpose of revenue for them- 
selves. We have no right to protect one part of the United 
States against another part, and gentlemen representing the 
tobacco interests and representing the sugar interests have so 
expressed themselves before the Committee on Ways and Means 
in this debate. The only thing they have claimed to say was 
that we have not definitely concluded that we were going to 
stay forever in the Philippine Islands. We are there now and 
there is no prospect of getting away for the next twenty-five 
years, in the anticipation of the most sanguine man. Are we 
going to treaé them in this manner for twenty-five years because 
we have not definitely decided what our children will do twenty- 
five years from now? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman from New York permit a 
question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I understood the gentleman to say a minute 
ago that in the Cuban reciprocity he contended that it would 
not hurt the beet-sugar industry. Let me say to the gentleman 
that in the State of Michigan there are four factories that went 
into the hands of the sugar trust, and that they have been shut 
down and torn down. One of them cost $800,000, and within 
ninety days from the time the trust obtained title to it they had 
150 men on the factory razooing it to the ground. 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; I understand that, I am glad the gentle- 
man has made the admission, because the sugar people who 
came before the committee stated that they did not know 
whether the trust owned any stock or not, but there was a gen- 
tleman who was acting as trustee and who had bought stock 
and appeared in the board of directors, and possibly he might 
be a representative of the sugar trust, and he had bought some 
of these factories. He says that four factories have been closed 
down. I know of three, and I know why they closed down. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not think the gentleman does. 

Mr. PAYNE. I know what they say. They say it is because 
they built the sugar factories out where they had to raise the 
sugar beets, among the pine stumps or on the pine-stump land, 
and they could not raise them. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, the gentleman has reference to the 
Oscoda factory. Let me say that I do not know whether the 
trust owns the factories or not P 


Why not consider it as definitely 
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Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman, then, is in the same state of 
ignorance that Mr. Humphrey and Mr, Hathaway were. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It has been stated that it was 
able to control the price of the product. 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; but I do not think it is worth while quib- 
bling about it. Probably it was the man in the moon who in- 
vested and not the sugar trust. I do not care whoitis. I heard 
one gentleman say that he thought he had been buncoed. He 
was led a year or two ago to vote against Cuban reciprocity, and 
the first thing he knew the beet-sugar people were selling out to 
the trust and he was helping the trust all the time. They owned 
a part of the stock then and he did not feel right about it. I 
did vote for it, and I have no sympathy with him. The best 
way is to vote right, and the right side of this question is to do 
the just thing by all the people of the United States, the Fil- 
ipinos, and the beet-sugar people and the cane-sugar people, and 
if we vote this bill we will do exactly the right thing. [Ap- 
plause. } 

Now, they say they are afraid they are going to overslaugh 
us with sugar. The consumption of sugar has increased in this 
country from 1,949,000 tons in 1894 to 2,767,000 tons in 1904. 
The imports from Cuba increased from 43,000 tons in 1895 to 
1,151,000 tons in 1904. That is an increase of 42 per cent in 
consumption, and an increase in the Cuban product of 36 per 
cent. If you take it this year the increase in consumption is 
from 1,900,000 tons to 3,000,000 tons, an increase of 37 per cent, 
and the product from Cuba from 843,000 tons in 1895 to 1,000,000 
tons in 1905, an increase of 16 per cent. 

In Hawaii there has been a big increase from 1895 to 1904. 
In 1895 it was 129,000 tons, and in 1904 it was 330,000 tons. 
They have got clear beyond their limit, and lots of these estates 
do not pay to operate them. They are having a hard time to get 
laborers; they want the Chinese-exclusion act repealed; they 
want to let in cooly labor, peons, or anybody else. I do not 
know what other gentlemen told them, but I told them that so 
far as I could resist it, I would do so, and that they might cal- 
culate to go on with their sugar estates without the benefit of 
cooly labor. 

Now, as to Porto Rico, I did not have the statistics back of 
1901. Then it was 66,000 tons, and in 1904 it was 116,000 tons, 
an increase of 75 per cent. They were pretty well established in 
the sugar business when we took them in. I know one English- 
man who came here weeping for the poor Porto Rican with the 
15 per cent Dingley rate, and I was told that he was a million- 
aire sugar producer there. I told him about it, and he never 
bothered me about it after that. Now, in the Philippine Islands 
the largest production they have ever made was 300,000 tons. 
They consume 80,000 tons in the islands. 

They exported that year 220,000 tons. That is the biggest 
thing they ever did. That is when they had most of their 
400,000 acres under cultivation. Census year (1903) they had 
180,000 acres under cultivation, and they produced 180,000 tons 
of sugar, and still these people will claim that they have been 
producing 2 and 3 tons of sugar per acre, and find some 
plantation where they had done it, and they say that represents 
the average of the islands, when the census shows 180,000 acres 
actually under cultivation and 180,000 tons of sugar for that 
year. Then they go back and say that was a half crop and 
say that some other years they had 300,000 tons. So they had, 
but they had more acres under cultivation. They may some- 
times produce an average of a ton and a quarter to an acre 
down there, according to the calculation made by Secretary 
Taft. On one estate he figured up a ton an acre. Some one 
looked over his figures and said that it showed a ton and a 
quarter an acre. I think it was a ton and a quarter myself, 
I think there was a mistake in the figuring, and certainly I do 
not think Secretary Taft meant to deceive anybody. There it 
is, a ton and a quarter an acre, sometimes, but are they going 
to have such a growth of this industry that they will produce 
from 4 to 6 tons an acre down there? Now, what moon- 
1 What is the use of talking like that. They can not 
do it. 

The history of these other countries show that they can not 
do it. Here is Hawaii, with free sugar against the duty of 
1.684 on 96 degree sugar, having that advantage, claiming that 
they can make but 2.7 per cent on their investment, and that 
many do not make a dollar on their investment. There is some 
difference between Hawaii and the Philippine Islands. It 
seems to be in favor of Hawaii. They have less rainfall—50 
inches a year instead of 150 inches a year—and they can work 
the ground better, they can work machinery better, they can 
work steam plows better. Yet with all these advantages the 
average is a little over two tons an acre in the Hawaiian Is- 
lands. They say we do not get all the juice in the Philippine 
Islands. Of course they do not. With their three roller mills 
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they get about 50 per cent. The best factories in Louisiana get 
85 and 88 per cent. They may get the mills down there some 
day to do that. We will not get them down there before Mr. 
Palmer's five years are up, in which he is to produce 2-cent 
granulated refined sugar in this country. He is not afraid. 
Give him three years’ time in energy in the Temperate Zone 
against the people of a tropical zone. He is not afraid. He 
need not be afraid. He told his honest convictions when he 
said that there is no danger to him, and there is no danger to 
his industry.. 

But I am taking too long. I did not intend to talk so long, 
Mr. Chairman, and I shall say very little about tobacco. Now, 
of all the scares and ghosts and goblins in the world, the worst 
is the scare that has been worked up among the tobacco people— 
telegrams going out from Washington to telegraph your Member 
that if he votes for this bill—H. R. No. 3—he will put us in 
competition with the Chinese cheap labor in Manila. There are 
twenty-eight Chinamen under the census, and they are all that 
could be found in the Philippine Islands who are making cigars. 
Think of it! Twenty-eight Chinamen ont of nearly 12,000 cigar 
makers. Competition with the cooly laborer in the Philippine 
Islands! Well, now, of course that is a fraud upon these peo- 
ple. The only protests I have received from my district—and 
we have cigar factories there, for we raise tobacco there, and we 
have a beet-sugar factory there—was from one of my constitu- 
ents, who said in a letter the other day—he is a cigar maker— 
that if I did not defeat this bill it would bring him and his 
fellow-workers in competition with Chinese cheap labor in 
Manila. Well, I think there are some Chinese factories there, 
but they are little bits of fellows, such as we have in little 
towns, who have two or three men working for them. The big 
factories are owned generally by the Filipinos. There are some 
eleyen Americans in the cigar business there, some Chinamen, 
one negro, and the rest are Filipinos. The big factories with 
two or three thousand hands are owned by Filipinos and run by 
Filipinos. 

I am not going to go at length into the tobacco business. 
Why, the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Mirt] has run it 
down and back and forth, and he has received from the cigar 
makers themselyes and the cigar manufacturers figures that 
are startling in confutation of every representation made before 
our committee. These come from manufacturers and work- 
men. The cigar makers need not be afraid of the cigar makers 
in the Philippine Islands. The competition will be from the 
cigars made by the Williams process by machinery—made at n 
less cost per thousand than they can make them by hand. 
Now, tobacco costs as much in the Philippine Islands as it does 
in the United States. New York tobacco sells for 10 cents a 
pound; Virginia tobacco for 6 or 7 cents a pound. How much 
is it, I will ask the gentlcman from Virginia [Mr. Jones]? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I do not know. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think 6 or 7 cents. That is exported. I do 
not want to disparage the products of the gentleman’s State, 
but it is stuff that is fit only for chewing tobacco and plug 
and smoking tobacco, and then large portions of it only fit to 
send to Germany or some other foreign country. Connecticut 
leaves sell for 30 or 40 cents a pound. We raise some Connecti- 
cut leaf up in my district. Well, the wrapper tobacco of the 
Philippine Islands is worth 35 cents a pound according to the 
statement of this gentleman. Let us see. 

This was submitted by Mr. Bijur before our committee when 
he appeared. Price of domestic cigar leaf, he puts it—he does 
not say whether wrapper or filler—New England, 21.6; New 
York, 10; Pennsylvania, 9; Ohio, Miami Valley, 74; Wisconsin, 
7.8; Georgia and Florida, 28.8. There is a little item of inter- 
est in the statement made before the committee. In Georgia 
and Florida they have gone into the experiment of raising to- 

` bacco under shade or cover. They have imported the Sumatra 
seed. They have succeeded in making a leaf equal to the 
Sumatra tobacco, some of them claim; some say nearly equal. 
Of course Sumatra tobacco costs from a dollar to a dollar and a 
half a pound, with a dollar and eighty-five cents duty. They 
are producing this Sumatra leaf down there ready for the ‘trade 
at a cost of 80 cents a pound for leaf wrapper tobacco—thin, 
nice, perfect leaf, like the Sumatra—to wrap American cigars 
with. We have got it naturalized—American tobacco in Flor- 
ida and Georgia. Well, they put it down here in this statement 
at 28 cents a pound. Now, they give here market price for 
Filipino leaf tobacco per quintal—that is, 101.44 pounds—from 
the Daily Bulletin, Manila, December 12, 1904. Isabela, 1901, 
first to fifth class—these statistics go back quite a ways. They 
are furnished by Mr. Bijur before wages went up. 

It would have been a better average if it was brought down to 
now, but we want to convict him out of his own mouth. They 
put in first class at $42; that is, 42 cents a pound, as against 21 
cents in New England and 28 in Georgia and Florida, and they 
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have not any tobacco that compares with the wrapper leaf in 
Georgia and Florida or with the wrapper leaf in Connecticut, 
and yet these people are howling for protection. Why, they say. 
that even with the 9 cents duty on tobacco for the next three 
years this is going to ruin their business, Men come down here 
and some of them go over to see brother HIL, and he brings in 
his exhibits and the statement that he has, and they go back and 
say, “It is not so much of a scare after all” and “I think you 
are right about it,” but still this agitation is kept up. Isabela 
is the best tobacco. Then there is the Cagayan, which is not as 
good. This is 1901 quotation. First to fifth class, $11 to $38, 
which is 38 cents a pound, or 37 cents with a hundred and one 
pounds and a fraction to the quintal. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is that price in gold or silver? 

Mr. PAYNE. That is in gold; good old American dollars. 
Isabela, 1902—this is for another year—first to fifth class, six- 
teen to thirty-six dollars a quintal; Cagayan, 1902, first to fifth 
class, ten to thirty-two dollars. Brill, that is a poor quality, 
first class, few stocks offered—they do not have much first 
class—thirteen fifty a quintal ; second class, $11; third class, nine 
fifty. None of it gets down to the farmers’ price in Virginia, or 
Ohio, or Wisconsin, or in Pennsylvania. That is what is costs 
there in Manila while they are trying to persuade the tobacco 
farmers of this country this bill is going to ruin them, and they 
are just as earnest in trying to persuade the sugar men. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessea Has the gentleman received any 
protests from the tobacco growers of Tennessee or Kentucky? 

Mr. PAYNE. According to my recollection, not a word. 
There are none up to this time, to my recollection. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to say to the gentleman 
that although there is an immense territory in both of those 
States where they do not raise anything except tobacco I have 
not received a single protest, and I have inquired of a number 
of leading tobacco farmers and they all say that this tobacco 
will not conflict with the Tennessee and Kentucky tobacco, 
which is practically the same as Virginia. 

Mr. PAYNE. They are level-headed men. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Of course they are. 

Mr. PAYNE. I thought I would have to testify to it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am glad the gentleman has so 
quickly and promptly stated the whole truth. 

Mr. PAYNE. Export leaf Filipino tobacco, wrapper, per 
pound, 30 cents; filler, 10 cents; smoking tobacco, 7.5 cents. Mr. 
Shuster, collector of internal reyenue, discovered afterwards he 
had made a mistake about the tobacco and changed it, but we 
will let it go at that. Mr. Bijur says what the value of the United 
States cigar tobacco ready for the market “should be.” Why 
did not he tell us what it is? “Should be!” Why, there is a 
wonderful chance of explanation of the words“ should be” and 
a play of the imagination. What a wonderful chance for the 
poet! New England, 35; New York, 18; Pennsylvania, 21; 
Ohio, 21; Wisconsin, 21; Georgia, ——; Florida, 80. Well, in 
my country they raise tobacco. A small percentage of it is 
suitable for wrappers. Another small percentage is suitable 
for binders and a part is suitable for fillers; and of course 
they can not sell fillers for 6, 7, or 8 cents a pound in the mar- 
ket unless they get as much as 20 cents or 21 cents a pound for 
the wrappers, which is a small proportion of it, and sell the 
whole crop on the farm at the uniform price of 10 cents a pound. 
Now, here is the showing by the man who was put forward to 
represent this interest, trying to show that he is going to injure 
the tobacco farmer in the United States. 

And then they got up another scarecrow. The duty on 
Sumatra leaf coming into the islands is 23 cents; coming into 
the United States is $1.85. They said: “ Why, your bill will 
allow that Sumatra leaf to come in and be made up into cigars 
and sold in the United States and only pay a duty of 23 cents 
a pound.” Why, gentlemen, look at the bill. It relates wholly 
to the products of the Philippine Islands coming in free of duty, 
and whatever is imported into the United States from another 
country pays the Dingley duty. It is so enacted in the bill; so 
written in the law. Where is the danger? They say that you 
can not tell the difference. I said: “Do you mean to tell me, 
as an expert, that you can not tell the difference between 
Sumatra and the Isabella leaf?” “ Well, we might tell it, but 
the custom-house orticer might be deceived.” But the cus- 
tom-house officer has the inspection of the leaf that goes into 
the factory. We can follow it from the beginning to the end, 
until it goes into the market or goes out of the Philippine 
Islands. There is no chance for a fraud. If your prediction is 
right, Congress is here and we will see to it in the future that 
that tobacco pays $1.85 before it goes into the islands rather 
than to have it come in in fraud.“ s| 

The rice men of Louisiana have been, within two or three 
days, protesting. We have forced onto the people in that coun- 
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try a duty on rice which is a protective duty. Representatives 
from that section all voted against it; but the Republican party 
vote and legislate for the whole people of the United States, 
and the rain and the sunshine and Republican rule fall alike 
upon the good and upon the eyil. Now, they are raising all of 
the rice that is consumed in the United States, and they are 
thanking God that He induced the Republican party to give 
them that duty on rice. Well, they haye been told that if rice 
came in free from the Philippine Islands, although they im- 
ported $7,000,000 worth last year and will probably import 
three and one-half and four million dollars this year to supply 
their own wants and to feed their people, it will destroy this 
industry here. Those people in Louisiana—the people who raise 
rice there that is so magnificent—who own those large plateaus 
of land surrounded by dikes, inundated just at the right time— 
rice planted not in the water, as in the eastern country, but 
planted when the land is comparatively dry, and where they 
use the plow and other tools and plant the crop and then turn 
on the water until the rice is matured, doing so much of it by 
machinery—will soon be in a position to sell the rice against 
any rice anywhere in all the world; but they are afraid of the 
carabao and the Philippine plow—a sharp stick and a little 
piece of iron on the end, driven through the water, because the 
rice paddies have to be inundated when the rains fall from 
heaven—and they fall mightly copiously in the rice-planting 
season—they plow the land under water, set the rice under 
water, wade through it so laboriously in the hot sun—yet the 
people of the South are afraid of those people sending rice to 
the United States and flooding this country and driving the 
owners of the rich soil down in Louisiana and Texas out of the 
business. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Are they going to continue to 
use those primitive methods? 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman asked me if they are going to 
continue to use those primitive appliances. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Under Republican administra- 
tion. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, the Filipinos are a progressive people. 
The gentleman is getting a glimmering that will raise him up 
immeasurably in his political ideas if he will only follow it. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I will suggest to the gentleman 
from New York that he is rapidly climbing down off of that 
high-tariff horse he used to ride around here. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, the gentleman may see something in 
that. Did I ever advocate a duty on sugar and protect the 
sugar producer in New York against Kansas, Pennsylvania, or 
Michigan, or against tobacco? 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Did you not advocate a measure 
creating a tariff duty of 75 per cent of the Dingley rates against 
the protest of the majority of the membership of the other side 
of the aisle? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, the other side of the aisle, as usual, was 
wrong. [Laughter on the Republican side.] They wanted to 
deprive the Philippine people of any revenue. I protested 
against it. I know more now than I did then. I thought 75 
per cent would produce more reyenue than a lower duty. It 
did not. Twenty-five per cent may, but we have got to get a 
duty of some kind to give a little revenue, because the march of 
progress is going on and we do not propose to halt in the work 
of educating those people, especially in the industrial arts, if 
the whole Democratic party, great and small, all wings flop- 
ping together, are against it. We are going to take care of that. 
[Loud applause on the Republican side.] The Japanese, pro- 
gressive people as they are, are raising rice the same way 
that they raised it a thousand years ago. It seems to be a cer- 
tain sort of necessity of that climate and the nature of the rain- 
fall there. They have got to get a flood from heaven as the 
rains fall, so they construct their rice paddies to hold the rain, 
and when the rain comes it comes too soon, and they have got 
to get the carabaos to wade the water to run their plows. They 
are not able to get mules to do it. They die. They are not 
able to use steam plows. The paddies are small. They are 
generally small. They do not take in a hundred or a thousand 
or more acres, as they do in Texas. Providence has not dealt so 
generously with these people in regard to rice as it has with the 
people of Texas and Louisiana. I hope that with improved 
methods they can do better. I hope that you people in Texas 
and Louisiana, when you are able to furnish rice at half the 
cost that you are furnishing it to-day, will not drive the Phil- 
ippine people out of their rice paddies. I hope the time will 
come when they will be able to feed their own people down 
there. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him one question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Has it fallen under your observa- 
tion that these Filipinos raise a superior kind of rice and export 
it and then import an inferior quality from somewhere else and 
live on that themselves? 

Mr. PAYNE. It has not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The reason I ask that question is 
because I received a letter or circular from somewhere down 
in Texas stating that that is exactly the condition of affairs. 

Mr. PAYNE. I shall look for the official report and find out. 
I hope the gentleman will do it before he commences his speech. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman from New York will 
permit me, I would venture to say for the benefit of the gentle- 
man from Missouri that if the Filipinos have been guilty of 
that performance—that they exported good rice—they first im- 
ported it, for they certainly have not raised any of it up to this 
time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have detained the com- 
mittee much longer than I expected. I want to say a word 
more about a Filipino who appeared before the committee at 
Manila and here, Mr. E. de la Rama. He is a man of about 
36 years of age, a splendid specimen of manhood, educated in 
Paris, who speaks French, Spanish, and United States—per- 
haps I should say English—with great facility. He is a little 
short of English when he gets into the excitement of a speech. 
He is a natural orator, a sugar raiser, a plain farmer, and still 
a bright and interesting man. When he appeared before the 
committee the other day, he closed his address with these 
words: 

Before gerne d I wish to inform the committee of the last recom- 
mendation which I received before leaving the islands from our people. 
I was asked to say to the lawmakers in the national capital that it 
may be possible that we may be mistaken in some statements which 
we make, and that it might be possible for us to Invade the market 
in the United States; but it may also be that we may have some 
reason for not doing so, and it may also be possible that the oppo- 
nents of this bill may make statements which may be correct or not. 
This, nevertheless, is a very important matter. t is a question on 
one side of the prosperity and the felicity of a country under the 
American flag, while on the other side of the ruin and continual mis- 
ery of the same country. We believe that the matter is of sufficient 
importance, so that an effort should be made by practice to show who 
is in the right. If, after some length of time of practice or practical 
application, it should be found that we have been mistaken, and that 
we really can only prejudice instead of benetiting this country, we ask 
ourselves in such case, Is there any pert which could prevent Con- 
gress from reestablishing the tariff? hen, in such case, we would not 
oppose the measure, because, although we are a barbarous people, we 
have sufficient intelligence to understand that charity begins at home. 

I commend, that to the gentlemen representing the beet-sugar 
interest and the cigar interest and the tobacco interest of the 
United States, and ask them to get up on the plane of this “ half 
civilized,” this “barbarian” Filipino, Sefior de la Rama, and 
remember with him that charity begins at home. [Loud ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BONYNGE. Will the gentleman yield for a few ques- 
tions? I did not interrupt him during his remarks. 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. BONYNGE. What is the acreage in the Hawaiian Is- 
lands cultivated in sugar? 

Mr. PAYNE. I have not those figures here. b 

Mr. BONYNGE. How much sugar did the gentleman say 
was raised per acre in the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. PAYNE. The census showed a ton per acre. The esti- 
mates of the sugar planters showed that some years it was one 
and a quarter tons per acre. There are 400,000 acres that have 
been in cultivation, although they sometimes do not cultivate 
them in sugar. There was 200,000 acres last year. Generally 
they do not have a rattoon crop. They do not have a crop two 
years in succession. There is usually some other crop raised in 
between; so that while there have been 400,000 acres in culti- 
vation it has not been all at the same time. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Was there testimony before your committee 
of canes where as much as two or three tons were raised per 
acre? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; just as there has been shown another in- 
sane ere as much as eleyen tons were raised in one place in 

awaii. 

Mr. BONYNGE. I will ask the gentleman if this land 
adapted to sugar culture amounted to 9 per cent of the 73,000,000 
acres of lands? 

Mr. PAYNE. The census reports say 9 per cent is arable. 

Mr. BONYNGE. And one-half of those lands are uncultivated 
at the present time. 

Mr, PAYNE. Not quite one-half; 4.4 per cent, to be accurate. 

Mr. BONYNGE. If put into sugar cultivation they could 
raise on those islands something over 4,000,000 tons, then, could 
they not, even at a ton per acre? 

Mr. PAYNE. If it was all put under cultivation and they 
could raise sugar on all of it, a ton per acre might mean that; 
but a large portion of those lands is not suitable for sugar. 
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They are more suitable for abaca, for the hemp business; they 
are more suitable for cocoa; they are more suitable for tobacco 
and for grazing. So that I take it, from what I can learn, that 
about the same proportion of sugar lands could be found in the 
remaining 4.4 per cent as have been found in the 4.6 already 
under cultivation. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. As I remember it, there are 
‘1,500,000 under rice cultivation. 

Mr. PAYNE. I forgot about the rice. 

Mr. BONYNGE. I am talking about the 4,000,000 acres which 
are not under cultivation at all, but that are available to be put 
under cultivation. > 

Mr. PAYNE. I think about the same percentage as the pres- 
ent percentage would be available for sugar cultivation if it 
was extended to this land. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Now, on another subject I should like to 
ask the gentleman. Do I understand him to argue that the 
United States Government has no moral right to levy this tax, 
except for the purpose of revenne? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think I did state that. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Has that always been the view of the gen- 
tleman? * 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I do not know whether it has or not. 

Mr. BONYNGE. When you discussed the Porto Rican ques- 
tion in the House, did you not argue that we should levy 
the tax against the Porto Rican sugar for the purpose of set- 
ting the precedent to the Philippine Islands, that their products 
should not come into the United States free of duty? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know. That was a pretty good speech, 
and if the gentleman has read it, it is probably all right. If 
he has not read it, he will find it good reading now. 

Mr. BONYNGE. That is your view now. 

Mr, PAYNE. It may be that I teok that position at that 
time. The whole theory of the Porto Rican bill was to fix 
such a percentage of taxation as would replenish their treas- 
ury ; and further, the most important thing I had in my mind 
although I was remonstrated with in high quarters for pre- 
senting it—was that we should establish the relation of those 
islands to the United States, to know “where we were at,” 
and what we should do in the future, what the law was, 
whether the Constitution went there or not to prevent Congress 
from legislating as it pleased. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Also, incidentally, was it not your view 
then that we should levy that tax for the purpose of establish- 
ing this precedent that the Philippine products should not come 
into the United States free of duty? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not remember any such thing. If I said 
it, it will appear in the Recor, because I never change what 
I say. 

Mr. BON INGE. I will call the gentleman's attention to that 
later. Now, do I understand the gentleman to argue that there 
will be no benefit to the Filipinos by this reduction of duty? 

Mr. PAYNE. I am doubtful about the benefit to the Fili- 

inos. 
y Mr. BONYNGE. What is the purpose of the bill, then? 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, to reduce taxation in the Philippine 
Islands. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Regardless of whether it benefits the Fili- 
pinos or not? X 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, it will benefit them in this way: It will 
give them courage. There is some sentiment in it. ‘They be- 
lieve it will help them. They say the present law is unjust, 
and I think it is. I want to do justice by them. Then if it 
does not benefit them it is not my fault, but the decree of 
Providence in creating those islands and in locating them and 
in not so fixing them that they can raise sugar to advantage. 
It may be the position of the American sugar producer in the 
United States, who has got so far along that nobody can touch 
him. 

Mr. BONYNGE. So that it is more from the sentimental 
standpoint than from the economic standpoint? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; it is because it is right. Does not the 
gentleman appreciate that? Because it is right between them 
and us. That is the reason. 

Mr. BONYNGE. When the gentleman argued the Porto 
Rico question I did not understand him to take that position. 
On the contrary, I understood from the speech of the gentleman 
at the time that it would be wrong to admit the products of 
oriental countries into this country free of duty and to put 
the labor of the United States into competition with the cheap 
labor of the Orient. [Applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. I commend that speech to the gentleman. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. The gentleman spoke several times in 
regard to the peculiar labor conditions that existed in the 


islands, and I wish he would explain at length what those 
conditions are. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Filipino laborer has not been educated up 
to the plane of labor in the United States. His wants are not 
so many. He can get along without a hat, and, in rare in- 
stances, without a shirt and without pants. His wants are 
few; he has not the mcentive to work that men have in this 
temperate climate, and yet I was glad to see generally that 
they were wearing hats and shirts and pants and even a frock. 
They are advancing in that respect. They do not require as 
much to eat. There are a number of tropical fruits they can 
eat that do not require to be cooked; they live very well on rice, 
and they have not been ambitious about the beauty of their 
homes. These are built there of the nipa grass and of the 
cogan grass, with bamboo poles. A man builds his own house 
himself. It does not require a great deal of labor to build it. 
When you go there and advance wages by the month they get 
tired out at the end of two days or at the end of the first week 
and want a holiday; they have a great many holidays. They 
are gradually being lifted out of that rut. They have not the 
incentive to lay up money. They have no savings banks in 
the islands; they do not know what it is to have money in the 
bank, and yet I was told that one of the banks at Manila had 
started a savings deposit, and in an incredibly short space of 
time they had a great many depositors, and a deposit of a con- 
siderable amount from laborers. They are learning these things. 
and as they learn them they demand greater wages. ‘They insist 
on larger wages. A cigar manufacturer in Manila told me he 
was afraid of free trade because it will advance the wages of 
the cigar makers. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Now, if the gentleman from New York 
will pardon me, a question right there. The gentleman stated 
that the Spaniards paid 20 cents for labor in the navy-yard and 
that we were paying 65 cents a day. Has labor Improved in the 
same ratio? 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand it has improved, but I can not 
say whether it has improved in the same ratio or not, but the 
cost of living has increased nearly double they say. 

Mr. PERKINS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. When the gentleman considers the difference 
in the intelligence of the laborer and the difference in the effi- 
ciency and industry of the laborer, does he think that the sugar 
raiser in the Philippines gets any more work for a dollar than 
the sugar raiser in Michigan? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not, and I so state in the report. 

Mr. PERKINS. I so understand. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from New York permit a 
question on another line? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. As I understand the bill, if a manufacturer of 
alcohol or tobacco in the Pnilippines sends his product here into’ 
this country free of duty he pays here the internal-reyenue tax, 
and that is transmitted to the Philippine Government? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think that is a danger- 
ous precedent? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think so. If they send their products 
into the market here, they ought to pay the same tax and have 
the same rights 

Mr. MANN. Yes, but they do not have the same right; they 
have a better right. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, the gentleman is quarreling with the fact 
that we collect the internal-revenue tax and transmit it to the 
other government? 

Mr. MANN. We collect the internal-revenue tax and turn it 
over to them. I understand that has been the policy in the col- 
lection of the custom duties, but that came through special cir- 
cumstances at the time. This is a permanent policy. If the 
Government once adopts it, and should it be necessary, we may 
have to do the same thing with the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman says no, but we can not treat the 
Philippine Islands on any better terms than we treat the Ha- 
waiian Islands. They are complaining now that we collect 
money and do not turn it over to them. Now, we adopt the 
policy of government under which they can manufacture alcohol 
and tobacco in the Philippine Islands, pay nothing there and 
then come here and collect the internal- revenue tax and trans- 
mit it to them. Why should it not be the same principle with 
the States? Why should the Philippines have better advantages 
in the long run, permanently, than any other Territory, or the 
States of the Union? I am asking for information. 

Mr. PAYNE. These islands came to us after three hundred 
years or more of Spanish rule and Spanish misrule. 

The people were robbed by the officials. The industries, many 


1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


709 


of them, some of the time were prostrated under the heavy taxa- 
tion that was laid. The question of governing those islands 
and of getting the expenses was a question that was thought 
over very carefully in the Porto Rican case. In that case I had 
introduced a bill for free trade, as the gentleman will remember, 
and then I came across General Davis, who was the governor- 
general, and questioned him upon the subject in the presence of 
the Secretary of War. I asked him how he was going to pay 
the revenue. Well, he said that they could get some out of the 
internal-revenue tax, that they made 1,100,000 gallons of rum. 
I asked him then what it sold for, and he said from 20 to 40 
cents a gallon at retail. Then I said, “If we add $1.10 to that, 
will the people stand it?” He said, “No,” and in reply to my 
question as to what they would do he said there would be riot 
and bloodshed down there among those peaceable people; that 
we could not collect it now; that after a time we could, but that 
we can not do it now. In other words, we had that burden upon 
us and we would have to take care of them. I have thought it 
better to collect these taxes and turn them over to the treasury 
and give those people an idea that they were doing something 
toward raising the revenues of their government; that they were 
paying these taxes and that we were supporting their govern- 
ment upon taxes paid by them and our commerce with them and 
give them in that way a more independent feeling. I do not 
want them to get the feeling that we are giving merely as a 
matter of charity, making appropriations from year to year, 
but I want to bring out the manhood of these people. I want 
them to feel that they are men, responsible to this Government 
for the upbuilding of these islands and for the aid of the 
Republic of the United States. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman has that feeling—and I know 
he has, and he knows that I have always supported him in 
these matters—would it not be wise to insert in that provision 
of the bill a time limit, so that Congress reserves to itself the 
determination of the policy in the future, and not forever make 
these people feel that they are dependent upon the National 
Treasury for their support without help from themselves? Of 
course I understand that Congress has that power of reserve 
anyway. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will say to the gentleman that I hope when 
this period arrives—this 11th day of April, 1909—they will be in 
such a position that we can extend our revenue laws to them, so 
far as the custom duties are concerned, the same as to the 
Porto Rican islands, upon the commerce with the rest of the 
world, and increase their internal-revenue tax—I do not think 
we can make it as much as ours—and that the revenues would 
be sufficient to turn the other back into our Treasury without 
stopping the progress of education, which I deem so essential. 
Now, the gentleman does not want to put anything in the way 
of education 

Mr. MANN. But why not add a limitation so that then Con- 
gress can stop if it wishes to, and not be in the position where 
we could be called by them “ robbers” if we take away from 
them that which belongs to us, which does not belong to them? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman is unduly apprehensive. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the question of 
my colleague, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], refer- 
ence to the bill which we haye under consideration will show 
that this act is purely amendatory of the act of March 8, 1902, 
which is deseribed in the title as an act temporarily to provide 
reyenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes, and 
we reserve the right in the act to make that legislation simply 
three years. 

Mr. PAYNE. We have that right anyway. 

Mr. MANN. I understand that to be the case, of course, and 
that this is the law now. But now if they bring in these ar- 
ticles they must pay the customs duty upon them, and here is a 
position which may mislead them 

Mr. PAYNE. No; the gentleman is wrong about that. It 
has been held that they do not have to pay our internal-revenue 
taxes when they bring them in here. 

Mr. MANN. But the customs duty? 

Mr. PAYNE. The internal revenue. 

Mr. MANN. But they pay the customs duty. They pay the 
customs duty. 

Mr. PAYNE. But they do not have to pay the internal 
revenue. 

Mr. MANN. They pay the customs duty and then the 
internal-revenue tax on it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I was of that opinion until I was brought up 
on it in the committee by a gentleman who stated differently. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman now say—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Under the present law they do not. 

Mr. MANN. Under the present law, if they bring a gallon 


of alcohol from the Philippine Islands, all they have to pay is 
the customs duty on that? 

Mr. PAYNE. That is right. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman is mistaken, In addition 
to that they are required to pay the internal-reyenue tax. The 
customs duty is practically nothing. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, we bad the opinion of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, and they do not exact that. 

Mr. MANN. I still think the gentleman is wrong. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
ZELL] has the same recollection. 

Mr. MANN. I have seen a whole committee under an im- 
pression and still seen them wrong. [Applause.] Because if 
that be the case we would all be in the Philippines manufactur- 
ing alcohol, because the cost of manufacture and the customs 
duty together would not amount to one-half the internal-revenue 
tax in this country, but now you propose to change—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken; the cost of 
the customs is larger than that of the internal revenue. 

Mr. MANN. I think the chairman of the committee is wrong 
about that. When alcohol is brought into this country—— 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to suggest to my friend it is so easily 
settled by looking at the law that we can not get closer than 
by-—— 

Mr. MANN. That is true, but, whatever may be the law, 
here is a proposition to change the customs duty. Now, if it is 
proposed to pay over internal-revenue taxes to these people, it 
seems to me that the only proper way to do is to make a time 
limitation, so that Congress at the end of the time, if it wishes 
to give this charity to these people again, can do so; but they 
will not have the right to feel they are entitled to it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I do not think we are going to have much 
trouble in their insisting upon their rights, I will say to the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. I have not been here as long as the gentleman 
from New York, but he has been here long enough to know that 
a law that is made as a charity is hard to change. Here is a 
case now. Because we gave the sugar raisers of Colorado and 
a few other States what they called a right, but what is partly a 
charity, they can not find language enough to denounce you now 
when you propose to insist upon some rights for the rest of the 
country. [Applause.] 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield, but I would remind my friend that I 
would like to bring this discussion to a close, as I have been on 
my feet for three hours and three-quarters already. 

Mr. LLOYD. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that Hawaii 
is seeking legislation at the present time to have all the customs 
duties turned over to the Hawaiian government? 


Mr. PAYNE. Oh, yes; and the gentleman knows there is no 


more prospect of their getting it than there is to get the balance 
in the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. LLOYD. I beg your pardon; I haye no such knowledge. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I think I know it. 

Mr. LLOYD. You may know more about it than I do, but I 
know such legislation is sought and is pressed with earnestness 
and with some degree of merit it would seem. These people 
down there claim at the present time we are taking all their 
revenues from them, and we are leaving them in an impover- 
ished condition, and they are unable under the present system 
to meet their present financial needs, and it is a very serious 
proposition to them, and so they are coming and demanding 
legislation. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think it is very serious when you tell 
them we are spending a great portion of it in appropriations, 
that we will soon be spending more for the benefit of the harbors 
of those islands, and that the Territories of the United States 
get no such appropriations from the Treasury because they 
have no harbors and they have to support their own govern- 
ment, and they have to have imported articles which are duty 
paid when they come into their territory. Hawaii has nothing 
to complain of. 

Mr. LLOYD. That does not relieve the situation, because 
we have information from what seems to be a reliable source 
that there will be no river and harbor bill probably during this 
session and probably not during this Congress, so that any needs 
they may have in that particular direction will not be granted by 
the Government, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, 
its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bill of the following title: 
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H. R. 99. An act to aid the Council City and Solomon River 
Railroad Company. 


PHILIPPINE TARIFF, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CLARK] does not like to go on to-night, and I do 
not feel like urging him. I have imposed myself so long upon 
the House that I think they are tired of me. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I do not expect to 
make a yery long speech, but I could not finish this side of 5 
o'clock, and I really would rather speak in the morning. I 
would take it as a great kindness if I could be allowed to do so. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, the committee has been so indulgent to 
me I do not insist upon going on now, and, therefore, Mr. Chair- 
man, I move that the committee rise. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OLMSTED, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that the 
committee had had under consideration House bill No. 3, the 
Philippine tariff bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


PORTO RICO. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

The Senate and House of Representatives: 


Referring to section 32 wf the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith an ordinance 
enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico on October 27, 1905, 
granting to the “Fajardo Development Company” the right to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a railway between the towns of Mameyes, 
Luguillo, Fajardo, Ceiba, and Naguabo, in the island of Porto Rico. 

Als franchise was approved by the President of the United States 
on December 11, 1905. 

Attention is invited to the accompanying report of the Secretary of 

tate. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tue Wuite House, January 4, 1906. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leayes of absence were granted as 
follows: 

To Mr. GREENE, for five days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. MARSHALL for four days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. SAMUEL, for six days, on account of death in family. 

To Mr. Hoaa, for thirty days, on account of serious illness in 
family. 

To Mr. Hxriux, for ten days, on account of illness in family. 

To Mr. BIRDSALL, for three days, on account of illness in 
family. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 
20 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting request for return of a copy of the findings filed by 
the court January 13, 1896, in case of William W. Myers, execu- 
tor of estate of James W. Myers, against The United States— 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of William W. Myers, executor of estate of James W. Myers, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Jesse W. Coleman, against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of J. D. Robinson, administrator of estate of Melchisedec Rob- 
inson, against The United States—to the Committee 6n War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Mitchell H. Butt, heir of estate of Thomas P. Butt, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 


transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Joseph Erving, against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the ease of 
William Stone, heir of estate of Mark Stone, against The United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting three peti- 
tions of residents of the Philippine Islands—to the Committees 
on Ways and Means and Insular Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, submit- 
ting a statement of expenditures for contingent ‘expenses for 
the period from July 1, 1904, to November 30, 1905—to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, recommending a release 
of its title to the property known as The Cuartel” to the city 
of Monterey, Cal.—to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a com- 
munication from the Quartermaster-General of the Army, a 
recommendation relating to the pay of Army officers stationed 
at Nagasaki, Japan—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the acting governor-general relating to the condi- 
tion of the sugar industry in the Philippine Islands—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, submitting a request rel- 
ative to an appropriation for the exposition at Milan, Italy—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and letter only ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting copies of 
cammunications from the Secretary of War recommending that 
Brig. Gen. William Crozier and Capt. Daniel T. Moore be per- 
mitted to accept decorations of the Legion of Honor—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, recommending legislation 
for allowances of mileage of retired officers of the Army when 
assigned to active duty—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Rouge 
River, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- 
mitting a statement of the expenditures of the Bureau of Fish- 
eries during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1905—to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and La- 
bor, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the governor of Hawaii submit- 
ting a supplemental estimate of appropriation for expenses of 
the legislative assembly of the Territory—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for investigating the 
values of black sands ia the United States—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Attorney-General submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for an additional messenger—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Chief of Division of Printing 
and stationery submitting a change of estimate for paper for 
checks and drafts—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for purchase of land at Cushings 
Island, Maine—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for fortifications in the insular 
possessions—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of the upper portion of Coan River, Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee oa Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
copy of the journals of the house of delegates of the first session 
of the third legislative assembly of Porto Rico—to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, a draft of a bill to authorize the sale of certain timber 
on the Menominee Indian Reservation—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, a draft of a bill for allowance of interest on proceeds 
of sale of Indian lands so far as they are the portion of minors— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriations for relief of persons injured 
by the explosion at Frankford Arsenal—to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed, except printed document. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting es- 
timates of appropriations required by the several departments 
of the Government to complete the service of the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1906, and for prior years—to the Committee en 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting a request 
that Rear-Admiral Charles D. Sigsbee, Capt. John M. Hawley, 
Commander Reginald F. Nicholson, Commander Alexander 
Sharp, and Lieut. Commander Harry George be permitted to 
accept the decoration of the Legion of Honor—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 4463) to amend section 2 of an act entitled “An act to 
provide for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of 
weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes,” reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 21); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4459) authorizing the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia to make regulations respecting the 
rights and privileges of the fish wharf, reported the same with- 
but amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 22) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ALLEN of Maine, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
58) to prevent the unlawful wearing of the badge or insignia of 
the Grand Army of the Republic or other soldier organizations, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 23) ; which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(II. R. 4461) to provide for the abatement of nuisances in the 
District of Columbia by the Commissioners of said District, and 
for other purposes, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 24) ; whieh said bill and reprot were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 127) 
authorizing the extension of Rhode Island avenue NE., reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report. (No. 
25) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 130) authorizing the extension of Kalo- 
rama road NW., reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 26); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 10062) appropriating 
the receipts from the sale of public lands in the State of Minne- 
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sota to the construction of drainage works for the reclamation 
of swamp and overflowed lands to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 10003) to amend sec- 
tion 4045 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. $ 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 10064) to amend section 11 of 
an act of Congress approved February 12, 1901, entitled “An 
act to provide for eliminating certain grade crossings on the 
line of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company,” and so 
forth—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 10065) for the estab- 
lishment of a commission to be known as the Confederate 
Memorial Commission, with three members, for the purpose of 
protecting, preserving, and beautifying the graves of Confederate 
soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 10066) to provide a drop- 
package system on rural free-delivery routes at a special re- 
duced rate of postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 10067) author- 
izing the disposition of surplus and allotted lands on the Yakima 
Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington, which can be 
irrigated under the act of Congress approved June 17, 1902, 
known as the reclamation act, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10068) authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Columbia River at or near Wenatchee, Wash.— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10069) to 
regulate the compensation of skilled mechanics employed in the 
Naval Gun Factory of the Washington Navy-Yard, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 10070) to further increase 
the efficiency of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10071) to provide for untaxed denaturized 
aleohol for industrial purposes—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 10072) for 
the regulation of the practice of medicine, surgery, and den- 
tistry in the district of Alaska—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10073) to establish a rifle range near 
American Lake, in Pierce County, State of Washington—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 10074) in relation to con- 
tracts with the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10075) to authorize the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to regulate the business of employment 
agents and employment agencies—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 10076) to provide 
for and levy an import duty on Egyptian and other long-staple 
cotton imported into the United States from foreign countries— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10077) to require the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to make monthly reports as to the long-staple cotton, pine- 
apple, and orange crops—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10078) to provide for the construction of 
public highways within the different States, and making appro- 
priations therefor—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10079) to establish a national military park 
and Branch Soldiers’ Home at the battlefield of Olustee, in the 
State of Florida—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10080) to provide for sittings of the United 
States circuit and district courts of the southern district of 
Florida at the city of Miami, in said district—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10081) to provide for sittings of the United 
States circuit and district courts of the southern district of 
Florida at the city of Liveoak, in said district—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 10082) for the purchase of 
a site and the erection thereon of a public building at Fremont, 
Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10083) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Marion, Ohio—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 10084) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Tiffin, Ohio—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 10085) for the erection of a 
Federal building for the United States courts and other Goy- 


ernment offices at Lake Charles, La.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10086) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Crowley, La.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 10087) for a survey of the 
present channel leading from the wharf at Biloxi, Miss., to Ship 
Island Harbor, Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10088) making an appropriation for dredg- 
ing a channel from Ship Island Harbor to Gulfport, Miss—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 10089) to increase pensions in 
certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 10090) providing for the 
importation in bond of materials for constructing, repairing, 
and equipping ships, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 10091) to 
amend the laws of the United States relative to the registra- 
tion of trade-marks—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 10092) authorizing 
the Secretary of Agriculture to make experiments to eradicate 
splenetic or southern fever ticks and to make appropriation 
therefor—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DAWES: A bill (H. R. 10093) for the repair and 
construction of chapels at permanent Army posts—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 10094) to provide for 
the erection of a public building at Maryville, Mo.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10095) making cer- 
tain changes in the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 10096) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to protect trade and commerce against un- 
lawful restraints and monopolies,” approved July 2, 1890—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 10097) to amend an act enti- 
tled “An act to regulate commerce "—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10098) to supplement and 
amend the act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved 
February 4, 1887, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 10099) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, 
and all acts amendatory thereof—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 10100) to provide 
for instruction in forestry in the colleges of agriculture and 
mechanic arts established under the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved July 2, 1862, and for experiments in for- 
estry in the agricultural experiment stations established under 
an act of Congress approved March 2, 1887—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10101) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to sell and convey to the State of Minne- 
sota a certain tract of land situated in the county of Dakota, 
State of Minnesota—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 10102) to amend 
section 100 of “An act to provide a government for the Territory 
of Hawaii ”—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10103) to refund to the Territory of 
Hawaii the amount expended in maintaining light-house service 
on its coasts from the time of the organization of the Territory 
until said light-house service was taken over by the Federal 
Government—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10104) to ratify and confirm the sale by 
the Territory of Hawaii of personal and movable property ceded 
and transferred to the United States by the republic of Hawaii— 
to the Committee on the ‘Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10105) to amend section 91 of “An act to 
provide a government for the Territory of Hawaii”—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10106) providing for the setting aside for 
governmental purposes of certain ground in Hilo, Hawali—to 
the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10107) for the relief of the occupants of 
certain Goyernment lands on the slopes of Punch Bowl, in the 
city of Honolulu, in the Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 10108) making Monterey 
and the city of Port Harford, Cal., each a subport of entry in 
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the customs collection district of San Francisco—to the Com- . 


mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 10109) creating 
the office of commissioner of mines, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: A bill (H. R. 10110) providing for an 
additional appropriation for the erection of a public building 
at Nevada, Mo.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 10111) to extend the 
time in which purchasers of land under the act of February 20, 
1904, entitled “An act to authorize the sale of a part of what 
is known as the Red Lake Indian Reservation, in the State of 
Minnesota,” may pay for the land purchased under said act—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 10112) providing for the erec- 
tion of an addition or extension to the post-office and court- 
house at Quincy, III.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 10113) amending section 
17, chapter 296, United States Statutes at Large, volume 14, so 
as to reduce mileage from 20 to 6 cents per mile—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 10114) to provide for the 
transportation of the President—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 10115) to establish a fish 
hatchery and fish-culture station in the State of Kansas—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 10116) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act for the relief 
and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Min- 
nesota,” approved January 14, 1889,” so as to create a State 
forest reserve, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 10117) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at San Francisco, Cal.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10118) making an appropriation for the 
erection of a permanent rostrum in the national cemetery at 
the Presidio, San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10119) making an appropriation and pro- 
viding for the construction of a United States revenue cutter 
for service in the harbor of San Francisco, State of California— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10120) making an appropriation for the 
improvement of the grounds within the Presidio Military Reser- 
vation, at San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 10121) to authorize the 
redemption of documentary and proprietary stamps—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10122) to establish a fish-hatching and 
fish station in the State of Minnesota—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10123) regulating the settlement of the 
accounts between the United States and the several States 
relative to the disposal of the public lands, and for other pur- 

es—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10124) granting to the State of Minnesota 
certain lands for forestry purposes—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 10125) for the erection 
of a public building at the city of Warrensburg, in the State 
of Missouri—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10126) for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Clinton, in the State of Missouri—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10127) to increase the efficiency of the 
Army by providing for promotion according to merit—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10128) to authorize the granting of pen- 
sions and the increase of pensions in extraordinary cases not 
now provided for—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 10129) to amend section 
5501 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 10130) to ex- 
tend Seventh and Franklin streets NE.—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. i i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10131) for the extension of Seventh street, 
Sixth street, and Franklin street NE., and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 10132) providing for the 
granting of additional lands to the State of Idaho for the pur- 
pose of aiding in the construction of the State capitol and the 
procuring of the grounds and accommodations necessary and 
incident thereto—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 10133) to provide for the 
annual pro rata distribution of the annuities of the Sac and 
Fox Indians of the Mississippi between the two branches of 
the tribe and to adjust the existing claims between the two 
branches as to said annuities—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 10134) to establish four per- 
manent military camp grounds in the States of Texas, Wis- 
consin, Pennsylvania, and California, and for the enlargement 
of the Chattanooga and Chickamauga National Park—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 10135) to pro- 
vide for an additional district judge for the northern district of 
California—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 10136) prohib- 
iting members of Congress from being employed in certain Fed- 
eral business—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 10137) to in- 
crease the salaries paid to the district court judges of the south- 
ern district of New York—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10138) to provide for the payment of cer- 
tain expenditures incident to the office of the President of the 
United States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10139) to regulate hours of service in the 
postal service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10140) to amend section 842 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 
By Mr. SHERMAN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 59) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior, in conjunction with the 
State of Texas, to determine and establish the boundary line be- 
tween the Choctaw Nation, Ind. T., and the State of Texas—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
60) proposing an amendment to the Constitution, relating to 
selection of inferior officers—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. MADDEN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 61) appro- 
priating money for the decoration of the new Federal building 
at Chicago, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 62) asking 
for estimates for the improvement of Aquia Creek, in Stafford 
County, Va., from Coal Landing to Whartons Landing—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McCALL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 63) for the 
neutralization of the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A concurrent resolution (H. C. 
Res. 13) providing for a survey of St. Lucie Inlet—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. z 
By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A resolution (H. Res. 122) for 
suryty of Port Sheldon, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A resolution (H. Res. 123) asking the 
Postmaster-General for certain information relative to trans- 
portation of mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BANNON: A bill (H. R. 10141) granting a pension to 
Eliza J. Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10142) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Bush—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGBE: A bill (H. R. 10143) granting an increase 
of pension to David D. Reese—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10144) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Wayman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10145) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Eveleth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10146) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus S. Clason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10147) for the correction of the nayal 
record of Samuel Charles Hampton—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 10148) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Spahr—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10149) granting an increase of pension to 
David Stonrock—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10150) granting a pension to John A. 
Richards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10151) granting an honorable discharge 
to J. C. Ponceler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 10152) granting certain 
lands to the city of Biloxi, in Harrison County, Miss., for park, 
cemetery, and hospital purposes—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 10153) for the relief of 
J. O. Johnson—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 10154) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David Harvey—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 10155) granting 
an increase of pension to Alexander Ludlun—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10156) granting an increase of pension to 
Ambrose L. Babcock—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 10157) for the 
relief of Alexander Gross—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10158) to authorize the President of the 
United States to appoint William F, de Niedman captain and 
quartermaster in the Army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 10159) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward O’Donnell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10160) granting a pension to Matthias 
Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10161) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin R. South—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10162) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Back—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10163) granting an increase of pension to 
John Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON (by request): A bill (H. R. 10164) granting 
a pension to Emma L. Beatty—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10165) granting an increase of pension to 
Ervin F. Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 10166) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth Morgan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 10167) granting a pension 
to Wilson S. Karr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10168) granting a pension to John Bon- 
homme—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10169) granting a pension to Sarah M. 
Gilkerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10170) granting a pension to David M. 
Burton—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10171) granting a pension to Jordan 
Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10172) granting a pension to Adolph 
Legout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10173) granting a pension to John H. Lock- 
hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 10174) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph H. Allen—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10175) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew A. Knight—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10176) granting a pension to Elizabeth P. 
Gates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10177) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Kohler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10178) granting a pension to Richard M. 
Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10179) granting a pension to Adolphus N. 
Pacetty—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10180) for the relief of C. W. Moffatt—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10181) granting 
an increase of pension to John Crew—to the Committee on 
Pensions, - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10182) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry G. Bickel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10183) granting a pension to Susan A. De 
Groodt—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10184) granting a pension to E. L. Fulker- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10185) granting a pension to Theodore 
Hengstenberg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 10186) granting 
a pension to Louisa Priewe—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 10187) granting an increase 
of pension to David Hawkins—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 10188) granting an increase 
of pension to James L. Conn—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. i 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 10189) granting 
a pension to Frances E. Truesdell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 10190) 
of pension to George F. White—to the 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10191) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Klinefelter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DB ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 10192) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alanson B. Thomas—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10193) granting 
a pension to James Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10194) granting an increase of pension to 
Leander Stocker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10195) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Jones—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10196) granting an increase of pension to 
Enoch Organ—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10197) granting an increase of pension to 
John Frazer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10198) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas M. Wilkey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10199) granting an increase of pension to 
William Neely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10200) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Boring—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 10201) granting a pension 
to Cyrenious M. Wykoff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10202) granting an increase of pension to 
Fredricka Sawyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10203) granting an increase of pension to 
Rufus Lucore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10204) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel T. Askey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10205) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph S. Showers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 10206) granting an increase 
of pension to Frank Gibbons—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10207) granting an increase of pension to 
Florence Mahoney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10208) granting an increase of pension to 
David P. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 10209) granting an increase of 
pension to John U. Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10210) granting an increase of pension to 
Christina Drick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 10211) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel C. White—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10212) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles M. Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10213) granting a pension to William F. 
Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 10214) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alice B. Moore—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10215) granting an increase of pension to 
Sophia M. Hutchins—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10216) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh Longstaff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10217) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Barnes—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10218) granting a pension to Melissa 
Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10219) granting a pension to George S. 
Boyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10220) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Henry Smith, alias Henry Schmidt— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 10221) granting a pension 
to Jane Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10222) granting an increase of pension to 
George Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10223) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos Sawyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10224) granting an increase of pension to 
David Bussey, alias George Brown—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10225) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan B. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 10226) to refund legacy 
taxes illegally collected from the estate of Theodore Berdell—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10227) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver P. Case—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10228) granting an increase of pension to 
John Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10229) granting a pension to Helen G. S. 
Gibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 10230) granting an increase 
of pension to Clark A. Winans—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 10231) for the relief of 
John F. Tyler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 10232) for the relief of Frank Harper—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10283) for the relief of John S. Logan—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10234) for the relief of Ellis W. Joy—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10285) granting a pension to William 
Acord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10236) granting a pension to Albert W. 
Vermillion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10237) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Stockton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10238) granting a pension to John T. 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10239) granting a pension to Sanford 
Rhoads—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10240) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Curnutt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10241) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph M. Parish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10242) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias Chute—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10243) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Runyan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10244) granting an increase of pension to 
Selman Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10245) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Callery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10246) granting an increase of pension to 
John Harrison—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10247) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10248) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Stillwaggon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10249) granting a pension to Michael 
Kuenstle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 10250) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Ephraim Marble—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10251) granting a pension to Sarah M. E. 
Hinman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 10252) 
granting a pension to Joseph J. Vincent—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 10253) granting 
an increase of pension to Edmund A. Locker—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10254) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10255) granting an increase of pension to 
David C. Clouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10256) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel D. Diehl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10257) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Deems—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 10258) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elias Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 10259) granting an increase of 
pension to Lewis M. Medlin—to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10260) granting an increase of pension to 
Pryor L. Draper—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10261) granting an increase of pension to 
James Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10262) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Shields—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10263) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas C. Blevins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10264) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander R. Long—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10265) for the relief of Susan J. Jones— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 10266) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Morris—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 10267) granting an increase 
of pension to David W. Farington—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10268) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther M. Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 10269) granting an increase of 
pension to Andrew Ricketts—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10270) to refund certain excess duties paid 
upon importations of absinthe and kirschwasser from Switz- 
erland between June 1, 1898, and December 5, 1898—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 10271) granting an increase 
of pension to Stephen G. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10272) granting an increase of pension to 
Marion Gunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10278) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10274) granting an increase of pension to 
William Tarlton—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 10275) to refund legacy 
taxes illegally collected from the estate of Julia A. Doane—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 10276) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles E. Weeks—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10277) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10278) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Dutton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10279) granting an increase of pension to 
W. W. Konkright—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOAR: A bill (H. R. 10280) granting an increase of 
pension to James Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10281) granting an increase of pension to 
Gustavus A. Dweeley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10282) granting a pension to Emma E. 
Goodwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 10283) granting a pension to 
Agnes Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10284) granting a pension to Robert J. 
Yeoman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10285) granting a pension to W. J. Grow— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10286) granting a pension to Alonzo L. 
Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10287) granting a pension to John M. 
Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10288) granting a pension to Fountain M. 
Fain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10289) granting a pension to Albert Bren- 
del—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10290) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh Crymble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10291) to correct the military record of 
H. Heckman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10292) granting to the town of Mancos, 
Colo., the right to enter certain lands—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 10293) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah F. Galbraith—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10294) to correct the military record of 
E. D. Judkins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 10295) granting an increase of 
pension to John H. Sutton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10296) granting an increase of pension to 
James Graham—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10297) granting an increase of pension to 
Nicholas Hercherberger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10298) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver C. Redic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10299) granting a pension to S. C. Long 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 10300) granting an increase of 
pension to George C. Sackett—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10301) granting an increase of pension to 
George N. Beymer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10302) for the relief of John H. Miller— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 10303) granting a pension to 
John Brodie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10304) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Daniel Kernan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 10305) to provide 
for the repayment of certain customs dues—to the Committee 
on Claims. 8 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 10306) authorizing the 
appointment of Capt. Theodore Frederick Kane, a captain on 
the retired list of the Navy, to be a rear-admiral on the retired 
list of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 10307) granting an increase of 
pension to Milton A. Saeger—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 10308) granting an increase 
of pension to Dillon F. Acker—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10309) granting an increase of pension to 
Maryett Adamy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 10310) for the relief of 
the beneficiaries under the will of John G. Winter, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY : A bill (H. R. 10311) for the relief of Charles 
Simmons—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10312) for the relief of Percival Perdue— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 10313) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert Mitchell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 10314) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Maurice F. Nason—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10315) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia M. Langdon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 10316) granting an increase of pension to 
M. Nelson Dickinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10317) granting an increase of pension to 
Clarissa A. Frederick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10318) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Hollett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10319) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey Deal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10320) for the relief of Daniel Mosher— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LILLEX of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 10321) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Patrick Hayes—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10322) granting an increase of pension to 
Edgar W. Calhoun—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10323) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick J. Donahue—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10324) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Elbridge G. Van Dyke—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10325) granting an increase of pension to 
C. Samson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10326) granting an increase of pension to 
Edmund Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10327) granting an increase of pension to 
Fisher Rosencrance—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10328) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Robacker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10329) granting an increase of pension to 
George L. Waltz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10330) granting an increase of pension to 
Miles Wall—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10331) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry A. Sampson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10332) granting an increase of pension to 
George N. Chaffee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10833) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10334) granting an increase of pension to 
Jason P. Carey—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10335) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 10336) granting a pension 
to Angelina Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 10337) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Fannie Morrison—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10338) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen McCudden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 10339) granting an 
increase of pension to John Caverly—to the Committee ou 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10340) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Bigelow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 10341) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10342) granting a pension to John C. 
Newell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10343) granting a pension to Harriet G. 
Rhokes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10344) granting a pension to Elbridge 
Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10345) granting a pension to Martha 
Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 10346) for the relief of 
Edwin Lee Jones—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10347) for the relief of Walter Wads- 
worth—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10348) for the relief of George T. Reeves— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10349) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
and John Hollis—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10350) for the relief of Christian Church 
of Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10851) in relation to Mexican war pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 10352) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah A. Boush—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10353) granting a pension to Thomas B. 
Dayis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 10354) granting an increase 
of pension to William M. Gift—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10355) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Erb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 10356) granting an increase 
of i Bees to Martin B. Doty—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10357) granting an increase of pension to 
Florian Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 10358) granting an in- 
crense of pension to Charles Dorin—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 10359) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sylvanus C. Small—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10360) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10361) to cor- 
rect the military record of Lewis Rankin—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10362) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Cheneworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCRBARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10363) 
for repayment of duty on refined sugar, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10364) granting 
an increase of pension to John P. Patterson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10365) granting a pension to Emeline T. 
Hayner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 10366) for the 
relief of John Coppinger—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 10367) granting an increase 
of pension to Richard H. Powell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10368) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Overmire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10369) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Quigley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10370) granting an increase of pension to 
Romanus Binkley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10371) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Wittenback—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10372) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Reiter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 10373) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Dayis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10374) granting an increase of pension to 
Lincoln A. Hamlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10375) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward F. Duke—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10376) granting an increase of pension to 
David A. Clowes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10377) granting an increase of pension to 
Vinton Myrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10378) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Peiper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10379) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel M. Kimes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10380) granting an increase of pension to 
William Raup—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10381) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederich Schroyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10882) granting an increase of pension to 
John Jeffers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10383) granting an increase of pension to 
Tillie M. Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10384) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Suiter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10385) granting an increase of pension to 
Barnett Burdick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10386) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Blount—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10387) for the relief of J. W. Patterson 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 10388) for the relief of 
Arthur Walsh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 10389) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Elisworth—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H, R. 10390) for the relief of Mrs. 
Octave Simoneaux, Henry Robertson (administrator), Platten- 
ville, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OLCOTT: A bill (H. R. 10391) for the relief of Ad- 
dison C. Fletcher—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 10392) granting a pension to 
Emma J. Coble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10393) granting an increase of pension to 
E. J. O’Donnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: A bill (H. R. 10394) granting an increase 
of pension to John Behymer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10395) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Cundiff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 10396) granting an increase 
of pension to John A. Malone—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10397) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Weber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 10398) granting an increase of 
pension to Catherine E. Heishley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10399) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. H. Sands—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10400) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Harrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 10401) granting an increase of 
pension to William T. Yount—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10402) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert H. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10403) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Odell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10404) granting an increase of pension to 
John Moules—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: A bill (H. R. 10405) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Abraham Resh—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10406) granting a pension to Anna J. Cot- 
tingham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCROGGY: A bill (H. R. 10407) granting a pension 
to James M. Nicely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10408) granting a pension to Anna E. Mid- 
dleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10409) granting a pension to Mary John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10410) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert D. Wall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10411) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel J. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10412) granting an increase of pension to 
Ophelia Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10413) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Barrett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10414) granting an increase of pension to 
Azubath Srofe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10415) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Engle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10416) granting an increase of pension to 
Dimmitt C. Elliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10417) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel E. Eckhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10418) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Thomas Reveal—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 10419) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to cancel trust patents of Louisa 
Phelix and Mary Louise Rolfa—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10420) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Bathrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: A bill (H. R. 10421) granting a pension 
to William Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10422) granting a pension to Thomas C. 
Clary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10423) granting a pension to William P. L. 
Kirby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10424) granting a pension to Smith Thomp- 
son—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10425) granting an increase of pension to 
Constantine P. Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10426) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan T. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10427) granting an increase of pension to 
Calyin C. Leaming—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10428) granting an increase of pension to 
Ephriam Pringle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10429) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Lamport—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10430) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Ledgerwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10431) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Kenisston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10432) granting an increase of pension to 
John E. Oyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10433) granting an increase of pension to 
Addison Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10484) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel F. King—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 10435) for the relief of 
Mrs. E. A. Magill—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10436) granting an 
increase of pension to John A. Ensminger—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10487) granting an increase of pension to 
Casper Yost—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10438) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Shirley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 10489) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Ann Gaunt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10440) granting an increase of pension to 
A. G. Sheppard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 10441) for the 
relief of Cornelius De Haas—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10442) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Shears—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10443) granting an increase of pension to 
Ann E. Gridley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10444) granting a pension to Hiram R. 
Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10445) granting a pension to Margaret 
Emmons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10446) granting a pension to Henry S. 
Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10447) granting a pension to Charles M. 
Bowen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 10448) granting an 
a of pension to George M. Frazer—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10449) granting an increase of pension to 
George B. D. Alexander—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10450) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas H. Ballard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10451) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert M. White—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10452) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard C. Daly—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 10453) for the relief of John 
H. Lohman—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 10454) granting a 
pension to Edward Ring—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10455) granting a pension to Francis M. 
Burke—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10456) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Edgemon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 10457) grant- 
ing a pension to Lizzie Bremner—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 10458) granting a pension to 
Adrian Norman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 10459) granting an 
increase of pension to Alta M. Westenhaver—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10460) granting an increase of pension to 
Adeline O’Brien—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10461) granting an increase of pension to 
Rachel C. Conner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10462) granting an increase of pension to 
E. B. MeMillan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10463) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Skeels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10464) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10465) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Grady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10466) to remove the charge of desertion 
against James W. Byrd—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10467) granting a pension to Mary Van 
York—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10468) granting a pension to Mary 
Duran—to the Committee on Pensions. a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10469) granting a pension to Martha 
Clark—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10470) granting a pension to Grace L, 
Finsterwald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10471) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Windsor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10472) granting an increase of pension to 
Addison M. Mansfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 10473) granting an increase 
of pension to John B. Gerard—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10474) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis F. Dayis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 10475) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of the estate of Isaac Johnson, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 10476) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles T. Hesler—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10477) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Babcock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10478) granting an increase of pension to 
William McGowan—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10479) granting a pension to Margarett 
Prescott—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10480) for the relief of certain settlers 
upon land within the indemnity limits of the present St. Paul, 
Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10481) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Handran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 10482) for the relief of 
the owner or owners of the barge Charlie—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 10483) granting a pen- 
sion to James A. Gallt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBBER: A bill (H. R. 10484) granting an increase 
of pension to Oscar Dunham—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10485) granting an increase of pension to 
David A. Banks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10486) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac C. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10487) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna M. Hueston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10488) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Sturges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10489) granting an increase of pension to 
John Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10490) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucius A. West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 10491) for 
the relief of the Stevens Institute of Technology, of Hoboken, 
N. J.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10492) granting permission to Frank W. 
Clarke to accept the decoration of Chevalier of the Legion of 
Honor, conferred upon him by the French Government—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 10493) referring to the 
Court of Claims the claim of the legal heirs of John Harper, 
deceased, to certain lands in the State of Virginia—to the Com- 
‘mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 10494) granting an increase 
of pension to Hannah C. Reese—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 10495) granting an increase 
of pension to Martin Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10496) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander M. Hurst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10497) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin Karney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2500) for the relief of Jesse H. Dickerson— 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3266) granting an increase of pension to J. J. 
Hunter—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3681) granting an increase of pension to Sanders 
M. Ingram—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4086) granting a pension to John R. Costen— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4150) granting an increase of pension to John 
C. MeGinis—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4368) granting a pension to James W. Perkins 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4375) for the relief of Mrs. Mollie Bissell— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 4604) for the relief of Jeptha B. Harrington— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 4634) for the relief of the widow and children 
of Daniel McDonnough, deceased—Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 4804) for the relief of William Spears—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 4959) granting a pension to Mary A. Barrand— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5025) granting an increase of pension to Her- 
bert C. Miller—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5154) granting a pension to Elmer E. Fred- 
erick—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. H. 5252) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Howard—Comunittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5417) granting an increase of pension to John 
J. Martin—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5456) for the relief of Walter Langley—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 5463) granting a pension to Sarah A. Harl— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


A bill (H. R. 5485) granting a pension to Horace D. Mann— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5502) for the relief of Thomas J. Benton—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5839) to correct the military record of and 
grant a pension to Gideon M. Burriss—Committee on Invalid 
3 discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

A bill (H. R. 6232) granting an increase of pension to Jack- 
son Holmes—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6527) granting an honorable discharge to Henry 
G. Breed—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 6634) granting a pension to Henry Ramey— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6668) granting a pension to Alfred L. Hudson— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6715) granting a pension to John M. Calloway 
and correct his military record—Committee on Invalid Pensions 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 6859) granting a pension to Eva B. Koch—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6895) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
T. Bishop—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7190) granting a pension to Frank Gillespie— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7234) granting a pension to Ulysses G. Powell— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7335) granting a pension to Marion Skinner— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7390) granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
than W. Barber—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7432) granting a pension to Emily A. Caven- 
der—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7665) granting an increase of pension to 
Wesley J. Banks—Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7802) granting an increase of pension to John 
F. Davis—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7983) granting an increase of pension to An- 
toinette A. Darnall—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8050) granting a pension to Felix Linsay— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8082) for the relief of Susanne P. Thorne— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8154) granting a pension to Charles C. How- 
ington—Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8382) for the relief of Frederick Gray—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 8477) granting an increase of pension to Fannie 
L. Edgerton—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9351) granting an increase of pension to Marie 
Graves Bonham—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 9593) granting a pension to C. M. Priddy— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9874) granting an increase of pension to John 
T. A. Galloway—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 494) granting a pension to Eley R. Kelly— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 820) grantmg a pension to Henry Spurgeon— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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A bill (H. R. 821) granting a pension to John Ward—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 831) for the relief of John E. Barrett—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1402) to restore to the pension roll the name of 
Andrew C. Smith—Committee on Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 1403) granting a pension to Sarah F. Arm- 
strong Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A pin (A. R. 1410) granting a pension to Eliza Peel—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 1687) granting an increase of pension to James 
C. Daley—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 1689) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam A. Bailor—Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2004) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Wilson—Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2108) granting a pension to Mattie Settlemier— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2149) granting a pension to William D. Hum- 
bard—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2341) granting a pension to Helen H. Hulbert— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2367) granting a pension to William L. Bev- 
erly—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2430) granting an increase of pension to Orrin 
J. Wells—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2648) granting an increase of pension to Louis 
H. Leland—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2684) granting a pension to Birdie M. Wedge— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 2713) granting a pension to Frances H. Brooke— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 2719) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Johnson—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2723) granting a pension to Laura W. Brown— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3453) granting an increase of pension to Theo- 
dore Reeves—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3454) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Heath Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3457) granting an increase of pension to Lau- 
rence Connelly—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3579) granting a pension to John R. C. Tucker 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3580) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Hub- 
bard—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (II. R. 3581) granting a pension to William F. Mon- 
day—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3807) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Stewart—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 4966) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
S. Dewey—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R, 4967) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
Holcomb— Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5062) granting a pension to Eli Tippett—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 


A bill (H. R. 5141) granting an increase of pension to Orrin 
J. Wells—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 5172) granting an increase of pension to Milton 
Strattan—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (II. R. 5262) granting a pension to George Heishman— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5580) granting a pension to Perry Abbett—Coin- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5833) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Heasty, alias Francis Heastings—Committee on Pensions dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6347) granting an increase of pension to Silas 
W. Harris—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7167) granting a pension to Christian Hederer— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill. (II. R. 7192) granting a pension to Mary A. Johns 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7657) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
B. Malone—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7970) granting an increase of pension to Walter 
Lynn—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 8069) granting a pension to Sarah E. Tripp— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8225) granting an increase of pension to Syl- 
vester G. Hunter—Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8489) granting a pension to Andrew J. Mc- 
Whirter—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. x 

A bill (H. R. 9074) granting an increase of pension to Abra- 
ham E. Pierson—Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9146) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
A. Jones—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9370) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Duffey—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 9431) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Hubbs—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9468) granting a pension to Henry Lawless— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9469) granting a pension to James Caudill— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9470) granting a pension to Daniel J. Shoe- 
maker—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9671) granting an increase of pension to Carrie 
M. Hickman—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2809) for the relief of Edward J. Krueger— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3277) for the relief of John A. Harbour—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

A bill (H. R. 3515) for the relief of William R. Peach—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

A bill (H. R. 3522) for the relief of James H. Shannon—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 9955) granting a pension to James W. Baker— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9027) to correct the military record of Corwin 
M. Holt—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 9148) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
am H. K. Southard—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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A bill (H. R. 9276) granting a pension to Mary O’Hare—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the Brazier Automobile 
Works, of Philadelphia; the Sheldon Novelty Works, of Kanka- 
kee, III.; Levenson & Zenitz, of Baltimore, Md., and the Kellogg 
Switchboard and Supply Company, of Chicago, urging the pas- 
sage of House bill 7079—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for pensioning John Baker—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, proposed bill for increasing the efficiency of the militia, 
to be introduced in Congress, approved by the Interstate Na- 
tional Guard Association in convention at St. Paul, June, 1905— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Benjamin R. 
South—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mathias Reed— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Edward O Don- 
nell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Kellogg Switchboard and Supply Com- 
pany, of Chicago, for favorable consideration of bill H. R. 
7079—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Spokane Chamber of Commerce, favoring 
President’s stand relative to railway rates—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Baptist, Methodist, Presbyterian, and 
Roman Catholic churches; the Reformed Presbyterian Church 
of Blanchard, Iowa; St. Matthew’s Episcopal Church, St. John's 
Lutheran Church, and the First Baptist Church, of Homestead, 
Pa., for a constitutional amendment abolishing polygamy—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Cincinnati Liye Stock Commission and 
the Merchants’ Association, sustaining the President of the 
United States relative to control of freight rates—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Manufacturers’ Association of Seattle, 
favoring the President’s stand relative to freight rates—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, 
favoring the President’s stand relative to freight rates—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Farmers’ Club of Northampton, Bucks 
County, Pa., and the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Richard, Bucks County, Pa., for an amendment to the Consti- 
tution abolishing polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Clifton (Ariz.) mass meeting, December 20, 
1905, against joint statehood of Arizona and New Mexico—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the Brotherhood of Railway Freight and 
Baggage Men of America, against the Esch-Townsend bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the Fair- 
mount Park Art Association, favoring placing works of art on 
free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: Petition of the F. D. Warner Coun- 
cil, Order of United American Mechanics, of Westbrook, Me., 
for restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Ayer, Houston & Co., of Portland, Me., for 
action on the bill (H. R. 7079) for removal of internal-revenue 
tax on domestic alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Old Orchard, Me., that sale of liquors in all buildings, ships, 
and premises used by the United States Government be pro- 
hibited—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Old Orchard, Me., for a Sunday law in the District of Co- 
lumbia such as exists in our various States—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. A 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Old Orchard, Me., for the Hepburn bill with the brewers’ 
amendment canceled—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: Petition of the local union 
of the Brotherhood of Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers 
of America of Lynn, Mass., relative to wood alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 8773) 
granting an increase of pension to William H. Joslin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. BENNET of New York: Paper to accompany bill for 
paer of Theodore H. Northrup—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Annie Rohr—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of Wiliam Penn Council, 
No. 64, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring 
restoration of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the City Park Association, against spoliation 
of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Pittsburg Supply Company, for 1-cent 
letter postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oa 

Also, petition of the Civic Club of Philadelphia, for preserva- 
tion of Niagara F'alls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of R. M. Blackwood, pastor of the United Pres- 
byterian Church of Caraopolis, Pa., for an amendment to the 
Constitution against polygamy—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the General Synod of the Reformed Church 
in America, of Raritan, N. J., relative to the status of the Mor- 
mon Church members in Congress—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Pennsylvania and Caraopolis 
Lodge, No. 260, Knights of Pythias, favoring restriction of im- 
Peo the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 

on. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of Wagstaff Lodge, Inde- 
pendent Order of Odd Fellows, of Miami County, Kans., to re- 
strict immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Pittsburg 
Supply Company, for 1-cent letter postage—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Joseph Fisher and A. H. Jones, for passage of 
the Penrose and Dalzell bills relative to ex-prisoners of war—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Saratoga Council, No. 262, of Pennsylvania, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the General Synod of the Reformed Church 
of America, relative to status of members of the Mormon Church 
in Congress—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Anchor Sanitary Company, of Pittsburg, 
Pa., for 1-cent postage on letters—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. ` 

Also, petition of Local Union No. 1186, United Brotherhood of 
Carpenters of America, favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Harris Pump and Supply Company, for 
1-cent postage on letters—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. j 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of citizens of Maine, for a 
ee law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: Petition of the Winton Motor Car- 
riage Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, favoring removal of the 
internal-revenue tax from alcohol used in the arts—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of the Moreau Gas Fixture Manufacturing 
Company, A. L. Mayer, the Electrical Repair and Construction 
Company, and W. C. Stafford, of Cleveland, Ohio, favoring re- 
moyal of the internal-reyenue tax from alcohol used in the 
arts—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Gas Fixtures and Brass Company, of 
Cleveland, Ohio, favoring removal of the internal-revenue tax 
from alcohol used in the arts—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, resolution of Cleveland (Ohio) Council, No. 55, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, petition of A. G. Holmes and 35 other citizens of Cleve- 
land, Ohio, favoring establishment of a parcels post—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 15 citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, favoring free 
hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Delaware 
County Woman's Suffrage Association, against commercial spo- 
liation of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of Washington Camp, No. 281, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
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By Mr. CANDLER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Elizabeth Morgan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of J. W. White, ad- 
ministrator of estate of Jonathan White—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Robert D. Hig- 
don—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Elizabeth Park- 
berry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Resolution of Roger Williams Council, No. 
8, Order United American Mechanics, of Woonsocket, R. I., for 
the further restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of the Rhode Island Poultry Association, 
urging the passage of bills H. R. 285 and 286, relating to the 
gypsy and brown-tail moths—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Rhode Island State Grange, in favor of 
the passage of bills H. R. 285, 286, and 345—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Rhode Island Poultry Association and 
the Agricultural Federation of Rhode Island, indorsing the 
Adams bill for increasing the appropriations for experiment 
stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. f 

Also, remonstrance of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 94, of Paw- 
tucket, R. I., against the passage of bill H. R. 3—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Rhode Island Poultry Association, in 
favor of placing basic slag on the free list—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. ; 

Also, papers in support of bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Ervin F. Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the board of managers of the Rhode Island 
College of Agriculture and Mechanic Arts, in favor of placing 
basic-slag meal on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Rhode Island Business Men’s Associa- 
tion, protesting against the repeal of the bankruptcy act—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, letter of Mrs. Cornelia J. Chadwick, relative to chang- 
ing date for the inauguration of the President of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHANEY: Petition of citizens of Indiana, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Wilson S. Karr— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of the J. J. Jermyn Foot and Thread 
Company, urging passage of the postal law providing for two 
classes of mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of W. B. Alvord, locomotive engineer, against 
the Esch-Townsend bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Civic Club of Philadelphia and the City 
Park Association of Philadelphia against spoliation of Niagara 
Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of M. D. Collins, general manager of the 
Maloney Oil and Manufacturing Company, of Scranton, Pa., 
against granting fixing of railway rates to the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of J. H. Reichert, of Scranton, Pa., against 
repeal of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 436, of Olyphant, 
Pa., against bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Electric Commandery, No. 177, Knights of 
Malta, of Scranton, Pa., favoring restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Scranton Bedding Company, favoring 
bill H. R. 7079, for removal of tax on alcohol rendered unfit for 
a beverage—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William F. Zehnder, of Scranton, Pa., against 
the Interstate Commerce Commission having control of railway 
rates—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Patriotic Council, No. 322, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Scranton, Pa., favoring restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Retail Merchants’ Association of Scran- 
ton, Pa., for passage of bill H. R. 13778, for increase of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission’s power over railway rates— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Colonel T. D. Lewis Council, No. 1015, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Scranton, Pa., favoring 
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restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Dunmore Lodge, No. 382, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, of Scranton, Pa., for passage of bill H. R. 
7041—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Philadelphia Council, No. 196, Knights of 
Columbus, for a statue to Commodore Barry—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Also, petition of the Clark & Snover Company, of Scranton, 
Pa., against granting power to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission over railway rates—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Master Printers’ Association of Scranton, 
Pa., against the Post-Office Department furnishing envelopes at 
nearly cost to the people—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 439, of Carbondale, 
Pa., against bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of L. V. Decker and 22 other citizens of Scran- 
ton, Pa., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Camp No. 178, Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, of Scranton, Pa., favoring restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Phoenix and Maricopa County Board of 
Trade, against joint statehood for Arizona and New Mexico—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Fayette E. Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Albert Sriver (H. R. 3369)—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ; 

By Mr. ESCH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry. 
G. MeDougall—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FIELD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of William 
Holland—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLACK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Charles 
M. Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Smith Vaughn—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Samuel C. White— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOOD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil- 
liam S. Henderson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John A. Smith— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: Petition of Council No. 97, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Hope, N. J., favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of Hudelson, Johnson & Co., 
against a parcels post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: Petition of Charles Schreiber—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 99, 
of Ottawa, IIL, against reduction of the tariff on cigars manu- 
factured in the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Clark A. Winans— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Trans-Mississippi Commercial Congress, 
for improvement of Columbia River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Jacob Baker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
W. H. Stovall, of Obion County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William H. Lan- 
arum, of Gibson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of G. F. Brooks, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of Thomas Brooks, of Gibson County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs of Araminta 
coe of Weakley County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of A. Enochs, heir 
of A. Enochs, of Dyer County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Indiana: Petition of town health offi- 
cers of Indiana, 160 in number, urging passage of the Heyburn 
pure-food bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Auburn Automobile Company and the 
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Elkhart Carriage Company, for the passage of bill H. R. TO79— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Resolution of the Parents’ Auxiliary 
Association, Public School No. 33, Borough of the Bronx, New 
York City, favoring the metric system—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Law League of America, 
New York City, favoring extension of the bankruptcy law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the General Synod of the 
Reformed Church in America, against admittance to Congress 
of members of the Mormon Church—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the United Presbyterian Church of Home- 
stead, Pa., for a constitutional amendment against polygamy— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of 
Sewickley, Pa.—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Third United Presbyterian Church of 
Allegheny, Pa., for an amendment prohibiting polygamy—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, petition of the Pittsburg Supply Company, favoring 
1-cent letter postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of James B. Church, jr., of 
Tiverton, R. I., for a safe harbor at Delaware Breakwater—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the park commissioners of the city of Provi- 
dence and the Rhode Island Poultry Association, of Providence, 
for an appropriation to suppress the gypsy and brown-tail 
moth—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Current Topic Club of Newport, R. I. 
for a model child-labor law in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Business Men’s Association of Providence, 
R. I., against repeal of the bankruptcy law—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Charity Organization Society of Newport, 
R. I., for a model child-labor law in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Agricultural Federation of Rhode Island, 
for increase of appropriation for agricultural experiment sta- 
tion—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. Midwood’s Sons, of Providence, R. I., for 
two classes of mail matter only—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the board of managers of the Rhode Island 
College of Agriculture and Mechanic Arts, favoring placing 
basic-slag meal on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Providence Stereotypers Union, No. 53, fa- 
voring Chinese-exelusion laws—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of citizens of Perry County, 
and Nelsonville, Ohio, and Brotherhood of Railway Carmen, 
No. 396, of Chillicothe, Ohio, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of James A. Garfield Lodge, No. 131, Knights 
of Pythias, of Corning, Ohio, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Petition to accompany Dill for relief of 
William H. Morris—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Andrew 
Ricketts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By- Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
H. W. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of the United Presbyterian 
Church of College Springs, Iowa, for an amendment to the 
5 abolishing polygamy—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of William J. Ham- 
bridge and others, concerning immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of H. G. Buehler and others, for the preserva- 
tion of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Resolution of Rawlins Post, No. 35, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Nebraska, commending intro- 
duction of bill H. R. 1724—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOAR: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Gus- 
tavus R. Dwellay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James Spencer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Emma E. Good- 
win, widow of Francis E. Goodwin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 1053) 
for the improvement of Caney Fork River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petition of the Manufacturers 
and Merchants’ Association of Utah, favoring the President's 
railway-rate ideas—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HUFF: Papers to accompany bill to increase pension 
of Lieut. John H. Sutton—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of James Graham— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Nicholas Hersch- 
berger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to aceompany bill for relief of Oliver C. Redic— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Rev. S. C. Long 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNT: Petition of citizens of Alaska, requesting 
legislation—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, resolution of the Missouri and Southern Branch of the 
German-American National Alliance, requesting that a liberal 
commercial reciprocity treaty be concluded with Germany as 
soon as possible—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of 150 citizens of the Eleventh 
Congressional district of Wisconsin, against any reduction of 
the tariff on sugar from the Philippine Islands—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Ojibwa Tribe, No. 5, Improved Order of 
Red Men, of Superior, Wis., favoring restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of 62 citizens of the Eleventh: district of Wis- 
consin, against the Philippine tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of a committee of the board of direct- 
ors of the Veterans’ Home of California, situated at Yount- 
ville, in favor of establishing said Home as a national soldiers’ 
home—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the California Water and’ Forest Associ- 
ation, relative to the destruction of the forest trees and brush 
in San Bernardino Mountain Range; also, relative to expendi- 
ture of income from forest reserves and for the repeal of that 
which excepts California from advertising of forest reserve 
timber sales; also, for the enactment of a law giving the Prési- 
dent authority for the protection of wild animals and birds in 
the forest reserves of the United States—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the Bar Association of San Francisco, Cal., 
favoring the appointment of an additional district judge for the 
porten district of California—to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

Also, resolutions of Merchants” Association of San Francisco, 
Cal., and the Association for the Improvement and Adornment 
of San Francisco, in favor of an appropriation for the improvc- 
ment of the military reservation at San Francisco, Cal.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Merchants’ Association of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., against the destruction of Niagara Falls—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Merchants’ Exchange of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal, relative to Chinese boycott—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, regarding the appointment of commercial attachés to 
promote American industries abroad—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the San Francisco (Cal.) Chamber of 
Commerce, in favor of the creation of a Federal judicial cir- 
cuit court in the Orient—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., asking that full consideration and protection be 
given the dried-fruit industry of California in any commercial 
agreement which may be made with the German Empire—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, 
requesting that steps be taken to have the regulation now in 
force in Germany respecting the admission of dried fruit into 
that country altered—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal, in favor of the proper recognition of the Milan 
exposition by the Congress of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 
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cisco, Cal., relative to the removal of visible and hidden rocks 
in the harbor and bay of San Francisco and the approaches 
thereto, which are menaces to navigation—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry 
Jacques—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Dillon F. Acker— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of J. B. Van Petten— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Maryett Adamy—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of Robert Purcell— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Petition of the San Francisco Cham- 
ber of Commerce, for proper recognition by Congress of the 
Milan exposition—to the Committee on Industrial Arts and 
Expositions. 

Also, petition of the Pomona Board of Trade, favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Pomona Board of Trade, favoring in- 
creased power of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Redlands, 
Cal., favoring game refuges and breeding grounds in national 
forest reserves—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, 
urging the increased allowance of sulphurous acid in dried 
fruits imported into Germany—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, 
favoring creation of a Federal judicial court—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, 
favoring appointment of special agents for the promotion of 
American commerce abroad to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Pomona Board of Trade, for game 
refuges and breeding grounds in the forest reserves of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, 
relative to a commercial treaty with Germany relative to the 
dried-fruit industry—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of the Oskaloosa Commercial Club, 
against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition asking legislation to prevent excessive hours of 
labor of locomotive engineers—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Ottumwa Subdivision, No. 643, Brotherhood 
of Locomotive Engineers, against anyone acting as engineer 
not experienced as a fireman—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of Red Lion Council, No. 125, 
Order United American Mechanics, urging the further restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of residents of Red Lion, Pa., urging the fur- 
ther restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
ton and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the cigar manufacturers and leat tobacco 
merchants of York, Pa., protesting against a reduction of the 
tariff on tobacco, manufactured and unmanufactured, imported 
from the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition of citizens of Richmond and Hen- 
rico County, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: Papers to accompany bill 
for relief of E. W. Calhoun—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany case of P. J. Donoghue—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Patrick Hayes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Harvey Deal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of M. Nelson Dickin- 
son—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Julia M. Lang- 
don—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Andrew Carroll— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Resolution of the 25,000 Club, of Van Buren, 


Ark., for bill to build bridge over Arkansas River—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition of sundry citizens of Georgia, 
favoring reimbursement for a temple destroyed during the 
war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Emeline Evins— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Massachusetts Commandery of 
the Naval Order of the United States, against destruction of the 
frigate Constitution—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHON: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of Wil- 
liam M. Gift—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Jacob Erb—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of Black Hills Mining Men’s As- 
sociation—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Mary A. Barrand—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of John Cappinger, of Monroe County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of E. P. Gibson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Gideon M. Bur- 
ris—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Samantha 
Schrimpsher—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Gabriel P. Keith— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John E. Parleton— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Resolution of the Indiana Bitu- 
minous Coal Operators’ Association, relative to railroad-rate 
legislation—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merece. 

Also, petition of the State board of health of Indiana, in favor 
of the Heyburn pure-food bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of E. C. Atkins & Co., in favor of bill H. R. 
7079—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Enterprise Foundry and Fence Company, 
in favor of bilr H. R. 7079—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

Also, petition of the W. D. Allison Company, in favor of bill 
H. R. 7079—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Clark & Roberts Company, of Indianap- 
olis, Ind., in favor of bill H. R. T0T9—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Atlas Engine Works, in favor of bill 
H. R. 7079—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Arrius Court, No. 5, Tribe of Ben Hur, of 
Indianapolis, Ind., for restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Petition of William Few, Margaret 
Brown, James Flack, William J. Armstrong, and George B. 
Nevills—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs of Andrew L. 
Grimes, late of Wayne County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of T. J. O’Bar, heir of 
William O'Bar—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of A. A. Ezell, heir of 
Caroline Ezell, afterwards Bailey, deceased, late of Giles 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PALMER: Petition of the Master Printers’ Associa- 
tion of Scranton, Pa., relative to printing Government en- 
velopes—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of the United Charities of Hazelton, Pa., and 
Pleasant Hill Council, No. 390, of Pennsylvania, favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Trades League of Philadelphia, for a law 
to admit to the United States Chinese travelers and visitors 
not of the cooly class—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of J. W. Owens and others, of Plymouth, Pa., 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Scranton (Pa.) Division, Order of Railroad 
Telegraphers, against the Esch-Townsend bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of William Walters and others; Odd Fellows’ 
Lodge, No. 180, of Shickshinny; Lackawana Tribe, No. 110, 
Improved Order of Red Men, of Plymouth; Councils Nos. 161, 
282, and 43, of Wilkesbarre; Council No. 967, of Courtdale: 
Council No. 549, of Wanamie, and Council No. 307, of Glen 
Lyon, Junior Order United American Mechanics, all in Penn- 
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sylyania, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee 


on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Subdivision No. 673, Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers, of Pittston, Pa—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: Petition of the Cigar 
Makers’ Union of America against reduction of the duty on 
uae from the Philippines—to the Committee on Ways and 


enns. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Papers to a resolution for relief 
of William R. Payne—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Stephen Cundiff—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RIVES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Jacob 
P. Mountz—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Jared 
nec a Loudoun County, Va.—to the Committee on War 

laims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Catherine E. 
Heishley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of citizens of Virginia, for an appropriation to 
improve navigation of Aquia Creek—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petitions of the American Humane Edu- 
cation Society and the Massachusetts Society for the Prevention 
of Cruelty to Animals, against any alteration of transportation 
law relative to live stock—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RUCKER: Petition of John L. Beveridge and others, 
for a volunteer retired list for volunteer generals of the Army 
of the United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Paper to accompany bill (H. R. 2270) to grant 
an increase of pension to John Lehn—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill (H. R. 2262) to grant ‘perenne 
of pension to John Seymour—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Resolution of Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers, No. 259, of Easton, Pa., protesting against 
the Esch-Townsend bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Central Labor Union, of Easton, Pa., 
protesting against the employment of Chinese and Koreans on 
the isthmian canal—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of George B. Datsman and 25 others; the 
Japanese and Korean Exclusion League of San Francisco, Cal. ; 
the National Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of Jamestown, Ohio; Cherry Council, No. 243, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Cherryville, Pa., and Stroh 
Council, No. 731, of Weissport, Pa., favoring extension of immi- 
gration law—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, petition of Drake & Co., of Easton, Pa.; J. A. Eberto & 
Co., of Bethlehem, Pa.; the Knickerbocker Brace Company, of 
Easton, Pa.; Bush & Bull, of Easton, Pa.; C. K. Williams & Co.; 
F. S. Bixbee * Co.; Moger Brothers, and R. & H. Simon, of Easton, 
Pa.; the Bethlehem Foundry and Machine Company, Weston 
Dodson & Co., and Fechter & Martin, of Bethlehem, Pa., favoring 
the parcels post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, letter inclosing resolutions relating to visiting Chinese 
students to the United States—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of citizens of Kansas, for survey 
of the Neosho River—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Kansas, favoring restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Local Union 
of Joplin, Mo., urging defeat of bill H. R. 3, for a reduction 
of tariff on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resoluton of citizens of Missouri, urging passage of a 
bill to restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Robert Bothrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition and affidavit of Elizabeth A. 
Magill, for Indian depredations—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of the Century Fur- 
niture Company, of Grand Rapids, Mich., in favor of bill H. R. 
7079—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Widdicomb Furniture Company, of Grand 
Rapids, Mich., in favor of bill H. R. 7079 - to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Zeeland Furniture Manufacturing Com- 
pany, the Star Furniture Company, and the Wolverine Spe- 


clalty Company, of Zeeland, Mich., in favor of bill H. R. 7079 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Hart Mirror Plate Company, of Grand 
Rapids, Mich., in favor of bill H. R. T079—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Wolverine Motor Works, of Grand 
Rapids, Mich., in favor of bill (H. R. 7079) for removal of tax 
on alcohol used in the arts—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: Protest of the Arizona Miners’ 
Association and the Arizona Cattle Growers’ Association, 
5 the joint statehood bill to the Committee on the Ter- 

tories. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of Local Union No. 944 
and Local Union No. 986, of Herrin, Ill., United Mine Workers 
of America, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of the Cigar Makers’ Union of 
Ansonia, Conn., against the Philippine tariff bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of several divisions of Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers, employed on New York, New Haven and 
Hartford Railroad, against the Esch-Townsend bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of manufacturers of the Second district of Con- 
necticut, favoring passage of bill H. R. T079—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Lizzie Bremmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of the North St. Paul Casket Company, for re- 
moval of revenue tax on domestic alcohol—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the American Alliance of Minnesota, for 
ratification of a favorable commercial treaty with the German 
Empire—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Rev. C. H. Knight, of Goshen, 
N. Y., against the Army canteen—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of Simon Kraussman & Co., the Central Fed- 
erated Union, and the Manhattan Island Cigar Factory, against 
bill H. R. 3, relative to the Philippine tariff—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Lewis F. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Elizabeth Moore— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John B. Gerard— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Henry Good—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Fray, January 6, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 
PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Commitee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of House bill No. 3, to 
amend an act entitled “An act temporarily to provide revenue 
for the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 8, 1902. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from New 
York permit me to move to discharge the Committee on Im- 
migration from the consideration of a privileged resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask that the same be now 
adopted? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Payne] yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not yield. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, it will only take a minute or so 
to do this. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand that it is a resolution reported 
adversely by the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is mistaken. It 
is not that resolution. This resolution I now ask to have con- 
sidered is a privileged inquiry calling on the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor to send to this House copies of three reports 
heretofore made by Special Immigrant Inspector Marcus Braun, 
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of New York City, in 1904 and 1905, regarding immigration be- 
tween Austria-Hungary and the United States. 

Mr. PAYNE. Has it been reported by any committee? 

Mr. SULZER. This resolution is now privileged under -the 
rules, because it was introduced more than a week ago, and 
the committee has not reported it or acted upon it. It was 
introduced by me on the 13th day of December. 

Mr. DALZELL. What committee? 

Mr. SULZER. The Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think I will insist on my motion. 

Mr. SULZER. Very well, I will call it up again. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Payne] declines to yield. The question is on the motion that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of House bill No. 3. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. OLMSTED in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the bill H. R. 3—the Philippine tariff bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, we all listened yes- 
terday with a great deal of interest, pleasure, and instruction 
to the very elaborate speech of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Payne], chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means. 
If I were certain that every Member of the House had either 
heard that speech or had read it, I would feel that any remarks 
at all explaining this Philippine tariff bill would be superfiuous. 
Since this House developed from a deliberative assembly into a 
business body, what the Members want is facts more than rhe- 
toric. That speech of the chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee was replete from end to end with instructive facts. 
Shakespeare says: 

To gild refined gold, to paint the lily, 

To throw a ume on the violet, 

To smooth the ice, or add another hue 

Unto the rainbow, or with bg ein gh 

To seek the beauteous eye of heaven to garnish, 
Is wasteful and ridiculous excess. 

I say in perfect soberness that so far as information is con- 
cerned in favor of the bill it is almost impossible to improve it. 
In thinking of his speech I am reminded of the incident wherein 
a man offered a prize to two negroes, each one to name the three 
best things on earth to eat. They went into the contest, and the 
first one named“ Watermelons, possum, and sweet potatoes.” 
The other one said: “ Gosh, boss, I won’t play, ’cause he has 
named all there is.” [Laughter.] 

But for fear some Member did not hear or read it, I shall 
state a few pertinent facts here to-day. 

There has been a vast amount of talk about the productive 
capacity of the Philippine Islands; also about their area. I 
will confess I never was more astonished in my life, except 
when a Republican beat me for Congress in 1894 [laughter], 
than I was when I found out bow small the area of the Philip- 
pine Islands really is. Probably every Member of the House 
that has not investigated the matter will be surprised. Accord- 
ing to the figures of the Philippine agricultural bureau, the total 
area of the archipelago is 73,000,000 acres, of which 50,000,000 
are forests and mountain lands practically worthless for agricul- 
tural purposes, and of the remaining 23,000,000 only 3,200,000 
acres are cultivated in crops, as follows: Sugar, 180,000; rice, 
1,600,000 ; tobacco, 80,000; sweet potatoes, 60,000; plantains, 
85,000; hemp, 550,000; cocoanuts, 375,000; corn, 267,000. 

In this country we are in the habit of talking about square 
miles instead of acres. The area of the Philippine Islands is 
78.1283 square miles only. The State of Missouri contains 
69,415 square miles. The ground that can be cultivated, accord- 
ing to the most liberal estimate, in the Philippine Islands is 
35,937} square miles, just about the size of that portion of the 
State of Missouri south of the Missouri River. 

The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL], who is an expert 
in figures, says that there never have been cultivated more than 
12 per cent of the Japanese islands. Twelve per cent of this 
Philippine cultivation, if it can be done, will be 12 per cent of 
35,000 square miles, which makes a piece of land just about the 
size of six good counties in Indiana or Missouri. You could 
easily place the entire 78,1283 square miles in the Congressional 
district of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS]. In the 
light of cold facts, to these pigmy proportions shrinks our 
oriental empire, which has cost so much and about which certain 
misguided enthusiasts have boasted so extravagantly. 

In the beginning of these remarks I wish to state what the 
Democratic position is. The majority of the Republicans of 
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the Ways and Means Committee, under the lead of the chairman, 
who introduced the bill, propose to reduce the Dingley tariff 
rates on tobacco and sugar imported into the United States 
from the Philippine Islands—wholly the product thereof, from 
75 per cent, where they now stand, to 25 per cent of the same, 
and we are to have the same provision for our products into the 
Philippine Islands until the 11th day of April, 1909. That is 
the day of the expiration of the treaty with Spain. But after 
the 11th of April, 1909, the Ways and Means Committee bill, 
the majority bill, provides there shall be free trade with those 
islands. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wimt1ams], the 
Democratic leader and ranking Democratic member of the Ways 
and Means Committee, introduced a substitute providing for 
immediate free trade with the Philippine Islands. I do not 
think I am violating any of the secrets of the committee when 
I say that that substitute was voted down. Then we yoted 
against reporting this bill simply because they would not vote 
for our substitute. We filed a minority report, a very short 
one, of which I will read every word, and which seems to cover 
the entire subject: 


The undersigned members of the minority of the committee believe 
that the anomalous and preposterous status of the Philippine Islands, 
by which they are treated as American territory for certain purposes 
and as foreign or semiforeign territory for certain other pu can 
not be long maintained and should be immediately 8 

At present, according to the whim of Congress or the Executive, they 
are considered as American or foreign, or as both American and foreign, 
or as neither American nor foreign. 

In justice to both the Filipinos and ourselves they should be consid- 
ered as altogether American or altogether foreign. 

long as we retain them we favor the establishment and mainte- 
nance of free trade betwixt them and the United States. 

The party, which we in part represent, desires to get rid of them at 
the earliest practicable moment, and we welcome the dissatisfaction of 
the hitherto legislatively favored classes, fro wing out of the competi- 
tion of the products of Philippine labor with our own products in our 
own market as a possible moving cause to governmental divorce between 
the Philippine Archipelago and the balance of the United States. 

For these reasons we offer as a substitute for H. R. 3 H. R. 406, 
which is in words and figures as follows: 

“A bill to secure to the Philippine Islands free trade with the bal- 
ance of the domain of the United States. 

“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That from and after 
the date of the passage of this act all „ wares, merchandise, or 
other articles, be the wth or product of any of the islands form- 
ing a part of the archipelago called the Philippines, or of the island of 
Guam, when ship to any port of Hawaii, Porto Rico, or to any other 
port of the United States, shall enter any said port free of import duty. 

“Sec. 2. That from and after the passage of this act all goods, wares, 
merchandise, and other articles, being the growth or product of Porto 
Rico, Hawail, or ar other appurtenance, Territory, or State of the do- 
main of the United States, when shipped to any port of the Philippines 
or Guam shall enter any said port free of import duty. 

“Sec. 3. That all existing provisions of law enacted b 
by the Philippine Commission, or by any other authority whatsoever, 
civil or military, which are In conflict with the provisions of this act 
ere hereby repealed: Provided, however, That nothing herein contained 
shall be construed to repeal the provisions of a treaty of peace entered 
into at Paris, France, on the 10th day of December, 1898, by and be- 
tween the United States of America and His Majesty the King of Spain, 
and 55 by the Senate of the United States on the Gth day of Feb- 
ruary, £ 

If the substitute herein proposes is yoted down we will support H. R. 
3, being the bill reported by the majority, on the principle titisa 
long step in the logical and right direction. 

Joun SHARP WILLIAMS. 
CHAMP CLARK. 


WM. BOURKE COCKRAN. 
Oscart W. UNDERWOOD, 
D. L. D. GRANGER. 


There is no subject that I ever have had anything to do with 
on which there has been so much exaggeration, both up and 
down, to magnify and minify the value of the Philippine 
Islands. According to those ambitious to exploit them, they 
constitute a regular paradise; to listen to other people, a man 
should be very much disposed to go to his grave rather than to 
live in them. As usual, the truth is in medias res. Here is an 
extraordinary description of the Philippine Islands from a Re- 
publican paper—a Republican paper, mark you-—-printed in the 
State of Michigan—the Mount Pleasant Enterprise: 


I have been in the Philippine Islands about three months (too many), 
and as I see them they are a bunch of trouble on the horizon of civiliza- 
tion. They are bounded on the north by rocks and destruction, on the 
east by typhoons and hurricanes, on the south by cannibals and earth- 
quakes, on the west by sharks and smugglers. 

The interior of the island is composed of mud and mountains. The 
population includes 80,000 carabaos (water buffaloes) and 8,000,000 
roosters. f the ple 80,000 are insurrectos, 80,000 are amigos 
(friends at the muzzle of a .44), and the balance are Chinese gamblers 
and carineta drivers. 

The Philippine Islands are a nice bouquet for a deadly enemy. The 
climate is pleasant and healthy for mosquitoes, ants, lizards, bats, scor- 
pions, snakes, and carabaos. 

Malarial fever is so prevalent that on many occasions the islands 
have shaken by the vibration of the inhabitants in their chills. 

To let yon know the varieties of diseases the men of the Army, Navy, 

ne Corps have to contend with, with slum and beans as 

“ chow,” I will name some of the yea ceo such as beri beri, smallpox, 

leprosy, adobi itch, bubonic plague, cho „ all of which are guaranteed 
to give satisfaction. 

natives are very industrious, their chief industries bein 

fighting and stealing. 


the Congress, 


cock- 
Their marriage ceremony is very impressive, es- 
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pecially that clause in the contract which provides for the wife the 
3 of laboring for her husband as much as he desires. The home 

ress of the Filipino is artistic and attractive, consisting of transparent 
and primitive outlines. 
the bod 
years o 

The towns are aggregations of shacks full of fleas, cur dogs, cats, 


The native costume is flour sacks tied around 
(Harris Brothers’ brands being preferred) ; children under 15 
age wait until the next year for clothes. 


horses, pigs, chickens, carabaos, bedbugs, and the families, all living 
on terms of equal 


ity. 

The Philippine Taani as a whole are a forsaken, cannibalized, 
a, Seog ang ahh blot on the earth—at least the marine thinks so 
when he has thirty long months to stay here. 

Do I like it? ness. 


The whole controversy Mivides itself into two branches 
tobacco and sugar. There is nothing else in dispute. 

I am going to leave tobacco entirely to my friend from Con- 
necticut, Mr. Hitz, and my other friend from Ohio, General 
Grosvenor, who are indefatigable in the collection of facts, who 
possess marvelous memories, with great power of observation, 
and who have visited the islands, investigating the matter on the 
spot. For years General Grosvenor has borne the honorable 
title of “Old Figgers.” Mr. HL has earned the sobriquet of 
“Young Figgers,“ with which I now invest him. He will illus- 
trate his speech by a set of samples of tobacco as remarkable as 
any drummer ever carried to his patrons. [Laughter.] I will say 
this, however, that from my youth up I have been familiar with 
tobacco and tobacco raising, both in Kentucky and Missouri. 
As a boy on a rocky farm in the hill country of Kentucky I 
burned the plant beds, sowed the seed, set out the plants— 
awfully hard work—hoed tobacco, plowed it, wormed it, suck- 
ered it, cut it, hung it up to dry, stripped it, made it into 
hands, pressed it into hogsheads, hauled it to market with 
ox teams, and smoked some of it. [Laughter.] 

Kentucky, Missouri, Texas, and Tennessee can raise not only 
this country’s supply of tobacco, but the world’s supply; but 
the trouble about it is that the land is so rich that it pro- 
duces such a heavy tobacco that it is not rated as the finest 
kind for cigar wrappers, which is the highest-priced variety. 
But to show what scientific cultivation will do, a few years 
ago in Lincoln County, in my district, a man raised tobacco 
that sold in the leaf for a dollar and a quarter a pound. In 
that district there are 200 brick houses and a hundred brick 
barns on the farms, equal in architectural beauty to the execu- 
tive offices now occupied by the President of the United States. 
[Laughter.] Every one of those magnificent farmhouses and 
barns was the result of tobacco grown during the civil war at 
the high prices then prevailing. The day will come when, by 
scientific farming, we will raise as fine tobacco as grows on 
the face of the earth, every ounce that we need for American 
consumption, and then export some, and God speed the day. 
[ Applause. ] $ 

As to this sugar question, it is interminable in its ramifica- 
tions; the literature on the subject forms a large library; but 
there are a few salient facts that stand out in bold relief. 
Habit, if not nature, has made sugar a prime necessity among 
civilized peoples. The sugar habit is of modern contraction, but 
it is now confirmed and incurable. Nearly all sugar consumed is 
refined sugar, but it is easier to talk about it in the raw state. 
Sugar is not refined to any appreciable extent in the Tropics. 
The average consumption of raw sugar in the world is 10,000,000 
tons annually. Sometimes it drops a little below those figures ; 
sometimes it rises a little above them. The world’s production of 
sugar is the same. This last year it happened there were 11,973,000 
tons of raw sugar produced in the world; 7,865,000 tons of 
beet sugar; 4,908,000 tons of cane sugar. Of this quantity of 
sugar we consumed in the United States in 1904—the last year 
for which we have complete figures—2,767,162 tons, our per 
capita consumption being about 72 pounds per annum. In “ the 
United States proper ”—God save the mark!—we produced 
only 585,000 tons—265,000 beet sugar; 320,000 tons of cane 
sugar. From “the United States improper” [laughter]—that 
is, Hawaii, Porto Rico, and the Philippines—in 1904 we im- 
ported 409,270 tons. From foreign countries in 1904 we im- 
ported 1,798,381 tons. The average Hamburg price—which is the 
world’s price—of raw sugar is 2 cents per pound. Now you 
have it in a nutshell. In 1904 we imported from the Philippines 
25,489 tons only. Now, understand, the cane-sugar raisers and 
the beet-sugar raisers all think this bill is going to ruin them. 
Why, gentlemen, the Philippine sugar is not a drop in the bucket. 
The greatest quantity of sugar that was ever exported from the 
Philippine Islands in one year was 256,852 tons. That was just 
before the Spanish war broke out. That was in 1893. They 
consume at home about 80,000 tons annually. The total exports 
fell to 82,043 tons in 1904. Who is to blame for that, I am not 
going to stop to inquire now. Suppose it goes back to where it 
was at its maximum—that is, 256,852 tons for export. Even 
then they will export, all told, only about one-eighth of the 
amount of sugar that we must import. Does any man in his 
senses believe that the importation of that amount of sugar from 


the Philippine Islands, even if we imported every pound of it, 
will reduce the price of beet sugar in the estimation of a hair? 
If he does, he has a great deal more credulity than I haye. But 
we will import only a small portion of it, free trade or no free 
trade, for China, with over 500,000,000 people, is their close 
neighbor, and Japan, with fifty-odd millions of people, is at 
their very doors, being less than a hundred miles distant. One 
of the amazing bits of evidence before the committee was that 
the Chinese are just learning to eat sugar. Why they did not 
contract the sugar habit two or three hundred years ago is what 
Lord Dundreary would denominate “one of those things no fel- 
low can find out.” The poor, benighted Chinese will never 
know what they have missed. But they are taking to sugar 
eating with a relish, so Secretary Taft says. If they all cul- 
tivate the saccharine appetite, how much Philippine sugar do 
you imagine will ever gladden the palates of the American 
people? 

Some of you gentlemen are acquainted with the game called 
draw poker, one feature of which is to raise your opponent. I 
never saw anything in my life that reminded me so much of 
that game as the way the witnesses swore before the Ways and 
Means Committee as to the amount of sugar that could be 
raised in the Philippine Islands. I do not blame them for 
being interested in it. A man that does not work for his own 
interests in this world, and the interests of his people, is not 
worth his salt. Our duties in this House divide themselves 
into two great classes. One of them is to legislate for and look 
after the interests of the country in general, and the other is to 
legislate for and look after the interests of the people we repre- 
sent on this floor in particular. I do not blame the sugar men, 
but I want to state some facts for their information. They 
come in and estimate that there are so many acres of arable 
land in the Philippines, and that you can raise so much sugar 
to the acre. Why, it is like raising ducks; you can take a sheet 
of paper and a pencil and start in with one drake and two 
ducks and figure yourself into a multimillionaire before you go 
to bed. [Laughter.] I have in my eye now a distinguished 
Republican statesman who lies awake at night inviting insomnia 
by pestering his head to cipher out how quick he can become 
a Cresus by raising turkeys. [Laughter.] And as the best 
turkeys on the face of the earth are raised in my district, 
I extend to him my encouragement and felicitations. One 
woman in my district refused $500 for a gobbler [laughter] on 
which she took the premium at the Louisiana Purchase Exposi- 
tion. If my Congressional friend can start in with that sort of 
a gobbler and raise that grade of turkeys, in less than fifteen 
years Rockefeller’s and Carnegie’s fortunes rolled into one would 
pale into utter insignificance beside the amount of money that 
he will make in raising turkeys. [Laughter.] 

The way these lightning calculators figure it out is this. The 
sugar men and the tobacco men assume that there are so many 
acres of arable land in the Philippines, The sugar men come 
in and assume that every acre of that land is to be planted in 
sugar. Then they draw on their imagination to the effect that 
the Americans will go thither by the hundred thousand to raise 
sugar, and that they will introduce American modern methods, 
and they will raise 8 tons of sugar to the acre. Now, the facts 
show that a ton of sugar to the acre is a pretty good average 
crop in the Philippine Islands, and facts are stubborn things— 
much more reliable than the imagination as the basis for 
mathematical demonstration. When our sugar friends get 
through ciphering, the Philippine Islands are not only going to 
raise all the sugar that we can consume, but all that all the 
nations of the earth can consume. The tobacco men then take 
their turn, and plant the same identical land in tobacco 
laughter]. every acre of it, and when they get through every 
fellow in this country and in the civilized world has a ton of 
tobacco for his own use. 

I want to ask you a question for consideration. What are 
these Filipinos going to do for something to eat while they are 
planting every arable acre they have to tobacco and sugar? 
They can not live on sugar; they can’t live on tobacco, The 
truth is, gentlemen, that this bill is not going to increase per- 
ceptibly the acreage planted there of either sugar or tobacco, 
and I will tell you why. Because an acre of hemp there pays 
three or four times in cash as much as an acre of tobacco or 
an acre of sugar. They have a monopoly of hemp; nature 
gave it to them; nobody can take it away from them, and the 
supply is not near equal to the demand. Inevitably, therefore, 
every acre of land that can be planted in hemp will be sub- 
tracted from the sugar and tobacco areas and devoted to hemp. 

Now, as to the beet-sugar men. I have it not in my heart to 
say an unkind word to them; I am very fond of them. They 
are my friends, and they treat me royally when I go up to 
Michigan; but they are not in a strictly prime condition to 
raise any objection about the importation of sugar from the 
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Philippine Islands. [Laughter.] I will tell you when was the 
time to raise this question about the importation of sugar into 
the United States from tropical countries free of duties. They 
are just seyen years too late. They are performing the con- 
demned caper of locking the barn after the horse is gone. The 
time to have set their thinkers to operating rapidly was in the 
summer of 1898, when we were annexing the Sandwich Islands, 
when some of us stood up here and fought the Hawaiian grab 
tooth and nail—fought it, among other reasons, because it would 
bring American labor into direct competition with the cheap 
Chinese and Japanese cooly labor of those islands; fought it 
courageously, wisely, patriotically, amid the ceaseless villifica- 
tion of hundreds of newspapers subsidized for that very purpose. 
But in spite of all we could do, Hawaii was annexed, and our 
labor has been brought into competition with Chinese and Japa- 
nese cheap labor —more's the pity. It gives me no pleasure to 
say, “I told you so.” On the contrary, it gives me much sorrow. 
Where were the beet-sugar patriots then? How fought they on 
that occasion, which was the Quatre Bras preceding Waterloo? 
Every mau jack of them lined up for annexation. Did they 
think that they could eat their cake and keep it, too? Did they 
not realize the possibilities of sugar production in Hawaii then? 
If they did know, are they not estopped from complaining now, 
when they think that the evil of which they were forwarned is 
upon them? Surely they can not set up the poor plea of igno- 
rance, because it is writen, “ Ignorantia neminem excusat,” and 
because they were told over and over again what would happen. 
That was the golden opportunity of the beet-sugar men. They 
let it pass unimproved; aye, more, they aided mightily to force 
it to pass by. The mill will never grind again with the water 
that has passed.” 

If the beet-sugar men had lined up with us then against 
Hawaiian annexation there would have been no Hawaiian ques- 
tion about sugar; no Porto Rican question; no Philippine 
question about sugar to vex them now. That was the root of 
the whole evil. If they want to find out what this country has 
lost in reyenues and what they have lost in profits I will tell 
them very suddenly, all because of this importation of sugar 
from the Sandwich Islands. It is enough to make you fall off 
your seats in an apoplectic fit, you sugar people. From 1875 to 
1905, both inclusive, we imported from the Hawaiian Islands 
4,295,061 tons of sugar. Think of that! In round numbers the 
tariff on raw sugar is $35 a ton. As a matter of fact it is $1.685 
a hundred on sugar 96 per cent pure, and then the sugar trust 
has in addition to that a differential rake-off on refined sugar 
of the difference between $1.68} and $1.95 per hundred, and in 
addition to that one-eighth of 1 cent per pound flat, making the 
total differential on refined sugar $5.30 per ton. 

At $35 a ton the Treasury of the United States has lost $150,- 
327.135 of rexenue that it might just as well have had from the 
Sandwich Islands. In addition to that, as an absolute gratuity 
under the Newlands resolution of annexation, we squandered 
four millions more. Hawaiian sugar is coming in here now at 
the rate of 400,000 tons a year. That is a gratuity of $14,000,000 
that we are giving annually to the Hawaiian sugar kings, be- 
sides this $154,000,000 already paid; and, sad to say, we will 
pay it annually— 

Forever and forever, so long as the river flows, 
So long as the heart has passion, so long as life has woes. 

That is what you are paying for your Hawaiian whistle. 
Don’t you think that the Hawaiians come rather high? Awfully 
high—too high? That is what we paid and are paying to coddle 
them into a condition of mind to permit us to swallow them. In 
addition to that, Porto Rico produces 100,000 tons of sugar a 


year. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit 
an interruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Certainly. I always gladly yield 
to my friend from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Perhaps it would be well in the making 
of history of the very important character that the gentleman is 
speaking of making to insert at that particular point that the 
sugar of Hawaii was coming into this country free since 1875, 
and that no attempt has been made by either party, when in 
power, to change that situation, so that in point of fact when we 
annexed the islands we annexed them with the running agree- 
ment and treaty binding upon us to continue a condition that 
was binding before. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is exactly true. It is entirely 
pertinent. The difference in the situation then and now is this: 
Prior to annexation Hawaiian sugar was coming into the United 
States free of tariff duty, under a treaty which either party to it 
might denounce at any time that it chose. Now, we are married 
to Hawaii by an irreyocable decree, because the average Ameri- 


can citizen can not make up his mind to ever divorce a single 
foot of land to which we have even the color of title. Land lust 
is in the breed. It is one of our master passions. That sugar 
could have been got rid of by treaty. As a Democrat, in favor 
of tariff for revenue only, I say there never was any sense in let- 
ting the Hawaiian sugar in here free, for, as we shall see further 
on, letting it in free of duty never reduced the price of refined 
sugar to the American consumer even in the smallest degree. 

In addition to letting in the Hawaiian sugar free we are also 
letting in Porto Rican sugar free. Last year Porto Rico pro- 
duced 100,000 tons. What her maximum production will be no 
man knows. 

Cuba raised a million tons of sugar last year and it is esti- 
mated that this coming year she will raise 1,300,000 tons, and 
that sugar comes in here at 20 per cent off the Dingley rates; 
and the reason of that is apparent to everybody. We might as 
well be candid. We are fixing to perform the great anaconda 
act of swallowing the Cuban Republic at the proper time. 

I have made these remarks as to Hawaiian, Porto Rican, 
Cuban, and Philippine sugars not because I love our cane-sugar 
raisers and beet-sugar raisers less, but because I love the corn 
raisers, wheat raisers, and live-stock raisers more. They are 
my people. They have six times honored me with their commis- 
sion to represent them here. No witness appeared before the 
Committee on Ways and Means to speak for them and other 
consumers of sugar. They seem to rely implicitly on the fidelity 
of their Representatives on this floor, and so far as in me lies 
they shall not be disappointed. 

No human ingenuity can protect them by a tariff, for the all- 
sufficient reason that they are essentially and necessarily ex- 
porters. The world is their market. What they want—all 
they ask—is that square deal” of which we hear so much and 
see so little, 

Notwithstanding this immense largess which we have paid 
and are still paying to the Hawaiian sugar kings, they had the 
infinite gall to send their agent before the committee to protest 
against this bill. That certainly is the most stupendous exhi- 
bition of cheek seen on this earth since the devil took the Savior 
to the top of a high mountain and offered Him the dominion of 
the world to fall down and worship him. 

At this point I desire to give you some deductions I made 
from all this inyestigation, and if these figures are not substan- 
tially right I shall be obliged to any gentleman who will correct 
me. Here is the first deduction from all the evidence: It costs 
little, if any, more to raise an acre of sugar cane in Louisiana 
than it does to raise an acre of corn in Iowa, Illinois, or Mis- 
souri. I am boring for blood. If I can not get votes out of this 
House, I want to go to the place where they can be had, and that 
is among the corn growers of the Mississippi Valley. The cane 
seed to plant an acre costs $12. Seed corn for an acre costs 
much less, $1 or so, though there is a man up in the district of 
my friend the gentleman from Iowa, Colonel HEPBURN, at Shen- 
andoah, who selis seed corn all over the country at $2 a bushel. 
Second, the sugar land costs no more in Louisiana than corn 
land costs in Illinois, Iowa, or Missouri. I take these three 
States slmply because they are in a group and constitute the 
heart of the corn belt. Third, the average crop of sugar cane 
on an acre is 20 tons, worth $3 a ton, making $60 an acre, which, 
with $12 off for the seed, leaves $48. Fourth, the sugar beets 
produced upon an acre are sometimes worth as much as $50 an 
acre. Beet-sugar land costs no more per acre than good corn 
land. That was stated in the committee. To be fair, I take 
that to be above the average. Fifth, 40 bushels of corn to the 
acre would be a large average for the corn crop all over the 
country. Forty cents a bushel would be a high price in the 
field; it will not average it. That makes $16 an acre for corn. 
With perhaps $1 for seed, that leaves $15 an acre. ‘There is one 
man in my district this year who raised 115 bushels an acre, 
and corn is selling at about 46 cents in St. Louis. Of course 
that is an extraordinary crop per acre. Five or six years ago 
one man in my district, on 11 acres, raised 133 bushels and a 
fraction to the acre. That is extraordinary in any country. I 
will undertake to sell every acre of corn, on the average, that 
will be raised in the United States this year for $15 an acre, and 
grow independently rich in the transaction. Sixth, so that the 
beet-sugar farmer or cane-sugar former receives twice or thrice 
as much per acre as the corn farmer. I would like to see any 
living man face an audience of corn raisers advocating a tariff 
of 11 cents per pound on raw sugar and at the same time teil 
them truthfully that the price of their corn is the world’s price. 
It seems to me that Republican corn raisers would wake up 
very suddenly and that the “stand patters“ would hear some- 
thing drop with a dull, sickening thud. 

Seventh. If the Republican stock raisers, wheat raisers, and 
corn raisers in this country voted their interests as assiduously 
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as do the beet-sugar men, instead of voting their prejudices, 
there would never be another Republican Congress or another 
Republican President in the United States, a consummation 
deyoutedly to be wished. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
But I will tell you how it is worked. The Republican grain and 
stock raisers vote their prejudices directly against their own 
interests, while the beet-sugar raisers yote their interests. 

Eighth. There is a tariff of 15 cents a bushel on corn, ostensi- 
bly for the benefit of the corn raiser, but really to catch suckers. 
A tariff of $15 or $15,000 a bushel would do him no good, for his 
market—the market that fixes inexorably the price of his corn— 
is Europe. You could raise on one good section of land all the 
corn imported into this country last year. 

The tariff of 25 cents per bushel on wheat does the farmer no 
good whatever, for there is little wheat imported and that little 
is imported principally for seed wheat. The result is that the 
American farmer's seed wheat costs him more than it otherwise 
would. 

Ninth. The American raw-sugar producer is protected to the 
extent of $1.684 per hundred, or $35 per ton—a tariff protection 
of about 75 per cent. = 

In addition to that, the sugar manufacturer has protection to 
the extent of $5.30 per ton of refined sugar, which makes him 
monarch of all he surveys from the center all around to the sea. 

Tenth. And in this differential the sugar-beet men share, for 
they sell only refined sugar. 

Eleventh. To be candid and fair to all concerned, it ought to 
be stated that it costs more to raise an acre of beets than an 
acre of either corn or sugar cane. ‘That grows out of the fact 
that one beet sends up many shoots, necessitating much hand 
work. 

I am happy to state that Mr. Secretary of Agriculture James 
Wilson is experimenting on a single-shoot beet, which, if he 
succeeds, will greatly diminish cost of raising sugar beets. All 
good citizens bid him a hearty Godspeed in his undertaking. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. The average yield of the cane per acre 
in the State of Louisiana and the State of Texas is 16 tons. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That will be $48. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Then the next year there is an average 
yield of, say, 9 tons on the stubble, the ratoon. The third year 
there is no crop raised at all, while the average yield of corn is 
year after year, so that the average yield of cane is 16 plus 9 or 
25 tons for three years, and not 20 tons a year, or 60 tons. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Gentlemen, do you know what a 
“ratoon” crop of sugar cane is? It is the second crop that 
grows from the original planting—without any planting at all 
except the original planting. ‘ 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Will the gentleman state that the cost of 
growing a ratoon crop, which can not be eradicated from the 
soil, but grows without replanting, as he has stated—that the 
cost of cultivating that crop is just as much as the first crop, 
though producing scarcely one-half the result? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. According to the gentleman’s own 
statement, you have 16 tons of cane the first year, $48; 9 tons 
the second year, $27; 48 plus 27 is 75. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Will the gentleman state the third year? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. With $12 off for seed, that leaves 
$63 for two years, which is $31.50 per acre for sugar cane for 
each of the two crops. There is not one farmer in 10,000 who 
gets that much for his corn. It is $21 per acre per annum for 
each of the three crops raised from one planting—which is 
more, far more—than one farmer out of 5,000 the country over 
receives for his corn or wheat or oats or hay. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Is it not a fact that the bill which he is 
supporting now, either the majority or minority proposition—it 
makes no difference to me; I know he signed the minority re- 
port as a member of the Ways and Means Committee—is it not 
a fact that there is not one pound of refined sugar produced in 
the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is true. Sugar, it appears, 
can not be refined successfully in the Tropics. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Does not the gentleman know it to be a 
fact, that the sugar trust—the American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany—thrives exclusively upon the proposition that they get 
raw sugar such as is produced in the Philippine Islands as a 
feeder for their refineries in this country? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The price of raw sugar has nothing 
to do with the sugar trust within certain limits. It is a very 
intricate mathematical business. I will explain it briefly. The 
world’s price on raw sugar is $2 a hundred or $40 a ton, in 
round numbers. I do not mean it is always that, but that is 
about it-—the average price. Hamburg is the sugar market of 
the werld, just as Liverpool is the world’s market for corn and 
wheat. The tariff on raw sugar is $35 a ton. Now, when the 
sugar trust, which is the chief buyer here, wants sugar, namely, 


JANUARY 5, 


— 


it has to pay the world’s price of sugar as fixed at Hamburg 
first. Then it has to pay this tariff of $35 a ton, together with 
freight and insurance, whenever it gets it anywhere. If there 
was not any differential on sugar the sugar trust would go to 
smash before this time next year, 

Mr. BROUSSARD. The gentleman is right. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am going to finish up this differ- 
ential business while I am at it. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I am with you on that. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The differential is the difference 
between $1.95 a hundred and $1.68} for 96° raw sugar, 
and then when the sugar goes down in degrees the differential 
goes down. That differential of 264 cents on the average on re- 
fined sugar gives the sugar trust an absolute monopoly of the 
American sugar market, except as to the beet-sugar men. In 
addition, there is another differential of one-eighth of a cent per 
pound, making the whole differential 39 cents per hundredweight 
of refined sugar. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Except as to the beet-sugar men? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Except that. Now, wait a minute. 
The sugar men are the beneficiaries in this differential, because 
the beet-sugar man always furnishes his sugar in the shape of 
refined sugar and thus far competes with the trust unless it 
has an agreement with the trust. One of the most intelligent 
witnesses I haye ever seen in my life was that gentleman from 
Michigan, Mr. Humphrey. I think a great deal of him, too. I 
asked him this question: “ What is the reason you beet-sugar 
men do not fight the sugar trust?” He said, “If we had 
$90,000,000 of capital we would go in and fight them to a finish; 
but the difference is that, when we begin making sugar, we have 
to go on and complete it and make refined sugar, as we have not 
sufficient money with which to store the raw sugar, whereas 
the sugar trust stores this raw cane sugar and refines it when- 
ever it pleases during any part of the year. The beet-sugar 
men have to make their sugar and refine it in two or three 
months after the beets reach the factory.” 

If the beet-sugar makers and the trust combine or divide ter- 
ritory, the only check on their absolute monopoly of our market 
is this: They can not put the price of refined sugar much above 
the world’s price of raw sugar, plus freight and insurance on 
raw sugar from the place where it is bought, plus the tariff on 
raw sugar of $1.684 per hundred, plus the cost of storage and 
refining, plus the differential of 39 cents per hundred on refined 
sugar, without letting in foreign refined sugar. 

If the beet-sugar men of this House will vote to take that dif- 
ferential off refined sugar, I will vote against this bill or any 
other bill on the subject which may be brought into this House. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I am with you on that. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. All right; bring it on, but you will 
have to carry it through. [Laughter.] It won't go in on a 
bluff. [Renewed laughter.] 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I hope the gentleman will pardon me for 
a moment. > 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Wait half a minute; after I finish 
this differential I will yield to you. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I am with you on the differential. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to refresh the memory of 
some of you gentlemen upon what was done here some two or 
three years ago. They bad up a Cuban reciprocity bill here, 
and we added to it an amendment repealing the differential 
on sugar. One of the grandest sights I have witnessed since 
I have been in Congress was to see enough beet-sugar Repub- 
licans, led by the Marshal Ney of the beet-sugar forces, Mr. 
Wa. ALDEN Smiru, of Michigan [laughter], walk down this 
aisle and walk between the tellers with the Democrats to kill 
the sugar trust as dead as a smelt. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. In a minute. Let me tell you what 
else occurred on that occasion. I think the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SHERMAN] was in the chair. I would not do 
him an injustice on this or any other occasion. When that 
amendment repealing the differential was offered he ruled it 
was not germane to that bill, and the Republican beet-sugar 
men rose in their might, joined hands with us, and overruled 
the decision of the Chair. Now, if a proposition is made here 
on this bill to repeal the differential on sugar, the question of 
whether it is germane or not is res adjudicata. We have them 
nailed up on that proposition between heaven and earth, where 
they ought to be. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DALZELL. I will ask the gentleman if instead of being 
res adjudicata it was not overruled within fifteen minutes of 
that time? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Who overruled it? 
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Mr. DALZELL. The same force. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me ask my friend from Penn- 
sylvania a question. Wasn't it the Republican machine that 
did it? And did not the Democrats and beet-sugar Republicans 
run over the House Republican machine roughshod? 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, they did it. [Laughter.] But I would 
like to ask my friend to tell us what became of Marshal Ney? 
[Renewed laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is a perfectly pertinent ques- 
tion. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, if the gentleman will permit me? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Wait a minute until I get through 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I do not know whether 
the Marshal Ney of Michigan is going to make a charge on 
this occasion or not, or whether he will be like King Joachim 
Murat, of Naples, during the Waterloo campaign, remain away 
from the field of his glory, thereby losing his crown. + Now, the 
gentleman from Ohio. [Great laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will ask the gentleman from Missouri, 
who is always interesting, and just now is peculiarly and spe- 
cially so, if he can give the proportion of the sugar product of 
the world as between the refined sugar of all foreign countries 
other than Cuba and the entire product of the whole world? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; I could not do that without 
sitting down and figuring it out, and I haven't leisure for that 
just now. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is it not a fact that it would be beet 
sugar—about two-thirds? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is true, I think. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Your proposition is to repeal the differ- 
ential between refined and raw sugars? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. For what purpose? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. For the purpose of killing the 
sugar trust as dead as a doornail. [Laughter and loud ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Suppose that that being so, you first 
killed the cane producer of Louisiana and, secondly, this force 
headed by Marshal Ney—the beet-sugar interests in the United 
States—and whether you will bring the world in competition 
with the refined sugar of the beet producers of the United 
States. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not believe it will hurt the 
cane-sugar grower of Louisiana or the beet-sugar grower. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If that be true, now then what benefit 
would it be to anybody to repeal the differential? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It will benefit the American sugar 
consumer, for whom I stand, because he would get his refined 
sugar cheaper. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is probably true now. But in the 
end the sugar-beet interest of the United States must inevitably 
be destroyed. At the present time you would repeal the differ- 
enial and you would do that in the interest of the American 
people, as I understand. 

Mr. CLARK or Missouri. Let me make a suggestion. Cut 
down the differential on refined sugar to 50 per cent of what it is 
now, then what do you do? I will tell you what you do. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You cut down the price of beet sugar, 
of course. - 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, suppose vou do. It will in- 
crease the market. It would cheapen sugar to the consumer 
and at the same time protect the American producer of raw 
sugar sufficiently. Cut the differential on refined sugar down 
50 per cent. It will not lose the American sugar market to the 
American sugar grower, but will merely cut down the profits of 
the trust 50 per cent, making refined sugar cheaper to the Ameri- 
can consumer. You can not get out of that proposition. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I am thoroughly in accord with the gen- 
tleman on the question of the differential. 'There are two differ- 
entials on sugar coming to this country. There is the one-eighth 
of a cent per pound on all sugar imported into this country rank- 
ing above 96 polariscope. Really the differential on sugars com- 
ing into this country is the difference between 96 sugars and 100 
sugars, which is the difference between $1.68} per hundred pounds 
and $1.95 per hundred pounds. That is one differential which 
is concealed. Then there is another differential, of which I 
have already spoken, the one-eighth of 1 cent flat per pound. So 
there are two differentials. I am opposed to both of them. 
The beet-sugar people, as I understand, may or may not be 
opposed to one-eighth of a cent differential; and when the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosveNor] comes at the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], the gentleman from Missouri can 
properly say to him that when he is talking of differentials he 
is talking of the one-eighth of a cent per pound for refined 


sugar and not the difference between $1.68} and $1.95 on sugars 
classing above 96 per cent polariscope. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If the gentleman will allow me, 
what per cent of sugar is controlled by the sugar trust? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Practically the sugar trust controls 
the entire American sugar market. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. All of it except the sugar produced by 
the beet-sugar people ; in fact, all that comes into this country. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I believe that raisers of American 
cane sugar when it is developed to its full extent and the Ameri- 
can beet-sugar raisers can raise every pound of sugar that the 
American people will ever consume and export sugar besides, 
and I will hail that day with a great deal of pleasure. In the 
meantime I do not want to be paying two prices for sugar. 
There is another element which enters into this controversy— 
the question of labor. Our beet-sugar and cane-sugar friends 
are scared to death for fear that the Filipinos will go to work 
like we work in the United States. Why, gentlemen, there is no 
more possibility of that than there is that the sun will rise in 
the west to-morrow morning instead of the east. You can not 
induce the inhabitants of those islands or any other tropical 
country to work like we work here. It is not in them. Life 
is easy. They do not need any clothing hardly, and they pick 
their living off the trees. There isn’t a man in this House who 
would work if he didn’t have to work. I have been searching all 
my life for the man who would rather work than eat, and I 
haven't found him yet. He is a myth—an ignis fatuus. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. - 

-Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman be allowed to continue until he concludes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Missouri may con- 
tinue until he shall have concluded. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri.. I am very much obliged to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania and the House. If you could 
take the Filipinos by the nape of the neck, every one of them, 
and throw them into the sea, and then send 7,000,000 American 
citizens over there, and if the climate did not debilitate them, 
I grant you that the product of sugar from these islands would 
be large compared with what it is now. But the climate takes 
the stamina cut of our breed when they go over there. 

There are very few fields there that are big enough to plow 
with a gang or steam plow. You can not use horses or mules 
over there because they die. I am very sorry for that, because 
Missouri is the greatest producer of mules on the face of the 
earth. [Laughter.] I inquired particularly about what it was 
that killed. mules and horses, and some called it the surra; 
I don’t know whether that is a kind of glanders or not, but it 
doesn't make any difference; it kills them. Our cattle won't 
live over there. They imported Jerseys and shorthorns, and 
they all died in a short time. You can not import our kind of 
poultry and make it live. The only work animal that seems to 
flourish there is the carabao; I never saw one of them and I 
never want to. I was invited to go over there by Secretary 
Taft, but I could not go, though I would have enjoyed a trip in 
such good company. According to all the evidence in the case 
the carabao is the slowest moving of all four-footed animals. 
He stays half of his time in a mud hole, and when the time 
comes for him to take his mud bath, he simply lights out, as 
we say in this country; and my opinion is, after hearing all 
the evidence, that, if we should take the most energetic man we 
have in our country and put him to plowing with a carabao, in 
two years he would be as slow moying as a Filipino or a carabao. 
We got a “gold brick” of huge proportions when we bought 
the Philippines. 

I believe that they can raise sugar in the Philippines a little 
cheaper than we can raise it in this country, but not much; 
and eyen if they did, they could not raise enough to interfere 
with our sugar product. 

You beet-sugar men fear the competition of Philippine sugar. 
I am teetotally opposed to keeping them. You bring in a sub- 
stitute for this bill providing that we recognize the independence 
of the) Philippine Islands and let them go, and I will vote for 
it as cheerfully as I ever took a drink of water or of anything 
else. [Laughter.] We can agree on that. You will get what 
you want, and I will get what I want. That is the proposition 
that we ought to be debating here this good hour instead of 
fooling away time about this tariff bill. What are you going 
to do with them? You beet-sugar men ought to rise up here 
unanimously and say, “ Let them go.” 

Mr. DALZELL. I understood the gentleman to say about 
fifteen minutes ago that our breed never let anything go. 
the gentleman changed his mind? 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No, I have not; but I am trying to 
persuade you to change your minds. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Knowing that they won't change 
their minds. ; 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I don’t know anything of the sort. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman said only a few 
minutes ago that our breed—I suppose he means the Anglo- 
Saxon—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Don’t say the Anglo-Saxon; 
the Teutonic race or the Germanic race. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. He said our breed never relin- 
quishes a foot of land to which they once had title. That was 
an unqualified assertion? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Why does the gentleman from 
Missouri ask for what is impossible? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Because wise men change their 
minds and fools never do. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman has put himself 
in somewhat of a dilemma there, because he said, not as a 
matter of opinion, but as a matter of fact, that historically— 
and I presume he meant always for the future—it was a fact 
that the Teutonic race never had relinquished and never would 
relinquish its title to a foot of soil. Now, because he has 
changed his mind within fifteen minutes, and thinks that perhaps 
he is a wise man, therefore does he think that all the rest of the 
Anglo-Saxon or Teutonic race who are not going to do it— 
and he said they would not—are fools? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Oh, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
can fight that out in his own mind. I am not going to try to 
enlighten him. [Prolonged laughter and applause. ] 

There is one other historical fact pertinent in this beet-sugar 
discussion. There is an old saying that we sometimes build 
more wisely than we know. Napoleon, despising the crimson 
glories of a hundred bloody fields, proudly declared that he 
would descend to posterity with the code in his hand. I will 
tell you what else he will descend with in his hand—the sugar 
beet. He is the man who discovered it, though the Germans 
have developed it. So that Napoleon and the Germans share the 
honor in this matter of being joint benefactors of the world. If 
the mighty Corsican had looked forward to this day with pro- 
phetic ken he would have put the theory of producing sugar from 
beets alongside of the code as his clearest titles to imperisha- 
ble renown. In his case, as in many others, necessity was the 
mother of invention. The English blockade drove him into the 
effort to find a substitute for cane sugar. That's about the only 
good that came to the human race generally from the Napo- 
leonic wars. 

Now, about that Anglo-Saxon business—I have heard of that 
as long as I want to. It is a misnomer. We are not Anglo- 
Saxons. Most of us—such men as I am, tall of stature, with big 
bodies, blue eyes, fair skins, and flaxen hair (that’s the way 
Tacitus describes the Germans of the days when Christ walked 
the earth)—are descended from the great Teutonic or Ger- 
manic stock, the imperial race of the world, which for two 
thousand years has gone forth conquering and to conquer, and 
not from that little band of Angles and Saxons that went over 
to ravage England. [Applause and laughter.] They were sim- 
ply offshoots of the great Germanic or Teutonic people—small 
offshoots at that. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. The. gentleman said, or answered, that 
not a pound of sugar grown in the Philippine Islands coming 
into this country would go into consumption, but that all of it 
would have to be remanufactured in order to be used. The 
gentleman urged subsequently—and I agreed with him—that the 
differential ought to be taken off sugar entirely in order to 
destroy the sugar trust. Now, it is a fact that there is no 
purchaser of sugars that are not refined in this country except 
the sugar trust. How can the gentleman argue that he wants to 
destroy the trust by taking off the differential and then re- 
duce the rate on raw sugar in order that the sugar trust 
might get additional advantage in purchasing sugar from the 
Philippines, as they do from Cuba, Porto Rica, and Hawaii, to 
come into this country and go into competition with the beet- 
sugar people in the West and with the sugar people in the 
South? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What I say about that, Mr. Chair- 
man, is that the sugar that comes in from the Philippine Islands 
is a mere bagatelle compared with the immense quantity of 
sugar that we import from other sources. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I know, but the drop in the bucket busi- 
ness does not answer anything. Is it a fact that the gentle- 
man wants to take off the differential; and if that be true why 
does the gentleman desire to reduce the tariff on raw sugar the 
only purchaser of which in this country is the sugar trust, when 


say 


that would enable the sugar trust to get advantage over the 
ee people of the country and the sugar producers in the 
uth? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the question as to 
the status of the Philippine Islands with reference to the United 
States, if we are going to hang on to them, rises immeasurably 
superior to this small question about the tariff on sugar from the 
Philippine Islands. I did not want the Philippines. I did not 
want the Sandwich Islands. The Earl of Sandwich gave his 
name to them, and he is famous forever in the invention of an 
indigestible article of diet and for giving his name to the Sand- 
wich Islands—and the latter is the greater curse of the two. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

My skirts are clear. I fought the Sandwich Island grab. I 
have been opposed to the Philippine propaganda from the be- 
ginning, and I am now. I believe it is dangerous to the country, 
if not ruinous, I would let them go this minute. I wish to 
heaven they were gone. I voted against paying the $20,000,000 
to Spain for the Philippines even after the Senate had ratified 
the treaty. I want that carved on my tombstone when I am 
dead. Now, I say, gentlemen, that we can not have this anoma- 
lous condition of affairs existing any longer; that the Philippine 
Islands must be considered a part of the United States or they 
must be considered as foreign territory—one or the other. For 
our own sakes we ought to put an instant end to this monstrous 
anomaly of their being half in and half out. That is the para- 
mount question. What disheartens me about this whole busi- 
ness is what leading Republicans say. Four or five years ago a 
whole day was devoted here once to a debate between the present 
Speaker of the House, Mr. Cannon; the gentleman from Ohio, 
Mr. Grosvenor ; the gentleman from Missouri, Judge DE ARMOND, 
and myself. We took it turn and turn about, thirty minutes at 
a clip, that day. The Philippine problem was our theme. 
Finally, in a burst of exuberance and enthusiasm, the present 
Speaker of the House said we intended to hold on to the Philip- 
pine Islands forever and a' day. A year ago in the Committee 
on Ways and Means, Secretary Taft said that we would hold on 
to them only till such date as we could educate them into a 
measurable fitness for self-government. When asked how long 
that would be he said it might outlast this generation. That 
was more encouragement than what the Speaker said. That 
filled my heart with gladness; but the other day the chairman 
of the Ways and Means Committee, in a dialogue with Senator 
NEWLANDSs, of Nevada, in the committee room declared that the 
question of what we are going to do with the Philippine Islands 
is a question for the next century. So he goes back prac- 
tically to what the Speaker said. I disliked exceedingly to hear 
him make that declaration, but he did make it seriously. To 
hold the Philippine Islands for a hundred years, as the chair- 
man of the Ways and Means Committee says we will, is to do 
what the Speaker of the House said, hold them “ forever and a 
day,” because in that length of time every dollar’s worth of 
property in the Philippine Islands will be owned by Americans, 
and then if we undertake to get rid of them every blessed one of 
them will be over here with his cousins and his uncles and his 
aunts bedeviling Congress not to turn them adrift. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask my friend 
from Missouri if he has observed the repeated changes of posi- 
tion in this game of progressive euchre, the Philippines being 
euchred? In the report of the Fifty-eighth Congress, with ref- 
erence to the American tenure of the Philippines, the report 
says: “It is distinctly settled we retain them until the people 
are prepared for self-government.” Further along, in that part 
of the report written this year, the report says: “It is quite 
certain that, regardless of any opinion we may entertain with 
reference to our entrance into the Philippine Islands, we are 
there to stay.” Now, I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Missouri, admitting this represents the opinion of the distin- 
guished chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, if in his 
judgment that represents the opinion of a majority of the 
American people, and if they haye changed from last year to 
this year to the same degree that characterizes the movements 
of the chairman of that committee? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not believe they have. I will 
tell you what I do believe. Notwithstanding what my friend from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper] suggests—and what I said, too, as far 
as that is concerned—I believe if the Members of this House 
and Senate could vote to-day a secret ballot, so that no mortal 
man would be ever able to find out how they did vote, that the 
Congress would vote almost unanimously to turn those islands 
loose, and the reason you will not stand up here and vote it is on 
account of pride. You said the horse is 17 feet high and you 
are going to stick to it, I suppose. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BROUSSARD. If it be true that the only consumer of 
raw sugar, such as will come from the Philippine Islands under 
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this bill, is the sugar trust, and the gentleman wants to take 
off the differential in order to cripple and kill the sugar trust, 
with which I agree, how can the gentleman justify his position 
now in voting to reduce the raw material which is going to 
feed additionally the sugar trust? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I say in the first place it does not 
amount to a hill of beans—— 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I beg the gentleman's pardon, but that 
is not answering my question. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I can not answer it any other way 
except as I know how to answer it. It is no doubt my stu- 
pidity that prevents my making myself intelligible to my friend, 
which I regret. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Well, the gentleman may agree or may 
not agree with the gentleman that it does not amount to any- 
thing. If it does not amount to anything, why does the gentle- 
man support the proposition to permit these people to come into 
competition with American people with the view of benefiting 
them, if, in the gentleman’s opinion, it does not amount to a 
hill of beans? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It is this: This anomomalous con- 
dition in the Philippine Islands, they being half in the United 
States and half out—foreign territory when we want to con- 
sider it that way, and domestic territory when we want to con- 
sider it that way—is absolutely in contravention of any idea the 
American people ever had on the subject of government. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I agree with the gentleman on that. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, that is all the answer I can 
make. I do not wish to be impolite, but that is the best I can 
do with the gentleman from Louisiana. [Laughter,] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman from Louisiana 
said a moment ago, in answer to my question, that the sugar 
trust controlled all the sugar except the beet sugar. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. That is right. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now he says that the sugar trust 

controls all, practically. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will tell you how that is. The 
fact is this, that the beet-sugar people can not sell their sugar 
higher than the trust sells its sugar. It has got to sell it for 
less. 

If they do not sell it for less, the trust, using its immense 
power, will run them out of business. That is the whole thing. 
In that way they control the whole output of American sugar 
factories. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. And, of course, as a logical sequence, if 
they could get additional supply of raw sugar, they could ad- 
ditionally injure the beet-sugar people. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You cipher out this proposition, my 
brother, of the relation that 25,000 tons bears to 2,768,000 tons, 
and then you have got the infiuence of the Philippine sugar in 
this market. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. That is an easy matter to calculate if a 
man will sit down with a pencil, but the gentleman is here not 
legislating against the people who are engaged in industry in 
this country in favor of a people who are not a part of this coun- 
try. If that be true, then it follows as a natural sequence that 
he would not try to benefit those who are trying to injure the 
people engaged in that business, with a view of helping some- 
body that is foreign to this Government under the decision he 
just quoted. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not desire to vote against any- 
body’s interest. I want all Americans and all American indus- 
tries to have an equal chance—no more, no less. That's all my 
constituents desire. But I do not propose for them to be gouged 
all the time—not if I can prevent it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How many acres of land are in 
sugar in Louisiana? 

Mr. BROUSSARD. They raised this year 300,000 tons of 
sugar. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How many acres? 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I do not know. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman not think 
that it would be a good idea to go down and buy these sugar 
plantations and turn them out, rather than tax the sugar-using 
people of all the States to keep up the sugar farms of Louisi- 


ana? 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. While this debate has been in 


progress a friend sent me a public document entitled “ Interna- 
tional Sugar Situation,” by Mr. Frank R. Rutter, Assistant 
Chief of Foreign Markets for the Agricultural Department. 
This document was issued from the Government Printing Office 
in 1904. On page 93 is a table giving the average production per 
acre per annum of sugar cane in Louisiana from 1884-85 to 
1901-2, both inclusive. 


Here it is: 


Which shows that for eighteen years the average was 18} 
tons per acre. For the ten years from 1892-93 to 1901-2, both 
inclusive, the average was 19.6 tons per acre per annum, which 
is within 0.4 of a ton of 20, which I stated in the beginning 
was the average per acre. For 1902-3, 1903-4, 1904-5, and 
1905-6 it is perhaps fully 20, which fully establishes my conten- 
tion that cane-sugar raising is thrice as profitable as corn rais- 
ing. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, there is a question in the 
American public mind that rises in importance above this little 
Philippine sugar bill as Pikes Peak towers above the foothills 
at its base, and it is pressing for solution. You may try to 
dodge it and escape it here, but it is certain to be on the tapis 
until it is settled. I refer to the revision or the readjustment 
of the exorbitant rates in the Dingley tariff bill. If there were 
nobody asking for that except Democrats I would be almost 
hopeless, in the present posture of affairs, of any revision; but 
the demand is widespread; it is insistent. It extends from 
Marthas Vineyard to Sioux City, Iowa, if no farther. [Laugh- 
ter.] It will finally become loud enough to penetrate even the 
thick walls of this Capitol. I will tell you what Hon. Albert B. 
Cummins said the other day. All of you—especially the mem- 
bers of the Hawkeye delegation—know who Albert B. Cum- 
mins is. He is one of the foremost citizens of Iowa, a magnifi- 
cent Commonwealth, rich in statesmen, unfortunately chiefly of 
the Republican school. He is a Republican, filling his second 
term as governor, and, as I understand it, a candidate for the 
Republican Presidential nomination, or a candidate for a third 
term in the gubernatorial chair; if neither of these, then a can- 
didate against Senator Dolliver for his seat; if none of these, 
a candidate against Governor Hutt for his seat in this House. 

In a speech not long since he said, inter alia: 

The total life insurance ts for all time had not been one-fifth of 
the annual amount of which the people have been despoiled by the 
excessive tariff rates. 

The annual amount of tariff extortions, mark you! 

This language is so plain that it needs no diagram to explain 
it. Here is an editorial comment on it from the Creston, Iowa, 
Advertiser, a Republican paper: 

Who said that? Bryan? Guess again. BOURKE CocKRAN or JOHN 
SHARP WILLIAMS or Grover Cleveland or ex-Congressman Wade or CHAMP 
CLARK? You still have a guess coming. Better give it up. Well, 
those are the words of Governor Cummins. Is it any wonder that he is 

atted on the back by every Democrat who speaks of him? Nor should 
t be forgotten in this connection that Governor Cummins, who thus 
attacks a law that was enacted by the Republican party and which was 
hailed with Joy ay the whole Republican party, puts in a great deal of 
his time questioning the Republicanism of those who will not accept 
his leadership. Governor Cummins no doubt believes that he is a Re- 
publican and a protectionist or he would not say so. From the stand- 

int of morals he is an honest man. But it seems to us that he is 
ntellectually dishonest; that a perfervid imagination which finds ex- 
pression in extravagant language and an egotism which causes him to 
regard all bs bag ton to his views as a personal affront have rendered 
him incapable of properly estimating the trend and effect of some of 
his utterances. One shudders to think what he would say of a Repub- 
ucan 5 tarif law if he were not a Republican and a protec- 

onis 

This editorial comment of the Creston, Iowa, Advertiser, is 
approvingly quoted by the American Economist, organ in chief 
of the stand-patters. I read the Economist very closely, be- 
cause it is very ably edited and because it is the highest author- 
ity on stand-patism. As you let that extract from Governor 
Cummins percolate through your brains remember that he is 
one of the strongest Republicans in the United States, a power 
in his party. By reading it in connection with the Advertiser's 
comment, as quoted approvingly by the Economist, one may 
accurately measure the quantity and quality of harmony now 
existing in the Republican party. It is Kilkenny-cat harmony 
intensified and aggravated. 

Mr. LACEY. I would ask my friend if that statement- is 
Republican, was not there a stronger Democratic symptom in it? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes [laughter]; a Democratic 
symptom that in all human probability will land somewhere 
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from 25 to 50 per cent of the Republican voters of Iowa in the 
Democratic columns. God be praised! [Great laughter.] 

I am not going to rest on what Governor Cummins said, for 
there is an old saying that “one swallow does not make a sum- 
mer.” Here is the testimony, clear and strong, of another emi- 
nent Republican witness. In November the Republicans of 
Massachusetts got their second wind and elected a Republican 
governor in the person of Hon. Curtis Guild, jr. When he was 
elected he was so tickled by his success that he took his pen in 
hand and wrote a very affectionate epistle to the President of the 
United States. It is one that Horace Greeley would have char- 
acterized as “mighty interesting reading.” Here it is, some 
of it: 

My Dran Presippst: We have bad a hard-fought election in Massa- 
chusetts. 

Notwithstanding the fact that Roosevelt carried the State by 
170,000 in 1904. Now, listen: 


The Republican ticket, in my judgment, would have been over. 
whoeimiogiy defeated if our platform, on which both Mr. Draper and 
sti — 


Draper was the candidate for lieutenant-governor— 


had not contained a plank indorsing the position taken last spring by 
our delegation in Congress fayoring an immediate tariff revision. 


Bless your soul, immediate tariff revision!“ Light is break- 
ing in the East at last. These Old Bay State Republicans can’t 
wait; they demand “immediate tariff revision! — yes, Im- 
mediate.” 

Now, if Massachusetts, which Charles Sumner claimed cradled 
the Republican party, although the Michiganders claim that it 
was born out in Jackson under the oaks—if Massachusetts is in 
danger of going with the Democrats on tariff revision, it is 
high time the solons of this House were turning their most 
careful attention to the subject. 

The Governor continues: 


Both parties in this State desire it. 
That is, immediate tariff revision. 


We recognize, as Republicans, the magnificent prosperity that has 
come to us so largely through your own personal work. 


He means President Roosevelt's work. 

The opinion of Governor Guild, when he wrote that letter, 
evidently was that President Roosevelt makes the seasons come 
and go, makes the sun shine and the rains from heaven descend. 

After handing that taffy to the President, Governor Guild, 
still declaring himself a protectionist, referring to the Dingley 
bill, says : 


In that tariff, however, there are certain duties that we must all ad- 
mit are no longer needed. Nothing was said in the campaign here in 
to the iron schedule, as a whole. 
think you will find, however, that even the iron manufacturers 
themselves will admit that a duty on iron ore is no longer necessary 
and that a reduction on such iron products as we are exporting so 
heavily could be made without injuring our domestic industry. 

Here in Massachusetts the duty on hides is an anathema. It is 
known that only 23 per cent of the hides and skins that come into the 
United States are subject to duty, and it seems perfectly illogical that 
calfskins, sheepskins, and aa should come in free as a by- 
product not needing protection, while a duty is assessed on the skins 
of full-grown cattle. 

I have the honor to inclose a canvass of New England on the sub- 
ject of such hides. It will show you that the shoe manufacturers of 
this section are clamoring merely for tariff revision on the products 
of other States, but that they themselves are willing to submit to a re- 
duction of the duties on boots and shoes if the last remnant of this 
needless duty can be removed from their material. 

There can be no question of the desire of the overwhelming majority 
of the people of this State for attention to such matters as this in the 
immediate revision of the tariff. 

Nor can there be any question of their urgent desires that you should 


see your way clear to incorporate some suggestion of the kind, which, 
of course, should not for a moment presume to dictate in your 
message. 


1 am sure you know, sir, the d loving affection of the people of 
this Commonwealth for you. They trust you, sir, more absolutely than 
any other man in par life. I am sure you will understand that I 
have not the slightest intention of forestalling any action of yours; 
nor is this letter given to the press although I have not the slightest 
objection to your quoting it or using it in any way you desire. I do 
deem it, however, my duty with the trust that has just been placed in 
my bands to inform you of the real condition of public feeling in this 
Commonwealth, as your eve act shows that no Commonwealth is 
dearer to yon than the Bay State, and that not even her own repre- 
sentatives are more earnest than you in wishing her welfare. 


That pathetic and eloquent appeal seems to have fallen on 
deaf ears. 

Let us see what the situation is. Here is Massachusetts 
“kneeling with the rest,” to borrow a phrase from one of her 
most illustrious sons, joining hands with Iowa, clear across the 
continent nearly, in favor of tariff revision, Cummins and 
Guild—par nobile fratrum—and that crowd are, in the parlance 
of the present day, called “ tariff rippers;” the rest of you gen- 
tlemen are called “tariff stand-patters.” That is a phrase 
Senator Hanna borrowed from the poker table. [Laughter.] 


If he were living to-day and read the newspapers he would 


think the Republican party held “a bobtailed flush” on the 
tariff question. [Loud laughter.] 

Last summer there was a reciprocity convention out in Chicago. 
It was attended by a great many eminent Republicans, among 
them Uncle SHELBY M. Cuttom, senior and perpetual Senator 
from Illinois, who prides himself on his physical resemblance to 
Abraham Lincoln. [Laughter.] He made about as good a 
reciprocity speech on that occasion as a “ tariff ripper” could 
have made, Since that he seems to have returned to his stand- 
pat wallow. The cause of his apparent change of base was, I 
apprehend, that when the reciprocity convention was in session 
he was hard pressed about his reelection to the Senate. Having 
got all the opposition out of the way he falls in again with the 
dominant wing of his party. 

The devil was si the devil a monk would be; 
The devil was well, the devil a monk was he. a 

That convention declared in favor of one of the most beautiful 
theories I have ever heard of, “a maximum and minimum 
tariff.“ That is the great panacea which is to cure all the ills 
that American human flesh is heir to, and its supporters were 
from Massachusetts to California. Now, that scheme worked all 
right until Senator Henry Cazsor Loba introduced a bill in the 
United States Senate fixing a minimum and a maximum tariff 
rate with the Dingley rate for the “ steady-tariff company,” so 
to speak, with a sliding scale favoring the nations below us in 
tariff rates and a sliding scale to punish other nations above us 
in tariff rates. Clearly the Senator strives to please. That is 
such an elastic proposition that it might please anybody, 
because nobody can tell precisely what it means. Therefore 
everybody can construe it to suit himself. To stand-patters it 
means to let well enough alone.” To “tariff rippers” it means 
tariff “readjustment.” To adyocates of reciprocity it means 
“ reciprocity.” The moving cause of the Senator's activity is 
the awful scare Massachusetts Republicans received last fall. 
He is decidedly in favor of free hides for Massachusetts fac- 
tories, for he says so himself. But, priding himself on his 
Republicanism, he rashly declared that he wanted no help from 
Democrats in tariff revision. It must be done by its friends, the 
Republicans, so he says. If he lives till the stand-patters give 
Massachusetts what she seeks in the way of tariff revision, they 
will have to substitute the name of Henry Caror Loper for 
that of Methuselah as “the oldest man that ever lived.” The 
illustrious Senator is mistaken. He will change his mind and 
accept the help of Democrats, for Massachusetts factories must 
have free raw materials or they will perish from the earth. 
Indeed, he misstates the case, for he and his constituents will 
be forced to help the Democrats instead of the Democrats help- 
ing him and his. A reasonable revision of the exorbitant 
Dingley rates is a Democratic proposition, not Republican. It 
is well to have an understanding on that point now. We wel- 
come Senator Lopce and his Republican constituents as allies 
in this sane and pleasing movement for the general welfare. 

What do the Massachusetts Republicans want in the way of 
tariff reform? They want free hides, free coal, free lumber, 
free raw materials for their factories; but the Massachusetts 
tariff reformers need not conclude suddenly and prematurely 
that all the rest of the tariff reformers in this country are 
idiots. They can get free hides provided they will cut down 
the tariff on boots and shoes and harness and leather suffi- 
ciently, but they will not get free hides unless they do that. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; with pleasure. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman from 
Missouri support a proposition for free hides coupled with a 
proposition to take the duty off the products of leather? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. So quick that it would make your 
head swim. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. At all events, then, we 
have a valuable ally. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You have got me right now on that. 

Senator Loner, as I understand it, advocates repealing the tariff 
on hides, because “ it is such a little one,” two million and some- 
thing. Now, if they will go the whole hog up there and remove 
the tariff on boots, shoes, and leather, we can come to an agree- 
ment and pass it through this House. 

But there are “stand-patters”—and I have one in my eye 
right now—who never yield an inch. My distinguished friend 
from Minnesota [Mr. McCtrary] heads the list—like Abou 
Ben Adhem's, his name leads all the rest.“ He has introduced 
into this House “a maximum and minimum tariff bill” that 
makes the cold chills creep up and down the spinal columns of 
the reciprocity shouters. His maximum and minimum tariff 
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bill is to make the Dingley rates the minimum and only 
Omniscience can tell what the maximum would be. [Laugh- 
ter.] I admire his courage. He is consistent in wrongdoing. 
When the Republican reciprocity brethren read the McCleary 
bill they must have been in a frame of mind to exclaim with 
Truthful James on a celebrated occasion : 
Do I sleep, do I dream? 
Do I wonder and doubt? 
Are things what they seem? 
Or is visions about? 
Is our civilization a failure? 
Is the Caucasign played out? 

Somewhere in the Bible there is an account given of a man 
out of whom the devils were cast, and he seemed to be in good 
condition, like a house swept and garnished. Then the devils 
in increased numbers got into him again, and the verdict of the 
Bible on that man is that “his last state was worse than his 
first.” And that will be precisely the fix in which the reci- 
procity reformers will find themselves when Brother MOOLEARY’S 
bill is enacted into law. 

There is another remarkable statement in the papers. I do 
not vouch for the truth of it at all. I give it as I read it. 
That is, that the President of the United States entered into 
a modus vivendi with the Speaker of this House [laughter] by 
which the Speaker is to permit or facilitate—whichever is the 
proper word—railroad-rate regulation during this session, pro- 
vided the President will not send in any message in favor of 
tariff revision. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask my 
friend a most important question. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does he believe one word of that story? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am not on the witness stand. 
[Laughter.] Modus vivendi! John G. Saxe says that Sancho 
Panza said: “God bless the man who first invented sleep.” 
Divers other persons must say: “God bless the man who first 
invented that convenient phrase modus vivendi.’” Like the 
mantle of charity, it covers a multitude of sins. The President 
of the United States entered into a modus vivendi with his 
great and good friend President Morales, of Santo Domingo, 
and Morales has taken to the woods, carrying his Government 
and the modus vivendi with him. Now the papers say that 
the Administration is trying to cook up a modus vivendi with 
Germany. We are likely to have a surplus lot of modus vivendi 
on hand. [Laughter.] 

I saw the other day in a newspaper that Mr. Secretary of 
State Root is engaged in tutoring Mr. Secretary Shaw, of the 
Treasury, on the subject of the tariff with Germany! That is 
the most astounding statement that has been made since “ the 
stars fell.“ I am not certain but it is the most amazing state- 
ment that has been made since the morning stars first sang to- 
gether for joy. Tutor Mr. Secretary Shaw in the art of tariff 
making? It’s a thing incredible! Does he not stand at the 
very head of the “stand-pat” element in this country? The 
chief among 10,000, if not altogether lovely! [Laughter.] Does 
he not, with hand on his heart, solemnly reiterate the declara- 
tion of the Republican platform that “A Democratic tariff has 
always been followed by business adversity; a Republican tariff 
by business prosperity?” 

Does he not religiously believe that a man can lift himself 
over the fence by tugging at his own boot straps? Is he not 
firm in the faith that a people can make themselves rich beyond 
the dreams of avarice by taxing themselves within an inch of 
their lives? And, last of all, did he not a little while ago dis- 
cover the remarkable fact that a high protective tariff increases 
imports into this country, when the doctrine had always been, 
and the very reason that the law was passed was, that a high 
protective tariff diminishes imports and if high enough shuts 
them out altogether, thereby giving the American manufacturer 
the control of the American market? That discovery certainly 
entitles Secretary Shaw to rank with Copernicus, Galileo, Sir 
Isaac Newton, Lord Bacon, and Christopher Columbus. 

Now, if Secretary Root should undertake to tutor him on any 
subject under heaven other than the tariff there would be some 
sense in it. I would like to be where I could hear and see that 
performance of tutoring him on the tariff. Certain as you live 
the Secretary of State will lead a strenuous life when he essays 
that stunt. Under his administration of the Treasury it has 
been solemnly decided that frogs’ legs imported into this country 
must come in as poultry. [Laughter.] Under his administra- 
tion of the Treasury it has been decided that a pony shipped 
into this country must come in as household goods. Under his 
administration of the Treasury it has been decided that a 
rooster is not a breeding animal! Governor Shaw is a very 
amiable man. He is possessed of a brilliant intellect. He is 
one of the best public speakers in this country. He is a delight- 


ful raconteur. If the stand-patters control the next Republican 
national convention—and it is a ten to one shot that they will— 
and if they do not nominate him for President of the United 
States, they will demonstrate that not only republics, but stand- 
pat Republicans as well, are ungrateful. If they control that 
convention, he is destined to be the Republican standard bearer, 
unless there rides into the Presidential lists that grim and griz- 
zled warrior, Josy G. CANNON, of Illinois. [Great applause.] 

What is the trouble about the tariff here now? What is the 
pressing necessity of the case? I will tell you what it is. 
Germany has passed a new tariff bill, raising its rates on im- 
ports from this country sky-high. That bill goes into effect 
next March. 

Every American citizen is or should be interested in the sub- 


In the calendar year 1904—the last for which I haye seen the 
figures—we bought from Germany about, one hundred and 
twenty-four millions of dollars’ worth of her products and sold 
to her about two hundred and thirty-six million dollars’ worth 
of our products—constituting about one-sixth of our total ex- 
ports. Of our two hundred and thirty-six millions of dollars’ 


worth of exports to Germany, $53,877,500 were food products, as 
follows: 


53, 877, 500 
During the calendar year of 1904 Germany bought of us raw 
materials to the value of $160,262,000, as follows: 


Potal cc cape or res 2 — 
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Stearic and palmitic acid 


E See ae eee A E E eens Z 6,675,000 
Tobaceo „„ 1. 950, 000 
Total _...------------...----------------.--~-~ 160, 262, 000 

These two tables show: 
We one:... —: Pl 53, 877. 500 
OO SE ee ae eS Sy ee ee ee 60, 262, 000 
Grand to... DTT 1k, 180, 50D 


The rest of the $236,000,000 worth of products which we sold 
to Germany in 1904 consisted of manufactured articles. 

Let each Representative here from the great agricultural or 
mining section scan those tables closely and decide whether his 
constituents will be benefited by a tariff war with Germany— 
to say nothing of a tariff war with combined Europe, of which 
the tariff war with Germany is only the forerunner. 

I represent one of the richest agricultural districts in the 
world, and my constituents are interested in selling to Germany 
nearly ever article in the foregoing table of exports of food 
products to Germany and in several of the articles in the table 
of our raw materials which Germany buys from us. 

I want to read to the Members just a few of the things that 
this German tariff is going to do for us. 

The memorial I am about to read was sent to Congress by the 
American Reciprocal Tariff League. Does this league consist 
of a batch of “ hare-brained free-traders?” No. On the con- 
trary, this memorial is headed up with a fine portrait of Presi- 
dent McKinley, flanked by quotations from his farewell speech 
at Buffalo. It is signed by eastern and western Republicans, 


New England manufacturers, Iowa farmers, editors of farm 
journals, and men from all walks of life. It is a great protest 
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against the Dingley tariff bill, which has brought upon us al- 
ready the beginnings of a tariff war in which most of the na- 
tions of the earth will probably join, unless something is speed- 
ily done to prevent it. Germany, Argentina, and China are al- 
ready getting into the band wagon—the latter countries doing 
so doubtless because of the influence of Germany, paramount in 
both cases. 

This memorial is one of the results of the Chicago conference, 
and the league is formed of delegates to that remarkable meet- 
ing. Among the influential Republicans signing the memorial 
no names carry greater weight to the thoughtful mind than 
those of Alvin H. Saunders, of the Breeders’ Gazette, and Harry 
C. Wallace, of Wallace's Farmer, the greatest farm journals in 
America, one published in Chicago, the other in Des Moines. 
No one can estimate too high the influence of these great jour- 
nals with the farmers of the beef and pork producing regions. 
There is scarcely a farmer in Iowa who does not read one or 
both of them. From them they get the world’s best thought on 
topics of direct interest to the farmer and stock raiser. Here 
is a fair sample of the argument contained in the memorial to 
which these men’s names are signed. Will such arguments 
make Republican or Democratic votes in the West? 


This convention was preeminently and at base an agrarian demon- 
stration. The farmers and stockmen of the corn belt and the range 
are not sharing in any fair degree in the undoubted prosperity that has 
come to the chief beneficiaries of the law as mutilated by a Senatorial 
minority. They are being robbed of markets for their surplus products 
which could be opened to them through the medium of reciprocal tariff 
concessions. For example: 

Germany is the second largest ayer of food products in the world. 
She woul protabig take from $50,000,000 to $75,000,000 worth of 
American farm products annually under any fair scheme of reciprocity. 
France would buy perhaps one-half as much under reasonable tradin 
arrangements. e American farmer has a $4,500,000,000 crop o 
cereals this year. The application of scientific methods is vastly en- 
larging our soll production. There is ordinarily an enormous surplus 
of farm products in excess of domestic wants. Heavy buying by Ger- 
many in anticipation of the closing of the ports of the Empire against 
us March 1, 1906, is helping our grain markets some just now, but 
what of the future? Let us quote from the Department of Commerce 
and Labor on the conditions to be met after the date mentioned: 

“The rates on provisions have been greatly advanced by the new 
German tariff. Bacon, which hitherto paid the highest ad valorem in 
the list 8 coming from the United States —xviz, 23 per cent 
is advan 80 per cent in the new general tariff, while no rate is pro- 
vided for in the conventional tariff. The duty on 
to 21 per cent ad valorem in 1903, is advanced 176 per cent. 

“The duty on beef, amounting to 15 per cent ad valorem in 1903, 
is raised 200 per cent under the new general and 80 per cent under the 
conventional tariff. Lard, with a duty of 11 per cent ad valorem in 
1903, will be subject to a rate 25 per cent higher in the new general 
tariff, while in the new conventional the rate remains unchanged. 
Agricultural machinery, which pays on the average about 4 per cent 
ad valorem, wiil be subject to rates from 20 per cent to 88 per cent 


rk, which amounted 


higher, according to the weight.” 
udlan corn is king in the iculture of the Middle West. It can 
be best marketed in the form of meats, in the production of which we 


It is all well enough to int to the enormous diyi- 
dends and surplus of the iron masters and sugar refiners and to cite 
that as a g and sufficient reason for “letting well enough alone,” 
but the prospects of thousands of hardworking farmers in the great 
feeding and 1 2 States are not so alluring. Receipts of cattle at 
Chicago this fall have run from 10,000 to 30,000 head weekly in excess 
of the known home requirements, the result being heavy losses to 
growers. A market that can care for, say, 60,000 cattle per week at 
prices profitable to the producer can not digest 100,000. While this 
lut is seen at home, a meat famine exists in Europe. With train 
Toads of bullocks selling as low as $3.50 per hundredweight in Chicago 
and with dressed beef wholesaled there at 6 cents per pound, live cattle 
and swine are worth in Germany 15 cents per pound. Surely there is 
something out of joint economically when such a state of affairs exists, 

Those are a few of the things that that German tariff is 
going to do for us, unless we enter into rational reciprocal 
relations with her. I have not time to go over the entire list. 
I want to say, and I say it in all earnestness, that if the Ger- 
man tariff goes into effect next March the price of cattle will go 
down, the price of hogs will go down, the price of wheat will go 
down, the price of corn will go down, the price of lard, butter, 
dried fruits, and every product of the farm will go down. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman from Missouri there- 
fore advocate that the American people shall be dictated to by 
every foreign nation that undertakes to fix our tariff rate for 
us or shall we have some independent character of our own, 
as we always have had, and let these people take care of them- 
selves as they have always tried to do? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is a pertinent question fairly 
asked, and I will answer it with as much candor as it is asked. 
I hope I am fully as good and true an American as he or any 
other man is. While I am always willing to fight, if there is 
any sufficient reason for it, I haye no hankering after a fight 
merely for the sake of a fight. I believe in the Jeffersonian 
doctrine: “ Peace, commerce, and honest friendship with all 
nations—entangling alliances with none.” The gentleman in 
this tariff matter seems to be in the frame of mind of the 
fellow that Edmund Burke told about, who was bent on shearing 
a wolf. Kind friends explained to him the hazard, futility, and 
profitlessness of the undertaking, but he insisted on shearing 


lead the world. 


the wolf, to his own great grief and to much laceration of his 
own flesh. 

Commerce is not a one-sided or jug-handled affair. It must 
be arranged and maintained on a basis of fair exchange. If 
we could run the world’s commerce, if we were the only pro- 
ducers of food products and raw materials, we would be in 
position to dictate terms to all the peoples of the earth and to 
assume the position which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR] seems to assume. But “there are others —several 
other nations engaged in creating food products and raw mate- 
rials—and we would be more courageous than wise to slap 
Germany squarely in the face, for she, next to Great Britain, is 
the largest customer for our Yood products and raw materials. 
Our farmers have a vast surplus of products to sell, and they 
desire more to secure profitable markets for their surplus than 
to maintain at a dead loss—a great loss, a ruinous loss—the 
stand-pat tariff theory. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is there now or was there eyer in the 
history of commercial intercourse between two nations a time 
when a nation that was compelled to buy $500,000,000 worth of 
bread—using the term for foodstuff—can dictate to a nation 
that produces enormous quantities to sell the terms upon which 
international exchanges shall be made? Suppose, now, that, 
they bar our breadstuffs and everything else of the kind, how 
long would it be until Germany would be on its knees begging 
for an opportunity to buy our breadstuffs? It has been stated 
to me by an authority which I have no doubt about that if 
there was a cordon of ships drawn around the British islands 
so that there could be no import of food products, in ninety 
days there would be enormous suffering for food by the British 
people. Does that proposition not apply to every other nation 
of the world that does not produce its own food products? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That proposition applies partially 
to every nation on earth that does not produce its own food 
supply. If this were the only nation that produced a surplus 
of food supplies, then the gentleman’s question would be deci- 
sive of this contest. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman state a nation that 
is able to do it—in actual figures. I have such a great admira- 
tion for the gentleman’s imagination that I must ask him to deal 
in facts on this question. I want to know what nation now can 
supply its own demand first and then supply the German peo- 
ple if they bar the American producer out of their market? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The South American republics can 
furnish Germany and England all of the food supplies that they 
need. One deplorable result of our high-tariff policy is that it 
has set South America, Australia, India, and Russia to raising 
in large and ever-increasing quantities the identical food prod- 
ucts which our farmers produce. And now the stand-patters 
are recklessly for a tariff war with combined Europe. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And at cheaper rates, I presume, than 
we can? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then, may I ask my friend why we have 
had the enormous traffic in these commodities up to the very 
date of the assembling of this Congress—trafiic with those two 
nations? Do they buy where they can buy the cheapest, or 
where they have to pay the dearest price? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The reason they have been buying 
from us more than they have been buying from the South Amer- 
ican republics is that we have bought more from them. Pre- 
cisely. They, as well as we, made money by trading with each 
other. 

I thought I had here the exact figures about the Argentine 
Republic's production of foodstuffs, but I find I have misplaced 
them ; but here is an editorial from the St. Louis Globe-Democrat 
bearing directly on the subject. The gentleman from Ohio 
ought to believe the Globe-Democrat, for it is high Republican 
authority. It says: 


The United States exports of wheat and flour are increasing, but 
they are far below the figures for some of the recent years at this time. 
For the fiscal year 1905, which ended on June 30, the exports of wheat 
and of flour counted as wheat were only 44,000,000 bushels, which were 
below the shipments of any previous year for a third of a century. 
There is likely to be a gain for the twelve months ending with next 
aua but the exports will be small compared with those of 1902 or 


The wheat crop of 1905 will figure up about 700,000,000 bushels. It 
is the ee crop ever grown in this country except in 1901, when it 
was 748, 000. While we exported 216, „000 bushels of wheat in 
1901, we will not send out half that quantity this year. Our balance 
of trade will have to be created by the exports of cotton, of minin, 
and forestry products, and of manufactures. Happily our sales o 
manufactures abroad are increasing with great 8. 8 

We still lead all the countries of the world in wheat production, 
and raise more than a fifth of the world's aggregate yield, but Russia 
and Argentina are furnishing more wheat now to the great importing 
markets of Europe than the United States. We produce more than 
two-thirds of the world’s corn, but Argentina is getting ahead of us 
in corn exports. She consumes comparatively little of her wheat and 
corn at home, while we use the greater part of ours. 
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That Globe-Democrat editorial fits the case like a glove and 
fully answers the question of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will allow me, I would 
supplement that statement with the following statement: That 
during good times—a synonymous term for Republican times— 
the average American citizen consumes 25 per cent more of the 
products of the earth than he does during hard times—the 
synonymous term being Democratic times—and in that way the 
gentleman will understand the reason why we have not shipped 
our food stuffs abroad. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Very well; we shall see about that. 
You are entitled to all the applause you will receive on that 
statement when we are through discussing it. Now, the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] is a very distinguished man. 
I think a great deal of him personally. I have tried my ever- 
lasting best to enlighten his intellect in a great many debates 
we have had, but his mind seems to be as impervious to a fact 
of history as a duck’s back is to a gentle April shower. As a 
complete reply to and refutation of what he has just said about 
Republican times being synonymous with good times and Demo- 
cratic times being synonymous with hard times, I will now read 
you the evidence of a most distinguished Republican. I would 
not think of quoting a Democrat to Republicans. James Gillespie 
Blaine assuredly had some standing in the Republican party. 
He was fondly called “the Plumed Knight.” He was its well- 
beloved leader—its chosen chieftain—one of the most brilliant 
men that ever figured in American politics. I will not run a 
parallel between him and the gentleman from Ohio. When 
Blaine came to write a book—mind you, not making a stump 
sSpeech—not even in the heat and excitement of a debate in 
Congress, where any man might be mistaken as to his facts, but 
when he sat down calmly in the quiet of his library with all of 
the fneilities and the leisure for investigation to write a book 
on which he proposed to rest his fame with posterity, he wrote 
what I am going to read, and I will give it as my literary 
opinion—you can take it for what it is worth—that Blaine’s 
book is the best historical work ever written in America: that 
is, the first volume, which was composed before he was embit- 
tered by his defeat for the Presidency. There has been constant 
iteration and reiteration by Republicans of the statement in the 
Republican platform, which the gentleman from Ohio has paro- 
died, that a Republican tariff is always followed by business 
prosperity and a Democratic tariff by business adversity. There 
is not a syllable of truth in it. Here is what Blaine said, and 
if I had my way about it every Republican in the United States 
should commit this passage to memory and recite it every morn- 
5 3 when he got up, as part of his prayers. [Laugh- 
er. 
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Taylor had been elected without subscribing to a platform or pledging 
himself to a specific measure, and he was therefore in a position to 


resist and reject appeals of the ordinary partisan character. M 
the tariff of 1846— oreover, 


and that is the only genuinely Democratic tariff bill ever passed 
by the American Congress. It is called the “ Walker tariff,” 
and was so thoroughly Democratic that it was only gotten 
through the Senate by the casting vote of the Vice-President, 
George M. Dallas. Usually the Vice-President’s chief function 
is to wait for a dead man’s shoes—truly a most grewsome posi- 
tion—but two or three times in our history the Vice-Presidents, 
acting in their capacity as Presidents of the Senate, have given 
casting votes which have made history, and Dallas did it. 
Now, here is what Blaine said about that tariff: 

Moreover, the tariff of 1846 was yielding abundant revenue, and the 
business of the country was in a flourishing condition at the time his 
administration was organized. Money became very abundant after the 

ear 1849; large enterprises were undertaken; speculation was preva- 
ent, and for a considerable period the a of the country was 
general and apparently genuine. After 1852 the Democrats had al- 
most undisputed control of the Government, and had gradually become 
a free-trade party. The principles embodied in the tariff of 1846 
seemed for the time to be so entirely vindicated and approved that re- 
sistance to it „ not only among the people but among the protec- 
tion economists, and even among the manufacturers to a large 
extent. So general was the acquiescence that in 1856 a protective 
tarif was not even suggested or even hinted by any one of the three 
parties which presented Presidential candidates. 

And that is the only period in our history when such unan- 
imity existed on the subject of the tariff—the only one. I defy 
any mortal man to point out another period concerning which 
Blaine’s statement would be true. ; 

With all due respect to the gentleman from Oħio, with all due 
respect to the majority, with all due respect to every politician 
or statesman now living, the extract I have just read is a com- 
plete and overwhelming answer to the declaration of the Repub- 
lican platform that was repeated by General GROSVENOR in sub- 
stance, that is repeated by Secretary Shaw every time he makes 
a speech and thinks of it, to the effect that the Republican tariff 
is always followed by business prosperity and a Democratic tar- 


iff by business adversity. We ought never to hear that fable 
again so long as the earth spins around on its axis or slides 
down the elliptic. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, if the gentleman will allow an inter- 
ruption, I know it will not disconcert him, because nothing I can 
say will disturb the peace of mind in which he constantly moves 
upon this question. The tariff of 1846, the Walker tariff, was 
immediately followed by the Mexican war, and that by the 
great discovery of gold in California. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And Mr. Biaine wrote of that period of 
1852 in which an abnormal condition existed. : 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But Mr. Blaine has pointed out that jn 1857 
the hardest times that ever came to the American people came 
when the Democratic party destroyed the Walker tariff bill and 
substituted another one that finally precipitated the country into: 
practically general bankruptcy; so that in order to read Mr. 
Blaine correctly and get the full benefit of his opinion you must 
not stop at a single period, but you must carry out the illustra- 
tion that the gentleman himself draws so graphically and 
eloquently. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
on that statement? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do, most undoubtedly. I have stood on 
it a great many times. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, it is true, gentlemen, that the 
Mexican war intervened, and that undoubtedly helped prosper- 
ity. It is true that the great discoveries of gold in California 
intervened, as well as those in Australia. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] left out that part of his case. But that 
discovery helped. It is true that there was a panic. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Is it not true,. too, that during 
that period the Crimean war came? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is also true; that was an 
element in the prosperity of those years. I want to be fair. 
We can all be honest if we can not be great. [Laughter.] I 
will state the whole case, and I will state it so that nobody 
who hears can ever forget it. That those events helped the 
prosperity that Blaine speaks of as. extending from 1846 to 
1857 is beyond all cavil. In the fall of 1857 there was a spell 
of hard times. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It lasted two years. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; it lasted two years. The 
Globe-Democrat, in an unguarded moment, when some great 
banks broke recently, said editorially, in comparing the present 
situation with that of 1857: “The wild speculation in western 
lands and in constructing railways beyond the immediate needs: 
of the country, which were the chief causes of the wreck in 
1857, are conspicuously absent now.” That is the truth, and 
was stated to help reassure the people last summer when there 
was a decidedly panicky feeling abroad in the land. Surely the 
gentleman, who has a great reputation at stake in all he says 
or does, will not claim for one moment that the Democratic 
Administrations of Pierce and Polk or the Whig Administra- 
tions of Taylor and Fillmore were in any way responsible for 
that wild speculation in western land and in railway construc- 
tion, for that would be preposterous, too preposterous even for 
him to assert or for even Republicans to believe. Neither is it 
true that in 1857, or at any other time, the Democrats destroyed 
the Walker tariff bill and substituted another which precipi- 
tated the country into general bankruptcy. That is where the 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio fell down. I will give you 
a histery of that transaction. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman state whether the 
tariff of 1857, which was a Democratic tariff, did not reduce 
the schedules of the Walker tariff bill? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If you will let me alone for ten 
consecutive minutes I will state it exactly as it is. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am sure I have no right to interrupt 
the gentleman. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; the gentleman has a perfect 
right to do so. I am always glad that he does it. It may be 
said of him what Doctor Johnson said of Oliver Goldsmith: 
“ He touches nothing which he does not adorn.” 

The tariff bill of 1857, which the gentleman says precipitated 
universal bankruptcy, was not a Democratic measure, as I will 
presently demonstrate. That’s fact No: 1 in the chapter of our 
legislative and political history which I am now stating. 

The Walker tariff bill, which I repeat was the only thor- 
oughly Democratic tariff bill ever placed upon our statute books, 
and for which Democrats not only cheerfully but proudly and 
enthusiastically assumed all the responsibility and claim all the 
honors for it wrought gloriously for our country’s prosperity, 
was in force from July 30, 1846, when James K. Polk signed it, 
till March 3, 1857, when Franklin Pierce signed the tariff bill 


Is the gentleman willing to stand 


—— 


„ 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


JANUARY 5, 


of 1857, modifying the Walker tariff bill. Please bear these 
dates carefully in mind, as they are absolutely decisive of the 
controversy between the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
and myself here to-day and betwixt all Democrats and all Re- 
publicans at all times, at all places, and under all circumstances. 
If plain, unvarnished, undisputed, and incontrovertible facts of 
history can proye anything in this world, I will suddenly and 
for all time establish the Democratic contention on the eternal 
rock of truth and prove beyond even the shadow of a doubt that 
the Republican platform declaration of 1904 that “A Democratic 
tariff has always been followed by business adversity, a Re- 
publican tariff by business prosperity,” is a glittering, trans- 
parent, and stupendous fable. I use the word fable instead of 
a shorter and harsher synonym because I desire to observe all 
the parliamentary proprieties. I confidently place the well- 
established truths of history against bald assertions. I am so 
certain that the tariff bill of 1857 was not a Democratic tariff 
measure that I most heartily thank the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Grosvenor] for his interruption. 

That bill became a law of the land on the last day of the 
life of the Thirty-fourth Congress, the 3d day of March, 1857. 

The House of Representatives of that Congress was not Dem- 
ocratic. It was composed of 83 Democrats, 108 Republicans, and 
43 Americans, popularly dubbed “ Knownothings,“ making 234 
Members all told, 118 constituting a majority of the House. The 
combined opposition to the Democrats had a majority of 68. 
The Senate was Democratic; so was the President, Franklin 
Pierce. After a long and bitter contest Gen. Nathaniel Prentiss 
Banks, of Massachusetts, was elected Speaker, the first Repub- 
lican Speaker. 

It is known to every intelligent person that tariff bills, called 
revenue bills, must originate in the House. Consequently the 
tariff bill of 1857, of whose effect the gentleman from Ohio com- 
plains, and which supplanted the Walker Democratic tariff bill, 
originated in and was passed by an anti-Democratic House, 
therefore it is clearly a non-Demoeratie measure. Its character 
was not changed into a Democratic measure by being agreed to 
by a Democratic Senate and signed by a Democratic President. 

Truth to tell, it may be said to have been passed by common 
consent of all parties, and it was so passed, because on the 3d 
day of March, 1857, the country was enjoying unbounded pros- 
perity and there was an overflowing Treasury. Among hands 
they cut the rates too low for a good revenue measure, and when 
the evil days came in the fall of 1857, produced, as the Globe- 
Democrat says, by wild speculation in western lands and in 
building superfluous railroads, it did not bring in enough money 
to run the Government. 

How any well-informed or candid person can claim that that 
bill of 1857, non-Democratic though it was, produced the panic 
in the autumn of 1857 is a puzzle; for hard times extended at 
that period over the face of the entire civilized globe, and cer- 
tainly no man who has any reputation for wisdom or veracity to 
lose will jeopardize it by asserting that any tariff law passed by 
us can create hard times all over the world. 

The only difficulty about the tariff bill of 1857 was that, hard 
times coming on unexpectedly, it did not raise revenue enough to 
pay the expenses of the Government. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is not that the gentleman’s present po- 
sition? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No, sir; most assuredly I am al- 
ways in favor of revenue enough to run the Government, econom- 
ically administered—which is the Democratic theory. You are 
running behind now at the rate of about a half million dollars 
a day, are you not? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no. The gentleman's prognostication 
upon that subject is not good. In the last Congress, it will be 
remembered, he predicted that at this time we would be hunting 
around for some source of revenue, and talked about increased 
taxation. Where is that ghost of increased taxation now? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You will be hunting around for it 
before you get away from here. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all. We are able to meet every 
demand of the time and leave a surplus at the end of the year. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion now, while he is on his feet. Turn about is fair play. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is right. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Are we going to have any river and 
harbor bill at this session? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If we need one. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The gentleman knows that we need 
it. Don’t try to get out of it in that way. [Laughter.] 


Mr. GROSVENOR. My recollection is that under a Demo- 
cratic Congress, during which I had the honor to be on the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, at the end of the second ses- 
sion we passed a moderate river and harbor bill, and a Demo- 
cratic President vetoed it. Now, last year, at the end of the 
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Fifty-eighth Congress, we passed a large river and harbor bill. 
Under our new system of contracting we shall not need a new 
river and harbor bill except for new or comparatively new 
projects, so that the sundry civil bill will carry the amount of 
appropriation for the rivers and harbors far in advance of any 
that the Democrats have ever passed. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, gentlemen, I want you to bear 
witness to that testimony. That statement is made ex cathedra. 
The gentleman well speaks as “ one haying authority.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But not as a scribe. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. He belongs to the great triumvirate 
in this House that runs things, composed of the Speaker and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] and the gentleman 
from Ohio. He is one of the “ Three Czars,” and you men who 
want anything done for the rivers and harbors in your districts 
hearken unto his voice, for according to his statement just made 
there is not going to be anything done except on work that has 
already been started. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman will not misrepre- 
sent the organization of the House, The river and harbor bill 
is a privileged bill, and does not require the action of the Com- 
mittee on Rules. I hope the gentleman will remember that in 
all the future of his life. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will; and I will tell you what 
else I will remember—that whenever they get up a bill of any 
importance and get it through the House without the consent of 
the Committee on Rules I will be willing to exclaim with one of 
old: “ Now, Lord, lettest Thou Thy servant depart in peace.” 
[Great laughter and applause.] I do not want you kinder- 
garten Congressmen here, especially, to labor under any misap- 
prehension as to what is going to happen to you, because the 
gentleman from Ohio has told you. If there is any work going 
on in your district that has to be continued to keep it from going 
to ruin you will get a little money; but if there is any new work, 
no matter how important or pressing, you are not going to get a 
cent for it, because they have not got the money to give. This 
blessed Dingley bill, the fount of every blessing, has produced a 
deficiency in the revenues to the amount of sixty or seyenty mil- 
lions of dollars. Now, I will ask the gentleman from Ohio 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, the gentleman wants to be fair. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. Which bill do you refer to? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Dingley bill. If you had a good 
tariff bill you would have kad enough money to carry on these 
improvements. 

Mr. PAYNE. Such a one as the Wilson bill? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. A revenue-producing bill, such as 
I would draw if I had the power to pass it. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Wilson bill, under which we were running 
behind every year. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If the Supreme Court had not held 
the income-tax provision unconstitutional we would have got 
plenty of revenue from the Wilson bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman that the income- 
tax provision would have not produced money enough to make 
a grease spot under the Wilson bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The only reason why it would not 
was stated by Mr. Cockran, of New York, who said that it 
would have made the wealthy men of New York get into the 
habit of committing perjury to keep the taxes from being col- 
lected on their incomes. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman is quoting from a distinguished 
Democrat upon that. To return to what I was just saying, as 
to there not being any deficit this year because there will be no 
river and harbor bill. It would not make any difference 
whether there was a river and harbor bill this year or not. All 
that money would not come out of the Treasury until the end 
of the fiscal year. In the last session we provided liberally for 
rivers and harbors, and that money is now being paid out of 
the money in the Treasury. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, let me ask you whether there 
is going to be any public-building bill reported this year? Now, 
answer that—yes or no. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am not a member of that committee. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. But you are the floor leader in this 
House. 

Mr. PAYNE. If any such bill was brought in here as was 
brought in during the last Congress I should oppose it with the 
utmost vigor I haye. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Gentlemen, I am sorry to see the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means resort to dodg- 
ing in this debate. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. What does the gentleman mean? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What I mean is that you do not tell 
us rapped whether we are going to have a public-building bill 
or no 
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Mr. PAYNE. I do not know. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why don't you know? [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Because, like the gentleman from Missouri, I 
have not been consulted on that subject. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why do you not consult the 
Speaker and those gentlemen on the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. PAYNE. So far as I am concerned, I am. not interested 
in public buildings. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
yours. [Great laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman is right about that. I com- 
menced in a Democratic Congress many years ago. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, You have been here a long time. 
When these kindergarten statesmen haye sat here as long as 
you have they will get some too. 

Mr. PAYNE. On that I had little experience, and if I were 
commencing with the “ kindergarten class” I would not intro- 
duce a bill for a public building in my district. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What does the gentleman from 
Ohio say about a public-building bill? I want to get at the 
facts. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. On that question I am a single Member 
of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes, you are; and much more. 
You are one of the governing trio—one of the ruling elders, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I shall pass upon a public-building bill 
3 as I pass upon other questions that come before this 

ouse. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will ask you a leading question: 
Do you know whether it is the intention of the managers of this 
Congress that there shall not be any river and harbor bill, 
except as you have described, and there shall be no public- 
building bill at this session, in order to make buckle and tongue 
meet? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not understand either branch of 
that question in the affirmative. I have a suspicion on the river 
and harbor question, because of an interview given out by the 
chairman of the committee. As to the public-building question 
I have no knowledge, no information, and no belief. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to state to you that unless 
you gentlemen who want public buildings in your districts and 
improvements of your rivers and harbors break away from and 
overthrow this Republican machine in the House, which domi- 
nates in all things, you are not going to get any at this session 
of Congress. You can write that on the tablets of your memory 
now. This is an argumentum ad hominem. I have seen that 
game played two or three times since I have been here. 

But I have been distracted somewhat from the propositions I 
was stating. While the Walker tariff bill was law there was 
great growth and prosperity, but the gentleman from Ohio says 
truly that while it was in force there came a war and there 
were great discoveries of gold; therefore the gentleman from 
Ohio concludes, or rather he wants this House to conclude, that 
the great prosperity described by Mr. Blaine as existing from 
1846 to 1857 was produced by the Mexican war, the Crimean 
war, and the gold discoveries in California and Australia. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I suppose you would say that the prosperity 
of a country might somewhat be measured by its foreign trade? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Possibly to some extent, but not 
very much. 

Mr. HEPBURN. You have extolled the tariff of 1846, and 
have said that that tariff, continuing up to 1857, was the model 
Democratic tariff. I have here a statement showing the balances 
of foreign trade, from 1851, for eleyen years; and during ten of 
those eleyen years the balance of trade under that tariff was 
against the United States. 

In the aggregate in the years when the balance was against 
us, the total balance against us was $442,000,000. In one year, 
the year 1858, the balance was $8,000,000 and some odd thou- 
sands in our favor. Now, under a Republican tariff, with the 
exception of the period when the Wilson tariff was in force, 
during eleven years including 1891 and following years, the 
balance of foreign trade in our favor was $2,692,000,000. So 
that under the Democratic tariff balances were against us to the 
aggregate of $442,000,000, while for the same period of time 
under a Republican tariff the balances were in our favor to the 
amount of $2,692,000,000. Is not that an indication that this 
‘latter system is the better system for the foreign trade? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Wait a minute before you sit down. 
I want to ask you a question, and then I will answer yours as 
fully as I can with the material at hand. Do you deny that 
statement of Blaine’s that the years from 1846 to 1857 were 
years of great prosperity? t 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I would say this: I lived in this 
country at that time, but I lived upon what might be called the 
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Oh, yes; that’s it; you have got 


frontier, and I know tLat those were not times of prosperity for 
that part of the country. There was penury and want, but 
probably it was only that which was Incidental to a new 
country. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
ment and Blaine’s statement together, as far as that is con- 
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cerned. You gentlemen can take your choice. Now, the ques- 
tion that you ask is in the main fair. When it is boiled down it 
is this: Do balances of trade indicate prosperity or not? That 
depends entirely upon circumstances. A nation may be very 
prosperous with a balance of trade against it. It may be very 
prosperous with a balance of trade in favor of it. Adam Smith 
stated that many years ago, and he is recognized as one of the 
leading authorities on political economy. 

Mr. HEPBURN. You say that the business of the country 
may be prosperous and there may be general prosperity with a 
balance of trade against us. Now, during this period and for 
two or three years preceding, but during the time that that 
tariff was in force, eight hundred millions of gold were ex- 
tracted from the mines of California. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That may be the amount. I do not 
remember the figures, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Of that eight hundred millions of gold we 
sent out of the country four hundred and twenty-six millions to 
make good the balance of trade against us. Would you think 
that it would be possible for this country to have been pros- 
perous at that period but for the accidental discovery of gold in 
California, with which the Democratic tariff had nothing to do? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. A part of that is true and a part is 
not. Holland has been one of the most prosperous countries 
for years, with the general balance of trade against it. So has 
Germany. So has England. Buying stuff does not impoverish 
a man if he needs the stuff and makes good use of it. So witha 
nation. While we were a feeble people and did not have any 
great factories of our own, while we were purely an agricultural 
people, the balance of trade was against us as a general thing, 
no matter what party was in power. 

The balance of trade may or may not be a test of prosperity. 
I will put Mr. Blaine’s statement as to prosperity of these years 
as a fact that can not be contradicted. There are two univer- 
sally accepted standards of prosperity, increase of population 
and increase of wealth—not in aggregate, but by percentages— 
and the statistics show that, judged by percentages of increase 
of wealth and population, any one of the eleyen years of the 
Walker tariff bill was more prosperous than any one of the nine 
years of the Dingley tariff bill. In no one of the eleyen years of 
the Walker tariff did we increase in population as much in the 
aggregate as we have in any one of nine years of the Dingley 
bill, simply because 30,000,000 of people do not propagate as many 
children as 80,000,000 of people. In no one of the eleven years of 
the Walker bill did we pile up as much increase of wealth in the 
aggregate as in any one of the nine years of the Dingley bill, 
because 30,000,000 of people can not make as much wealth as 
83,000,000 of people; and we now have all of these labor-saving 
devices which so much multiply the wealth-producing capacity 
of a people. But, judged by percentage in increase of wealth, 
we increased as much in any one year of the Walker bill as 
in any one year of the Dingley bill. 

But what I started to say was that, granted the Mexican war 
and the Crimean war and the discovery of gold helped along 
the prosperity—and I do not desire to deny it—how does that 
apply to the present situation? Now, the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN] is no ordinary Congressman. He is a veteran 
statesman. He is one of the three or four great Republican 
debaters in this House. He claims that there has been greater 
prosperity under the Dingley bill than there ever was before. 
Every Republican claims that and that the Dingley bill pro- 
duced it. But if the Mexican war and the Crimean war 
helped to increase the prosperity in 1846 and for the eleven 
succeeding years, how does it happen that the Spanish war 
and the Philippine war and the Boer war and the Russo-Jap- 
anese war and the greatly increased production of gold in 
recent years should not be credited with a part of the great 
prosperity that has come to the American people under the 
Dingley tariff bill? Why, as a sample, when the Spanish war 
began the very best mules in Missouri were selling for $75 to 
$100 apiece. These wars consumed the world's supply of mules. 
The consequence is that a good pair of mules in Missouri now 
sells for $300 to $500, and yet that, according to the Republican 
logic, is credited up to the blessings of the Dingley bill, which 
didn’t have a bit more to do with it than had the ten command- 
ments. [Laughter and applause.] Every man from the South 
who raises sugar and cotton knows that mules have gone up 
from the days when the Spanish war began; and if we had 
that great European war that they are talking about, the price 
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of mules would go soaring out of sight. A man lives in my 
district who imports large numbers of Spanish jacks. He had 
ninety-seven left on hand in the spring of 1898, simply because 
he could not sell them at any price. He kept them over from 
necessity. One fine morning he awoke and found himself worth 
$100,000 in these ninety-seven jacks. The wars did it, not the 
Dingley bill. 

Another thing about it: Suppose the gold production did help 
to bolster up prosperity from 1846 to 1847—and a man would 
be an idiot to deny it—what has helped to bolster up this pros- 
perity but the new discoveries of gold that have brought 
$800,000,000 of gold into this country? That is how much more 
you have now than in 1896. Also a discovery of a new and 
cheap process of extracting gold out of the ore, which brought in 
another third of it in round numbers. When that process was 
discovered, it did not pay to work gold that did not run ten or 
fifteen dollars a ton; now you can work it with profit where it 
produces less than a dollar a ton. Where does the other third 
come from? I will tell you. In 1897 and 1898 and 1899 and 
1900 we had the finest crops that ever grew out of the ground, 
and they had a crop famine in Europe and Australia, and those 
hungry people had to pay our farmers practically what they 
wanted for their products; so that it sent a stream of gold like 
the river Pactolus flowing into this country, into the arteries of 
commerce, quickening and fructifying the whole American com- 
merce; and it is a poor rule that does not work both ways. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Has the gentleman taken this into account? 
There is no extraordinary production of gold in the United 
States, nor has there been during the past eleven years—I mean 
the domestic production—in relation to the population and the 
business of this country as compared with the period that I 
name, from 1849 on. The production of gold then, in proportion 
to population and in proportion to business, was yastly greater 
than it is to-day ; and then if the gentleman takes into account the 
production of gold outside of the United States will he explain 
to us how the United States would have benefited by that if the 
balance of trade all the time were against us? That foreign 
production of gold is valuable when customers of ours must 
send their gold here to liquidate or pay the balance that is 
against them in foreign trade. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The gentleman labors under the 
misapprehension all the time that if we send a dollar anywhere 
to buy anything we lose that dollar, and that if a man sends 
us a dollar over here for any purpose, no difference what we give 
for it, we gain a dollar. That is not true at all. On the con- 
trary, if we give two dollars’ worth of products for the for- 
eigner’s one dollar, we lose a dollar in the transaction. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will allow me to correct 
him, I do not have that idea at all; but I have this idea, that if 
we send a dollar abroad to buy something that we do not make, 
we get the article that we want and the exchange is equal. 
There is no advantage to us save that which comes from that 
commercial transaction. But if we make that thing here at 
home, we not only have it but we save the dollar that otherwise 
we should have to send abroad, and that is what makes 


prosperity. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is not true either. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I just want to ask the 
gentleman another question. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Oh, one at a time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I know it is hardly fair to double team on 
the gentleman, but the difference between the man on the floor 
speaking to an entertained audience and an interloper is about 
eyen, two to one. I desire the gentleman to state now, in fur- 
ther illustration of conditions, he haying spoken of the vast 
accumulation of gold which is now in circulation in the United 
States, supposing that a law had been passed in 1897 making free 
and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, how much 
of the gold coin that has come from these extraordinary produc- 
tions—which I by no means admit—would, in his judgment, be 
circulating to-day in the United States? And in that connection 
will he tell me what would have made any difference in the cir- 
culating medium of the United States and that of China, where 
there is no gold coin, and in Mexico, where there is no gold coin? 
Is it not a fact beyond the possibility of discussion that as 
rapidly as that gold was produced in the United States it would 
haye sought occupation in gold-standard countries to the utter 
exclusion of the circulation of gold in the United States, and 
is not that the inevitable and irrepealable law of this proposi- 
tion? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will answer first the question of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor]. It is true that it 
is entirely foreign to a tariff discussion, but he has done me the 
honor to ask it, and I shall do him the honor to reply to it. If 
William J. Bryan had been elected President of the United 
States in 1896, and there had been an honest and persistent 


effort, as there would have been, to have bimetalism estab- 
lished all over the world, everywhere on the civilized globe 


to-day a silver dollar would be worth a gold dollar. The Re- 
publicans in 1896 did not declare honestly, squarely, and courage- 
ously in favor of the gold standard. The gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Grosvenor] had, I think, a great deal to do with the writ- 
ing of the money plank and of the Republican platform of Ohio 
in 1896. He was there or thereabouts when that remarkable 
and ridiculous document was prepared. They went to St. Louis 
with that platform to nominate McKinley on it. I will give any 
man in this House the best hat that Stetson can make if he will 
take the money plank of the Ohio platform of 1896 which they. 
carried to St. Louis with them and tell me what it means. You 
ean read it right side up and wrong side up and catawampus, 
like somebody said he read Blaine’s letter from Genoa, and you 
can not tell to save your life what it means. But when they 
reached St. Louis Senator Henry Cazor Lopcr and the eastern 
gold bugs got hold of the trimmers down there and rammed part 
of the gold standard down their throats; but they did not 
declare unequivocally in favor of the gold standard. They were 
too smart for that. They said, “ We are in favor of the mainte- 
nance of the present gold standard until“ — until what?—“ until 
bimetalism, the coinage of gold and silver, can be secured by, 
international agreement.” 

ue GROSVENOR. Do you not think that was a pretty good 
ram 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I think that is one of the most 
skillful devices of American politics—a most successful bunko 
game. I will tell you what that enabled the Republicans to do, 
and I heard them do it with success. They went to the country, 
on a proposition that they were actually better silver men than 
we were. Brother McCreary shakes his head. Maybe he did 
not do it, but they did it all over the country, and they roped 
in enough free-silver votes to elect William McKinley President 
of the United States, and then, when they had elected him, he 
appointed an international commission, composed of Senator 
Wolcott, Adlai E. Stevenson, and some statesman from Boston 
whose name I do not recall, to go to Europe and effect this in- 
ternational agreement; and those three men came very near per- 
forming a miracle over there. They persuaded England to agree 
to go into the coinage of silver again, and just the very minute 
the news reached this country that England was about to agree 
to it, Lyman J. Gage, who ratted to the Republican party in 
order to get office, the Secretary of the Treasury, had himself 
interviewed (or interviewed himself), in which interview he 
stated that that commission did not represent the Administra- 
tion and did not represent the people of the United States, and 
that was the last of that great confidence game. [Laughter and 
applause on the Democratic side.] That was just exactly it. 
If the gentleman from Ohio has any lurking suspicion in his 
head that I have any apologies to offer for supporting William 
J. Bryan in the campaigns of 1896 and 1900 he might as well 
disabuse his mind of it now. [Applause on the Democratic 


side.] 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt about it, 
and I have no doubt about the gentleman’s willingness to fol- 


low him in 1908. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will if he is nominated, sure as 
you are living. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And I think you will follow him to the 
same result. But will you not kindly answer the question put 
to you? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, I am answering. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I did not know it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I can not answer it in a sentence. 
When I think of Bryan and think of the men who pulled him 
down, I recall the splendid lines of Shakespeare— 

An eagle, tow'ring in his priae of place, 
Was by mousing owls hawked at and killed. 

[Applause.] 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. One at a time. I will get through 

with the two veterans before I tackle the juniors. [Laugh- 
ter.] My further answer to the gentleman from Ohio is 
this: If there had been an honest effort made to secure inter- 
national bimetalism there would never have been any gold ex- 
ported out of this country, unless somebody had peculiar neces- 
sity for the gold in the arts and sciences; that it would have 
put the gold and silver absolutely on the same basis the 9 
over. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. There is no doubt about that, but has 
the gentleman from Missouri ever in the last twelve years 
noticed any tendency among the nations of the world to agree 
to bimetallism? 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Never heard the slightest whisper 
about it since that international commission was hamstrung by 
Lyman J. Gage. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The 
condition of affairs right now demonstrates that we were 
right in our contention in 1896—that is, in the main conten- 
tion. What was the main contention? Democrats said that 
the more money you had the more prosperity you had. We 
say it now. Sixteen to one was a mere incident to the main 
proposition. Republicans said that you had money enough. 
Now, if you did have money enough, what did you want with 
any more? And why go around exploiting yourselves?—because 
you haye $800,000,000 more gold in the United States than you 
had then? You have also more prosperity than you had then, 
and the prosperity of the country keeps pace with the volume 
of the currency in the country. Now, to answer, as far as the 
contention of the gentleman from Iowa is concerned. Our out- 
put of gold has increased. Of course I could not bring all the 
documents and statistics in the country here to-day, and never 
expected to be asked that question in a debate on the tariff, but 
I affirm, without any fear of successful contradiction, that our 
output of gold has increased in the United States since 1896. 
We are also the chief beneficiaries of all the gold that is dug 
out of the Klondike region. So much for that. 

Mr. WATSON. The gentleman has described the great joy 
with which he followed Mr. Bryan in 1896 and in 1900, and I 
wanted to ask him whether or not he did not with equal joy 
follow Grover Cleveland in three Presidential campaigns? 

And with which one now does the gentleman stand? And 
what is the particular brand of Democracy that the gentleman 
now has in the bottle out of Which 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Champ Clark Democracy. 
[Great laughter.] The very best brand that there is in the 
country. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WATSON. I want to ask this question: In 1897 the 
gentleman from Missouri made a speech on the floor of this 
House in which he said that if he had his way about it he 
would destroy every custom-house in the United States. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; I think I said that. 

Mr. WATSON. On the 28th—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am not going to have that 9-year- 
old speech of mine incorporated in this speech. [Laughter.] 

Assuming for the sake of argument that I was a free trader 
in 1897, and am one yet, for that is what the gentleman’s 
questions mean, I want to ask this entire Republican side if it 
is a crime to be a free trader? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; in this country. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will pump something into the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] very suddenly. 
[Laughter.] He is the very man I have been looking for. 
Now, listen. I will read this paragraph, without telling the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania who wrote it: 

The repeal of the salt tax was an especial favorite of his, He was 


rfectly xine in attacking the tax, and deserves the greatest credit 
‘or the persistency which finally won him the yictory. 


The man who wrote that paragraph is a free trader pro 
tanto, is he not? - 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, sir. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Oh, the gentleman from Ohio knows 
who wrote it. [Laughter.] The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Manon] answers that the man who wrote that para- 
graph is a free trader. The gentleman from Ohio is too smart 
to be caught in the trap. Who wrote that paragraph? 

Mr. MAHON. I did not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know the gentleman did not; 
but a much greater man did. Theodore Roosevelt, President of 
the United States. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, the gentleman will—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Wait until I get through with this 
Pennsylvania brother and I will yield to the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to add something to the hilarity 
of the occasion before I go, and I must go in half an hour. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, I am glad of it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Just yield to me for one moment. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. All right. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman who wrote that para- 
graph in his youthful days is the present President of the 
United States, and the statement appears in the Statesmen Se- 
ries of the Life of Thomas H. Benton. Benton made a great 
reputation at one time by attacking the tariff on salt, and the 
President indorses his conduct and gives him great credit for it. 
I, as a stand-patter of the most intense character, indorse what 
the President says in that writing, and extend it over as an 
additional testimonial in favor of Thomas H. Benton. Why? 
The production of salt in the United States at that time was so 
small that a tariff upon salt then would haye been, and was 


substantially the same as a tariff upon coffee or tea would be 
now. And therefore Mr. Benton could very well be a protec- 
tionist, which he was not, and oppose a tariff on salt, as I have 
always, although a protectionist, opposed a tariff on tea and 
coffee. That answers the whole of my friend’s very adroit and 
very forcible proposition—until it is answered. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, now, General, I want to say 
something to you. I am not authorized to speak for President 
Roosevelt. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Neither am I. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am certainly glad to hear it. 
[Laughter.] Colonel Roosevelt is my personal friend, and I am 
his. I wish him well. The gentleman from Ohio comes in here 
and undertakes to do by proxy for Colonel Roosevelt what Colonel 
Roosevelt will never do for himself, and that is to plead the 
baby act. Cowardice is not among his sins. He wrote this 
paragraph about Thomas H. Benton, into which trap my friend 
from Pennsylvania walked, when he declared that to be a free 
trader in this country is to be a criminal. Therefore, according 
to the logic of my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON], 
President Roosevelt is a criminal. [Laughter.] There is no 
Republican in this House who will dare to stand up here in the 
face of this assembly and categorically declare that Colonel 
Roosevelt is a criminal, because if he does, President Roosevelt 
will cut off his supply of “pap,” and a Republican Congressman 
without “pap” is lost in the world. [Renewed laughter.] 

The gentleman from Ohio got himself into a hole before he 
sat down. He says that he is a double-back-acting “stand- 
patter.” I deny it. He voted for the Cuban reciprocity busi- 
ness. He is going to vote for this bill, which is free trade 
piecemeal. I congratulate the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Payne] and the rest of them on getting a part of the way to a 
reasonable tariff bill. The gentleman from Ohio said that he 
was like Colonel Benton when Benton fought the tariff on 
salt—that he was against the tariff on tea and coffee. Why, 
there is no parallel between the two cases. We make salt in 
this country in abundance. All we have to do is to go to work 
and boil it, or dig it out of the ground in train-load lots. There 
is no tea or coffee grown in the United States for commercial 
purposes, and there is no parallel between the two cases. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why, the gentleman ought to be fair, 
and he has been very successful in that respect, but this act of 
Benton’s was prior to the manufacture of salt commercially in 
the United States. 

It was even prior to the production of Turk Island salt, and 
we were compelled to import our salt from Liverpool and other 
points of that character. There is no dispute about that. 

Is there no difference between the tariff upon tea or a tariff 
upon any article that is produced mostly in a foreign country 
and another article that is produced in this country? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. God made salt nearly as plentiful 
as the air we breathe and the water we drink; and man has 
wickedly levied a tariff tax upon it. Even the pagan Romans 
knew better than that. A standing order to the Roman army 
was that they should never levy a tribute of salt on a conquered 
people. I wish I had time to make a speech on Thomas H. 
Benton and the work he did in putting salt on the free list. For 
years in the Roman senate Cato, no matter what was the sub- 
ject of his speech, wound up with “Carthago delenda est — 
“Carthage must be destroyed.” And no difference what the 
subject of debate in the American Senate Colonel Benton lugged 
in the subject of protected salt. He was one of the greatest 
Democrats that ever lived, and the speeches which he delivered 
in the United States Senate upon this subject will amply repay 
perusal, even at this late day, for the learning they contain and 
which at last put salt on the free list. When he had accom- 
plished his purpose so pleased was he that he said, in his pom- 
pous way, that he imagined he heard the flocks and herds on a 
thousand hills bellowing out their love and gratitude to him 
for it. No doubt they would have done so could they have under- 
stood his splendid labor in their behalf, 

In conclusion, I want to ask you all a question. If Thomas H. 
Benton deserves the highest credit for putting salt upon the free 
list, as Colonel Roosevelt said he did, would not I deserve the 
highest credit for putting salt back on the free list? I have 
introduced a bill in five or six Congresses to do it, and I intend 
to, introduce it into every Congress as long as I stay here, so 
help me God, until I triumph as did “ The Great Missourian,” 
whose high career constitutes one of the priceless heritages of 
the imperial Commonwealth which he loved so well and served 
so nobly. If Benton deserved the highest credit for doing that, 
as President Roosevelt says he did, why would not Mr. Wir- 
LIAMS, or Judge DE ARMOND, or any other man in this House, 
deserve the highest credit for putting any other prime necessity 
of life upon the free list? 
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These gentlemen have lured me far afield by their numerous, 
ingenious, and interesting questions. Let us return a moment 
to the consideration of the present crisis in our tariff effairs, 

What sort of a modus vivendi is it that Secretary Root is 
endeavoring to induce Secretary Shaw to enter into with Ger- 
many? Why, if the papers are to be believed, it is to be nothing 
more than a systematic juggling with invoices of German prod- 
ucts imported into this country from Germany—a sleight of 
hand performance by which invoices from that country are to 
be rated lower than they should be in order to placate Germany 
temporarily and tide the Republican party over the rocks during 
this session. In the meantime, we are to be amused with this 
maximum and minimum toy. Then Congress having done noth- 
ing, absolutely nothing, to permanently improve the situation 
and having adjourned, the Republicans will play another stu- 
pendous confidence game by going to the country with gorgeous 
promises of what they will do by way of tariff revision at the 
short session—in which great game they will be all things to all 
men, hoping thereby to carry the Congressional elections. This 
trick may prove successful, but I do not believe that it will. 
The people are not all fools. 

Gentlemen, I have exceeded by very much the time that I 
expected to occupy. I thank the House profoundly for its 
courtesy and its kindness. This speech is somewhat disjointed, 
because it was not written out beforehand and because there 
have been ceaseless interruptions. I have tried to be fair about 
it. I haye denied no Member a chance to interrogate me. I 
hope that this day’s work will open up a discussion that will be 
the cause and beginning of a wider discussion in the country, 
which will do one of two things—it will either drive the Repub- 
licans of the agricultural districts into electing outspoken Re- 
publican tariff revisionists here, or else the next House will be 
a Democratic House. Truth is mighty and will prevail. If I 
have contributed even “the widow’s mite” to the approaching 
triumph of a righteous cause, the three hours which I have 
consumed have been profitably spent. I have an abiding faith 
that when the eyes of the taxpayers of the land are opened to 
the situation they will not longer stand for the monstrosities of 
the Dingley tariff bill. [Prolonged applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Mr. FORDNEY rose and was recognized. 

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Michigan may be allowed to conclude his 
remarks without limit. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BISHOP] 
asks unanimous consent that his colleague, who has been recog- 
nized by the Chair, may be permitted to speak until he shall 
have concluded his remarks, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 0 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I am in this matter placed 
in a rather peculiar position. I wish it to be understood at the 

where I stand on this measure. I will try to make 
myself clear in what I have to say about it, so that there will be 
no misunderstanding as to what my views are. I am opposed 
to this bill for many reasons. In the time given me I will try 
in a plain, businesslike way to explain why I oppose this bill. 

In the first place let me say I understand the measure is 
called a Republican measure. From the wording of the bill 
and the effects which may arise from it no human being, in my 
opinion, could understand whether it is a Republican or a Dem- 
ocratic measure. I have always understood that the Repub- 
lican party, to which I belong, stood for protection to American 
industries. I believe that the President of the United States is 
a protectionist, and that many Republican Presidents before him 
were protectionists. I believe that the platforms adopted in 
national conventions by the Republican party have declared for 
protection to American industries. To bear me out in that 
statement, I want to ask the time of the House while I read a 
portion of the Republican platform adopted in the national con- 
vention in St. Louis in 1896. It is the plank in that platform 
that refers particularly to sugar. 

We condemn the present Administration for not keeping faith with 


the sugar producers of this country. The Republican party favors 
such prot on as will lead to the production on American soil of all 
the s 


r which the American le use, and for which th other 
countries more than $100,000,600 2 annually. oe eos 

I believe that the Republicans in convention that framed that 
plank in this platform meant what they said, meant that if the 
people of this country would return that party to power they 
would carry out their pledge. Have they done it? Let me 
read you just a little of the platform adopted in 1900 by the 
Republican party in convention assembled : 

We renew our faith in the pano of protection to American labor. 
In that policy our industries ve been established, diversified, and 
maintained. By protecting the home market competition has been 


stimulated and production cheapened. Opportunity to the inventive 
genius Gf our Pepi has been secured and wages in every 


of labor maintained at high rates—higher now than ever before, and 
ere distinguishing our working people in their better conditions of 
life from those of any competing country. Enjoying the blessings of 
the American common school, secure in the right o self-government, 
and protected in the pai aces of their own markets, their constantly 
increasing knowledge and skill have enabled them to finally enter the 
markets of the world. 

Further on in that platform let me read to you what was sald 
about reciprocity. I believe that this measure is claimed by its 
friends to be a reciprocity measure. Oh, I have become so dis- 
gusted with the term reciprocity, as used by the Republican 
party—not the Democratic party—since I have been a Member 
of this House that I can not believe for an instant that the 
friends of this measure and the friends of Cuban reciprocity 
ever knew what reciprocity meant as referred to by James G. 
Blaine and William McKinley. 

We favor the associated policy of reci ity, directed 
our markets on daporatle torments n APIO SURN 
aow, liten, please, and then compare it with the effects of 

8 — 
for what we do not ourselves produce 

That is reciprocity; that is what was meant by the Repub- 
lican party at that time when they mentioned reciprocity— 
in return for the foreign markets. 

That is reciprocity as I understand it, gentlemen. Reciproc- 
ity does not mean that we propose to open our markets to the 
goods of foreign countries to come in here without duty on com- 
petitive articles. That is not what was meant by the term 
“reciprocity.” By opening our markets to the raw sugars of 
the world, produced by the cheapest labor on earth—is that 
reciprocity, when we can produce that product on American 
soil? I say No.“ 

Let me read to you what our President, Theodore Roosevelt, 
said in his letter of acceptance in 1904, and then, if you please, 
I will ask the friends of this measure to reconcile it with the 
principles in this bill, if they can. 

Here is what the President said in his letter of acceptance 
in the last campaign: 

The one consideration which must never be omitted in a tariff change 
is the imperative need of preserving the American standard of living 
for the American workingman. 

I will show you later on what this bill proposes to do in the 
standard of wages for the American laboring man: 

The tarif rate must never fall below that which will protect the 
American worki ań by allowing for the diference between the 
per labor cost here and abroad, so as at least to equalize the con- 

itions arising from the difference in the standard of labor here and 
abroad—a difference which it should not be our aim to foster in so far 
as it represents the needs of better educated, better paid, better fed, and 
better clothed worki en of a higher type than any to be found in 
a forelgn country. At all hazards and no matter what else is sought 
for or accomplished by changes of the tariff the American working- 
man must be protected in his standard of wages—that is, in his stand- 
ard of living—and must be secured the fullest opportunity of employ- 
ment, Our laws should in no event afford advantage to foreign indus- 
tries over American industries. They should in no event do less than 
equalize the difference in conditions at home and abroad. 

That is what our President sdid in his letter of acceptance 
before entering upon the campaign that elected him President of 
the United States, the position he now holds. Let me read you 
what he further said: 

It is a matter of regret that the protective tariff policy, which dur- 
ing the last forty-odd years has become part of the very fiber of the 
, is not now accepted as definitely established. Surely we have 
a righ to say that it has beyond the domain of theory, and a 
right to expect that not only its original advocates, but those who at 
one time distrusted it on theoretical grounds, should now acquiesce in 
the results that have been proved over and over again by actual ex- 
e These forty-odd years have been the most prosperous years 

is nation has ever seen, more prosperous years than other nations have 
ever seen. 

Again he says: 

Every class of our people is benefited the protective tariff. During 
the last few years a merchant has seen export trade of this country 
grow faster than ever in our perrons history. The manufacturer 
could not keep his factory running if it were not for the protective 
tarif. The wage-worker would do well to remember that if protection 
is robbery and is to be punished accordingly, he will be the first 
to pay the penalty. 

Taking all in all what I have read from our Republican plat- 
form and what I have read from the letter of acceptance by 
Theodore Roosevelt, I still, my friends, cling to the high pro- 
tective tariff as the safeguard of American liberty, and I be- 
lieve the President of the United States stands with me on that 
principle. 

Now, let us see if this bill becomes a law, whether or not we 
are carrying out the pledges that we made to the people of this 
country upon which every Republican in this House stood and 
pledged himself to the letter of the law. When I accepted the 
nomination in my district, my friends, I pledged myself to these 
platforms, and I propose to stand there until the last ditch, 
if I am the only man on this side of the House to stand in that 
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It is my opinion and my belief — and I am candid and firm in 
that belief—that we can not tear down this protective wall 
which the Republican party has put around American institu- 
tions and let in the product of foreign cheap labor without 
injuring that industry, if it is a competitive article. Let us 
see whether or not the sugar from the Philippine Islands and 
the sugar from Cuba is a competitive article with something 
made in this country. The year of 1883 was about the time the 
sugar industry in this country began to grow. It ran along 
gradually and slowly until 1897, when William McKinley called 
together Congress in extra session for the purpose of repealing 
the Wilson bill, and put in its place a high-protection tariff 
measure. The Dingley bill provided that sugar coming from 
foreign countries, 16 Dutch standard, or 96 per cent pure, should 
pay a duty of 1.683 cents per hundred pounds. By the provi- 
sions of that bill the American sugar manufacturers of the 
United States had that much advantage over the cheap-made 
sugar in foreign countries. That tariff stood there as a stone- 
wall against the foreign nations of the earth. That stimulated 
the sugar industry in the United States, and right in the State 
of Michigan, which I have the honor to represent in part in 
Congress, the first sugar factory began to make sugar from 
beets grown in the fields of Michigan. 

In 1898 the first factory in that State turned out some sugar. 
Under the belief that the Republican party meant just what it 
said in its platform, and that that party so long as it remained 
in power was going to carry out its pledge, capital became confi- 
dent and sugar factories began to spring up all over our State, 
and by 1900 we had 17 magnificent sugar factories in that State. 
That industry kept going on so rapidly that the average man 
could not keep pace with it, but the very instant the Republican 
party introduced into Congress a so-called “ Cuban reciprocity 
measure,” immediately the hope of every business man in the 
State of Michigan who had a single dollar invested in that 
industry vanished. They hesitated, and said: “ What does our 
party propose to do? It has given encouragement to this indus- 
try. We have invested our money—all we had, in many in- 
sances—and now by the adoption of Cuban reciprecity and the 
removal of 20 per cent of the $1.684 duty that stood there as a 
stone wall we can readily see that the great sugar trusts of this 
country are going to haye an advantage over us, and with 
their $90,000,000 and not one drop of warm human blood flowing 
in their veins we know that the inevitable must come unless the 
Republican party will stand by its pledges made in 1896 and 
again in 1900.“ And imagine their surprise! When Cuban 
reciprocity was introduced, and the Committee on Ways and 
Means gave notice that the hearings would be given, from all 
over the United States came delegations representing the beet- 
sugar industry and representing the cane-sugar industry in the 
South, and earnestly registered their protest against the passage 
of that measure. But what was the use? It was a packed jury, 
and a conclusion had been reached before the bill was introduced. 
They pleaded for mercy. They said they had their money in- 
vested. They said that the sugar trust could import into the 
United States from Cuba raw sugar, pay the Dingley rate of 
duty, pay the prevailing price for the raw in the markets 
of the world, pay the cost of refining, and put refined sugar upon 
the market for just about what the manufacturer could produce 
sugar from beets for and put it on the market. 

Byer since the first pound of sugar was produced in this coun- 
try from beets and cane the sugar trust has fixed a standard of 
prices, and it receives for sugar made from cane 10 cents a hun- 
dred pounds more than the sugar-beet manufacturer can get for 
his sugar; and no matter whether the price in the market is 
high or whether it is low the manufacturer of beet sugar dare 
not undersell or oversell the sugar trust in any market of the 
United States. No merchant—no wholesale grocery merchant 
in the United States—can buy from the sugar-beet manufac- 
turers in this country his supply of sugar for the twelve months 
in the year. There is a time during the twelve months when 
every merchant in the United States must go to the sugar trust 
for his sugar, and the sugar trust has laid down this rule, and 
they have carried out this rule to the letter: “If you buy 
more than so much sugar from the beet-sugar manufacturer, 
by the gods, you can not have a pound of sugar from us when 
beet sugar is exhausted.” I know a case in the State of Mich- 
igan where a wholesale grocery man in the city of Detroit had 
an interest in a sugar factory in the Eighth district, at a 
town called Caro. The sugar trust served notice upon him that 
he must not use over a certain amount of sugar coming from 
his own factory, and if he did, not a pound could he get from 
them when bis sugar was gone. Oh, what kind of competition 
is that? If in your opinion Cuban reciprocity or this Philippine 
free-trade measure would help to stimulate the markets for the 
sugar trust under such circumstances, is there a man within 


the sound of my voice who would support such a measure? If 
so, he is not a friend of mine. But, thank God, gentlemen here 
have the right to think as they please and act as their good 
judgment dictates. If they differ with me, it is their privilege. 
But if there are any gentlemen in the House of Representatives, 
or in either end of this Capitol, who would support a measure 
that will drive out of existence one single industry in the United 
States to the benefit of the trusts, I would like to know who he 
is. Is there a man here who would do it? I believe not. But 
let us see whether or not this bill does that, in effect. I have 
stated to you before that when Cuban reciprocity became a law 
the sugar trust, if they should receive the benefits of the 20 per 
cent reduction, could put upon our markets raw sugars imported 
from Cuba at a third of a cent per pound less than sugar could 
be produced from beets. Mr. Willetts, of Willetts & Gray, sugar 
statisticians, of New York, one of the greatest experts among 
the statisticians and mathematicians of this country, stated last 
spring before the Committee on Ways and Means that at that 
time the sugar trust was purchasing raw sugar from Cuba at 13 
cents a hundred pounds below the Hamburg or London prices, 
and the refined sugar produced by the American Sugar Refining 
Company and the Arbuckles was at that time being sold and put 
upon our markets for 11 or 12 cents a hundred pounds aboye 
the price obtained for refined sugar in Hamburg and in London. 

If that is so, my friends, the 20 per cent reduction given to 
Cubans for their sugar in that Cuban reciprocity measure 
amounted to 33.7 cents per hundred pounds. Then Mr. Willetts 
shows conclusively that the sugar trust had absorbed 24 cents 
of the 34 cents, while at the same time every man, woman, and 
child within my hearing or out of my hearing in this country 
knows that the consumer paid I and 2 cents a pound more for 
his sugar than he did before the enactment of the Cuban bill. 
How do you reconcile those differences, my friends? I can not 
do it other than by the fact that the sugar trust absorbed, as I 
stated, two-thirds of that reduction and the poor devil of a 
Cuban got but one-third. Now, to bear out the statement that 
this is possible, that Mr. Willetts was correct, a public announce- 
ment was made in the newspapers of this country on or about 
January or February, 1905, that the sugar trust had declared a 
dividend—an annual dividend, mind you—of 26 per cent on their 
$90,000,000 of capital, and that 26 per cent did not include the 
profits on coffee and in the banking business, in both of which 
they are heavily engaged. Is that any good excuse? Why. the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] yesterday lightly spoke 
of the correctness of Mr, Willetts’s statement the other day before 
the Committee on Ways and Means, giving him credit for being 
a very fine and scholarly gentleman, but doubting his figures, 
Let me say to you, if you read the hearings before the Committee 
on Ways and Means that took place just before the holidays, 
and then listened to the gentleman’s remarks from the State ef 
New York made yesterday, or read his remarks, and you will 
find that he discredits, or attempts to discredit, the statements 
made by every man who appeared in opposition to this measure. 
The gentleman referred to Mr. Hathaway, a gentleman employed 
by several sugar factories in the State of Michigan to go to the 
Philippine Islands and investigate the sugar situation, so that 
at the beginning of this Congress, knowing that this bill would 
again be brought up for consideration, they might be in posses- 
sion of some facts to meet the committee’s recommendations. 
Mr. Hathaway is a resident of my home town, an estimable gen- 
tleman. Not one word in the hearings before the Ways and 
Means Committee appears to discredit the honesty and integrity 
of that gentleman, yet Mr. Payne yesterday in his remarks on 
the floor of this House referred to him as representing $5,000,- 
000 ef capital going to the Philippines to purchase sugar land. 
Mr. Gove, another gentleman who happened to be in the Philip- 
pines at the same time Mr. Hathaway was there, gave his testi- 
mony or statement, and the question was asked him by Mr. 
Saara of Michigan, a member of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, “ What did you hear as to what Mr. Hathaway repre- 
sented himself to be in the Philippine Islands? Did you hear 
him claim that he was a representative of millions of dollars 
and that he was over there for the purpose of buying sugar 
plantations and building factories?” His answer was, “I tray- 
eled for days and days and weeks with that gentleman and never 
heard such a statement until I heard it here in the committee 
room.” I take Mr. Hathaway’s statement as being absolutely 
honest and fair. I believe what he has to say. I would believe 
him as quick as any other honorable gentleman whom I know. 
I know of no instance where Mr. Hathaway, either in speaking 
of the Philippine Islands or of the sugar industry of this coun- 
try, ever made a misstatement, unless it happened to be a 
clerical error. All men are apt to do that, but I know of none, 
even clerical, made by that gentleman. 

In the first place, let me say that when Cuban reciprocity 
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was introduced, in 1900, there were 52 sugar factories in the 
United States, and they were springing up so fast, as I have 
stated before, that the average business man could not keep 
track of the progress of that industry. Fifty-two factories 
produced sugar from beets in 1900, and the report of the Ag- 
ricultural Department shows that there were 34 more fac- 
tories either under construction or contemplated in the United 
States at that time; but upon the agitation of Cuban reciproc- 
ity what happened, my friends? ‘To-day we have but 54 in the 
United States, and I will give their location to you and their 
slicing capacity. I want to call your attention to this for the 
reason that I want to show you how much money the American 
people put in that industry upon their faith in the Republican 
party, pledged by their platforms, to which I have referred. 
California has 7 factories to-day in operation, as shown by 
statistics. Their slicing capacity daily is 9,100 tons. Colorado 
has 12, with a daily slicing capacity of 9,300 tons of beets. 
Idaho has 3, with a slicing capacity of 3,000 tons. Illinois has 
1, with a slicing capacity of 350 tons per day. Michigan has 17 
factories, with a slicing capacity of 11,150 tons daily; Nebraska, 
2, with a slicing capacity of 1,450 tons per day; New York, 1, 
slicing 600 tons daily; Ohio, 1, slicing 400 tons daily; Oregon, 
1, slicing 400 tons daily; Utah, 7, slicing 4,000 tons daily; 
Washington, 1, slicing 500 tons daily; Wisconsin, 3, slicing 
1,700 tons daily. The total number of factories running in 
the United States, year 1905, 56; total slicing capacity, 42,000 
tons of beets; total investment of capital in these factories now 
in operation, about $42,000,000. 

When Cuban reciprocity was introduced in the House, Mich- 
igan factories sent such a delegation down here to oppose that 
measure, composed of such representative and honorable busi- 
ness men that the sugar trust was simply awed. They imme- 
diately sent a representative to the State of Michigan and pur- 
chased an interest in some of the best factories in that State in 
order to hush up that opposition. And one man from Bay 
City, Mich., came down here, and I had the pleasure of accom- 
panying him to the White House to appeal to Theodore Roose- 
velt to urge Congress to withdraw Cuban reciprocity. He 
appealed to the President most earnestly, but got no relief. 

In a few days the trusts got hold of him and purchased a 
half interest in his factory. In the course of a week or ten 
days afterwards he came back here, sent in his card, asking me 
to meet him in the hall and go to lunch with him. He begged 
me to accept the 20 per cent reduction. Why? Because he 
had been purchased by Hayemeyer, and it was to Havemeyer’s 
interest to have that bill become a law. When I found what 
he wanted of me, I begged to be excused. I could not turn 
my coat as quickly as all that. To-day, my friends, let me 
say to you the sugar trust has purchased, through a representa- 
tive, a trustee, in order that they might not be known in the 
transaction, an interest in eight or nine of the best factories 
in the State. One, at Kalamazoo, has, I understand, been 
torn to the ground. If I am wrong in that, I hope my col- 
league [Mr. GARDNER] will correct me. They became interested 
in another factory, at Oscoda. After that factory had been 
built it was found that there were not enough farmers in that 
immediate vicinity to raise beets for the factory and that the 
land was not the best adapted for the raising of beets in the 
State; and the consequence is that factory has been torn down 
or is now being demolished. They purchased another factory, 
known as the “ Michigan Sugar Factory,” at Bay City. Its 
doors are closed and nailed up, never to run again. 

They purchased an interest in the Saginaw Sugar Company, in 
my own town—a magnificent structure, a monument to our 
town or to any city in the land, that cost something like seyen 
or eight hundred thousand dollars. To that factory they ob- 
tained absolute control or title, and within ninety days’ time 
they put upon its roof 150 men, tore it to the ground, and noth- 
ing but the smokestack remains. God forbid, gentlemen, that 
you and I or any other set of men should ever pass a measure 
to help such a hydra-headed, damnable corporation as that! 

Why do they not want American beet-sugar factories to run? 
I will tell you why. They have sufficient capacity in their 
refineries to-day to refine all of the sugar that all of the people 
in the United States consume and 20,000,000 of people more 
without adding one dollar’s worth of machinery to their present 
plants; and with this beet-sugar competition out of the way 
they can buy the raw sugar in the markets of the world, bring 
it into the United States, refine it, and hand it out to the 
consumer at just what price they see fit to charge for it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will my friend from Michigan 
yield for a question. I want to get some information on this 
subject. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I wish he would tell me the num- 


ber of factories controlled by what is called the “ sugar trust,” as 
well as the number of factories that are not so controlled. In 
other words, I want to find out how many factories are owned 
by what is known as the “sugar trust.” After the gentleman 
tells me that, will he tell me to what extent the sugar trust 
dominates the beet sugar? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I thank the gentleman for the inquiry. I 
can give him that information only as applied to the State in 
which I reside. I am not acquainted with the fact as to how 
many factories they are interested in in the United States. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Are they interested in beet- 
sugar factories? * 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes, sir; in beet-sugar factories. I am talk- 
ing about beet-sugar factories. Does the gentleman ask me what 
they control? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to find out how many 
factories they own. Do they own any beet-sugar factories, and 
to what extent does the sugar trust dominate beet sugar? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I know of no factory they own absolutely 
in the United States. I will give you the names of the fac- 
tories in which they have an interest in the State in which I 
live; some other gentleman may be able to answer your ques- 
tion as to other States later on. Now, as to the factories in 
which they are interested. They are interested in the follow- 
ing factories in the State of Michigan: The Saginaw Sugar 
Company, the Caro Sugar Company, the Bay State Sugar Fac- 
tory, the Alma Factory, a factory at Croswell, another factory at 
Sebewaing, and a third interest in a factory at Menominee. 

cer ee et of Tennessee. What is the output of the fac- 
tories 

Mr. FORDNEY. I will give you the whole annual output of 
the beet factories. The factories in Michigan have a slicing 
capacity of 11,150 tons of beets per day. In other words, to 
build a sugar factory in this country it costs $1,000 a ton for 
the slicing capacity of that factory. A factory that would slice 
600 tons of beets per day costs $600,000. I will read the com- 
plete list a little later. Let me go on with my remarks in refer- 
ence to the conditions. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I thank the gentleman for this 
information. 

Mr. FORDNEY. What would you say that the average Amer- 
ican citizen, capitalist, laboring man, and farmer would nat- 
urally expect from the Republican party after he had read 
their platform, which I have put in my remarks here? Would 
he not naturally suppose, as I have said, that they meant it and 
that he could with confidence go on with his business industry 
and be protected against foreign manufacturers and the foreign 
cheap labor of the world? Certainly that would be the natural 
conclusion he would arrive at. I never had a dollar invested 
in a sugar factory. I would not want it to-day. I would not 
take sugar stock in any factory within the State in which I 
live at 50 cents on the dollar of its actual par value unless my 
friends of the Republican party would awaken from this sleeep, 
from this forgetfulness, that they are going through and say to 
the public, “ We meant what we said. We will repeal the Cu- 
ban reciprocity and we will shut out from American markets 
every pound of raw sugar made by foreign cheap labor and 
foster that home industry in the United States until we produce 
on American soil every pound of sugar that the American peo- 
ple consume.” [Applause.] 

For the benefit of some of you gentlemen let me show you 
how that industry went with leaps and bounds on the supposi- 
tion that they were going to receive protection from the Repub- 
lican party. I haye gone back as far as ten years in statistics, 
and I find that in the United States in 1895 there were 20,092 
tons of sugar produced from beets; one year later, 29,220 tons; 
in 1897, 37,536 tons. In 1898—watch, now—from the time the 
Dingley bill became a law, in which bill there was a provision 
placing a high tariff on foreign cheap sugar coming into our mar- 
kets and protected that home industry to the extent that Ameri- 
can capital could make an investment and feel secure in their 
protection and that they were going to make a profit in the busi- 
ness—in 1898 there were produced 40,398 tons. In 1899, for 
some unknown reason—a bad year, I presume, for the raising 
of beets—the crop dropped off to 32,407 tons; but in 1900 it 
jumped up to 78,000 tons; in 1901, 77,000 tons; in 1902, 163,000 
tons; in 1903, 195,000 tons; in 1904, 208,000 tons; in 1905, 
209,000 tons; and this year, 1905-6, 285,000 long tons, or 300,000 
short tons, in round numbers; and this, my friends, with about 
the same number of factories we had in commission in 1901. 

Some criticism has been made about the figures given by the 
manufacturers of beet sugar in the State of Michigan and 
throughout the United States. The chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means yesterday referred to the profit made 


from a by-product, pulp. He said that one institution—I know 
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the one he had in mind; it is located at Alma, in the adjoin- 
ing. county to my home county—had experimented with beet 
pulp, and he hooted at the idea that it was an experiment. He 
is mistaken about this not being an experiment.. There are only 
four such institutions in the United States. That company spent 
$9,800. in getting rid of that pulp. They were obliged under our 
State laws to in some way dispose of it so that it would not be a 
detriment to the sanitary conditions, and they erected a, plant, 
a dry kiln, at an expense of $65,000, if I. remember rightly, to 
dry this pulp and put it upon the market as a food for stock; 
and one of the proprietors of that factory told. me yesterday 
that they about broke even last year on that institution. ý 
Some criticism has been made as to the amount of molasses 
sold for the production of alcohol. Mr. Payne referred to a Mr. 
Humphrey, who appeared before the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and he spoke lightly of the answers that Mr. Humphrey 
gave when he was asked what they received for molasses. His 
answer was that they received about $2.50 per ton, about what it 
cost to run the molasses- into cars and dispose of it. 

There are but three institutions in the whole United States 
making alcohol from the sirups.from sugar extracted from beets. 
Two of them are in the State of Michigan, and it is a godsend 


to the manufacturers in that State to find a market for that bit-. 


ter sirup. The gentleman from New York said that the sugar 
factories were interested in that alcohol plant. I want to cor- 
rect him. That is a mistake. There is not a sugar factory in 
the State of Michigan that has any interest in that alcohol plant. 
It is owned by a separate corporation, which pays to this Gov- 
ernment about a million and a quarter of dollars a year in 
revenues, at a dollar and ten cents per proof gallon, for their 


alcohol that they make from that bitter sirup that eomes from 


the beet-sugar factories. They have sold considerable of their 
output to the Government at $1.26 per gallon, or 16` cents a 
gallon above the revenue upon it. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Upon what theory does the Gov- 
ernment tax alcoho] made from the beet and not tax alcohol 
made from the destructive distillation of wood? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Perhaps I can not give you the correct 
answer, but it is my understanding that the alcohol made from 
the sirup from beets is much the same as grain alcohol, while 
the wood alcohol is a fuel alcohol. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Let me ask one further question 
for information. What is the net selling price of that alcohol 
the wholesale selling price above the tax? 

Mr. FORDNET. Sixteen to 20 cents a gallon. The gentle- 
man interested in the factory told me the maximum price that 
he had ever received above the tax: was 20 cents per gallon, and 
it often sold as low as 12 cents per gallon. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Do the beet-sugar factories sell 
their refuse at a fixed price? i 

Mr. FORDNEY. The beet factories sell to this alcohol manu- 
facturing institution their sirup after extracting all the sugar 
they can from it. They sell the residuum—what is called, the 
bitter sirup ”—to the alcohol factories.: 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. And that alcohol when produced 
and refined is good for fuel and light and power, just the same 
as grain alcohol would be? 

Mr. FORDNEY.. While I am not an expert on alcohol, I 
think that is the case. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. And it can be produced at a cost 
of 12 cents a gallon? 

Mr. FORDNET. That was not what I said. I said they had 
sold it for 12 cents a gallon above tħe $1.10 tax upon it. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut.. I meant aside from the tax on it. 

Mr. FORDNEY.. Les; in other words, at a total wholesale 
price of from $1.22 to $1.30 per proof gallon. They have sold 
it as low as 12 cents and as high as 20 cents above the $1.10 
revenue tax per proof gallon. 

Mr. PAYNE. Did the gentleman say they sold the alcohol for 
20 cents? 

Mr. FORDNBEY.. Aboye the tax. 

Mr. PAYNE. The records of the Navy Department show that 
they sold it at 5 cents a pound, and there are 6.76 net pounds in 
a gallon of alcohol, which would be about 34 cents a gallon. 
The records show ‘that that was the price at which it was 
bought from this distillery up there. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I fear the gentleman confuses. the proof 
gallon with the wine gallon. The difference between them will 
make the difference in the figures, I think. 

Mr: PAYNE. Why, the gentleman must know that the Navy 
Department buys the proof gallon, of course. 

Mr. FORDNEY.. Well, I have the statement from Mr. Smith, 
the proprietor of the factory. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have it from the Navy Department, that 
bought it. 


Mr. FORDNEY. I do not care what the Navy Department 

said. I believe Mr. Smith, for I know he is an honorable man. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not care what Mr. Smith says. I belieye 
the Navy Department. 

Nr. FORDNEY. All right. My colleague LMr. Loup] offers 

on. Was that the price at the factory or the price 

iaid down to the Government at some point with freight added? 

Mr. PAYNE. I really do not know. 

Mr. FORDNEY.. I did not believe that you did know. 

Mr, PAYNE. The freight would be so infinitesimal that it 
would make very little difference.. The freight on 6.76- pounds, 
which is the weight of a gallon, would be very small. > 

Mr. FORDNEY. I leave it to gentlemen to judge for them- 

selves. 
Nr. PAYNE. I do not know where it was delivered, but I 
will say to the gentleman that I presume it was delivered to the 
Government at the place where the ae powder factory 
is located. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I baveno reason to dispute the figures given 
by the gentleman from New York, if those figures represent the 
delivered price. 

Mr. PAYNE. I presume that is the fact, and I give the gen- 
tleman the benefit of my assumption in the case. 

Mr. FORDNEY. All right. As the Irishman said when the 
other fellow called him a liar, “ We will lave it so.“ [Laughter. ] 
He did not want to have any further dispute, and neither do I, 
because the PEES s last statement explains the discrepancy 
in his figures. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not understand that the gentleman makes 

any, direct application of that. (Laughter.] , 
; OMe. FORDNEY. Oh, not at all; it was only a joke to suit 
the occasion. Now, I do not know whether my friends are 
afoot or on horseback. I do not know whether they are on a 
Republican horse or on a Democratie free-trade horse, but I 
know where I am. I am not on a free-trade horse. I am not 
as much confused as some other gentlemen are about this bill. 
A story is told of my friend the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. PAYNE] when a young man practicing law. There was an 
old datky in his town that was accused of stealing. chickens. 


‘He looked around and finally found the gentleman from New 


York, who was willing to undertake his defense. When he 
came into court, the judge said to the darky, “Are you the de- 
fendant in this case?” The darky didn’t exactly understand 
what was meant, but he said, No, Judge.” Pointing to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], he said, That is the 
defendant; I am the man that stole the chickens.” Now, I be- 
lieve I am ' going to contend in this case that I and my constitu- 
ents are the defendants. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE.’ I think my friend from Michigan must be in- 
Aulging in some of the poetry that hangs around this question. 
Where did he get the story? 

Mr. FORDNEY. From a storybook. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. I never heard it before. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I don’t know but that the gentleman from 
New York wrote it. Now, let me show you what this industry 
amounts to in this country and particularly the State in which I 
have the honor to reside. In the State of Michigan this year 
there were somewhere from seventy-five to eighty thousand acres 
of land planted to sugar beets, from which were sold by the 
farmers 640,000 tons of beets delivered to the beet-sugar fac- 
tories in that State. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. 
question? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Is it not a fact that most of 
these factories now rent the land direct from the farmer and 
cultivate the soil themselyes? 

Mr. FORDNEY.. No. I know of but one factory in the State 
of Michigan that owns any land on which beets are raised. 
They are all contracting for planting except a portion of the 
beets: raised by one concern at Owosso, Mich. It may be the 
case in other States, but not in Michigan. From those beets 
this year there was produced about 67,200 long tons of sugar, 
which, at four and a half cents a pound, would amount to 
$6,775,000. That is in the State of Michigan for that crop this 
year. We only consume some ten or fifteen thousand tons in 
the State more than we produced this year. 

Let. me show you what was produced. In the United States 
this year there were from 280,000 to 300,000 acres of land 
planted to beets—call it 280,000 acres—and the average yield 
of beets. per acre was 10 tons in the United States. In the 


Will the gentleman allow me a 


State of Michigan it was considerably less this year because 
a bad season, a great deal of rain in the month of 
h retarded that crop very much. That 280,000 acres 
„800,000 tons of beets, and the average price of those 


we had 
July, whi 
produced 
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beets paid to the farmers by the factories in the United States 
was five and a half dollars per ton, or $15,400,000, quite a sum 
to go to the farmers. They were raised by 70,000 to 80,000 
farmers in the United States. The average planter plants 
only about 4 acres, on an average, throughout the whole 
United States. Fifteen million four hundred thousand dollars 
to the farmers, and about 300,000 tons of sugar extracted from 
those beets, which, at four and a half cents per pound, would 
amount to $30,000,000. Information was giyen to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means that the cost of the production of sugar 
in the State of Michigan this year was $3.90 per hundred 
pounds. For easy figuring, let us take last year’s cost—4 cents 
per pound. That cost is all money paid to the farmer for labor 
and for money paid to the laborer in the factory and for sup- 
plies consumed by that factory, produced by American labor 
somewhere in the United States. You may go back to the 
records where Mr. Havemeyer gave testimony before a commit- 
tee of the Senate, where he said that the cost of refining foreign 
imported sugar in his refineries—the minimum cost was 37 
cents per hundred pounds and the maximum 62} cents per 
hundred pounds. Let us take 50 cents as a fair average. One- 
half a cent per pound American labor gets for the sugar refined 
by these two great institutions, and if we produced that sugar 
on American soil American labor would get eight times that 
much on the average amount produced by the refineries in this 
country. And you must understand that all the refined sugar, 
practically all, that we consume in this country, that is not 
made from beets, is refined by the two great refining companies— 
the Havemeyers and the Arbuckles. 

Labor received, for the sugar refined by those two companies, 
from seventeen to twenty millions of dollars for the amount 
refined last year, and if that sugar had been produced from beets 
or from cane grown in the fields of the United States labor, as 
I have said, would have received eight times that amount, or 
nearly $150,000,000. In the name of God, men, is it your aim 
to do something for the American farmer and the American 
laboring man? If so, put this bill as quick as God will let you 
into the wastebasket and repeal Cuban reciprocity and add 
another cent a pound to the present Dingley rate of duty on 
foreign imported sugar, and this industry in this country will 
run up like a mushroom in the night. [Applause.] I am going 
to tell you about how much sugar is consumed by the different 
people throughout the world. I show it to you to convince you 
that we are among the people of the world who consume the 
most sugar. In the United States the amount consumed per 
capita is about 73 pounds. I heard it given by Mr. Welborn to 
the Committee on Ways and Means that it was 71 pounds. 

Mr. KEIFDR. Seventy-seven. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Seventy-seven. I thank the gentleman. I 
haye plenty of reason to doubt the correctness of the statements 
made by Mr. Welborn, a gentleman brought by the Government 
to Washington from Manila, in the Philippine Islands, to testify 
as an expert as to the cost of production in the Philippine 
Islands. After reading all he has said before the Taft Commis- 
sion in the Philippine Islands and what he said here and put- 
ting two and two together, so help me God, if it were me I 
would not have paid the freight on it. The United Kingdom 
consumes about 90 pounds per capita; Switzerland, 63 pounds; 
Denmark, 52 pounds; Russia, 11 pounds; Austria, 18 pounds; 
Belgium, 22; France, 24; Germany, 28 pounds; the Nether- 
lands, 31 pounds; Spain, 11 pounds, and Italy, 7. So that it is 
shown there is only one country on the face of the earth that 
consumes more sugar per capita than do the people of the 
United States, and with American yim and Yankee push and 
plenty of capital and an abundance of soil why not foster that 
industry on American soil and produce all of the sugar that all 
of the people of the United States consume and keep that 
one hundred to one hundred and twenty-five millions of dollars 
that we send annually abroad for foreign sugar? Why not do 
it? Iam ready and willing to lend my helping hand. 

All I ask is sufficient support here, and I believe time and time 
again it has been proven to us that this can be done if we will 
only give as much protection to this industry as has been given 
to the iron and steel industry in this country and to the tin and 
to every other principal industry in the United States. [Ap- 
plause.] We imported last year about the following amounts, 
and I will give you the different countries from which we 
brought it. We imported about 100,000 tons from Porto Rico, 
and the statistics show that they produced 145,000 tons there. 
From the Hawaiian Islands we imported from 350,000 to 
370,000 tons. From Cuba and all other countries, 1,750,000 tons. 
We produced from cane in this country about 300,000 tons and 
from sugar beets 300,000 tons, or in the neighborhood of a total 
of all of about 2,800,000 tons, and of this 1,750,000 tons which 


were imported last year, let me show you what statistics say 
about the amount that came from Cuba. I give the calendar 
year, not the fiscal year.. One million two hundred and thirty- 
two thousand five hundred and eighty-nine tons came from 
Cuba. At the time Cuban reciprocity was before this House 
for consideration it was claimed by the friends of that measure 
that there never could be produced enough sugar in Cuba to 
affect the market in the United States. At the time that bill 
was first introduced they produced about 615,000 tons in Cuba. 
The opponents of this measure claimed that they had sufficient 
lands suitable for the production of cane in Cuba to produce 
about one-half the sugar used by the entire world, and I think 
everything has been proven to carry out the correctness of that 
assertion. Cuban reciprocity so stimulated that industry in 
Cuba that the output has run up from 615,000 tons in 1900 
until the estimates furnished this year show that they. will pro- 
duce 1,300,000 long tons, all of which must come to the United 
States, except what little is consumed by the Cubans them- 
selyes ; and, mind you, there are no purchasers for Cuban sugar 
in this country or for the sugars from any other country in the 
world but two men, H. O. Havemeyer and Arbuckle. God 
knows I should regret exceedingly if all of my eggs were in one 
basket that would be obliged to be sent to those two gentlemen 
to purchase them without any further competition. s 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman knows tha 
all of the refined sugar. that is consumed in Cuba is controlled 
in its manufacture by the two gentlemen whose names he has 
just mentioned, does he not? 

Mr. FORD NET. I think so. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I know it. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not doubt the gentleman. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I know it, I have been there, so there- 
fore the consumption there does not affect the price of sugar in 
this country at all, because whatever enters into consumption 
of sugar in Cuba is manufactured by the same gentlemen who 
are engaged in this country in beating down the price of your 
gs and the price of the sugar down in the country in which I 

ve. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. Now, gentlemen, I believe just what 
the gentleman says. I believe that he is absolutely correct, and 
I have every reason to believe that he is strictly honest. I want 
to say as briefly as I possibly can that the benefits of Cuban 
reciprocity do not go to the Cubans, as the opponents of that 
measure contended at the time that bill was being considered in 
this House and as my friend [Mr. Payne] in a few brief remarks 
here in February last, just before Congress adjourned, at- 
tempted to show that Cuban reciprocity had so stimulated the 
foreign market for our American goods that it was an absolute 
and complete success. I was not on the floor when the gentle- 
man made these remarks. I am not accustomed to talking too 
much, I believe, and I did not attempt to answer it 

Mr. PAYNE. No; I guess the gentleman could not haye been 
here from what he has said, or he would not have made his 
statements. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I read the remarks of the gentleman from 
New York the next day. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not state it was a complete success, On 
the contrary, I stated it was not, but I said it was not such a 
failure as your people were representing, and then I gave figures 
and did not characterize it. That is yery different from your 
statement. 

Mr. FORDNBY. I do not want to misquote you, and that 
was my recollection, and if I have misquoted you I beg your 
pardon and wish to correct it. But let me tell you I want to 
show to you it was an absolute failure and in no way a success, 
and I can prove it to you, and if not I will yield. Before pro- 
ceeding further, a gentleman sends me a note—from the gal- 
lery, I believe, or from the hall—who is interested in an alcohol 
factory at Bay City, about which we were talking, as to the 
cost or price received for his alcohol, and I will read what he 
states: 

The contract with Navy Department, referred to by Mr. PAYNE, was 
5 cents per pound. This is about 29 cents per wine gallon, or 16 cents 
per proof gallon, free of tax. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, the gentleman will remember in the hear- 
ings that his friend, Mr. Humphrey, stated they received for 
the alcohol from 30 to 40 cents a gallon. That was his state- 


ment. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Let me say to you Mr. Humphrey is in no 
way interested in that institution. This information comes 
from its proprietor. 

Mr. PAYNE. He pretended to know about it. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, yes; that might be, but he might have 
been a little off in his figures, 
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Mr. PAYNE. I think he is usually a little off, and he might 
have been in that: He was the sugar expert who was testify- 
ing, and he may have been a little off. . 

Mr. FORDNEY. But not an alcohol expert. He was really 
not a sugar expert. My friend Humphrey is a lawyer—one of 
the best in the State—an estimable gentleman, and an able man, 
who would like to come to Congress, and that is the only thing 
on which we differ. [Applause and laughter.] Now, after our 
dealings with Cuba, let me show you whether or not this Cuban 
reciprocity was a success or a failure. In the start let me say 
to you I was opposed to that measure. I fought it bitterly. I 
was ready and willing, because I thought the interests of my 
constituents were at stake, to believe that I could afford to 
override the decision of the gentleman in the chair when the 
amendment was offered to that bill, which the Chairman de- 
clared was not germane. I was one of the forty-two or forty- 
seven insurgents who have been referred to who joined with 
our Democratic friends on that side of the House in overruling 
the decision of the Chair, adding an amendment to Cuban reci- 
procity that sent it to its fate. It failed. The value of our 
exports to and imports from Cuba for the calendar year of 1895 
were as follows. The imports from Cuba for 1905 were $51,- 
718,880. Our exports for that year were $9,498,000. I will not 
give the odd dollars, as it does not amount to anything. In 
1896 we imported $24,703,000 worth and sold them $7,296,000 
worth. In 1897 we took $16,233,000 worth from them and sold 
to them $9,308,000. In 1898 we took $18,321,000 and sold them 
$10,750,000. In 1899 we took from them $29,668,000 and sold 
them $24,861,000. In 1900 we took $31,747,000 and sold them 
$26,934,000. Remember these two last dates, because I want to 
refer to them. In 1901 our imports from Cuba jumped up to 
$46,633,000 and our exports amounted to $27,007,000. That was 
in 1901. In 1902 we took from them $48,619,000 worth and sold 
them but $23,061,000 worth. The last year before Cuban reci- 
procity, 1903, we took from them $57,228,000 worth and sold 
them $23,504,000, or $3,500,000 less than we sold them in 1901. 
This is the year referred to by the gentleman from New, York 
[Mr. PAYNE]. 

8 PAYNE. Was not 1901 the year we were occupying 
uba? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I think it was. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course, that made a great deal larger sale 
for American goods. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I agree with the gentleman. I think that 
is right. Now, let me go further. The first year under Cuban 
reciprocity we took from them $74,950,000 worth and sold them 
$32,644,000 worth. The gentleman from New York IMr. Payne] 
last spring, in referring to that, showed those figures, in order 
to demonstrate that it was at least a partial success, as he says. 
In 1905, the first ten months of the year, we took from Cuba 
$87,001,000 worth and sold them $36,276,000 worth, or a little 
over $2,000,000 more than we sold them last year, only a natural 
increase of our foreign trade that we should expect with them, 
which would be a natural increase with any nation on the face 
of the earth with our increase of exports all the time. 

Now, let us say that Cuban reciprocity did increase our sales 
with Cuba from $23,000,000 to $32,000,000 last year, while 
our imports ran up from $48,619,000 in 1902 to $87,001,000 for 
the first ten months of 1905. Let us see what happened in the 
way of loss of revenues to us. I have here the figures. The 
sugar that we purchased last year, during the calendar year, 
from Cuba was 1,232,589 tons. That 20 per cent benefit we 
gave them as a reduction of the duty, 20 per cent below the 
Dingley rate of duty, amounted on that sugar alone to $9,304,- 
567.84. And for the sugar imported into the United States for 
the first ten months of the calendar year of 1905, 1,100,000 tons. 
That loss of duty to us amounted to $8,303,680, or in the 
twenty-two months, $17,608,247.84. All this for the measly 
seven to ten or twelve millions dollars’ worth of business with 
the Cubans. y 

Oh, great Scott! If I had a boy 10 years old at a 10-cent 
department counter that could not make a better trade than 
that I would spank him so that he would have to eat his meals 
from the mantel for a week. [Laughter.] The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne], when talking for the Cuban reciprocity 
measure, and when his republicanism or his devotion to the 
tariff measure was questioned, said: “I am a protectionist. I 
have been taught protection from my father’s knee.” I do not 
doubt it. He got started all right. How is he going? How is he 
running? If that father could come back to-day and read the 
speech made by his son on the Dingley bill, he would pat him on 
the back and say “ Well done, my son.” When he would read 
his speech on the Porto Rican bill, again he would say, “ Well 
done, my son.” But if he could rise up and hear his speech 


made on Cuban reciprocity, he would hesitate and look sur- 


prised. But if he could have been here yesterday and heard 
that gentleman assail our protective policy and defend his free- 
trade measure, he would say, “ You young scoundrel, SERENO, 
what has come over you?” [Great laughter.] 

Now, let me go further and show you what we gained by 
Cuban reciprocity, my friend. We passed that measure as a 
reciprocity measure. That bill provided that Cuban imports 
coming into this country should receive admission at a rate of 
duty 20 per cent below that fixed by the Dingley law, provided 
that goods coming from the United States into Cuba should be 
admitted into Cuba at 20 per cent less than that on any other 
goods of any other country in the world. That was reciprocity 
as it appeared and as it said, but it was reciprocity on competi- 
tive articles generally, which is only an abortion for reciprocity, 
a subterfuge for reciprocity. i 

Let us see how much benefit the farmer gets. My friends, I 
haye taken from the Cuban tariff some items that would affect 
the American farmer, Let us see how much the American farmer 
has been benefited by that measure. Poultry and American 
game going into Cuba from this country paid before reciprocity 
8.81 cents per kilogram. S > 

Six weeks after the passage of our Cuban reciprocity meas- 
ure and its acceptance by Cuba the Cuban Congress revised 
their tariff law, and, if I have the dates correctly, on the 14th 
day of February, 1904, they raised the duty on all imports going 
into that island. So that when they gave us the benefit of the 
20 per cent reduction here is what we pay compared with what 
we paid before the Cuban reciprocity became a law, and I ask 
you if it is a square and fair deal? 

As I have said, poultry pays 8.01 or 8.1—I have confused the 
figures there, but it is 8.1 or 8.01 as against 832. That first 
item was a misprint. Meat in brine, 100 kilos, paid $2.80 before, 
and pays $2.912 now. Beef and pork, $2.80 before; $2.912 now. 
Lard paid $2.80, and it pays $2.912 now. Tallow paid $2. and 
pays $2.08 now. Bacon paid $4, and pays $4.16 now. Hams 
and shoulders paid $5.50, and pay $5.70 now. Beef, fresh, paid 
$5, and it pays $5.20 now. Mutton paid $4.50 then, and pays 
$4.68 now. Oh, an excellent deal for the American farmer! 
Goodness, how proud he is of it, eh? { 

Pork paid $4 then, pays $4.16 now; eggs, $5 then, $5.20 now. 
Rice—now, remember rice was something they wanted. The 
southern people were raising rice; the Cubans were obliged to 
have rice, because their labor gets but little else than rice and 
wind and atmosphere—trice, $1, now 72 cents. They gave the 
benefit of 20 per cent and some more, but when it comes to rice 
flour—“ No, sir,” they said, “we: are not going to let you put 
in the finished product on that article;” and where it paid $2 
before, it pays $2.08 now. Great help to American farm labor! 
Oh, yes. Flour of oats, $1.20 before Cuban reciprocity; $1.248 
now. Beans and peas, $1.10 before, now $1.144. i 

I may tire you. I know the friends of this measure are get- 
ting awfully tired. Eggs, 70 cents before; 72 cents now. Po- 
tatoes, 50 cents before; 52 cents now. Oh, what a lovely deal 
for the Irish! [Laughter.] Clover, $3.60 before; $3.60 now. 
Flax, 82 before; 82 now. Timothy, $2 then; $2 now. All farm 
products, mind you. Swine, $1 then, and $1 now; sheep, $1 
then, and $1 now; goats, $1 then, and $1 now. Various other 
animals the same. Petroleum oils, $3.50 then, and $3.50 now. 
Horses, $2 to $15, according to the quality and value; $2 to $15 
now. Agricultural machinery they were obliged to have, and 
they gave us the benefit of 20 per cent on agricultural machinery. 
We actually did get the benefit of the provision of that measure 
on agricultural machinery. It was $10 then, and $8 now. 
Wheat, 25 per cent—they were almighty hungry there and 
wanted wheat and they gave us a little more than the 20 per 
cent. Corn, 30 before, 27.3 now. Rye, 40, as against 41.6 now. 
Barley, 50, as against 52 now. Oats, 40, as against 41.6, and 
bran, 25, as against 26 cents. An excellent deal for the American 
farmer! It is true our farm products—all these articles I have 
named—go into the islands at 20 per cent less than articles of 
the same kind from any other country in the world. But they 
bought these articles before Cuban reciprocity, and they would 
buy them now if that measure had never passed. 

Mr. PAYNE. That being the case, and we get a reduction 
over any other country, the more they raise the duty the more 
the differential, is it not? For instance, they double the duty 
and the amount of differential would be doubled? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. You get in that much cheaper than anybody 
else? s 

Mr. FORDNEY. We get in under 20 per cent less duty than 
anybody else. 

Mr. PAYNE. If they raise the duty to the people then there 
is a greater difference between the duty and the 20 per cent? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Concede that you are absolutely right—and 
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1 will do it for the sake of the argument—-why, in the name of 
God, did not Theodore Roosevelt ask Congress to act at once and 
raise their duties in proportion? Would not this be a square 
deal, and tax the Cuban sugar an equal amount after giving 
them 20 per cent reduction, and make them pay just what they 
paid before? And you would see how quick they would get off 
their perch. ; 

Mr. PAYNE. I think that the Senate, under the lead of the 
gentlemen who were advocating the same side of the question 
as the gentleman is now advocating, put into the treaty or into 
the law a provision whereby we were to keep the same duty 
on sugar, so far as Cuba was concerned. 

Then, I want to remind the gentleman of another thing. He 
“was boasting about helping beat the bill we had before the 
House. The bill before the House gave the differential in favor 
of cur people of 20 per cent ad valorem: upon the value of the 
goods, which would have been a much greater difference than 
{what the treaty gave. So, if anybody is, responsible for the 
-small growth of which the gentleman complains in our trade 
' with Cuba, and the amount we are selling down there, it seems 
to me it is not the man who introduced the bill into the, House 
and who tried to put it through who is responsible, but the 
gentlemen who succeeded in defeating the bill in the House 
after trampling on the rules of the House. 

Mr. FORDNEY. For God’s sake, do not connect me with any 
such proposition, or charge me with advocating any proposition 
that ever reduced one the duty on sugar. Since I have 


penny 
been a Member of this House I have opposed all of them, and 


I ani going to continue to oppose them, and I regret exceedingly 


that the gentleman from York State [Mr. Payne] does not. 


agree with me that if fs our plain duty to protect our own peo- 

ple. He said yesterday it was our plain duty to protect the 

ttle brown people over in the Philippines, who, he says, are as 

innocent and inefficient as 12-year-old children in this country, 

Our plain duty is first to the American laboring man and the 

American farmer, as I understand it. I am trying to do what 
I think is my plain duty at home. 

Now, let me go back for a minute to compliment. our Presi- 
dent for the position that he takes in his letter of acceptanee on 
‘the question of the difference between American and foreign 
labor, maintaining a price that will furnish to the American 
laborer a fair living. 

I have talked longer than I intended to, but I will conclude 
what I have to say in a few minutes. 

Several MEMBERS. Go on. 

Mr. FORDNEY. The gentleman from York State [Mr. 
Payne] said yesterday that there was a difference of 1 cent a 
pound on sugar coming in from the Philippines, as compared 
with the sugar from other coun ban sugar, we will say— 
of 16 Dutch standard. I read an article from the Weekly Sta- 
tistical Sugar Trade Journal, prepared by Willetts & Gray, of 
New York, dated December 28 last: 
sa in New York, 53.123 per hundred pounds; other sugars, 


This shows that there is a difference of but one-half cent per 
pound. Comparisons are made here for the past three years, and 
for the fourth year there is only 15 cents difference. I want to 
say that I believe the gentleman from York State [Mr. Payne] 
is biased, and that he came as near to hitting the bull’s-eye on 
that proposition as he does on any other proposition connected 
with this Philippine free-trade bill. It has been shown by 

‘abundant evidence, which I have not the time to quote at length. 
in the hearings before the Committee on Ways and Means that 
' the cost of the production of sugar in the Philippine Islands is 
| about. three-quarters of a cent per pound, laid down for water 
shipment at Manila; and the gentleman from York. State 
yesterday stated that the freight was 30 cents per 100 pounds 
to New York, which I believe he said included insurance, He 
Is not so very far out of the way. 
Mr. Hathaway, who gave the matter very careful con- 
sideration, states that for the last two or three years it has 
ranged from 21 to 27 cents, the average price being about 25 
cents per 100 pounds, or a quarter of a cent a pound. Now, if 
the statement made by Mr. Welborn and by Mr. Heyl, the fore- 
man of the government farm in the Philippines, is correet, that 
sugar. can be produced and laid down at Manila for water ship- 
ment for three-quarters of a cent a pound, the freight at 25 
cents a hundred pounds makes it $1 per 100, or 1 cent per pound 
on board ship in New York. Figuring the duty on 96 per cent 
pure, which. is about the duty on Philippine sugar, the duty 
would be 81.2638 per hundred pounds, and the cost of refining, 
50 cents, as I have stated before, would make Philippine sugar, 
| figured at cost and put upon our market refined ready for the 
consumer, at 2.7638 cents; in other words, in round numbers 2} 
8 per pound: Now, give the Filipino half a cent per pound 


long have you worked here?“ 


profit and you have 3} cents. Make the difference as shown 
there of half a cent a pound, that would be 31. Now, if the sugar 
trust absorbs that product, which there is no doubt in my 
mind they will do, because they never let anything get away 
that they can get their claws on, they can get sugar from the 
Philippine Islands under modern improved methods for sugar 
production and put it upon our market at a quarter of a cent 
per pound less than it can be produced from sugar beets. 

This testimony has been given over and over again. I have 
an abundance of it here to show that the labor in the cane 
fields, the maximum price, is 16 cents a day in money and food 
combined. Mr. Welborn states that he has found the Filipino 
an efficient employee, and as good a teamster, as good a man 
to plow in the field, as any American he has ever employed. 
Time and time again through the hearings it has been stated 
by the gentlemen who went there for the purpose of obtaining 
information that the wages paid in the Philippine cane fields 
were 15, 16, and 17 cents a day, and in many instances, not- 
withstanding the statement made by Mr. Taft, who said that 
there was no such thing as peonage in the islands, it has been 
shown here by the testimony of two or three gentlemen that 
there are to-day many slaves upon the sugar plantations. They 
cited this one instance where a poor woman has been recently 
relieved from bondage, who.has to-day a family grown up 
of her own, who was given to her master when she was 7 
years old to pay a debt of 75 pesos ($37.50), which these people 
adyanced to bury her parents. 

Mr. Gove said that he called upon another Filipino, a mag- 
nificent specimen of humanity, and he said to him: “ What are» 
vou doing bere?? I am working for this planter.“ How 
“All my life.“ Hoy much do 
these people pay you?“ “I don't know; I never had any 
money in all my life; he gives me all the rice and sugar I want 
and all my family wants, and I am satisfied.. L am happy and 
I don’t want any more.“ His clothing consisted simply of a 
shirt and nothing else. That is the kind of labor these people 
have ‘there to-day in the cane fields of the Philippine Islands, 
and this bill proposes to bring down the American labor to 
that level. Oh, in the name of God, do not think of it for a 
minute, gentlemen; do not slaughter the rights and privileges 
of your neighbors at home for such miserable, contemptible 
labor as that! We never want to associate with them.. You do 
not want them in your family; L do not want them in my family. 
They say this is American territory, and the only claim the 
friends. of this. measure are making for this bill is that it is 
American territory and we must help the little brown fellows. 
That is all, I beg of you, gentlemen—I beg of you in the name 
of all that Is reasonable to come forward and carry out your 
pledges as set forth in our platforms, and crush out such 
measures. as this, that would bring degradation to American 
labor, the American farmer, and American capital. I thank 
you. [Great applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee da 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OLMSTED, Chairman of the. Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 3—the 
Philippine tariff bill—and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri.. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to revise my remarks for the Recorp. I think I, will 
cut them down instead of extending them. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks permis- 
sion to reyise his remarks. Is there objection? [After a i pause] 
The Chair hears none, 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 99. An act to aid the Council City and Solomon River 
Railroad Company. 

REPEINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
reprint of the bill H. R. No. 3—the bill under consideration: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York ‘asks unani- 
mous consent for the reprint of the bill H. R. 3. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


By unanimous consent, the following change of reference was 
made: Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the of State 
submitting an estimate of appropriations for participation in an 
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exposition at Milan, Italy, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. FLETCHER was given leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
papers in the case of Eli Pettijohn, Fifty-eighth Congress, sec- 
ond session, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. Moon of Tennessee was given 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, papers in the case of Abraham Clever, Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
SHARTEL, for ten days, on account of important business. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned until 
to-morrow, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and sur- 
vey of Ilwaco Harbor, Washington—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for establishing 
the Belleyue Range light station—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for light-house 
off Greenville, N. J.—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
än estimate of appropriation for the post cemetery at Old Camp 
Floyd, Utah—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
report from the accounting officers of the Department as to 
delinquencies in rendering accounts—to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Treasury Department, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
list of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for improvement of the legation 
grounds at Peking, China—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Agriculture sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for continuing the construc- 
tion of the new building for the Department of Agriculture—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for payment of the claim of Felipe 
Zamora, of Manila, P. I.—to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for enlargement of Fort Sill Mili- 
tary Reservation—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the 
report of the Surgeon-General of the Public Health and Marine- 
Hospital Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, requesting that Brig. Gen. 
J. F. Bell and Capt. Grote Hutcheson be permitted to accept 
decorations conferred by the French Goyernment—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, requesting that Brig. Gen. 
Thomas H. Barry, Col. John Van R. Hoff, Lieut. Col. Walter S. 
Schuyler, Maj. Montgomery M. Macomb, and Capts. Carl Reich- 


mann and Sydney Cloman be permitted to accept decorations 


conferred by the Emperor of Russia—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, requesting that Capt. 
T. Bentley Mott, United States Army, be permitted to accept 
the decoration of the Order of the Legion of Honor—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 10498) 
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches 
thereto over and across the Columbia River, at a point at or 
near Wenatchee, in the county of Chelon, State of Washington— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 10499) authorizing the 
accounting officers of the Treasury to readjust the accounts of 
the Pacific Railway and other companies for transportation of 
enlisted men of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps since July 
1, 1896, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 10500) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to provide for the adjudication 
and payment of claims arising from Indian depredations,“ ap- 
proved March 3, 1891—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 10501) to incorporate 
the National Educational Association of the United States—to 
the Committee on Education. 4 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 10502) appropriating 
the receipts from the sale of public lands in the State of Min- 
nesota to the construction of drainage works for the reclama- 
tion of swamp and overflowed lands—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 10503) to provide for the 
erection of fireproof buildings at the Presidio of San Francisco, 
State of California, to be used as storehouses for military sup- 
plies—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10504) for the erection and equipment of 
a general hospital on or near the shores of Bristol Bay, Alaska, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 10505) to provide a site 
and erect a public building at Plymouth, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10506) to provide a site and erect a public 
building at Nanticoke, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10507) to provide a site and erect a public 
building in Pittston, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10508) to provide for a site and erect a 
public building at Hazleton, Pa.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 10509) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to lease certain lands for grazing pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Public Lands. : 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 10510) to further pro- 
tect the first day of the week as a day of rest in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 10511) to provide for an 
equal division of the lands and moneys of the Osage tribe of 
2 and for other purposes —to the Committee on Indian 

airs. : 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 10512) to provide 
for additions to the Light-House Establishment in the Territory 
of Hawaii—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10513) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Hilo, Island 
of Hawaii, Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 10514) for the erection of a 
public building at Lasalle, Ill.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 10515) to distribute the surplus 
in the Treasury of the United States to the several States, Ter- 
ritories, and the District of Columbia for the sole purpose of 
improving the roads therein—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 10516) to 
amend an act to create the California Débris Commission and 
regulate hydraulic mining in the State of California—to th 
Committee on Mines and Mining. F 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 10517) 


748 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 5, 


to purchase a collection of original essays, designs, drawings, 
and die and plate proofs of the revenue. stamps and private 
proprietary stamps of the United States, known as the Deats 
collection—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10518) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to sell a portion of the site of the post-office site at 
Marblehead, Mass.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 10519) to increase the limit 
of cost of public building at Woonsocket, R. I—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MAHON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 64) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution to authorize the United States 
to regulate the insurance of the lives and property of citizens 
thereof, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: A resolution (H. Res. 124) 
that W. P. Scott be appointed a special employee in the Clerk’s 
document room—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A resolution (H. Res. 126) for the relief of 
William B. Payne—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 10520) granting an increase 
of pension to John H. Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 5 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 10521) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John F. Cluley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 10522) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles H. Everitt—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bil (H. R. 10523) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Gorton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 10524) granting an increase of pension to 
Ebenezer W. Akerley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10525) granting an increase of pension to 
Artemas D. Many—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 10526) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mortimer F. Root—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10527) for 
the relief of Pay Director E. B. Rogers, United States Navy— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 10528) to 
rectify the status of Union war officers on the retired list of the 
Navy and Marine Corps—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 10529) for the 
relief of James Anderson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 10530) granting an increase 
of pension to Matthew S. Campbell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10531) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Binkley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10532) granting an increase of pension to 
William Filby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANDY: A bill (H. R. 10533) granting a pension to 
Martha J. Pruitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10534) granting a pension to Harrison 
Browning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 10535) granting an 
increase of pension to James HE. Harrison—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 10536) for the relief of 
Hans M. Anderson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10537) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Blessing—té the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 10539) to refund the taxes 
illegally collected from the estate of Charles A. Brown—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10539) to refund the taxes illegally col- 
jected from the estate of Amelia Morrison—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10540) te refund the taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of Harriett ‘—Thompson—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10541) to refund taxes illegally collected 
from the estate of Mary Peckham—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10542) to refund the taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of William McKie—to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10543) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
3 from the estate of Josiah A. Wait—to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10544) to refund the taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of Cordelia E. Paris—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10545) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of John I. Thompson—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10546) referring to the Court of Claims 
for adjudication and determination the claims of the widow 
and family of Marcus P. Norton and the heirs at law of others— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 10547) granting a pension 
to Jesse A. Hines—to-the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10548) granting an increase of pension to 
Chauney A. Bradley—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10549) to correct the military record of 
James Orton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 10550) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William F. Snow—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FIELD: A bill (H. R. 10551) granting an increase 
of pension to Ezekial Polk—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10552) granting an increase of pension to 
James Wilkerson—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 10553) for the relief of 
Eli Pettijohn—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 10554) granting 
a pension to John W. Holcomb—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10555) granting an increase of pension to 
Willard Farrington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10556) granting an increase of pension to 
Marcus Haskins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10557) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan Dodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10558) granting an increase of pension to 
Edgar W. Gage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10559) granting an increase of pension to 
C. W. Searles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10560) referring to the Court of Claims for 
adjudication and determination the claims of E. W. Jewett and 
others—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 10561) granting an increase 
o pannon to Joseph N. Piersell—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 10562) granting a pension to 
Alpheuis M. Beall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 10563) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph D. Cummins—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10564) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi N. Bodley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10565) granting an increase of pension to 
George I. Walters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10566) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Hullinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10567) granting an increase of pension to 
James Haskell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10568) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10569) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to James Duggins—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10570) granting an increase of pension to 
A. M. Webber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions., 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10571) granting an inerease of pension to 
Jesse Woods—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10572) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Hackley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10573) granting a pension to Maria Baugh- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 10574) granting a pension 
to Edward W. Hoban—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10575) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret F. Tyson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 10576) to refund legacy taxes 
illegally collected from the estate of George A. Nickerson—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10577) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of Isabella Kopperl—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 10578) granting a pension to 
William McCall and others—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10579) granting a pension to R. B. Justice 
and Andrew G. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 10580) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel Fish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10581) to amend the military record of 
Joseph S. Hurst—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 10582) 
granting an increase of pension to Oscar B. Caswell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10583) granting a pension to Elisha 
Painter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 10584) for the relief of 
F. H. Driscoll-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 10585) granting a pension to 
John W. Terry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10586) to amend the military record of 
John W. Terry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 10587) granting an increase of 
pension to James M. Ellett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10588) for the relief of John Parker, a 
sailor in the Navy of the United States before and during the 
Mexican war—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10589) for the relief of James H. Oliver, a 
commander on the retired list of the United States Navy—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 10590) for the relief of C. J. 
Shelverton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LILLBY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10591) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mable E. Scott—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 10592) for the relief 
of William Sheppard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10593) for the relief of the heirs of James 
Freeman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 10594) granting an increase of 
pension to James Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 10595) for the relief of 
Nye & Schneider Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10596) granting an increase of pension to 
William Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10597) granting an increase of pension to 


Oscar F. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10598) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert W. Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCRBARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10599) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry Porter—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLBY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10600) for 
the relief of Francis M. Watrous—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 10601) for the relief of 
Charles H. Stevenson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 10602) granting a pension to 
Henry S. Rider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10603) for the relief of Mary E. Brother- 
ton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 10604) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martin L. Holecomb—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10605) for the relief of Edward F. Stahl 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10606) for the relief of James I. Patten— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 10607) granting a pension 
to James W. Eastman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10608) granting a pension to Mary A. Har- 
rison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10609) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 10610) for the relief 
of James N. Robinson and Sallie B. McComb—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 10611) granting a pension 
to John J, Brewer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 10612) for the relief of Frank J. 
D'Avy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 10613) granting an increase 
of pension to William Larraby—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10614) granting an increase óf pension to 
Henry P. Levis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: A bill (H. R. 10615) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Joseph Strobel—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10616) granting an increase of pension to 
Bridget Hearn—to the Committee on Pensions. 3 

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 10617) for the relief of 
James N. Bowles—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10618) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry J. Rhodes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 10619) authorizing Maj. Thomas 
W. Symons to accept the decoration of the Order of the Double 
Dragon, conferred by the Emperor of China—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10620) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Varley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: A bill (H. R. 10621) grauting an in- 
crease of pension to Marshall Howell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 10622) granting an increase of 
pension to J. H. Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10623) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph L. Bostwick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10624) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. 
Preston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10625) granting a pension to John M. 
Hyden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. $ 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10626) granting a 
pension to Mary Ann Getting—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 10627) granting an increase 
of pension to Lewis L. Bingham—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 10628) granting a pen- 
sion to Lucetta Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10629) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Picard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10630) granting an increase of pension to 
Amon R. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 10631) granting a pension 
to Nancy Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10632) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Preston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 10633) for the relief 
of the estate of Jacob B. Russell, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10634) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of the estate of A. C. Barton, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10635) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Henry C. Sills, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WEEMS: A bill (H. R. 10636) for the relief of John 
H. Willis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10637) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi I. Shipman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 10638) for the relief of 
Martha §. Carmichael—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10639) for the relief of the estate of 
R. T. Brown, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10640) for the relief of Abner P. Bush, of 
Hinds County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10641) for the relief of the estate of W. T. 
Collins, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10642) for the relief of the estate of 
Wesley Crisler, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill tH. R. 10648) for the relief of the estate of Dr. 
J. P. Davis, deceased, late of Yazoo County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10644) for the relief of Mrs. M. M, Cham- 
pion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10645) for the relief of the estate of 
George M. Coker, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10646) for the relief of the estate of J. J. 
Galtney, deceased, late of Yazoo County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 10647) for the relief of the estate of Jane 
N. Gibson, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10648) for the relief of Mrs. Virginia 
1 8 555 of Warren County, Miss—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10649) for the relief of J. B. Hall, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10650) for the relief of James K. Hamb- 
a of Madison County, Miss—to the Committee on War 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10651) for the relief of Frank Harris, of 
Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10652) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. 
H. C. Henderson, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10653) for the relief of the estate of R. H. 
Hoffman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10654) for the relief of Mattie J. and W. P. 
8 heirs of Preston A. Horn—to the Committee on War 

aims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10655) for the relief of Robert M. Lay, 
administrator of Nancy Lay, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10656) for the relief of the estate of 
Tillman Loggins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10657) for the relief of John L. McClen- 
don—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10658) for the relief of the estate of B. V. 
McGuffee, deceased, late of Hinds County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10659) for the relief of R. R. McMullen, 
administratrix of Thomas J. McMullen, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10660) for the relief of the estate of 
Thomas S. Maben, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10661) for the relief of the estate of Jesse 
Mabry, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10662) for the relief of the estate of Emily 
R. Martin, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10663) for the relief of the estate of Reuben 
Millsaps—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10664) for the relief of the Methodist 
Church South, of Phoenix, Yazoo County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10665) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Benjamin Roach, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10666) for the relief of the heirs of Hiram 
G. Robertson and Charlotte G. Robertson, deceased, late of 
Hinds County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10667) for the relief of the estate of James 
P. Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10668) for the relief of Charlotte Spears— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10669) for the relief of Smith Summers, 
administrator of John Waters, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10670) for the relief of L. A. Whitehead— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10671) for the relief of J. E. Whittington— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10672) for the relief of Mrs. C. V. Wil- 
kins, of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10673) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. 
C. M. J. Williamson, deceased—to the Committee on War 

laims. 
= Also, a bill (H. R. 10674) for the relief of William D. Wil- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10675) for the relief of the estate of Henry 
E. Windley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10676) for the relief of the estate of James 
S. Winters, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10677) granting a pension to Maria Eliza- 
beth Posey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10678) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Knox Sikes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10679) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of Mrs. Harriett 
Miles—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10680) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Charles Baker, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10681) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
William O. Moseley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10682) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of Elizabeth 
Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10683) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
S. N. Clark, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10684) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Sarah G. Clark, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 


By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 10685) for the relief of 
Hiram Stewart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10686) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10687) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles P. Leavitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9296) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth D. Hoppin—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4607) to restore to the pension roll the name of 
Annie Gaebel—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


PETITIONS, BTC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of the Scott Legion, of Phila- 
geipnie, favoring bill H. R. 15742—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania; Refuge Lodge, No. 
142, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Ellwood City, Pa.; 
Falls City Council, No. 385, of Beaver Falls, Pa., and Knights 
and Ladies of Honor, No. 2231, of Newcastle, Pa., favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Reformed Presbyterian Church of Can- 
onsburg, Pa., for an amendment to the Constitution abolishing 
polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the General Synod of the Reformed Church 
in America, against Government recognition of Mormonism—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Hon. John Sheaffer, John Colberson, Samuel 
Baker, Ebenezer Springer, and John Murray, favoring early 
passage of the Penrose-Dalzell bill—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Keystone Driller Company, of Beaver 
Falls, Pa., for two classes of mail only—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Sanford A. Pinyan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Petition of the Newburgh Reed Com- 
pany, of Newburgh, N. Y., favoring bill H. R. 7079—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of the Congre- 
gational Church of Desmet, S. Dak., against the sale of liquor 
in all Government buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of the Maine State Grange, 
favoring bill H. R. 345—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Maine, against any change in the 
Grout law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Waterville, Me., for general arbi- 
tration treaties with all nations—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Paxson 
& Comfort Company, against the tax on domestic alcohol unfit 
for a beverage—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: Petition of the Caney Social 
Union, No. 1482, C. P. J. of A., and citizens of Caney, Kans., 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James Anderson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Maud 
O. Worth—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. CHANEY: Petition of the Cigar Makers’ Union of 
America, against bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of the J. Thompson 
& Sons Manufacturing Company, of Beloit, Wis., for removal of 
the tax on domestic alcohol rendered unfit for a beverage—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of the merchants of Monroe, Wis., for repeal of 
the tax on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of James Caldwell, Samuel 
Creelman, John Walter, and Joseph Fisher, urging immediate 
passage of the Penrose and Dalzell bills relative to pensions for 
ex-prisoners of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, petition of the Kleber Brothers Company, for removal of 
the tax on domestic alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Reformed Presbyterian Church and the 
superintendent of the First Presbyterian Sunday School, of 
Wilkinsburg, Pa., for a constitutional amendment abolishing 
polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania ‘Tobacco Growers’ Associa- 
tion, of Lancaster, Pa., and the Rice Association of America, 
against passage of the Philippine tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Titus Lodge, No. 207, Knights of Pythias, 
of McKeesport, Pa., and Saratoga Council, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Pittsburg, Pa., against religious legis- 
lation in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DEEMER: Petition of Citizens of Arnot, Tioga 
County, Pa., and Arnot Lodge, No. 465, Knights of Pythias, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of Stony Fork Grange, No. 1033, Patrons of 
Husbandry; Riverside Grange, of McElhattan, Pa., and the 
legislative committee of Patrons of Husbandry, Grange No. 
1203, of Harrison, Pa., to strike out word “knowingly” in the 
oleomargarine bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York State, favoring creation of a Federal judicial court in 
the Orient—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the American Bar Association and other 
associations, against repeal of the present bankrupt law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburg, Pa., 
favoring treaties of reciprocity with certain foreign countries— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

- Also, petition of the International Reform Bureau, for certain 
conservative enactments in defense of law and temperance—to 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Eastern Oklahoma Miners’ Association, 
against grant of mineral lands to Oklahoma—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Club of Staten Island, against com- 
mercial spoliation of Niagara ci a the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Fort Edwards, N. Y., against sale of liquor in all Govern- 
ment buildings to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Presbytery of Argyle United Presbyterian 
Church, against polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Missionary Society of Argyle, 
N. V., against seating of Reep Smoot—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Robert B. Reilly Company, of New York 
City, against a tariff on tea—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also petition of the General Synod of the Reformed Church 
in America, against the spread of Mormonism—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 60,000 Americans in Alaska, for representa- 
tion, etc., in the American Congress—to the Committee on the 
‘Territories. 

Also, petition of the Phoenix and Maricopa County Board of 
Trade, against joint statehood—to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Petition of Harford Grange, No. 500, of 
Harford, N. Y., against tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FASSETT: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 17, of 
Elmira, N. Y., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FIELD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of James 
Wilkinson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Ezekiel Polk—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the sixteenth annual ses- 
sion of the Trans-Mississippi Commercial Congress, urging im- 
provement of the Gulf of Mexico and Pacific coast harbors—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of citizens of Illinois, favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. FULLER: Paper to accompany bill or zoer of 
James N. Piersell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 157, of Rockford, 
III., against a reduction of the duty on cigars from the Philip- 
pines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. s 


By Mr. GARNER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Floyd L. Frisbie—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of the Central Federated Union 
of New York City, against bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of citizens of Peoria, III., favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GUDGER: An affidavit by J. H. Gagle, a recruiting 
officer of the civil war, affirming that William McCall et al. 
were his recruits, and affidavits by McCall et al. attesting same 
facts—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of R. B. Justice and Andrew G. Williams, of 
Asheville and Fletcher, N. C., for special legislation placing 
them on the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of the Percival Furniture Com- 
pany, the Carpenter Company, and the Estey Organ Company, 
of Brattleboro, Vt., and the Salisbury Brothers Furniture Com- 
pany, of Randolph, Vt., for removal of the tax from domestie 
8855 unfit for a beverage—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Horace W. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Henry Stephens—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Clark—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of Western Star 
Council, No. 142, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Baltimore, Md., and Rock Hall Council, No. 149, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Rockhall, Md., favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the General Synod of the Reformed Church 
in America, expressing alarm at growth of Mormonism—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Protective Association of 
Hudson County, N. J., urging a new post-office for Jersey City— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Palmyra and Mount Holly, N. J.; 
Monmouth Council, No. 25, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Freehold N. J.; Washington Camp, No. 7, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, of Trenton, N. J.; Fieldsboro Council, 
No. 52, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Borden- 
town, N. J., and Washington Camp, No. 23, Patriotic Order Sons 
of America, of Palmyra, N. J., favoring restriction of immigra- 
tlon—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of New Jersey; Washington Camp, 
No. 14, of Trenton, N. J., and Victor Camp, No. 179, of Basking- 
ridge, N. J., Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, 

By Mr. HUNT: Petition of the Baxter Molding Company, for 
free denaturized alcohol to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of 13 citizens of Hillsdale, Wis., 
against removal of the duty on sugar from the Philippine 
Islands—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Major Weston Council, No. 
129, of Fishkill, N. X., favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KLINE: Petition of Indianola Tribe, No. 384, Im- 
proved Order of Red Men, and citizens of Birdsboro, Pa., favor- 
ing restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LACEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
W. Terry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAFHAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ida 
L. and Clara H. Winters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LEVER: Paper to accompany bill (H. R. 8122) fora 
public building at Sumter, S. C.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LILLEBY : Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mabel 
E. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Cigar Makers’ International 
Union of America, No. 132, of Brooklyn, N. Y., and the Central 
Federated Union of New York, against bill H. R. 3—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Club of Staten Island, against 
commercial spoliation of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of T. J. Sheppard, of Dekalb County, Ga.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James Freeman— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 
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By Mr. LOUD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of James 
Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Thomas B. Davis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Sarah A. Boush— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of Henry S. Rider— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of W. H. Bean—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of A. Joyeux—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James F, Camp- 
bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of McKenny Adams— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of citizens of Nebraska, against 
religious legislation in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John L. Brewer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Bridget Hearn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Paper to accompany Dill 
for relief of Zachariah Parker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Resolution calling upon the Secretary of 
the Navy for information as to conditions at the Naval Acad- 
émy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petitions of citizens of Buffalo, N. Y.; Local 
Union No. 43, Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers, of 
Buffalo; Wood Finishers’ Union No. 515, and Onondaga Tribe of 
Red Men, No. 250, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of 1,200 members of the National 
Military Home, Kans., for a law for payment of commutation 
and rations to members of the several military Homes when 
out on furlough—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petition of John S. Beveridge and 
100 others, for creation of a retired list for generals of the 
Volunteer Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill (H. R. 
6571) for relief of Elizabeth Morris—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill (H. R. 6544) for relief of Buford 
P. Moss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill (H. R. 6720) for relief of Emma 
P. Sykes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill (H. R. 6547) for relief of Vir- 
ginia Bryant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill (H. R. 6596) for relief of Alex 
O. Huffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill (H. R. 6601) for relief of James 
Drewry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill (H. R. 6613) for relief of 
Thomas J. Steyens—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill (H. R. 10026) for relief of 
Mary F. Matherly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill (H. R. 6674) for relief of the 
First Presbyterian Church of Lebanon, Ky.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill (H. R. 6765) for relief of 
estate of Thomas Heyser—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of the Board of Trade 
of Grand Rapids, Mich., commending appropriation for new 
Government building in Grand Rapids, Mich.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Grand Rapids, Mich., 
favoring special agents for the promotion of American industry 
abroad—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Aiso, petition of citizens and the Board of Trade of Smyrna, 
Mich., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Cornelius De 
Haas—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Charles M. Bowen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Margaret Emmons— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Reeds Corners, N. Y., against restoration of 
the Army canteen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of citizens of Arizona, against 
joint statehood—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the mayor and city council of Tucson, Ariz., 
against joint statehood—to the Committee on the Territories. 


Also, resolution of a mass meeting at Clifton, Ariz., against 
joint statehood—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of Lewis L. Bing- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of Beers Post, No. 140, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Tecumseh, Mich., for an amendment to 
the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Kendall, N. Y., against the Army can- 
teen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 142, of Lockport, 
N. Y., against proposed Philippine tariff law—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Charles F. Durner, of Quaker- 
town, Pa., for passage of bill H. R. 7079, for free alcohol in the 
arts—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Colonel Edwin Schall Camp, No. 92, Sons of 
Veterans, of Lansdale, Pa., favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Milton F. Brooke and others, of Lansdale, 
Pa., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Petition of citizens and Fremont Council, 
No. 14, of Beallsville, Ohio; citizens of Barton, Ohio, and Perfect 
Lodge, No. 737, Knights of Pythias, of Barton, Ohio, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petition of citizens of West Virginia; 
Glenville Council, No, 50, and Freed Council, No. 105, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of West Virginia, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Satrurpay, January 6, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

Toa Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
prov 


REPORT OF SPECIAL IMMIGRANT INSPECTOR MARCUS BRAUN. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I move to discharge the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization from the further consid- 
eration of the following privileged resolution, which I send tò 
the Clerk’s desk, and ask for its adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolution No. 76. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor be, and he is hereby, respectfull uested, if not incompatible 
with the public interests, to send to the House of Representatives, at 
his earliest convenience, the reports, or copies of the same, heretofore 
made to said Department of Commerce and Labor by Special Immigrant 
Inspector Marcus Braun and dated on or about August —, 1904; June 
—, 1905, and July —, 1905. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, is that a privileged motion? 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, the resolution is now privileged. 
It was introduced by me on the 13th of December last, and the 
committee has not acted upon it. So it is now privileged under 
the rule. 

Mr. MANN. I have no objection to the resolution; but I 
make the point of order that it is not privileged. 

The SPEAKER. It occurs to the Chair, after hearing the 
resolution read, that the motion is privileged. 

Mr. MANN. It is not a resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, it is a resolution of inquiry. It 
inquires for reports by way of information. This information 
is very desirable. There should be no objection. 

Mr. MANN. It is a resolution directing the sending in of a 
report. I have no objection to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion, but it does not seem to me that it is a resolution of inquiry. 
If that practice should prevail the House might require the 
sending in of all kinds of reports to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. It occurs to the Chair that it is in the sub- 
stance of a respectful request that amounts to an inquiry. 
Sometimes the House directs; but this is a request that, if not 
incompatible with the public interests, he send to the House of 
Representatives at his earliest convenience, etc. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, let me say to the gentleman 
from Illinois that I am informed the Secretary of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor has no objection to the resolution. 
The immigration question is a pertinent matter, and will come 
before Congress ere long for discussion. We should have these 
reports of Mr. Braun. I am told they contain much valuable 
data and information on this important question. The people 
should know their contents. 
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Mr. MANN. I have no objection to the consideration of the 
resolution. 

Mr. SULZER. And I know there are quite a few Members 
of Congress who want to know what Inspector Braun has 
reported in regard to matters of immigration between Austria- 
Hungary and other European nations and this country. This 
is the only way we can get this information, and we are entitled 
to have it. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The only suggestion made by the gentleman 
from Illinois is as to whether the motion is privileged. 

It occurs to the Chair under the rule that it is, the time hay- 
ing expired within which the committee is required to report. 
The question is on the motion to discharge the committee. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to, and that that motion 
lie on the table. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 


SUPPRESSION OF TRAIN ROBBERIES. 


Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 349) for the 
suppression of train robberies in the Territories of the United 
States and other places, and for other purposes, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. I would state that 
the chairman of that committee is perfectly willing that this 
should be done. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent for change of reference of the bill referred to as 
requested. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 88 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 3) to 
amend an act entitled “An act temporarily to provide revenue 
for the Philippine Islanss, and for other purposes,“ approved 
March 8, 1902. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York that the House resolve itself into the 
‘Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of House bill No. 3. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. OLMSTED 
in the chair. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman from 
Connecticut proceeds, I ask unanimous consent that he be 
allowed to conclude his remarks without interruption. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Connecticut may be 
permitted to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was none, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, it has occurred to 
me during the progress of this debate that perhaps one cause of 
some opposition to this bill has come from a misunderstanding 
of the general conditions of the Philippine Islands. It was my 
intention to make a carefully prepared speech for my own con- 
stituents as well as for the Members of this House on the sub- 
ject of tobacco alone, and I have prepared that and shall give it 
to you by and by; but previous to that it seems to me that there 
would be a better understanding of the whole situation if I 
should as briefly as possible review the general conditions in 
the Philippine Islands The red line on the map before us shows 
the latitude and longitude of the territory which was ceded to 
the United States by Spain under the provisions of the treaty. 
It covers an area about 1,250 miles in length and about 400 to 
500 miles in width. The actual land area of the Philippine 
Islands, according to the census—and there is a slight difference 
of about 5,000 square miles between the census and the Gazet- 
teer—is 127,000 square miles, which is 7,000 square miles more 
than the area of Great Britain, which supports 40,000,000 
people, and about 20,000 square miles less than the Empire of 
Japan, where from forty to fifty millions of people are living. 
There is a very wrong impression in regard to the physical 
geography of this country. Two gentlemen were at my house 
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the other evening who had the idea that the country resembled 
to a large degree Illinois, Iowa, and Nebraska. 

Far from that, it resembles and follows out almost exactly 
the physical geography of Japan, where it is well known that 
only 14 per cent of the area is tillable, and where, after 
two thousand six hundred years of recorded history, they have 
only succeeded in cultivating 12 per cent, notwithstanding that 
it has a density of population that probably exceeds any other 
country on earth and has had an intensive cultivation that is 
not equaled anywhere in the world. The tillable area of these 
islands is 94 per cent of the total surface. The question was 
asked here yesterday or the day before where that fact could 
be found. T will state for the benefit of the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. MonpELL] that it will be found on page 181 of 
volume 4 of the Philippine census. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman = id 
for a question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly; at any time. 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not want to interrupt the gentleman 
at this time, because I expect to take that question up myself 
if I have an opportunity to speak. I simply wish at this point 
to ask the gentleman if it is true that at that page in the 
census or anywhere else in the census there is a statement to 
the effect that there are only 94 per cent of the lands in the 
Philippine Islands that are tillable? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It is given 93 per cent as agricul- 
tural lands. 

Mr. MONDELL. Oh, yes; I will explain that later. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Furthermore, the gentleman will 
find on the same page of the census that this is not mere guess- 
work, the work of somebody sitting at Manila guessing at the 
area of the tillable lands of the Philippine Islands, but it is a 
report from each separate province, made by the people in the 
province itself. Out of the whole forty-nine provinces—I think 
it is forty-nine—these reports, are brought together and con- 
solidated, and they show that there is agricultural land in 
these islands to the extent given, nine and a half per cent, as 
constituting the tillable area, and that of this only 44 per cent, 
after three hundred years of occupation by civilized people, 
ever has been under cultivation. Right here let me say in 
regard to the one particular island where eight-tenths of all the 
sugar comes from, Negros, and from the province of Occi- 
dental Negros, 21 per cent of that is estimated as agricultural 
land, and 46 per cent of that 21 per cent is already under culti- 
vation. In this archipelago there are said to be about 3,600 
islands. Of course that covers everything—pinheads of rocks 
that come up out of the sea and everything of that kind, but 
the principal islands, the productive islands, the exporting 
islands, are the only ones I desire to talk about. 

The island of Luzon is eight times the size of Connecticut 
and has four times the population. 

The island of Mindanao is seven times the size of Connecticut, 
and has one-half of the population. On all of the easterly side of 
this group of islands the mountians come down direct to the sea 
without intervening shore as a rule. On the westerly side is 
where the arable land is found. The mountains come down at 
a distance from the seashore of from 3 to 20 miles, and there 
is where the cultivable area of the island is found to a very 
large extent. Now, the best demonstration of the truth of the 
statement that 93 per cent only of the islands is agricultural 
land is shown by the fact that two-thirds of the entire popu- 
lation of the archipelago live within 3 miles of the seacoast, 
and the interior to a very large extent is unoccupied because it 
is uninhabitable. Take, now, the population. I have had this 
map colored to show the location of the different kinds of popu- 
lation in the islands. The brownish-gray color represents that 
portion of the island inhabited by Christian people, civilized 
people. The yellow represents the portion of the island inhab- 
ited by wild tribes, absolutely uncivilized. Igorrotes and Negri- 
tos are in this section of the country—savages, head-hunters, 
250,000 of them, within a hundred and twenty-five miles of 
Manila—and more than that, the Negritos are over here in the 
Mariveles Mountains to a quite considerable extent—absolutely 
wild people within 50 miles of Manila. 

This summer while in Manila they had an industrial parade, 
and one feature of that parade were eight of those Igorrote sav- 
ages. They were clothed with a gee string and a smile, and car- 
ried a bow and arrow and nothing else. They were absolutely 
wild savages, and yet you see right in the heart of the principal 
island of the group that 250,000 of these head-hunters live to- 
day. The portion colored green is occupied by Moros, semi- 
civilized, half savage Malays, Mohammedans, slavery and polyg- 
amy prevalent among them—a mild form of slavery, but slavery 
neyertheless—and there are 250,800 of these in that island, and 
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yet this is the island of which we have heard so much of its 
wonderful fertility and the danger that is going to come to the 
United States if this bill is passed, and it becomes possible to 
cultivate it all with tobacco, sugar, cocoanuts, hemp, rice, ete. 
No white man would be safe for a moment in this section of the 
country outside of a town or village where a garrison was 
stationed. = 

Mr. SULZER. There is where the head-hunters live. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. They live out here in this island 
in the section colored yellow. Now, another thing; a curious 
fact about this country is this, perhaps not bearing on this case, 
that this is the only nation or people in the world in history 
that ever has been converted from Mohammedanism to Chris- 
tianity. It was done by the Catholic Church, and they are en- 
titled to great credit for doing it. Now, desiring to proceed in 
order I take up the question of 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to inquire if the gentleman objects to questions? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Not at all. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Do you regard the census re- 
port from that territory occupied by Moros as of value in con- 
nection with the raising of tobacco and sugar there? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will take it up by and by when 
I come to the question of the localization of the various in- 
dustries of the country. Take the question of the education 
of those people. I find by the census report that of the whole 
mass of the population, which is about 7,600,000, 700,000 of 
them are wild people and 6,900,000 Christian people, that of 
these people, including only those from 10 years of age and 
upward, 20 per cent can read in some language, but taking the 
whole population together, about 14 per cent can read in some 
language. There is no Filipino people in the sense in which 
we speak of an American or English or German people. There 
are eighty-seven different tribes and peoples, speaking from fifty 
to sixty different languages, and as a rule it is impossible for 
them to communicate with eachother from island to island and 
from a part of one island to another part. It is as it would be 
if Washington and Baltimore were utterly disconnected and 
their citizens could not converse or communicate with each 
other in a language which they could mutually understand. 
There are no highways for intercommunication. The only rail- 
road in the island now runs from Manila to Dagupan, at the 
foot of the Lingayan Gulf. There are practically no highways. 
There may have been here and there one, a short one built by 
the Spaniards, and a bridge built here and there by the Span- 
jards, but so far as real communication from one part of an 
island to another is concerned there were no methods provided 
and none existed. 

The people of this valley could not converse or communicate 
with the people on the seashore across the mountains. I said 
that about 14 per cent of these people could read in some lan- 
guage; in Spanish only 8 per cent of the people; a few in 
English, but generally in their tribal dialect, of which, as I 
said, there were some 50 or 60 varieties. Under such circum- 
‘stances you could not expect a very high order of intelligence 
among them. Now, I do not wish by saying this to throw any 
discredit upon the people of the Philippine Islands, There are 
probably 14 or 2 per cent of those people who are the very best 
product of the universities of Europe and America—as bril- 
liant, as polished, as cultivated, and as refined as you will find 
anywhere in the world. I am simply speaking of the great 
mass of the people, who have been denied all the privileges of 
civilized life by reason of the conditions under which they lived. 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. Will thegentleman permita question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
Hı] yield to the gentleman from Montana [Mr. Drxon]? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. Will the gentleman point out the 
island of Negros? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will come to that in a moment. 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. Also will he tell us the journey the 
people who went to the Philippine Islands last summer took? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I should have stated that the 
black line shows the trip I had the privilege of taking with 
other Members of Congress through the islands, and you will 
see it included all of the principal islands and ports in the 
archipelago. 

Now, gentlemen, we have a great problem on our hands in the 
Philippine Islands, and I am going to call your attention to just 
one feature of it. Three centuries ago, when the Spaniards 
went there and took possession of the islands, there were half a 
million of people. To-day there are seven and one-half mil- 
lions. They have increased fifteen times over—through wars, 
through pestilence, bubonic plague, cholera, insurrection, small- 
pox, and every conceivable thing that one could think of to pre- 


vent the increase of population; and yet they have increased 
fifteen times over. And I want to say to you gentlemen that, 
in my honest judgment, instead of having a problem of a Phil- 
ippine Archipelago, with seven and one-half million people to 
deal with, in fifty years from now you will have a population of 
twenty-five millions if stable government and peaceful condi- 
tions continue under our administration of the government. So 
the problem is really much greater to deal with than that which 
we think we have on our hands to-day. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Connecticut 
yield to the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I am curious to know how those 
savages back in the mountains, away from the seashore, subsist. 
Do they live by fishing and hunting, like our Indians, or how? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The peculiarity of any tropical 
country—that is, of any which I have ever visited, and espe- 
cially so of this—is that work is not required for subsistence 
if one is willing to accept the kind of food which can be taken 
out of the ground or plucked from the trees. It is a marvelous 
factor, and it should be very carefully considered when you 
come to calculate upon the future productions of those islands, 
There is a population there that for 300 years has never been 
prompted by necessity to economy, to industry, and to any of 
the virtues—we call them virtues in a civilized country—that 
obtain in the United States. I believe it is absolutely true that, 
taking the tao or peasant in the Philippine Islands, as a rule if 
you would pay him 25 cents a day he would work enough days 
to maintain his living through the week; if you doubled that 
pay to 50 cents, he would work half the time; if you increased 
it to a dollar or two dollars, he would cut down the hours of la- 
bor exactly in accordance with the amount of pay you give to 
him, all his ambition being simply to maintain an existence. 
And why should it not be so? You and I would probably do the 
same thing under the same circumstances and in the same torrid 
climate. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I am merely trying to get in- 
formation; I am not criticising any position you have taken. I 
understand you to say that away from the seashore the soil was 
sterile and that civilized people could not subsist there. Well, 
how do they subsist if the soil is not sufficient to support them 
by its products? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. By hunting and by wild fruits 
and by a very crude form of agriculture—very crude, indeed. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Civilized tribes could subsist 
upon that soil, could they not? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. There is no question but that 
they could, but they would certainly go to that portion of the 
islands where subsistence is easiest. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. It is inhabitable, is it not, for 
civilized people if we could get rid of the savages? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think it is true to a considerable 
extent, and I will take up the matter later. When I went 
across the island of Mindanao I found it practically as it was 
at Creation's dawn; there is scarcely a particle of that land 
in cultivation, and I went through it from the seashore on one 
side to the seashore on the other. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question, just for information? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I heard a very distin- 
guished admiral of our Navy some time since talking about the 
Philippine Islands and he said that there was a race of sav- 
ages in the Philippines something like the little brownies that 
we read about in the books. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes; and they are about 70 or 80 
miles from Manila; they are the Negritos. They are dwarfs— 
practically negroes—with kinky hair. 

Mr. NORRIS. I call for order; I can not hear. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. There are very few of them, be- 
ing largely outnumbered by the full-sized Igorrote—a savage. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. What is their proportion 
of increase? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think that class of people—the 
Negritos—and I am speaking from an impression only—are not 
increasing, but are dying out. I would think that that is also 
correct with reference to the Igorrotes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Do you know of any effort 
being made to civilize those people? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not think it is possible, any, 
more than it is possible to civilize the Moros. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Do you know of an effort 
being made to carry some of them to England and undertake to 
civilize them? 
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Mr. HILL of Connecticut. ~ do not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. And that on their return 
to the islands they resumed their savage habits? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not think it is possible, from 
conversations I had with a number of men and women, to civ- 
ilize the Igorrotes. I do not think it is possible, from all that I 
have learned in regard to it, to have much success in civilizing 
the Negritos. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I ask you these questions in 
view of the statement that you said that after twenty years we 
would have some 25,000,000 people. If that be so, then we will 
have more savages. . 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I was referring to the Filipinos—the 
various tribes of the Filipino population—when speaking of that. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I want to ask the gentleman if I understood 
him to say that he did not think it is possible to civilize the 
Negritos? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not believe it, but I do not 
think my opinion would be very valuable upon that subject. I 
want now to refer to the principal island and tell you, as far 
as I understand it, what there is on the seacoast. I mean the 
island of Luzon, The tobacco which is exported from the archi- 
pelago, all of it substantially, comes from the island of Luzon, 
and it comes almost entirely from this river valley running right 
down there. I have another map, which I will use later, show- 
ing that tobacco district. The export tobacco comes entirely 
from the Cagayan Valley, the fields extending about a mile on 
each side of the river from the town of Alcala up to the town 
of Echague. It is probably a distance of from 50 to 75 miles. 
On this island rice, cocoanuts, sweet potatoes, and a very little 
sugar are also grown. The largest area of tillable land is just 
in this other valley, stretching from Manila to Dagupan. It is 
a splendid, wide, cultivated valley. I have been through it 
from the seacoast to the seacoast—right through the whole of 
it. It is a garden spot, if there is one in the world. 

It is largely devoted to the cultivation of rice. I went 
through there in May, four years ago, and did not see a piece of 
sugar cane. I do not know whether it was in the right season 
of the year or not, but I did not see any sugar cane in that 
entire 120 miles. But in the Pampanga district there is some 
little production of sugar cane. 

Coming south into the provinces of Cavite and Batangas you 
get principally rice cultivation and very little sugar. Right 
south of the Laguna de Bay is the largest area of cocoanut 
plantations that there is in the whole archipelago. Then coming 
this way into the peninsula of Luzon you get purely a hemp 
country or almost entirely so. Of course there is some rice and 
there are some sweet potatoes, but nothing in the way of export 
food products or in the way of supplying any of the other 
islands. The whole country in here is practically given up to 
the cultivation of hemp. Legaspi, which we visited, is one of 
the largest export points for hemp in the island. 

Now, coming on down through the other islands, this was our 
course 

Mr. BONYNGE. Before leaving that 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Connecticut 
yield to the gentleman from Colorado? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly; at any time. 

Mr. BONYNGE. What is the area of the island of Luzon? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The area of the island of Luzon 
is 40,969 square miles. 

Mr. BONYNGE. What proportion of that island is included 
in the lands that are arable? Can you tell us that? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I can not tell. I will have to 
refer you to page 181 of volume 4 of the census reports. You 
will find that table all complete there, and you will find the 
volume in the Ways and Means Committee room. 

We went from Manila southward to Iloilo, in the island of 
Panay. It is a city of about 20,000 people. It is the main 
exporting point for sugar from the islands, the reason being 
that across from Iloilo, on the island of Negros, are the main 
sugar plantations of this archipelago. I have not gone into the 
figures carefully, but I understood the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means to say yesterday that from Negros 
came eight-tenths of the sugar that was raised in the Philip- 
pine Islands. Am I correct? 

Mr. PAYNE. That was the statement of Mr. Welborn. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Now, I want to say, and especially 
to our beet-sugar friends, that I do not think they have any con- 
ception of the difficulties under which the sugar business is car- 
ried on in the Philippine Islands. That sugar comes from the 
west side of this island. That is Occidental Negros. On this 


side is Oriental Negros, where very little sugar is raised. There 
is not a harbor on the island—not one—and when Secretary Taft 
and his friends wished to go to that island to study the condi- 
tions of that industry there, they had to be carried ashore on 
bamboo rafts. I was engaged in other things that day and did 
not make that visit, but I have no doubt that some of the gentle- 
men here who did go there can explain the embarrassments of 


navigation at the island of Negros. It therefore follows that 
all the sugar from this island has to be carried across this chan- 
nel to the port of Iloilo, where ships can go, and from which 
place the exports are made. 

Now, just imagine for a moment an American farmer or a 
sugar-cane grower in Louisiana being required to put all his 
sugar in little bags and carry the entire product of his farm, 
with a boy and a bag of sugar on the back of a carabao, out 
throught the mud and put it on a little rowboat and carry it 
out to a larger boat, and then carry it 30 or 40 miles to Lloilo 
before finding a market. And yet that is the condition under 
which eight-tenths of all the sugar of the Philippine Islands is 
produced. And that does not half give you an idea of the meth- 
ods that obtain on the farms and plantations where the sugar 
is grown. No western man can comprehend the primitiveness, 
the simplicity, the crudeness with which all these agricultural 
operations are carried on in the Philippine Islands until he 
goes there and sees it for himself. It is impossible to have any 
comprehension of it otherwise. And I say as a business man 
to other business men here that there is not a single industry in 
the Philippine Islands of any kind or character which any in- 
dustry in the United States has the slightest occasion to fear. 
The burden upon us is to lift them up, to enable them to do 
better. It is not for us to stand back and shiver and measure 
the honor and dignity and greatness of this nation by a pound 
of beet sugar or a 5-cent cigar as a measuring rule. [Applause.] 

Mr. DWIGHT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. DWIGHT. Do they have to depend upon irrigation to 
raise crops in any of the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will take that up in a moment. 
There is no irrigation in the Philippine Islands as we under- 
stand it. There is no artificial irrigation. Now, that very ques- 
tion settles the whole problem to a large degree, because the 
industries are localized by that fact. Why does hemp grow in 
that province? Why does hemp grow in those islands and not 
in the others? Simply because hemp must have a porous soil 
and be cultivated where rain comes every month in the year, 
otherwise it is not a success. Hemp is the natural product of 
the Philippine Islands. It is not hemp at all; it is abaca, a 
species of the banana plant. It is a natural product, and is not 
cultivated as sugar and tobacco are any more than apple trees 
or peach trees are cultivated. 

Now, down here in Negros there are large areas of arable 
land. Twenty-one per cent of the whole island is arable land, 
and there the sugar is grown. On Panay a variety of crops are 
raised, like rice, sweet potatoes, corn, etc, 

From Iloilo we came down to the Moro country, and had an 
exceedingly interesting visit there, but the recital would not 
bear on this subject or on the subject of this bill particularly, 
because there are no agricultural operations carried on there. 
They raise a little rice, perhaps a little sugar, a great deal of 
cocoanut, and fish for pearls and pearl shells. The strange 
thing about it is that the entire product of the pearl-shell fish- 
eries is sent to London, and our manufacturers of cutlery go to 
London and buy that product and bring it back to the United 
States and sell it to you at an increased cost. Why should we 
not have it shipped to the United States and have it at first cost? 

Now, you can judge of the civilization of this portion of the 
archipelago and the extent of its agricultural and manufacturing 
operations when I say to you that a man down here will sell for 
$40 or $50, while a woman brings from $60 to $100. A good diver 
who is a success will sell for $100—twice as much as the ordinary 
laborer will bring. So there is nothing down there which this 
country should have any reason to fear. The same thing is true 
in regard to Jolo, where the Sultan of Sulu resides. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Did I understand the gentleman from Con- 
necticut to say that traffic in human beings is still going on 
down there? 

Mr. ee of Connecticut. I did not see any of it, but I be- 
lieve it is. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Selling human beings? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think that is true. 

Mr. CLAYTON. We have been there how many years? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Five years. 
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Mr. CLAYTON. 
human beings yet? 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. No. 


And we have not stopped that traffic in 


Mr. CLAYTON. And this benevolent assimilation has been 
going on all that time? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think that is true. There is 
absolute savagery, and I think you will find it anywhere where 
savagery exists. I am glad that at this late hour the moral 
tone of the gentleman from Alabama has been raised. 

Mr. CLAYTON. And the great Republican party has been in 
power all this time? 

Mr. HILE of Connecticut. That is true. : 

Mr. CLAYTON. And has not been able to put down slavery 
and traffic in human beings? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think that is true, and it would 
be in the United States to-day but for that great Republican 
party. [Prolonged applause on the Republican side.] Now, I 
beg the gentleman’s pardon. I do not want to get into a discus- 
sion, but desire to confine my remarks to this bill. 

Mr. CLAYTON. But, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask our 
school-teacher a few more questions. He still has not answered 
my question. I would like to know why we have been there 
five years and the traffic in human beings has not been stopped. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I decline to answer that question 
at this time. I want to confine my remarks now to this bill. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Why, the gentleman is illuminating the 
whole question of the Philippine Islands—the different people 
there, the soil and the climate and the business methods, and he 
pictures in glowing terms the possibilities—a teeming population 
of 25,000,000 people—and I would like to know when we are 
going to get rid of this traffic in human beings over there. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, we came up to the 
south side of the island of Mindanao. It was very greatly de- 
sired by thé Secretary that the Members of Congress should 
go through this new, absolutely uncultivated country, and judge 
of its fertility and the general character of the island. We 
landed on the south side of Mindanao and made a two days’ 
journey directly through the heart of the Moro country. Of 
course we were protected by troops. There was a company of 
cavalry ahead of us and a company of cavalry behind us and 
four cavalrymen around each wagon as we rode through. We 
met occasional straggling Moros and passed by Moro villages. I 
think it is the most fertile soil I have ever seen in any part of 
the world—that is, on the high table-lands, rising from 2,500 to 
2,800 feet above the seacoast. We came up to Lake Lanas, 
which lies in a pocket about 800 feet deep and, crossing the 
lake, drove down to Camp Overton, on the other side of the 
island. We were surprised at the marvelous forests and the 
perfectly wonderful jungles of the Tropics. But, in my opinion, 
the island is impossible of cultivation as long as 250,000 sav- 
ages—Mohammedan Moros—live there, who not only hold the 
white men as enemies, but above all other things are deadly 
hostile to the Filipinos—both the Visayans and the Tagalogs. 

From there we came up to the island of Cebu. Negros is a 
sugar island, and right opposite is Cebu, where there is no sugar. 
Now, why? Simply because of the character of the soil and 
the location of the island. That is all. Cebu is the most 
densely populated island in the whole archipelago, and its 
agricultural products, while, of course, perhaps a little sugar is 
grown for home consumption, are of such a character as are 
necessary to the maintenance of the dense population of the 
island itself, and aside from that, hemp, for the city of Cebu 
is next to the largest or the largest hemp-shipping port in the 
archipelago. All of these islands over here are in precisely 
the same situation in regard to products. Cebu is a hemp 
island, and if anything in the way of exports comes from either 
Cebu or Bohol, it is hemp—nothing, practically, in the way of 
sugar or rice or anything of that kind. Next we went to the 
city of Tacloban, in the island of Leyte, and a more prosperous 
looking community it would be difficult to find in any country 
anywhere—clean and well-made. streets, sidewalks, good 
houses—everything indicating prosperity. 

At every place where we went there were hearings concerning 
the products of the locality, and generally an industrial pro- 
cession, and oftentimes an industrial exposition, showing the 
products of the province. In the procession at Tacloban I 
noticed this banner: “This province has neyer asked for free 
rice.” Now, what did that mean? It was this: That over in the 
island of Cebu a million dollars’ worth of property was con- 
sumed by a severe conflagration last spring, and following that 
a yery severe drought, practically destroying their hemp crop, 
and we found there or were told there that from four to five 
thousand persons were daily receiving free rice in order to sus- 
tain life throughout the year until another crop could be put in 
and produced. They were in extremely embarrassed circum- 


stances and unfortunate conditions on the island of Cebu. Tac- 
loban was boasting of its own prosperity. From Tacloban we 
went to Legaspi, and then to Sorsogon. From there we re- 
turned to Manila. Now, as to the localization of their indus- 
tries. The cocoanut product of the islands is confined to certain 
localities. The tree must grow near the salt water. It must 
drink salt water through its roots every day. That, at least, 
is the proverb. 

Copra is the dried meat of the cocoanut. From it oil is ex- 
tracted and used largely in the manufacture of soap. It is 
the only article which will make soap which can be used 
with salt water. It is a seacoast product and is shipped 
principally to France. Why is not that copra shipped to the 
United States? It is admitted free of duty just as we admit 
hemp. Why is it not shipped here instead of being sent to 
France and then brought back to us to a considerable extent 
made into fancy soaps for which we pay a very high price? I 
am in favor of such a policy as will cause the products of these 
islands to come here and be manufactured here, instead of bring- 
ing them to our markets in a manufactured state filtered through 
European factories and increased in value by European labor. 
That is the kind of a protectionist I am. I am a protectionist 
from the crown of my head to the soles of my feet, but I am a 
protectionist against foreign nations and not against our own 
people. [Applause.] 

Mr. CASSEL. What effect would this bill have upon an arti- 
cle which is now brought into this country free? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I am going to show you by and 
by; I am glad you asked the question. I will not do it now. 
Now, take the rice crop. Three million two hundred thousand 
acres ali told in the archipelago are under cultivation. Sixteen 
hundred thousand acres—one half of them are in rice, and in- 
stead of increasing the sugar and tobacco crop they must increase 
the rice production in order to sustain life. I think there were 
seven or eight million dollars worth imported from the East 
Indies last year. Gentlemen, these people must ultimately take 
all the extra land that they have which is arable and put it in 
rice, and they would now if they could. Why can not they? 
Because soil that will raise hemp must be porous, so that the 
water will run through it; but the soil that raises rice must 
be heavy and hold water, because they have no artificial system 
of irrigation. I tried to get a provision in the general bill 
which was introduced by the gentleman from Wisconsin three 
or four years ago, providing for irrigation companies in that 
country, as gentlemen will remember, but there are none there 
now. They have no capital for artificial irrigation and they do 
not understand it, but such irrigation as they have is secured by 
planting in heavy soll that will hold water and letting the rains 
provide irrigation by natural processes instead of artificially. 

Mr. CASSEL. Is not that the way they do in Louisiana? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will ask the gentleman from 
Louisiana if it is not all artificial there. 

Mr. PUJO. AIL 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. There is a great difference be- 
tween the two places, and I believe that if this bill is passed, in 
five years—yes, in three—we will be sending rice to the Philip- 
pine Islands and selling to those people right from the fields of 
Louisiana and Texas. 

Mr. PUJO. At the proper time, if the gentleman will excuse 
me, I intend to take the position that it will bring about great 
injury upon the rice industry of this entire country, 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Now, gentlemen, I have shown 
you the system of cultivation of the four principal crops. Of 
hemp last year they exported $22,000,000 worth. Its cultiva- 
tion is confined by natural reasons to certain portions of the 
island. Of sugar they exported four millions. Its cultivation 
is confined by natural reasons to certain portions of the island. 
Tobacco is in precisely the same situation. I will go into that 
more thoroughly by and by. I have spoken of the rice produc- 
tion. Copra or cocoanut is confined to the seacoast, and they; 
exported about $1,999,000 worth in the year past. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think it is about 4,000,000 of copra. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. One millian nine hundred and 
ninety-nine thousand dollars worth of copra and about the same 
of tobacco and about 4,000,000 of sugar. 

Mr. PALMER. What is copra? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is the dried meat of the 
cocoanut. Now, gentlemen, after visiting the islands we came 
back to Manila. I question very much whether it is wise for 
me at this time to go into any consideration of the hearings 
which were held in the city of Manila in view of the questions 
that my genial friend from Alabama asked me a little while 
ago, because I want to confine my remarks solely to this bill, but 
I can not refrain from saying this in regard to them. The meet- 
ings were held in the city hall, commencing at 9 o’clock each 
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morning and continuing until noon, then lunch, and continuing 
generally until 4 or 5 o’clock in the afternoon. The governors of 
all these provinces were present. 

Gentlemen interested in the various industries all through the 
islands were present. Anybody whom they chose to put on the 
stand was gladly received and welcomed and his statement 
heard with respect and with attention, That was the procedure 
during the first week. At the urgent solicitation, however, of 
some members of the party it was decided when we returned 
to Manila, after making the trip around through the islands, 
that the hearings should be thrown open to anybody who chose 
to speak on any subject whatever, in addition to the questions of 
hemp, the shipping bill, tobacco, and the agricultural products of 
the islands. And I must say one thing in connection with that, 
for it seems to me to redound to the credit of the American na- 
tion. When the delegation went away word was left that if 
there were any criticisms to be made, any charges of mal- 
feasance in office, any charges of improper conduct in office by 
any American officials in the islands, if they would be submitted 
in writing they would be carefully considered and investigated 
by the Members of Congress who were there on their return, and 
I want to say for the credit of the great American Republic 
that when we came back and the doors were thrown wide open 
for discussion and consideration not a single charge of any 
kind or character was made against any American official. And 
in response to my question to several of them as to why they 
had not done as they had intimated the week before that they 
would do, the reply was that there were no such charges that 
could be sustained. [Applause.] 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. There were complaints in those 
hearings about excessive salaries. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. There may have been, but I re- 
member none in the hearings. But there was one case I now 
recall of criticisms made at the Filipino banquet. I think 
myself there is some cause for complaint concerning excessive 
expenditure in the Philippine Islands. I say frankly as a Re- 
publican to-day, it is your fault and mine, and not their fault 
out there. If five years ago the United States Government 
could have fixed a definite and clear policy as to the course it 
would take in regard to those islands, in my honest judgment 
the expense for maintenance of government there could have 
been very largely reduced. But we were divided as to what 
course should be pursued. Some of us said, “Oh, by and by, 
when they are fit for self-government.” Others wanted inde- 
pendence right away. Others said: “ Never.” What was the 
result? The American officials there would have been derelict 
in the performance of their duty if they had not gone forward 
and used every possible effort to build those people up to an 
understanding not of a government such as they had under 
Spain, but along the line of self-government. And those things 
could not be done without an elaborate expenditure of money. 

The trouble has been in America, not in the Philippine 
Islands, with regard to extravagance of expenditure, and dif- 
ference of opinion among ourselves as to the policy to be pur- 
sued there has compelled it. There is not a Member of this 
House but knows that if a good, strong man could have under- 
stood five years ago just exactly what the policy of the United 
States Government would be in the islands he could have man- 
aged the matter with far less expense than has been incurred. 
Of course he would not have obtained the same results. You can 
not reduce that expense, gentlemen, until you come to a clear and 
definite expression of policy, in my judgment. Now, why 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Conneeticut 
[Mr. Hu] yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Sarr]? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to ask if there is not 
a very considerable disagreement as to the future policy of the 
United States in the archipelago? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will answer that in a certain 
way—perhaps I ought not to, but I will—by saying that a gen- 
tleman for whom I have the highest regard, differing with 
me politically—I will not mention his name and I do not want 
you to ask me his name—said to me as we were leaving Yoko- 
hama to come home, Mr. HiL, you and I came out here with 
differing views on this question.” He was a great deal further 
from right than he supposed he was. I have always been a 
pessimist in regard to this proposition. He said, “ You and I 
came out here with very differing views as to the policy that 
should be pursued here. I bave seen a great many things, and I 
have made up my mind to this—that it makes no difference, and 
will make no difference in the future as to whether the Repub- 
lican party or the Demotratic party is in power, the United 
States will never give up these islands, and the best thing we 
can do is to take the question out of politics and do the best we 


can for these poor people.” [Applause.] And it was the wisest 
expression of opinion I have heard for many a day. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. If the gentleman will permit an 
additional question. I say, understanding that to be the policy 
of the Government of the United States, to hold on to the archi- 
pelago and to give them the best government it may be within 
our power to give 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is right. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky (continuing). I understand that 
to be pretty well the established policy now; and while I differ 
with my friend politically and differ with him widely and radi- 
cally upon this proposition, yet when a policy is established I 
think that when we all think we can not abolish that policy we 
ought to go along and do the best we can for these people, 
Now, what is to hinder, when this policy has been established, 
a reduction in the expenses of the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think it is being done now and 
has been going on for some time. I am very certain that Vice- 
Governor Ide has been at work for many months making a 
conscientious effort to bring about a very material reduction in 
the expenses of the island, and my personal judgment is that 
it ought to be done. 

The gentleman from Kentucky asked a question in regard to 
the expression of opinion of the Filipinos. Of course I can not 
go into the details in regard to that. I am simply expressing 
my judgment. The professional men 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Before you leave that branch of the 
subject I want to get at what per cent of decrease could be 
made in the expenses of the island? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would rather refer you to the 
hearings which are printed and ready for distribution in the 
Ways and Means Committee. I think you will find full details 
there given by Governor Ide. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. ` I did not know but what the gentleman 
had it in mind. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I have not. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In reply to the question of the 
gentleman from Maine, I wish to say that a member of the 
Philippine government told me in Manila this summer that they 
hoped to make a reduction in the expenditures of a hundred 
thousand dollars a year. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What percentage would that be of the 
annual expenditure? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I could not tell you what per- 
centage of the expenditures it would be. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Does the gentleman from Con- 
necticut know? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not recollect; I simply say 
as my individual judgment that a very large reduction of the 
expenses can be made, except in one direction, and that, gentle- 
men, is in the line of education. I am going to take that up in 
a minute or two. I should regret exceedingly to learn that any- 
thing Jess should be done in the direction of giving more and 
better education to those people. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. One other question, if the gen- 
tleman will permit me. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Was it not the general impres- 
sion of the intelligent people with whom you communicated that 
it would be unfortunate and a calamity to thrust the English 
language down the throats of these people in the schools? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not think that is true. I 
think practically the contrary. The independencias—the people 
who believe in immediate independence—favor the retention of 
the use of Spanish as the official language of the islands, but I 
think the people generally desire to have the children taught 
English. At these hearings Mr. Lukbau, Mr. Illustre, and Mr. 
Gomez, who claimed to represent the labor unions of the island, 
and other gentlemen claiming to represent various classes of peo- 
ple, attempted to show to us that there was a general concensus 
of opinion among those people who dissented from the Ameri- 
ean administration that they would like to have the immediate 
independence of the islands, neutrality to be guaranteed by 
the civilized powers of the world and they to be put in posses- 
sion, with a protectorate established under the United States 
and to be maintained by the United States Army and Navy at 
our expense, while they carried on the government. Now, that 
was the general consensus of opinion of all those who adyo- 
cated immediate independence, but, in my judgment, 99 per 
cent of the business interests of the Philippine Islands, the pro- 
fessional men, the church representatives—I mean all the 
churches; I do not simply mean the Catholic Church, which is 
the dominating church in the islands, but all the churches—the 
lawyers, the doctors, the teachers, all stand for American con- 
trol and sovereignty. 
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And there are only a very few men, who are professional agi- 
tators, who are making this demand for a protectorate or for 
an independent government, and they base it on this proposition. 
Let me put it to a legislative body in a self-governing republic. 
Their idea was this: “ That the Philippine Islands haye demon- 
strated their capacity for self-government, because,” as they 
say, “there is among us a small directing class who know how 
to govern, and the great mass of the people know how to obey. 
They have demonstrated that for the last three hundred years. 
We therefore think we are capable now of conducting this gov- 
ernment if you will put it in our hands as the directing class.” 
We asked the gentleman who made this statement to which 
class he belonged, and he said that modesty would forbid his 
saying; but the fact that he was there was proof positive that 
he belonged to the directing class. He thought that we should 
put the government wholly into the hands of a few who consider 
themselyes the directing class, and that the great mass of the 
people were a class who knew how to obey. We asked them 
how long they thought a republic based on the government of 
the people by themselves would endure, according to their idea. 
Yet that is precisely what has been going on there substantially 
for the last three hundred years, and they know nothing else. 

Now, in regard to the criticisms which the gentleman spoke 
about as to American administration, there is no doubt that 
some criticism has been made. I did not hear it voiced any 
more thoroughly and completely than I did by a very bright 
lawyer who spoke, as these gentlemen who were there will re- 
member, at the dinner at the Metropole Hotel—the Philippine 
dinner. He said—I am giving his statement from memory— 
“We accept American sovereignty, but it has not been our cus- 
tom to go as fast as you people are going. We do not criticise 
the breakwater, the sidewalks, the streets, the sewers, or the 
railroads in themselves. We do not say you have spent too 
much money or that we have not got our money’s worth. We 


simply say that in an Asiatic, oriental country we are not in the 


habit of doing all these things to-day. We think it is better to 
wait and to leave some of them until to-morrow.” In other 
words, it was the radical difference between oriental sluggish- 
ness and the American hustle. That is the occasion for all the 
criticism there is. These people are just exactly what you 
would expect after three hundred years of the kind of govern- 
ment which they have had. 

There has been no incentive to economy. Why should a man 
be economical when he knows that a taxgatherer, who is the 
agent of a Spanish governor-general, if he finds that he has a 
dollar and a half in his pocket, is going to take away a dollar 
and a quarter and leave him only a quarter? Why is he going 
to try to be economical? It has come from custom, from 
tyranny, from plunder, and from the robberies of three hundred 
years, to be hereditary in those people, so that there is no such 
thought as economy or industry or energy or activity in the 
common masses. How are we going to cure it? We can cure 
it, but it is a great problem, and in my judgment the only pos- 
sible thing is to commence at the bottom with the children and 
give them education, generation after generation, and build them 
up into a new people. They are quick, they are eager, they are 
ready and anxious to learn, they are interested in the subject. 
The last year of Spanish occupation Spain expended $80,000 
for educational purposes in those islands. When I was there 
five years ago we had 120,000 children in school. To-day we 
bave half a million children in school, and last year we spent 
$2,000,000 for educational purposes, and I wish from the bot- 
tom of my heart that it had been $4,000,000. [Applause.] 

I would vote for free trade to-day between the Philippine 
Islands and the United States if it was not for the mere neces- 
sity of giving them revenue in some shape or other to increase 
their educational facilities in the islands. [Applause.] It is 
right in principle that they should have free trade with this 
country. No man can stand here and talk about putting a 
tariff between one American and another. They are our peo- 
ple. They are not ours by their choice, but by the act of God 
or the conquest of the American nation. They are helpless in 
your hands. What are you going to do? Are you going to 
treat them worse than Spain treated them? God forbid. [Ap- 
plause.] Now, what have we done? 

Mr. BONYNGE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. BONYNGE. You say you would give them the same tariff 
laws that we have and that it is right they should have the 
same tariff laws? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I say frankly that if I had my 
way I would treat them exactly as we are treating Porto Rico; 
I would put the American Dingley tariff right around the is- 
lands and haye absolute free trade between the islands and the 
United States, if it could be done; but you can not do it to-day. 


Mr. BONYNGE. In the last session of Congress I suppose 
you voted for the Philippine tariff bill, did you not? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I did; I did. 

Mr. BONYNGE. I will ask the gentleman if we are treating 
the Philippine Islands, even upon the tariff question, as we are 
treating the rest of our possessions? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. We are not, but I want to see the 
day when we will. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Importations from other countries into the 
Philippine Islands are governed by different laws than impor- 
tations into the United States from other countries. Is not 
that true? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will say to the gentleman that I 
have seen Members of Congress who were compelled by the exi- 
gencies of the case and the peculiar conditions that in years 
gone by have surrounded them who haye been obliged to yote 
contrary to their convictions. It is just as true of governments. 
They must do the best they can under the circumstances as they 
find them, but there is no reason on earth why a great nation 
like ours, full of Christian people, should not bring their moral 
ideas up to the treatment of these poor people and enable them 
to help themselves. 

Mr. BONYNGE. I want to arrive at the gentleman’s idea. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. You can not arrive at it; it is ut- 
terly impossible. [Laughter.] 
ane BONYNGE. The gentleman says I can not arrive at his 

ea? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not think you can. I have been 
trying myself to formulate it on this question for five years. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. BONYNGR. If the gentleman has no idea formulated, I 
will not press the question further. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the 
gentleman? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It will not interrupt me at all; it 
is only a question at a time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I wish the gentleman would explain 
to the House in this connection what is the reason we can not 
have that free trade now with the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. HILE of Connecticut. Because the revenue is absolutely 
necessary to enable these people over there to carry on their goy- 
ernment, give education to the people, give them more school- 
houses and more teachers, and go on with the public works 
which have been begun. If the American people will stand up 
and say we will pay these bills out of our Treasury instead of 
the Philippines getting the money in the ordinary way, by in- 
ternal revenue and customs duties, I am for free trade now. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. There is one other element which 
enters into it which I wish the gentleman would speak of, and 
that is the Spanish treaty. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not fear that at all. I will 
say to the gentleman that I do not believe it is possible in the 
next three years for the Spanish Government to adjust itself so 
as to get any marked advantage out of any free trade it might 
haye with the Philippine Islands. I do not fear it if it did come, 
and under the provisions of this bill, whereby Spain would be 
obliged to give the Philippine Islands the same concession which 
we give, she would lose enormously more than she would gain, 
because she has a monopoly of tobacco, and if she threw her 
ports open to shipment to the Philippine Islands she would lose, 
because practically all of the tobacco from the Philippine Islands 
is shipped to Spain. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. There is one thing which bothers 
me, and has a great many other gentlemen, and that is, What is 
the reason they can not run the Philippine government there 
from the internal revenue? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Because they never have had in 
the Philippine Islands a system of internal revenue until it was 
put into operation a year ago the 30th of last July. They are 
not used to it, and, furthermore, it is working with considerable 
friction now. In my judgment, in the end it will work out in 
such a way as to give a sufficient revenue, so that we can have 
free trade with them, and they can dispense with the duties. 
But I do not think this can be done in less than two or three 
years, When I make my remarks on tobacco I will refer to 
their experience with the internal-revenue tax. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has spoken 
about a subject that I have most at heart, and that is the main- 
tenance of the revenue in the islands, so that you will not have 
to have a land tax on the islands and turn the people out of the 
possession of their lands by taxation. Is it safe to leave that 
clause in the bill which says we are going to have absolute free 
trade? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Why, certainly not. I assert over 
and over again that if conditions were such that we could do it, 
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I would be glad to dispense with this whole restriction on trade 
between one part of our own people and another part, but we 
ear not do it. The gentleman himself has called attention to 
the land tax. 

Mr. PAYNE. . Mr. Chairman, I do not think the gentleman 
from Connecticut understands the question. 


Mr. PARKER. I ask if it is safe to maintain that clause of 
this bill which says that we will abolish all duties in 1909. Is 
it not safer to wait until then and find out whether they can get 
along without the revenue? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not think so. I do not think 
there is any question about the ability of the Philippine govern- 
ment with a fair degree of prosperity to get internal taxation 
sufficient to take care of themselves three years from now. 

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask whether 
it is safe to put internal taxation upon as poor a people as they, 
who know so little how to manage and keep their land, whether 
the example of Porto Rico and the difficulties of the population 
there, with the small trades being destroyed by the competition 
of the American shopmade goods, ought not to make us careful in 
taking away from them at any time or saying that we are going 
to take away the right to make their revenue out of tariff duties? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not think there is any question 
in regard to the ability of the Philippine Islands after an expe- 
rience with a well-organized internal-revenue system to raise 
funds to carry on the government economically administered. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would suggest to the gentleman from Con- 
necticut that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], the 
chairman of the committee, in answer to a question the other 
day, said he had a doubt about the benefit that would accrue 
to the Philippine people, as a matter of fact, from the reduction 
of this tariff on sugar and tobacco. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to get the gentleman’s idea on 
that subject. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut.. The gentleman will get it pre- 
cisely and specifically and definitely—one, two, three—when I 
get to the tobacco part of this question. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has been speak- 
ing of internal-revenue receipts. Do they receive anything from 
the customs there now? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes; and I am glad the gentleman 
spoke of that, for it illustrates another feature of our legisla- 
tion. The gentleman asks me if they receive anything from the 
customs. duties collected here. They do. We turn them all 
over to them. It goes into their treasury instead of into the 
United States Treasury. When we had a 15 per cent duty on 
goods coming from Porto Rico, we turned that duty all back to 
them. Porto Rico to-day has her internal-revenue receipts and 
customs receipts. They all go into the Porto Rican treasury. 
And further than that, we are trying to get the Philippines to 
the same point and the same treatment afforded to Porto Rico. 

Now, the customs duties on goods coming from the Philippine 
Islands, on the tobacco and sugar that will come here under 
this bill, if it does come, will be paid back to the Philippine 
Islands. More than that, the tonnage dues on ships sailing 
from the Philippine Islands to our ports—foreign ships—all 
go back to the Philippine Islands. I will tell you what kind 
of a bargain we made in that matter. A law was enacted 
three years ago that the duties which were received on Philip- 
pine products should be paid back into the Philippine treasury. 
There was a concurrent provision made that export duties from 
the Philippine Islands should be abated on goods coming to the 
United States, and where they get $7.50 a ton on hemp exported 
from the Philippine Islands to all parts of the world, when it 
comes to the United States they do not get anything, so that 
taking the rebate on the export of the hemp coming to the 
United States to our factories, and figuring it up from the pas- 
sage of the bill down to 1905, we have had the benefit of 
$1,547,002.18, and we have paid back to them customs duties 
amounting ‘to $1,256,250.01, and we are about a quarter of a 
million dollars better off for the three years than they are, 
and their treasury has been deprived of so much money, every 
dollar of which could have been used to advantage in the educa- 
tion of their people. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does the gentleman mean that that 
sum of a million and a half has gone into the Treasury of the 
United States.or the importers have received that? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I mean it has practically gone to 
our people who imported the hemp and used it—to the farmers 
in the West for cheaper binding twine, for instance, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It did get into the Treasury? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The duties collected here went 
into our Treasury, but they went out again and were paid over 
to the Philippine treasury. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I wanted to get at that distinction, and 
I want to make another inguiry, if I may be permitted 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. And I ask the gentleman if he 
thinks that is fair treatment of those people who can not help 
themselves? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I do not stand for this proposition at 
all. I do not believe in exploiting that for a minute in this 
eountry, and never have. Now, I want to ask the gentleman this 
question: In relation to this clause providing for the repeal of 
the duties at the end of something like three years, I understood 
the gentleman to say, if they had a condition of business and 
industrial prosperity in the Philippines, that that internal-reve- 
nue one would provide funds enough to carry on the govern- 
ment 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I did say so. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Did the gentleman find a condition of 
industrial and agricultural prosperity in the Philippines when 
he was there that would produce this result of which he speaks? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. So far as the copra and the hemp 
industry is concerned, yes. So far as the sugar and tobacco 
industry is concerned they are in a yery deplorable condition, 
as I Will show when I take up the question of tobacco. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And unless something is done to re- 
hhabilitate those industries, would it be prudent for us to pass 
legislation repealing that tariff at the end of three years? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. In regard to that I will try to 
demonstrate it at the tobacco end of the question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman state the revenue 
the Philippine government will get if this bill is enacted—th 
estimated revenue? z 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It is entirely problematical, I will 
say to the gentleman. I think I can give a better answer to 
that in arguing as to the effect of this change in policy with 
reference to the tobacco industry. It is entirely problematical. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman has stated how much 
has been paid by the Philippine government during the past 
fiscal year in the way of customs duties. Now, there will be all 
except 25 per cent. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I could not tell; I do not know. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman yield for a further ques- 
tion on the same line? 

Mr. HILL of Connecti¢ut. Certainly. 

Mr. PRINCE. What I would like to know is, do the gov- 
ernment officials there acting for us and for the Filipinos re- 
ceive any customs duties there? If so, how much and where 
does it go? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. A very large amount. I think 
the Philippine Islands got from customs duties last year some- 
where in the neighborhood of $7,000,000, and I think that about 
$1,200,000 of it was from goods going from the United States to 
the Philippine Islands. Now, I may be all wrong. That is 
simply a mere guess. f Hie 

Mr. PRINCE. In which treasury does it go? 8 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Into the Philippine treasury. ` * 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why did the committee fix 25 per cent 
instead of some other percentage if it had no idea of how niuch 
revenue is going to be derived? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I can not answer that question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, can any member of the gentle- 
man’s committee? z 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I can not answer for the other 
members of the committee. I think very likely it will be an- 
swered before the debate is finished, but it did not seem to come 
into my part of the discussion. Gentlemen, I want you to 
understand distinctly the condition of the people of the Philip- 
pine Islands. It is precisely what you would expect in view of 
the experiences that they have gone through. I need not enlarge 
upon the system of despotism which has characterized the 
government there under Spanish domination, but just stop and 
think a minute of other things. Since I was there four years 
ago ina single year the rinderpest caused the death of 75 per cent 
and possibly more of the draft animals in the islands. Now, 
imagine the condition that would obtain in the State of Penn- 
sylvania to-day if 75 per cent of the cattle, the horses, and the 
mules in the State were absolutely exterminated in one year, and 
yet that would not give you a fair idea of the situation. You 
must take a purely agricultural State like Iowa, Nebraska, or 
Kansas, and imagine what the condition would be there if 75 
per cent of the draft animals were swept out of existence in a 
single year. : j 

Mr. CASSEL.. Would the Government help us to pay for 
those animals? x 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The Government has not helped 
them to pay for those animals. They have brought animals 
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there and sold them and tried to help them in any way they 
could, but they have not giyen them animals. 
In addition to that, they had in 1902 an epidemic of cholera 


by which 120,000 lives were lost in a single year. They have had 
insurrection, bubonic plague, cholera, smallpox, and typhoons, 
and it seems as though the whole country had been swept by the 
besom of destruction. 

Now, that is their condition. What are we doing? In the 
first place, we are taking the children and trying to educate them, 
and we are trying to make highways through that country. 
We have covered this whole archipelago with telegraph lines, 
giving prompt and ready communication all through these is- 
lands, one with another. We have taken Manila—and so far as 
Manila is concerned it is as much the Philippine Islands as 
Paris is France, there being the same relation between them— 
and we have made it, first, a clean city, throttling the cholera 
and driving it out of the islands, and making the bubonic plague 
unknown, 

That is the first thing—making it so that white people could 
live there. Then, what else have we done? Why, in place of a 
little, miserable mule system of transportation five years ago, 
simply “two streaks of rust and a right of way” through the 
streets of Manila—nothing more—they have now 33 miles c as 
fine a trolley system as you will find in any city in the world. 
We have widened the streets, moved back houses, have turned 
narrow lanes into public highways, have made artificial stone 
sidewalks, and put down curbs and gutters. We have enforced 
sanitary regulations there, and have made a harbor at Manila. 

Mr. SULZER. I would like to know the name of the pro- 
moter of the trolley in Manila. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not know and I do not care. 
It is a good trolley system, and it is serving the city in first- 
class style. 

Mr. SULZER. I thought probably the city of Manila owned it. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The franchise, as I understand it, 
was sold at auction and a good price paid for it, and so far as I 
could judge it is all right. At any rate it serves the people and 
is doing a first-class business, and paid 15 per cent last year. 

Mr. SULZER. Then it does not belong to the city. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not know. I hope not. 

Now, gentlemen, four years ago, when I went there, the ship 
anchored 3 miles out from shore in the bay, and subject to 
every wind that blew, as dangerous an anchorage as I have 
ever seen. This time we passed right in behind a $4,000,000 
breakwater into a magnificent harbor, absolutely safe. On the 
Sunday night before we came away a typhoon came up, and 
with the wind blowing 70 miles an hour not a ship or boat was 
damaged. They laid there in perfect safety. And, in addition 
to that, in making that breakwater and dredging that harbor 
they have made from the waste material 196 acres of new 
ground on the shore front—ground that would sell at enough to 
pay for the entire cost of the breakwater. Are they going to 
sell it? I asked that question. “No.” What are they going 
to do? They intend to run streets through that land and build 
bonded and free warehouses and piers, and when they have 
finished them Manila will be the only city in the Orient from 
Vladivostok to Singapore where a 30-foot draft vessel can go 
to a wharf and discharge at a warehouse. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman has said that 
we have built the harbor. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. They have done it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The impression might get out 
that we paid for it out of the Treasury. They paid for every 
dollar of it out of their own treasury. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. They have done it out of their 
revenues. They have made these improvements all the way 
through. It has not been done at our expense; it has been 
done at their own. Not only that, but a number of buildings 
have been erected in Manila. They have a government printing 
office, an internal-revenue building, and a refrigerating plant 
which cost a million dollars and is paying 20 or 30 or 40 per 
cent on the entire cost; and the thing is going along in good 
shape out there, gentlemen. 

Now, then, I say, I have been a pessimist. Four years ago 
when I left there—and I had been there with my eyes open— 
I was utterly discouraged at the vastness of the problem which 
the United States had taken upon its hands. This time, gen- 
tlemen, I felt a little better; but I tell you I begin to realize the 
immensity of the problem. It is a burden upon this nation, but 
we are too big and too rich and too strong and too courageous 
to lay that burden down, in my judgment.  [Applause.] 

It is in the interest of civilization that we should carry it, 
and we ought not to consider simply our own poor selves. I 
do not know whether God Almighty put us there or not. I do 
not want to discuss that question. I simply know that we are 


there, and as a great, strong, rich nation we have no right to 
shut ourselves between two oceans here and say we will be 
indifferent to the progress of the rest of mankind. We ‘con- 
tribute our money annually to the missionary work of the re- 
spective churches to which we belong. There is a_practical 
missionary question for you, gentlemen, and one glimmering 
gleam of good sense has come to the missionary institutions of 
the United States in the work in that field. When they went 
there, instead of getting into competition, they have distributed 
the territory, with Manila as common ground. I come to you 
advocating no fixed course that the United States should pur- 
sue, but I came away with an object lesson that has very 
nearly converted me to the idea that after all this experiment 
may ultimately be profitable to the United States, and I will 
tell you what it is. We sailed from Manila right over to Hong- 
kong, 600 miles away. I had never been at Hongkong before, 
and I did not know what I was going to find. Sixty years ago 
it was a barren rock 12 miles long and 6 or 8 miles wide. 

The city of Kowloon is the nearest Chinese city, right at the 
mouth of the Pearl River, and on the other side is the city of 
Victoria. China ceded to Great Britain this barren mountain 
that rises 2,500 feet so steeply a man could not go up it straight. 
There it stood with nothing on it, and China ceded it to Great 
Britain sixty years ago. There never was a year for the first 
twenty years that England held that island of Hongkong that 
some man did not rise in the English Parliament and move a 
retrocession back to China—not a year. And what is it to-day? 
One of the most magnificent cities in the world, with a popula- 
tion of 220,000. 

In Manila we start with a population of 240,000 or 250,000. 
Hongkong has a population now of 220,000. The Englishmen 
scraped down the loose earth and piled it up behind a sea wall, 
and now they have three rows of streets, splendid streets, be- 
tween that and the mountain; and then they went to work and 
built rock terraces and fine macadam zigzag walks and roads 
up the mountain side and now it is covered with magnificent 
residences, making one of the most beautiful sights I have ever 
seen when lighted at night. It is a splendid city, the sixth 
largest shipping port in the world, and Great Britain is to-day 
as likely to part with Liverpool as with Hongkong. Yet, as I 
say, for the first twenty years there never was a year that 
some one did not try to get a retrocession back to China on 
account of the great burden it was to be to England. 

Gentlemen, do not let us get discouraged in this great work, 
but let us take up our burden like Americans and ask God to 
bless us and give us prosperity and help us to go on to final 
success. [Loud applause.] 

I am going to give you now a plain, straight, practical, busi- 
ness talk on tobacco, and you will pardon me if I do not try 
to reach the outer limits of this Hall with my voice. Its 
acoustic properties are not too good, anyway. 

In entering upon the consideration of the tobacco question 
I desire to ask the especial attention of those Members whose 
constituents are at all interested in the growing of leaf tobacco 
or its manufacture in any form. The proposition in the bill is 
that the tariff on tobacco coming into the United States from 
the Philippine Islands shall be 25 per cent of the present Ding- 
ley rates in lieu of 75 per cent, as now. This will make on 
unmanufactured leaf tobacco, commonly known as “filler to- 
bacco,” 8} cents a pound duty, and on wrapper tobacco 46} cents 
a pound duty. It will make the duty on cigars $1.12} a pound, 
plus 6} per cent ad yalorem, and in addition to this the regular 
internal-revenue tax paid on domestic cigars of $3 a thousand. 
This to continue for three years, and then, under the terms of 
the bill, reciprocal free trade to be established between the 
Philippine Islands and the United States. 

The growing of tobacco was introduced into the Philippine 
Islands in the sixteenth century by the Spaniards. Its culti- 
vation and sale was held as an absolute monopoly by the Span- 
ish Government for one hundred years. 

With reference to the success of the industry and the quality 
of the product I shall not express my individual opinion, but 
shall quote from well-recognized authorities on the subject. 

First, from the commissioner of internal revenue of the 
islands, from the advance sheets of his report for the fiscal 
year of 1905, not yet printed, and to which I have fortunately 
had access within the last few days. He says: 


In the provinces of Cagayan and Isabela is produced the only to- 
bacco fit for use in the manufacture of the better 8 of cigars and 
cigarettes. Except for limited local hegre ere the there ts raising 
it or for purposes of blending it with the 2 eaf, there is no de- 
mand for the tobacco raised outside of the provinces of 
Isabela. The Spanish Government had a monopoly „ed 
hundred years in the manufacture of all leaf tobacco produced in these 
islands. The Government s i ee over the planting, curing, and 
sorting of the leaf was abso and the quality of the tobacco was 
improved and the quantity increased by such supervision. In 1882 the 
Government monopoly was abolished and the planting and manufacture 
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of tobacco became free for all. Since then the quality of the leaf pro- 
duced in Cagayan and Isabela has constantly deteriorated from season 


to season. o sufficient preparation of the soil, no care in the selection 
of the seed, of the method of planting, or of the growing of the leaf, 
crude methods in curing the leaf, and dishonest practices of middlemen 
in sorting it for sale have all contributed to discredit the former fair 
fame of Philippine tobacco both abroad and at home. A constantly 
increasing number of smokers in these islands are discarding the 
domestic cigar and cigarette and are smoking cigars imported from 
Sumatra and elsewhere, imported Chinese smoking tobacco, and even 
cigaretté and pipe tobacco from the United States. On Max 18, 1905, 
some of the leading cigar and cigarette manufacturers of Manila en- 
tered into an agreement having for its object an increase in the produc- 
tion and improvement in the qomuy of the tobacco leaf in Cagayan and 
Isabela, as well as to secure, if possible, more uniformity in the sorting 
of the leaf by middlemen. Little efective work, however, has as yet 
been done along these lines. Meanwhile the quality of the leaf con- 
tinues to deteriorate, and the local manufacturers find it an increasingly 
difficult task to supply demands for domestic consumption. 


Further on he states: 


The tobacco now cultivated in the Cagayan Valley ma. i 
without doubt almost.a-wild plaat- e y may be said to be 


From the best information which I can obtain I judge that the 
cultivation of tobacco is substantially a garden-patch business, 
except in the case of three or four manufacturers of Manila, 
notably among them the Tobacoleria Company. 

Speaking of the efforts of these few companies to improve 
the conditions in the industry, I quote again from the report of 
the Commissioner : 


These plantations, which were to be in a measure agricultural schools, 
are in the same regrettable state of backwardness as that of a poor 
laborer who learn nothing more than the path shown him by his 
grandfather. No machinery is to be found there. On the other hand, 
the ever-present carabao and the antiquated plow are there furrowing 
these extensive tobacco fields and not penetrating into the soil more 
than 12 to 14 centimeters. There is not to be found a single 
rail or tram way, nor any portable road whatever to gather and carry 
the product of the fields to the warehouses or shipping places. 
ae pee 559875 W Te 8 other . the fertilizing 
slime or mud annually Ie ere by e eat floods 
and the rains sent down by Providence. e: CEINE 

lf such is the case in the large plantations, what must be the con- 
ditions among the small, poor planters who have no instruction, no 
PONA nA AOMEN nor any kind of indispensable appliances to culti- 

a 


I quote further as to the curing of the product on these farms : 


Tobacco is at present allowed to dry in the sun. If it 
cover it, but not always, with a few DANENA leaves, which oa 1 
deficiently that in most instances it becomes completely soaked. At 
night it is left out exposed to the weather and receives all the dew 
sent down by God. With that method of drying it is entirely impos- 
sible to obtain good tobacco, for the leaves, with excess of humidity, 
attain a variegated color, with black and greenish stains. They lose 
combustibility and aroma, and acquire a bad odor produced by m Ja. 

Let me quote from the Commissioner’s report again as to the 
methods which were applied by the Spanish Government to the 
growth of the product. On page 174 the following is found: 

Under the tobacco monopoly each family in the tobacco district 
Luzon was compelled to grow 4,000 pounds and deliver the ents og 
to the agents of the government, and a fine was imposed when the crop 
was short. Early in the nineteenth century many riots and disturb- 
Naco arose out of the difficulties in meeting the harsh provisions of 

e law. 8 

Again I quote, from page 195: 

Up to 1882— 

The year in which the monopoly terminated— 


the Filipino punts of Cagayan and Isabela grew tobacco at the muzzle 
of a gun. very family was under the orders and supervision of a 
8 employee, and the worker who disregarded the rules laid 
own for operation in the fields generally had administered to him a 
few smarting cuts with a bejuco. This slave driving resulted in first- 
class tobacco. 

It is beyond dispute that the abolition of this government 
supervision and the leaving of the natives to their own devices 
and methods and crude cultivation has been exceedingly dis- 
astrous to the quantity and quality of the tobacco product of 
the archipelago. So that the general conclusion, quoted by 
Internal-Revenue Agent Brown on page 191 of the report re- 
ferred to, may be accepted as accurate at the present time. He 
Says: 

Manufacturers of cigars in these islands, dealers in native leaf 
tobacco, consumers in the islands of Manila cigars, manufacturers and 
merchants abroad who haye handled in past years Philippine tobacco, 
consumers abroad of Manila cigars, and the ie whether grower 
or tobacco merchant, are all of one mind on the tobacco question. 
Philippine tobacco has gradually sunk to a deplorable level. 

There is another fact which tends in this same direction, 
due, undoubtedly, to lack of care and attention to the grow- 
ing plant by the native farmer. I quote again from the same 
report, referring to the manufactured product: 

The comparatively small stock kept on hand by most of the small 
manufacturers is due to the worm which attacks the cigar after its 
manufacture. In some cases the cigar is attacked by this worm within 


three months after its manufacture, and in other cases seems to 
until nine months, but seldom escapes beyond that period. akape 


Now, it is not a pleasant task to cite these statements, and in 
so doing to even have the appearance of depreciating this prod- 
uct of the Philippine Islands. Let it be distinctly understood 
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that I am not in any sense whatever expressing my own opinion, 
but am quoting from official records in every case. 

What have been the causes of this decay of the tobacco in- 
dustry in the islands? Beyond any question, first, the indiffer- 
ence and carelessness of the natives since the abolition of the 
Spanish monopoly in the growing of the product, and, second, 
the methods of its preparation and the manner in which it has 
been gathered and brought to market. I need not go over again 
the native method of cultivation. Let me briefly call your at- 
tention to what the commissioner says with reference to the 
marketing of the product. Referring to the fact that the great 
bulk of the tobacco is now bought from the farmers by the 
itinerant Chinese merchant, he says: 


The Chinaman commenced his gathering of leaf tobacco in the Caga- 
yan Valley on a small scale at first, in the same way as white ants make 
their first appearance in a sumptuous building, until they finally get hold 
of it and demolish it. Cagayan and Isabela produce an average yearly 
crop of 250,000 quintals, the value of which is between one and one- 
quarter and one and one-half million dollars. It would seem at first 
sight that with such a handsome capital received by the inhabitants, 
who do not number 300,000, they ought to enjoy prosperity. Nothing 
of the kind; said provinces are at present utterly r. The afore- 
mentioned unscrupulous trader, called the “Chinaman,” has secured all 
the trade the native needs to avail himself of, and furnishes it to him 
at fabulous prices. Should another merchant, coming from a different 

uarter, engage in the same business it does not take them long to over- 

row him, and in this way complete monopoly is exercised. They are 
the sole money lenders, whose usual interest is peso for peso, and con- 
sidering they grant loans for six months at the most et. earn an annual 
profit of 200 per cent. This is eyen more when the loan is made in 

oods. They are in the habit of increasing the values to 25 per cent 
Richer than the selling price, making barter 5 or to deliver 
tobacco for the total value of goods received, such delivery to be made on 
the 30th day of June at the latest. j 

Much more could be quoted along this same line, but sufficient 
has been given to show the manner in which the crop is raised 
and gathered from the farmers. 

Let me show now the way in which it is packed and put upon 
the Manila market by these same itinerant merchants. I quote 
again from the Commissioner : 

The classification offered in this city— 

Referring to Manila— 
is really scandalous, or to say it more properly, an iniquitous robbery is 
being committed. As previously stated, e 4 superior, which is a leaf 
of good quality, although broken, is mixed with the superior classes, 
above all with class 14, which is of the same size. The first-class tobacco 
is formed of whole leaves, clean and of a uniform color. The bunch, 
or bale, as it is called here, weighs from 23 to 3 quintals. The avera, 
quintal consists of approximately eighty hands of 100 leaves each, an 
taking as a base the bunch of 24 quintals, we obtain a total of 206 
hands, which multiplied by 100, which each hand contains, would give 
us 20,000 leaves.. As the leaves consist of two halves, divided by the 
stem, it is evident that each half gives us at least one wrapper, 
which case each og should afford as a minimum 40,000 wrappers. 
However, you may well be frightened, but there is no exaggeration in 
what I am about to tell you. Any factory turning out at present from 
forty to fifty thousand cigars of special brands needs to open at least 
twenty packages of No. 1%, which, if properly classified, should afford 
800,000 wrappers. It may be seen, therefore, that the tobacco industry 
can not stand this a long time. We are ona slippery road which leads 
us to a precipice. 

In other words, the sorting and packing of the tobacco is so 
conducted by these Chinese middlemen, led on by greed for gain, 
or because of the necessities of the case and the absence of Wxap- 
pers in the Philippine product, that only 5 per cent of class 1A 
nets a good cigar wrapper, where it is supposed to have been 
packed so that the entire bale should be of that quality. ~ 

The Chinese merchant handles tobacco simply as an article of com 
merce. It is true that they know Kood tobacco, but their one object is 
money. If 3 yroa can not made by them on a bale then 5 
cents will suffice. In buying, the Chino visite the ranches and offers 
money and merchandise for any class of tobacco, and if not ripe he will 
buy the leaf as it stands in the fields. Every year these Chinese get 
more of the growers into their clutches, and that this is a real danger 
to the reputation of Cagayan and Isabela tobacco all agree. Amongst 
all the white buyers in the field representing the Manila houses, har- 
mony and competition can hardly be said to exist. All have one object 
in view—to buy for their 1 in Manila good tobacco, paying 
therefor a good 2 By all of these Europeans bad tobacco is re- 
jected, but this plan is not adopted by tre Chino; all is grist that comes 


ments of the officials of the islands, let me call the attention of 
the House to a memorial addressed to the Secretary of War and 
the Congressmen yisiting the islands during the past summer. 
This memorial came from the province of Cagayan, and was pre- 
pared by the delegates of twenty municipalities, who made the 
long journey to Manila to welcome the visiting party and outline 
the situation of that province. They asked for the provisional 
suspension of the land tax and the removal of the Dingley tariff, 
for a reduction of the internal-revenue taxes on tobacco, to be 
effective during three years, with a subsequent gradual increase 
of said taxes until existing rates have again been reached, for 
legislation restricting the commerce of the Chinese by confining 
it to the seaports, and various other remedial measures. 


J ANUARY 6, 


They say that— 
The consequences of this state of affairs has been an economic crisis 


and a 8 paralyzation which frightens the bravest to such an 
extent t many of the tobacco growers have resolved not to plant 
tobacco next season, but use their land for other crops. 

And close with this plea: 

During the Spanish rule in these islands Spain, in order to protect 
the tobacco produced by its former colonies, the Philippine Islands, 
Cuba, and Porto Rico, prohibited the wing of tobacco in its do- 
mains, and the Government itself bought up a great portion of the 
tobacco produced by the aforesaid colonies in order to protect its cul- 
tivation and aid the planters. Even after the removal of the govern- 
ment monopoly of the tobacco the Spanish Government continued to 
protect this 8 a hein porton of which was consumed by the 
national factories. It also u all means within its powers to induce 
the other nations to buy this article. The protection afforded to the 
Philippine tobacco by the Spanish Government ceased with the Span- 
ish sovereignty. Its exportation has considerably diminished, and the 
fact that in still prohibits the cultivation of tobacco within its 
territory and consumes some of ours is due to the existence of a con- 
tract between the Spanish Government and the Spanish company, to 
which the tobacco has been farmed out, by which it binds itself not to 

mit the free cultivation of tobacco in Spain and to consume quanti- 
es of Philippine tobacco. These benefits will cease upon the expira- 
tion of that contract, and the Philippines will then lose the only market 
left to them in Europe. For these reasons the Government of the 
United States ought not to delay, but ought to protect this branch of 
our agriculture in a decided manner before its complete annihilation 
which -would bring with it the ruin of thousands of persons engaged 
in the growing of tobacco, and in order to avoid this we ask for the 
removal of the Dingley tariff at the next session of Congress. 
Tour visit to these islands will leave an imperishable recollection in 
heart of every honorable Filipino, as there is not one who is not 
confident that we shall soon feel effects of it and that our economic 
crisis will be replaced by an abundance of work and of means for 
gathering the necessities of life, and thus our beloved country will be 
laced on the same level with the most of the prosperous nations. We 
h you, in the name of the province of Cagayan, to inform the 
Chief te of your t country, the United States of America, 
upon your return there, of our grati and of our hopes awakened by 
7 — visit, of the affection of these people toward him, and of our con- 
lence that he will lead us to our moral and material advancement. 


Signed by the delegates of the Province of Cagayan. 
Supplementary to this, and in line with it, let me quote again 
from the internal-revenue commissioner’s report the following: 
At the expiration of the Spanish treaty, when Spanish ds cease 
to be favored by the treaty, it is almost certain that the Spanish 
monthly mail steamers will cease to Wü then it is very probable 
that the doors of Spain will be closed to Philippine tobacco. 
So much for the growth and culture and marketing of the leaf 
tobacco of the Philippine Islands. 
Let me now take up the manufacturing industry. According 
to the census of 1902, Table 4, entitled “ Philippine manufac- 
tures, by industry groups,” page 482, volume 4, it appears that 
there are 113 manufacturing establishments, with an aggregate 
capital of $2,250,201, with a total of 10,150 employees, 5,233 of 
whom are male and 4,927 female, and with an aggregate value 
of products of $4,370,258. This includes all forms of manufac- 
ture of tobacco—except snuff, which is not made in the islands— 
cigars, cigarettes, smoking and chewing tobacco. Compared with 
the enormous product of the United States it is trivial; indeed, 
one gentleman, Mr. Walter A. Shiffer, of the United Cigar Manu- 
facturing Company, of New York City, stated that the capital 
of that one company was from seven to eight million dollars, 
that they had more than 10,000 employees, and produced about 
400,000,000 cigars per annum. According to Mr. Shiffer's testi- 
mony, one concern in the United States is using, in the manu- 
facture of cigars alone, more than three times the capital invested 
in the whole industry in the Philippine Islands, employing sub- 
stantially the same number of persons and producing five times as 
‘many cigars as the whole Philippine Islands produced for export 
last year. 
In order that there may be no misunderstanding as to the 
insignificance of the industry in the Philippine Islands com- 
pared with the greatness of the product here, let me give the 
figures taken from the Internal Revenue Commissioner's report 
for the year beginning the ist day of August, 1904, and ending 
-the 30th day of July, 1905—the first full year for which we 
have any accurate data in the history of the islands—as it con- 
sists of records of the industry made for purposes of taxation, 
and in giving these statistics I shall change kilograms into 
pounds and pesos into dollars: 8 
Of manufactured tobacco, MOOK: and chewing, therè was a 


. total output consumed in the Philippine Islands of__pounds__ 425, 678 
Exported to Spain . 1 eC 
Exported to Straits Settlements See ee e nO 
Exported to England. ·:t 40 5, 104 
xported to China dog, 807 
Exported to Japan 00—— 7 


Werneck, ̃ . — S — 458, 775 
Eighty-four per cent of the tax on this tobacco is paid in 
Manila and 16 per cent in the provinces. Chewing tobacco is 
used by the lower class of natives, and they chew it mixed with 
the betel nut. 
With reference to the cigar industry, I find that 90.5 per cent 


of taxes on cigars was paid in Manila and only 9.5 per cent in 
the provinces. The total production for home consumption was 
69,652,820 cigars of all grades and kinds. There were also man- 
ufactured and exported as follows: 


a ET Ee Re ASH ae eee OY HEY 

Straits Settlements —.— wanes. sar 

Australlaa 6, 059, 808 

See 884.24 
Indo x 

J 476, 167 

455, 391 

131, 716 

6, 296 

ia 5, 000 

Consumed on the high seas eS 862, 782 


Total for the Orient and countries tribu thereto_ 68, 467, 892 


Englan „258, 583 
n » 230, 170 
France 875. 000 
AAE N eR ee a Ce T, 007 
BN Re SRS AY DATED EENAA BGS EU S 273, 570 
82, 175 

„000 

43, 050 

25, 500 

19, 700 


Total Europe and Egypt----..--...__-__- — 


11, 609, 785 
US Be ey Oe eR eS A Sr PAPAS — 752. 137 
Canada 


— — 116.183 
FFF —— . —. ——.— K 
A E ARRO R E ERE 167, 693 

Total cigars exported_.........-..__--_.___-_.-. 81, 258, 130 


Of which it appears that more than 68,000,000 were sold in 
the Orient and only 167,693 sold in the United States, and as n 
matter of fact the bulk of these were sold from the Philippine 
concession at the St. Louis Exposition during the past year and 
largely’as a matter of trial and experiment by our people. 

Concerning this export product, the Commissioner says: 

China is the best customer, taking about 60 per cent of all the cigars 
exported from these islands; but much the larger a of the cigars 
exported to China are of very inferior grades; t ey are really large 


cigarettes wra „paper and all, in a strip of leaf tobacco, and are 
classed as 3 courtesy and for the lack of a better name. 


Let me add to that my own observation, after a thorough and 
protracted visit to four of the largest cigar factories in Manila. 
When I say this I mean practically the examination of the in- 
dustry in the islands, for my conclusion was that outside of 
eight or ten such factories, all of which are located in Manila, 
the igdustry is trivial in its character and amount. I am satis- 
fied, both from the tax records and personal observation, that 90 
per cent of the cigars made in the islands for home consumption 
are extremely low grade, consisting simply of a bunch of tobacco 
with a piece of leaf wrapped around it and pasted the whole 
length of the cigar, and, like the cigars shipped to China, desig- 
nated by that name, as the Commissioner says, through cour- 
tesy and for lack of a better name.” Under all the circum- 
stances, I am compelled to agree with the Commissioner in his 
conclusion that— 

The bulk of the cigars produced in the islands could not be sold in the 
American market at any price, and eyen if the Philippine r was ad- 
mitted customs duty free into the United States it would not for a Tong 
time to come equal 1 per cent of our domestic trade. 

And my own judgment is that it would not equal 1 per cent of 
the average annual increase in the consumption of cigars in the 
United States. The average annual increase for the past ten 
years in the production and consumption of cigars in the United 
States has been 327,753,188, or more than four times the entire 
export product of the Philippine Islands to all parts of the world 
last year and 1,955 times as much as the entire importation into 
the United States from the Philippine Islands last year. The 
United States produced last year 7,589,337,206 cigars, as against 
a Philippine export product to all parts of the world, as before 
stated, of 81,258,130. If it were possible to change the course 
of their trade from the direction in which it has run since be- 
fore our nation existed and turn their entire export product into 
our market, it would be like pouring a bucket of water into the 
sea—absolutely without effect. As a matter of fact, the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue here informs me that there were 
imported into the United States last year an estimated amount 
of 63,596,500 cigars from all nations, of which this insignificant 
amount which I have mentioned came from the Philippines; and 
this, bear in mind, with a preferential tariff rate of 25 per cent 
over all other countries. Is it not perfectly manifest that all 
fear of competition with this great and growing industry in our 
country, by making the tariff changes proposed in this bill, 
borders on the absurd and ridiculous? - 

The product of the Philippine Islands in cigarettes last year 
was 2,979,851,855, of which all but 14,910,265 were consumed at 
home, and practically all of the small amount exported was 
taken by the oriental trade. The record shows none shipped 


1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


763 


to the United States, but, on the contrary, our record shows 
small shipments from the United States to the Philippine 
Islands. The probabilities are that the internal-revenue tax 
on cigarettes last year did not represent one-half or one-third of 
the consumption of the islands, as very large quantities of 
cigarettes were removed from the factories prior to August 1, 
1904, to escape the tax which accrued on that date, and as a 
result the product for the year following was comparatively 
limited; indeed, it is claimed in Manila that the consumption of 
cigarettes in the islands will aggregate nine billions annually, 
and if this is true it will have a very serious effect in diminish- 
ing the export product of tobacco, with the rapid growth of 


population which is sure to occur in years to come with a stable 
government and the islands blessed with peace and a hoped-for 
prosperity. 

I will insert at this point, for the use of the Members of the 
House, tables furnished me by the Insular Bureau of the War 
Department, showing the entire tobacco traffic between the 
Philippine Islands and all nations. 

Table No. 1 shows the exports of tobacco and its products 
from the Philippine Islands to all countries since American 
occupation, including the years 1899 to 1905. 

Table No. 2 shows the imports of leaf tobacco and its products 
into the Philippine Islands for the same period. 


TABLE No. 1,—Exports of tobacco from the Philippine Islands to the countries mentioned during the fiscal years 1899-1904. 
LEAF TOBACCO EXPORTED. 


1899. a 
Pounds. | Value. 
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189.a 1900. 1901. 1902. 
$7,002 885 $5,027 $8,539 800 „705 
2 5.80 337,111 | 850,140 628 1 154 
233,082 | 01501 | 084,45 128.211 85, 113 
20, 26 43, 421 27,485 28, 994 15,687 
31,000 5.500 51,190 29, 293 25, 874 
47,578 13.601 2.04% 1,563 2.864 
1.0 12.115 4.800 5.770 3.947 
222.200 63.978 93, 554 58.501 98.750 
11,546 10.200 24.003 5, 839 17,589 
2411| 1.813 887 2.443 2,038 
228,771 | 130.141 195,048 | 184.788 188.672 
131,809 | 34.800 227,28 88, 300 90, 328 
BS) 504 44,615 77,210 53.945 50.519 
1,204,701 | 1,188,161 | 1,250,175 | 1,666,722 | 947,504 | 808,800 
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a From August 20, 1898, to June 30, 1899, inclusive, 
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TABLE No. 1.—Ezports of tobacco from the Philippine Islands to the countries mentioned during the fiscal years 1899-1904—Continued.. 
STEMS AND TRIMMINGS.@ 


a Not included in the above figures. 


TABLE No. 2.—Imports of tobacco into the Philippine Islands from the countries mentioned. during the fiscal years. 1899-1905. 
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a From August 20, 1898, to June 90, 1899, inclusive. Imports of cigars during 1899 and 1900 are included under cigarettes. 
Nore.—These figures do not include tobacco and cigars imported for use of the Army or Navy. 
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I am sure that an examination of these tables will satisfy 
any fair-minded person that there is absolutely no danger what- 
ever to the United States from the competition of the Philip- 
pine Islands in any line of the tobacco industry. So far as leaf 
tobaceo is concerned, I call the attention of the Members to the 
fact that of 16,276,266 pounds exported from the Philippine 
Islands last year 13,455,065 pounds went to Spain and not a 
pound to the United States; indeed, practically all of this to- 
baeco went to Spain and to the monopoly countries of Europe, 
and it is a striking comment upon the fears of any grower in 
this country that Philippine tobacco will supplant his product 
that Mr. Shiffer, of the United Cigar Manufaeturers Company, 
when asked before the committee whether in his enormous 
product of 400,000,000 cigars a year his company had ever im- 
ported and manufactured any Philippine tobacco, he replied that 
they had not. He admitted that they were looking for Habana 
and Sumatra, but that he had never even experimented with 
Philippine tobacco. 

The fact of the case is, as will be admitted by the overwhelm- 
ing majority of those who have used Philippine tobacco, that 
the domestic product of the United States is far superior in 
quality, and, to say the least, no higher in price than the Philip- 
pine tobacco—comparison being made with both products in 
their own home market—and that it would be impossible to im- 
port Philippine tobacco into the United States at 8} cents a 
pound duty for filler and 46} cents a pound duty for wrapper, 
except to satisfy the fads and fancies of a very small number of 
people who had acquired an oriental taste for that product. 

I will insert in the Recorp h€re prices of the various samples 
of tobacco brought by me from Manila and now on exhibition in 
the lobby of the House. The large samples were furnished at 
my request by the Insular Company, and the prices are the 
average prices for the past five years, as taken from their books, 
and is the bale price. 

The samples in envelopes are sorted leaves, furnished by the 
Yebanna Company, in Manila. 

I also put with these prices extract from the Supplement of 
the Crop Reporter of the United States, published by authority of 
the Secretary of Agriculture, at Washington, December, 1905, 
page 77, showing average production and value of the tobaeco 
crop of the States and Territories for the year 1905. 

Large tobacco samples, Isabela de Luzon, in hands as taken 
from bales: 

1. 1de 1904. Ysabela de Luzon: Eighteen cents, United States gold, 
per pound; average price during past five years. 

2. 24 de 1903. Ysabela de Luzon: Fifteen cents, United States gold, 
per pound; average price during past five 8. 

3. 38 de 1903. Ysabela de Luzon: Twelve cents, United States gold, 
per pound: average price during past five years. 

4. 4% de 1903. Ysabela de Luzon: Nine cents, United States gold, per 
pound ; average price during past five years. 

5. 5° de 1900. Ysabela de Luzon: Six and one-half cents, United 
States gold, per pound; average price during past five years. 

Tobacco samples in envelopes, sorted and in separate leaves: 


1. Isabela leaf, different crops obi gmt Selling price, P60 to 
P80 per quintal (30 to 40 cents, Uni States currency, per pound). 
Best tobacco districts, 1 yield of good , from Isa 
tobacco, 3 to 5 per cent. La Yebana,” Fabrica de Tobacos, Cigar- 
rillos y Picadura. Baer Senior & Co.'s successors. 

2. Isabela 1900 crop, bunch filler: — Brive P40 (20 cents, United 
States currency, per pound). Best tobacco district, La Yebana,” Fab- 
rica de Tobacos, Cigarrillos y Picadura. Buer, Senior & Co.'s suc- 


cessors. 

3. Isabela leaf, new crop (1905): Selling price, P15 per quintal (7% 
cents, United States currency, per pound). Only fit for cigarettes; 
thick, gummy; he ng of Angadanan, best tobacco district. “La 
Yabana,” Fabrica de Tobacos, Cigarrillos y Picadura. Baer, Senior & 
Co.'s successors. 

4. Tobacco Barili Seacoast Cebu (ordinary kind): Selling price, P10 

quintal (5 cents, United States currency, per pound). “La Ye 
— Fabrica de Tobacos, Cigarrillos y Picadura. Baer, Senior & 
Co.'s successors. 

5. Bad tobaceo, province of Union: Selling price, P9 to P10 
quintal (44 to 5 cents, United States „ pound). La Ye- 
Dana, Fabrica de Tobacos, Cigarrillos y Picadura. Baer, Senior & 
Co.'s successors. 


{From supplement of United States Crop Reporter.] 


Tobacco. 

State or Territory (1905). Yield Produc- tiene 

. | are, ton. | Per, valne. 
r RE SORES ER ad SET ial Perey CoS SSSR Sa 
New Hampshire 125 1,700 212,500 125 
Vermont A 191 1,650 815, 150 8555 
4.488 1.850 8,392, 800 1,408, 173 
2 40 1,725 | 23,011,500 170 3,511,855 
6,151 1,148 TOE 8744.45 
ee RES 15,824 1,870 | 20,908, 880 | "10:8 |" 9,987,380 
Do ip donee ee enn R riia ee eS as — = 
OEE EY 80,143 | 650 | 19,592,950 1.175, 877 


Í 
i 


uT 351,725 | 7.6] 6,076,831 

South bis S 3 aR 
ey 038 088,900 | 17.0 181,713 
SENEE 821 102.600 18.0 574.608 
c 521 234.450 | 16.0 37,512 
ississippi 155 66,650 | 15.0 9, 998 
Louisiana. 63 81,500 | 25.0 7.875 
1,049 2.8 16% _ reso 

41,502 „873,536 | 7.5 2,390,515 

4,005 163,950 | 8.5 268, 996 

275,874 975,40 7.0 16,028, 279 

59, 229 344.60 8.4 428,951 

6.244 5.118.888 6.0 306, 850 

1,132 1,018,800 | 6.0 61.138 

99) 204 53,882,780 | 10.0 "328 


But even if at the expiration of the Spanish tréaty and the 
termination of the Spanish contract the entire export product 
should come to the United States, the effect would be imper- 
ceptible, based on the production of Iast year of 16,000,000 
pounds total exports from the Philippine Islands, and over 
800,000,000 pounds produced in this country, to say nothing of 
the importations of Sumatra and Cuban product consumed in 
addition to our own production. 

Two dangers, however, seem to continually present themselves 
to our people. One the fear of increased production, and the 
other the cheap labor of the Orient and the employment of 
Chinese coolies in the industry. 

With reference to the first let it be borne in mind that little 
or no tobaeco is exported from the Philippine Islands, except 
from two provinces—Isabela and Cagayan—and from a very 
limited area in those provinces, and that it is practically the 
product of the bottom Jands adjacent to the Cagayan River and 
fertilized by the slime and mud deposited upon this land in the 
annual overflow. So that there is not the slightest occasion for 
fear of any increased area of production, for in thé remainder 
of the archipelago, as in the Sandwich Island group, it has 
been demonstrated beyond question that good tobacco can not 
be grown within a distance of about 20 miles from the sea- 
coast, unless it may be in some sheltered valleys which are so 
situated that they do not feel the effect of the salt air. I know 
of no tobacco grown in Connecticut within 20 miles of salt 
water, and I know from personal observation in Porto Rico 
that the best tobacco in the island is grown in and about Cayez, 
in the center of the island. Furthermore, the small area of the 
Philippine Islands available for agricultural land being only 
about 94 per cent of the total acreage, and the insignificance 
of the industry, compared with the other export products of the 
islands, make it impossible that the production could ever be. 
largely increased, except by improved cultivation of the pres- 
ent area and, possibly, fertilization in the years to come when 
prosperity shall have made this possible. 

In round numbers for export, the hemp product of the islands 
last year amounted to $22,000,000, sugar four millions, and! 
cocoanut and tobacco less than two millions each. Furthermore, 
the labor question, whieh is the unsolved problem of the East 
to-day, makes it certain that the development of these islands, 
during the life of the present generation at least, is bound to 
be in those directions where the least labor is required, as in the 
growth and cultiyation of orchard products like hemp and 
cocoanut, rather than of field products, such as sugar and 
tobacco, and that any help which is extended to the islands 
toward a general prosperity must be given to those industries 
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which need it most—tobacco and sugar—rather than to the 
others which will take care of themselves. 

It is claimed by some that the lowering of the duty on cigars 
puts the American workman in competition with a cheap class 
of labor in the Orient, and efforts have been made before the 
committee and in other places to show that Chinese coolies are 
employed in this industry in Manila. A greater mistake could 


not have been made by the opponents of this bill. I have heard 
these statements and received these communications with great 
surprise, for in four of the largest factories in Manila which 1 
visited this summer I did not see one Chinaman employed, and 
I respectfully refer all who entertain this fear to the census 
statistics of the islands. These persons do not seem to under- 
stand that Chinese exclusion and alien contract labor laws 
exist in the Philippines, and that upon the demand of the Fili- 
pinos as well as Americans they are even more vigorously en- 
forced there than they are here. 

I called upon the Bnreau of Insular Affairs in the War Depart- 
ment to submit the figures to me with reference to the two 
matters, that of the number of laborers employed and the 
nationality of the same, and also the rate of wages paid, and 
shall insert the replies on both subjects with my remarks in the 
RECORD. 

WAR DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
Washington, December 21, 1905. 
over the Philippine census report I find the 
statistics relating to tobacco in the Philippines: 

Pa 13 of volume 2; There are 1,714 cigarette makers, which is 
less than 0.1 pe cent of the total number of wage-earners ; 11,036 cigar 
makers, which is 0.4 per cent of the total of wage-earners. 

Page 116 of volume 2: “So far as the number of operatives is an 
index, the cigar and ci tte industry in the islands was about on a 
par with that of the United States, the proportion of wage-earners being 
equal in both countries and much less than in Porto Rico (1.2 per cent) 
and far less than in Cuba (3.9 per cent). The operatives in the Phil- 
2 ord were as to sex in the proportion of 29 males to 71 females.” 

age 985 of volume 2: In the table showing the civilized population 
engaged in the principal nful occupations it appears that there are 
1,714 cigarette makers, classified by sex and color as follows: Brown, 
448 males, 1,263 females; mixed, no males and 1 female; yellow, 1 
male and i female; white and black, none of either sex, and that there 
are 11,036 cigar makers, classified by sex and color as follows: Brown, 
3,168 males and 7,764 females; mixed, 9 males and 24 females; yellow, 
29 males and 1 female; white, 38 males and no females; black, 3 males 
and no females. 

Page 486 of volume 4: In the table showing the relative importance 
‘of manufacturing industries in the Philippines it is shown that the 
manufacture of cigars, cigarettes, and tobacco is graded as seventh, 
with 108 establishments, distributed in 10 provinces, the productions 
of which are valued at 8,698,634 pesos, 1 peso being equivalent to 50 
cents United States currency. 

Page 496 of volume 4: In the table showing the UMMAN of manu- 
facturing establishments it is indicated that there are 108 tobacco, 
cigar, and cigarette establishments, with a capital of 4,485,503 pesos, 
and 5 smoking-tobacco establishments, with a capital of 14,900 pesos. 


Very sincerely, 
FRANK MCINTYRE. 
Hon. E. J. HILL, 
Representative in Congress. 
P. S.—In the third paragraph, as to color, brown refers to the Fili- 
inos, mixed to the mestizos or half-castes, yellow to the Chinese, white 
2 the Americans and Europeans, and black to the American negro. 


Mr. HILL: In lookin, 
followin 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU OF INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
Washington, December 21, 1903. 
Sin: Referring to conversation with reference to wages paid workmen 
in cigar factories in the 3 Islands, I have the honor to inform 
vou that the census of the Philippine Islands shows that prior to 1898 
and in 1902 the following wages (local currency) were d, and while 
t to state that we haven’t an official statement of the rate of 
wages paid now, it is very generally known that the wages of employees 
in the Pall pine Islands have, up to the present time, increased steadily 
since American occupation, and that at present the wages received are 


I regrè 


considerably greater than those indicated in the census report for 1902: 
eee 


a Take one-half of these rates for value in American gold. 
Very respectfully, 
FRANK MCINTYRE, 
Hon. EBENEZER J. HILL, 
House of Representatives. 


So far as Chinese labor is concerned, in the census of the year 
1902 out of 1,714 cigarette makers all but 2 were Filipinos, 
there being of the Chinese 1 male and 1 female. Of the 11,036 
cigar makers, there were of Chinese 29 males and 1 female; of 


whites, 38 males, and of negroes, 3 males. In other words, there 
were 8 more white cigar makers than there were Chinese, and 
only 71 of any other nationality than Filipino. But last Feb- 
ruary Mr. A. Determan, appointed by the cigar manufacturers 
and workmen of Manila to represent them before the Ways and 
Means Committee, mađe a statement in writing, found on page 
231 of the hearings, in which he says, “ There is nót one Chinese 
cigar maker in Manila, to correct a false statement to the 
contrary.” I am entirely satisfied from personal observation 
that the statement is correct. I stood at the gate of the Oriente 
factory one Saturday afternoon during the past summer and 
saw the employees, 1,400 in number, pass out at the close of 
the week’s work, and a more clean, orderly, intelligent-looking 
body of employees it would be difficult to find anywhere outside 
of the United States. They were all Filipinos. 

It will be noticed also from the letters submitted that the 
wages quoted are in pesos, the average being given during the 
Spanish oecupation and since. They include men and women and 
relate to Manila, where 99 per cent of the cigars and 96 per cent 
of the cigarettes are produced. Before the Americans took the 
islands the wages of a cigar maker averaged 40 cents a day; 
in 1902, the census year, $1 a day, and it is well known that 
there has been a material advance since, to the advantage of 
all concerned. The fact of the case is that the work is practi- 
cally all of it piecework, and the wages depend largely upon 
the skill and experience of the employee and the character and 
quality of the work upon which he is engaged. I saw men work- 
ing on first-class cigars and earning from $1.50 to $2 a day gold, 
but I think it will be generally admitted that the fair average 
cost of manufacturing a thousand cigars of the different grades 
and qualities in Manila has been in past years about $7 a 
thousand, as against $12 in the United States. Of course, there 
are special brands in both places which far exceed these figures. 
This makes an average difference of $5 a thousand in the 
labor cost. 

During the holiday recess I have been making some further 
inquiries with reference to the American cost and have been 
shown the actual pay rolls of three different establishments. 
In one, where nine-tenths of the product was of the ordinary 
5-cent cigar, the labor cost was $6.63 per thousand. In another 
factory, where two-thirds of the product was the regular 10-cent 
cigar, the actual cost was $11.20 per thousand, and in the third 
case, where nothing but Habana tobacco was used and none 
but Cuban workmen were employed, the labor cost was $19.81 
per thousand. The average labor cost of the three factories 
was $12.55 per thousand. I am satisfied that the daily pro- 
duction of the average American workman is far beyond that 
of the average Filipino, but, basing my conclusion on these pay 
rolls, I seriously question whether the cost of hand-made cigars 
of American style and fine grade is much, if any, less in Manila 
to-day than it is in the United States. I understand that the 
claim is made by the United Cigar Company that with the ma- 
chinery used by them the entire cost of making the cigars in 
common use in this country, including all processes, from the 
prepared leaf to the finished cigar packed in boxes, does not 
exceed $5 per thousand, and I have the best of reasons for be- 
lieving that this is true. If it is, the hand maker here and his 
fellow-worker in Manila, where no machines are used, have far 
more to fear from the trusts, who are opposing this bill, in this 
country than they have of competition between themselves, for 
that they can and should control by the power of their trade 
organizations. But, be the difference more or less, it is indis- 
putable that at the present time it is covered several times over 
by the protection given under the provisions of this bill, by 
which 25 per cent of the Dingley rates are continued in force 
for a period of three years. Indeed, with the United States as 
with practically all other nations, the import duty on cigars has 
been far and away beyond the point of protection, and based— 
and justly so—on the principle of taxing a luxury for purposes 
of revenue. 

Let me illustrate. Take the most expensive cigar in the is- 
lands, the Pigtail, manufactured by the Tobacoleria Company, 
and sold at the factory at wholesale at 25 cents apiece gold. 
The duty and internal-revenue tax would be $52.37 a thousand. 

On the Unico brand, made by the Germinal factory, selling 
at 15 cents apiece gold, wholesale, in Manila, the customs duty 
and internal-revenue tax would be $37.12 gold per thousand. On 
the American Beauty brand, made by the same company, and 
selling for 10 cents gold in Manila, and which approaches nearer 
in size, taste, and style to an American cigar than any other 
which I saw in the islands, the duty and internal-revenue tax 
would be $25 per thousand. Take the ordinary Perfecto, made 
by the same company and selling at wholesale at $30 a thousand 
gold, and which has a labor cost in the Philippine Islands of $7 
per thousand, the duties and internal revenue would be $27.37, 
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and for acceptability to the American people it would not even 
be considered in comparison with the ordinary 5-cent cigar in 
this country, to say nothing of the fact that it would be wholly 
impossible under the terms of this bill to import it. 

Go still lower and take the ordinary cigar of the masses of the 
people of the Philippine Islands, known as the “ Londres brand,” 
a cigar that in my judgment under no circumstances whatever 
could be sold within the limits of the United States, and the 
duty and internal revenue under the terms of this bill on that 
brand of cigars would be $21.12 a thousand. 

Indeed, considering the quality of the cheap cigars of the 
islands, there is no more fear of their becoming competitors in 
our market than there is of the family cigar of northern Luzon, 
where I am told that a cigar is made from 1 to 2 feet long and, 
suspended by a cord from the roof, hangs in the center of the 
hut, always ready for common and promiscuous smoking by the 
whole family and visiting friends. 

In every case, from the top to the bottom, the duties exceed 
several times over the difference in labor cost, on the basis of 
the present scale of wages. 

I think it is demonstrated beyond dispute that under the 
terms of the bill for the next three years not the slightest fear 
of competition should exist. But there is another claim which is 
made, and that is that we are helping foreign manufacturers. 
Here equally as great a mistake is made, for of the fifty-eight 
factories in Manila, large and small, twenty-four of them are 
owned by Filipinos and use Filipino capital, fourteen are owned 
by Europeans, one by an American negro, and nineteen are said 
to be owned by Chinese merchants, and employ Chinese capital 
but Filipino workmen. Of the four which I visited, one was 
German, one English, one Spanish, and one Filipino, and my 
judgment is that these four make more cigars than all the rest 
of the factories in the islands put together, for they certainly 
employ more people than can be found in all the rest of the them. 

It is true that foreign capital to a very considerable extent is 
invested in the cigar and cigarette industry of the Philippine 
Islands, but the one thing that the islands need for their devel- 
opment over and above all others is capital, and if Americans 
will not go there and invest their money, certainly criticism 
should not be made of people from other parts of the world 
who choose to avail themselyes of the opportunity. It is hardly 
fair, however, to say that the effect of this bill will benefit the in- 
vestments of foreign manufacturers in Manila to the detriment 
of American capital at home, in view of the fact that when I was 
at Manila last summer it was made known to me that quite a 
number of foreign manufacturers, including both German and 
Spanish, were protesting most emphatically against the passage 
of this bill on the ground that it was going to be detrimental to 
them, and there was presented to Senator Scorr, as presiding 
officer at the hearings at Manila, a memorial of these manufac- 
turers protesting against this change in the tariff on the ground 
that it was to be injurious to their business, They admit in 
that memorial that the industry is in a precarious condition, but 
hold that the abolition of the duties into the United States will 
make it worse rather than improve it, for they claim that in the 
first place the price of their leaf tobacco will advance consider- 
ably, and that wages will be largely increased; that the Amer- 
ican people will not smoke Manila cigars, and that they will be 
in far greater danger of losing their trade in the Orient than of 
gaining a market here, and they close their memorial with a 
statement that the only way to improve the cigar industry is by 
a vast and very possible improvement of the Manila leaf tobacco. 

I do not wholly concur in their view of the case, nor do the 
Filipino manufacturers, for they were strongly of the opinion 
that in so far as lower duties and ultimate free trade gave an 
alternative market in the United States, by just so much they 
could be benefited by lifting the price of their present product 
in their present channels of trade in the Orient, and that they 
would be gradually relieved of the difficulties in connection with 
the industry if they were placed in a position where they could 
meet a very peculiar condition of affairs existing not only in the 
‘Orient to-day, but throughout the civilized world, and that is the 
ability to meet the fashion in cigars as well as to compete in 
price, for, as we all know, the use of tobacco is governed fully 
as much by fad and fashion as it is by price. That the cigar 
industry in the Philippine Islands is at a low ebb can easily 
Þe seen by reference to Table No. 1, and it only needs calling 
attention to one feature of it to show the reason why. It will 
be seen there that in the banner year of the Philippines in the 
cigar industry since the American occupation cigars to the value 
of $1,666,722 were exported in 1902, and that since that time in 
no year have the exports of cigars equaled a million dollars. 
The Filipino manufacturers of Manila claim, and I think claim 
rightly, that the falling off in their trade in the last three years 
has averaged 42 per cent, and that it is due to the utter inability 


of the Philippine Islands to produce a light-colored cigar, which 
the Tobacco Leaf Journal of this country admits to be a craze 
all over the world, and which is certainly working its full effect 
in the Orient, as it is here. 

That this is one of the great troubles of the tobacco product of 
the Philippine Islands is clearly shown by the fact that the 
larger manufacturers of cigars in Manila on the 18th of May last 
made an agreement, the terms of which will be found in the 
internal revenue commissioner’s report for this year. It pro- 
vides that there shall be a fixed standard of grading, and that 
they shall buy only of the planters and at fair appraisement. 
It eliminates the Chinese itinerant trader by declaring that no 
brokers or middlemen of any kind whatever shall be employed 
and that no lots shall be purchased at lump prices, not even from 
the planters themselves. 

If this agreement can be maintained it will at least make hon- 
est grading. In Appendix P of the same report will be found 
a memorandum furnished by the Tobacoleria Company, which 
sheds much light upon the peculiar conditions with reference to 
the tobacco situation in the provinces of Cagayan and Isabela, 
page 168, Internal Revenue Report. This shows that, taking five 
successive crops as a basis, there is an annual yield there of 
200,000 quintals, practically equivalent to 20,000,000 pounds, or 
about equal to the product of a single county in Pennsylvania. 
a res the proportion of the tobacco that can be utilized as 

ollows: 
A, for wrappers, 10 per cent, but only one-half of 1 per cent 


Class 
being suited for fine-grade rs. 
Classes B and C, for fillers and cut tobacco, etc., 90 per cent. 


I quote further from the sixth clause of this memorandum: 
There is great difficulty in meeting the demand for the different 


“claro” (and “oscuro”) colors through the scarcity of wrappers. 
The demand for “claro” wrappers is greater day after day, for wets 


in the Philip: “maduro” was formerly sold, now only claro 
demanded. Phere has been much decrease in the 8 of light- 
colored, clean, nice leaves of fine texture since the discontinuance of 
the monopoly. Since that time tobacco-leaf culture to be 
neglected, and ally has this been the case since 1900, owing to 
raise in prices and to local competition. 

In view of this condition of affairs, it was not a surprise, par- 
ticularly to me, to find the manufacturers of the Philippine 
Islands experimenting with Sumatra and light-colored United 
States wrappers, and to hear the earnest plea of one of the 
manufacturers that Whatever action was taken by the home 
government in regard to the tariff on their product coming into 
the United States that they might at least be permitted to have 
access, free of duty, to the United States product of light-colored 
wrapper tobacco. 

I found one factory where they had been experimenting with 
five cases of Connecticut wrappers. The first case was bought 
at 50 cents a pound, and so much satisfaction had from it that 
a second purchase of four cases was made at 55 cents a pound. 
In addition to this a duty of 23 cents and expenses of shipment 
halfway around the world brought this domestic wrapper of 
ours to their hands at a practical cost of 80 cents a pound. 
The manager of the Yebanna Factory, at Manila, said to me, 
with an earnestness that was almost pitiful, that the Manila 
factories were rapidly losing their hold on the oriental trade 
because of German and Dutch competition with cigars made 
from German and Holland filler covered with light-colored Su- 
matra wrappers, and that he was fully satisfied that if he could 
get United States wrappers free of duty he could not.only meet 
that competition, but with them could drive Germany out of the 
Orient. I am fully satisfied that he is correct in his conclu- 
sions and that the pending bill will open up a very considerable 
market in the Philippine Islands for the wrapper tobacco of 
Florida, Georgia, Pennsylvania, Wisconsin, New York, Connecti- 
cut, and other States of the Union, as the Porto Rican market 
has already begun to be opened up, and that in the end it will 
be of great advantage to our tobacco growers, with no detriment 
whatever to any other branch of the industry. 

I desire to call the attention of the growers of other States to 
the fact that it is a necessity that we should be looking about for 
such a market for our wrapper tobacco, as shown by the testi- 
mony of Mr. J. L. McFarlin, of Florida, where, on page 146 of 
the hearings on this bill, he states concerning the growing of 
shade-grown wrappers in Florida, Alabama, and Texas as fol- 
lows: 

If given the same protection that we have enjoyed in the past, in a 
few years these three States that I have mentioned above will produce 
enough tobacco of the finer grades, comparing with Sumatra, to supply 
the United States. 

If this is true, and I have no doubt of it, it behooves the 
growers of the Northern States now to so legislate that the 
shortage of fine wrappers in the Philippines may be supplied 
from the coming surplus here. 

That such a market is possible now to the wrapper-leaf 
growers of the United States is clearly shown by the statement 
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of one of the largest manufacturers in Manila concerning the 
operations of his company last year. He said that the best 
tobacco was the Isabela. Last year they bought 25,000 quintals 
of that tobacco, worth 94 cents gold on the average. Out of 
this they selected 6,000 quintals generally fit for wrappers. 
The remaining 19,000 quintals they sold to the cigarette facto- 
ries at prices which brought the wrapper bales up to a net cost 
to themselves of 30 cents per pound. From these 6,000 quintals 
he claimed to have gotten 60 per cent of wrappers, taking 100 
pounds of this tobacco costing $30, deducting 40 pounds of filler 
at 94 cents, $3.80, it leaves 60 pounds of wrapper costing $26.20, 
or 43.7 cents per pound. 

It takes 8 to 10 pounds of such tobacco to wrap 1,000 cigars, 
but to be absolutely safe figure it at 7 pounds, which at 43.7 
cents per pound would amount to $3.06. Of this, 4 pounds would 
be clippings and cuttings, which would go into filler, and should 
be figured at 93 cents and deducted, 38 cents, making net cost of 
wrappers for 1,000 cigars $2.68. 

He said that according to his own experience 4 pounds of light 
Connecticut wrapper would do the same work, and without 
making any allowance for clippings they could afford to pay 68 
cents per pound for light wrappers, delivered free of duty in 
Manila, even in competition with their own tobacco. 

But they do not have enough of their own, and must look 
elsewhere for a supply, even at a higher price. 

Sumatra wrappers cost, duty paid, in Manila $1.50 gold per 
pound, and at 2 pounds per thousand the cost would be $3 per 
thousand, or 32 cents more than Isabela tobacco, or equal to a 
price of 75 cents per pound for our wrapper delivered there, 
which, of course, is impossible with the existing duty. 

Under these circumstances I can not but concur with the 
Manila manufacturers, that if United States wrapper tobacco 
had the same privileges and protection in the Manila market 
which it has in our own it would not only prove to be a great 
boon to the Manila manufacturers, but it would ultimately result 
in considerable advantage to the several States here, both North 
and South, where wrapper tobacco is produced. 

As a purely commercial proposition, then, this legislation will 
result: 

First. In broadening the market for our domestic wrapper 
leaf, giving to the growers a higher price, or, what is more prob- 
able, causing an increased production. 

Second. To a slight extent in increasing the very small impor- 
tation of Philippine cigars, by permitting Americans who have 
resided in the Philippines and acquired a taste for them to pur- 
chase them here at a reasonable advance over the domestic 
cigar, where now the duty is prohibitory. 

Third. And by far the most important, in a stimulus given to 
the industry in the Philippines which, coupled with the efforts 
of the manufacturers there, will result in better methods of 
cultivation, curing, and marketing the crop, which will in time 
vastly improve the quality of the Philippine tobacco and its 
products and without which I honestly believe that the in- 
dustry is doomed to a slow but certain death, for it does not 
need an expert now to see that they are not only losing their 
export trade, but will soon be unable to hold their own home 
market for high-grade goods. 

Fourth. In giving to the Philippines alternative markets in 
America and the Orient for high-grade products at increased 
prices, for this is the only possible offset to an increased labor 
cost which is sure to follow a general improvement in Philip- 
pine industries. 

But aside from any commercial consideration and above and 
beyond them all is the existence of a national conscience which 
will not long permit the American Congress to legislate for 
both sides of this question without doing equal and exact 
justice to all, and especially for the side which can not help 
itself. Poor, tax-ridden Spain held her colony with an iron 
hand, but gave to its products a preferential of 80 per cent in 
her own tariff rates. For us to destroy that preferential by 
wresting the sovereignty from Spain and then to refuse as 
generous terms to them as a helpless dependency of this great 
nation would give the lie to every claim which we are now mak- 
ing of our right to stand in the forefront of the nations of the 
world as the best exponent of a genuine Christian civilization. 

Mr. Chairman, last summer, when the Taft party were at 
Manila, there came into the hearings there a resident of the 
province of Panay, a province which, in opposition to the Tagalog 
insurrection of Aguinaldo and his followers, organized a 
Visayan republice and transferred their allegiance to the Ameri- 
can flag. He was a gentleman in every sense of the word, pol- 
ished, refined, cultivated, educated at a Paris university, a 
fiuent linguist, speaking French, Spanish, English, and Visayan, 
and gifted with an oratorical power which would make him a 
brilliant ornament of any parliamentary assembly in the world. 


Let me quote from memory the substance of his opening. re- 
marks: Said he: 

Before enter upon 
am to speak I = Faas 6 8 ry Bein 
American nation, or are we not? We welcome American sovereignty 
and bow with reverence to the nation’s flag. Why are we not accorded 
the same treatment that you extend to Hawail and Porto Rico? 

Again, you have put upon your statute books a law which will go 
into operation on the ist of July, 1906, providing that the ports of 
these islands shall thereafter be domestic ports, and that none but 
American ships shall ply between these islands and the mainland. If 
the ports here and there are to be domestic ports, open only to do- 
mestic ships, why are not the products of these islands domestic prod- 
ucts and entitled to all the privileges which the products of any other 
part of the t American Republic now have, moluaig free entry into 
your domestic markets? 

Mr. Chairman, whenever the Members of this House shall haye 
answered those two questions fully, frankly, and conscientiously, 
I for one will have no fear whatever concerning the passage 
of this bill. [Loud applause.] 

During the delivery of the foregoing, the following occurred: 

Mr. ALEXANDER. When you found out that there had not 
been a pound of tobacco imported into this country from the 
Philippine Islands, were you surprised at that fact? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Not at all, after I found the 
quality of tobacco that was raised there. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. That was the reason, was it not, because 
the people who otherwise would have imported it had seen the 
tobacco and smoked it? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Why, certainly. 

Mr. CASSEL. You said a little while ago that under Span- 
ish rule the Philippine tobacco was very much better in quality 
than it is now? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. CASSEL. Will they not produce as good a quality of 
tobacco later on as they produced under the Spanish régime? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I hope so. If they do not, their 
industry is doomed. But I want to say this, that many of our 
people haye the same fear with regard to this matter that our 
sugar friends have. Our sugar friends figure on the produc- 
tion of sugar in the world and compare it with the consumption 
at the present time. Now, in my judgment, it is impossible 
for the Philippine Islands for the next twenty years, and prob- 
ably longer, to much increase their production of sugar, and by 
that time we will be using from three to four million tons more 
than we consume now. The advancement of the United States 
in the consumption of these tropical products is infinitely be- 
yond the increased supply of the United States, and a quarter 
of a century from now, when we have 40,000,000 more people in 
this country and are using 3,000,000 tons more of sugar, where can 
we get it from? All the possible production of sugar in the 
Philippine Islands sinks into insignificance compared with this 
increased consumption. 

Mr. MADDEN. Can the gentleman tell the House what it 
costs to produce a pound of beet sugar? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not know anything about 
beet sugar. When I was in the Philippine Islands I gave my 
entire attention to the tobacco industry and made no critical 
analysis of the sugar question at all. I have not studied it, 
and I do not think it is necessary for me to go into that ques- 
tion after the magnificent speech made day before yesterday by 
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman was referring to sugar a mo- 
ment ago, and I thought he could answer the question. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not know anything about 
that. 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to ask a question for my own 
information. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Who are the people that manufacture the 
cigars? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The largest manufacturers in the 
United States, I think, are the United Cigar Company. 

Mr. PERKINS. I mean in the Philippines. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will come to that. I will cover 
that point in my remarks on the subject. 

Mr. CASSEL. I have here a report which says that there 
has not been a pound of tobacco imported into the Philippines 
from the United States for the last two or three years. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Well, there are a dozen gentlemen 
here who saw the tobacco and cigars made from it, and I saw the 
bill of shipment from New York. I am satisfied that he is 
correct in his conclusions. 

Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I had a con- 
yersation with the gentleman from Connecticut, in which he said 
that I might interrupt him. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is correct, I am glad to an- 
swer the gentleman. 
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Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania. Most of these questions have 
been answered quite satisfactorily. I understand the gentleman 
from Connecticut to say now that this bill will not aid the Fili- 
pinos in the sale of their tobacco. : 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think it will aid them, but I 
think it will be a long process. à 

Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania. Let me go a little further. 
This is the problem that agitates the minds of those in my coun- 
try who are raising tobacco. They think—those who. school 
their own children and wear good clothes, and whose daughters 
take music lessons, and who work with their hands, and who 
plant from one to three acres of tobacco—they think that they 
ought not to be put in competition with those who have scarcely 
passed the fig-leaf problem. Now, the gentleman from Con- 
necticut has answered that completely if he says to me that this 
does not bring them into competition with leaf tobacco. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I submitted the prices of tobacco 
selling there and the prices of tobacco selling here, and I can not 
see how it is possible, even with free trade, for competition to 
exist on these prices. Furthermore, the question of quality 
stands as an insuperable bar to sending Philippine tobacco into 
the United States now. 

I hope, I sincerely hope for the benefit of these people, that in 
time they may be able to improve the quality of their tobacco, 
but long before they will reach that point of course the con- 
sumption in the United States, with its enormous population, 
will more than take that up if it should-all come here, and we 
would never feel it. You would not know it any more than if 
you poured a bucket of water into the sea. But immediately, 
or in the near future, there is no possible competition. 

Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania. One more question. Coming 
to the basis of absolute free trade between this country and the 
islands, how will it affect the products there? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is a question I am coming to 
directly. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the 
Clerk to now read the extract which I have sent to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the hearing before the Committee of Ways and Means January 27 
Secretary Taft, in the testimony submitted, in speaking of the fears o 
the cigar makers, when a similar bill was under consideration, as to 
the effect of the proposed legislation, said: “There may be some justi- 
fication for the apprehension of the — — makers that this measure 
would injure them. I admit that a Perfection-sha: cigar, for which 
the cigar makers in this country receive $34 = thousand for making, 
is made in the Philippine Islands for $6 per thousand.” 

According to coe Taft, this shows a difference of $28 per 
thousand in the price o epee 8 them. He also said the same cigar 
was sold for $100 per thousand here, while a like 5 from the Phil- 
ippine Islands can laid down here at a price of $45 per thousand. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, all the reply I 
have to make to that is that when this same thing was said and 
read—for it was read—in the hearings before the Committee on 
Ways and Means, the chairman requested that the gentleman 
should publish the whole statement of Secretary Taft and not 
part of it, and it Will all be found in the hearings—the additional 
statement of Secretary Taft. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Are they manufacturing now as 
good cigars in the Philippine Islands as they were when Secre- 
tary Taft made that statement? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not know. I have not ex- 
amined the case at all. I question very much whether there is 
a cigar made in the United States where the labor costs $34 a 
thousand. If the gentleman will take the printed hearings, he 
will see his question entirely answered there, without taking up 
the time of the House to do it over again. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, from the em- 
phasis placed upon a few words by the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. Littey], I take it he is laboring under a misap- 
prehension of facts relative to the defrayal of the expense of 
educating these Filipinos. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It is all done by taxation upon 
the Filipinos, except that we return to them the tonnage dues 
and the import taxes received in this country from their impor- 
tations here. That goes back, and we bear the cost of that edu- 
cation in so far as it tends to increase the prices of their 
products when they are offered in the markets of this country. 
It is indirect—just the same as an indirect addition that comes 
from any customs duties from any part of the world. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. As a matter of fact, the im- 

. provements in the harbor, the improvements of the wharves, the 
improvements of the roads, as I understand it, are all paid for 
by money collected in the Philippine Islands, and that money 
does not come out of the Treasury of the United States, 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The sewers are paid for by issu- 
ing the bonds of the city, just the same as in Indianapolis. It 
is not a burden on the United States at all. 
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Mr.. CHARLES B. LANDIS, 
Treasury of the United States? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Absolutely not. 

Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, this is our 
complaint and one that we have had, that you are trying to 
raise money for the Philippine Islands and you are assessing 
the sugar growers and the tobacco growers; and if they need it, 
why not pass the hat and all pay a little? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would say to the gentleman that 
it would be bad enough to do that in an American civilization, 
but to do it in a community which I have described, 80 per cent 
of whom can not even read, the result would be disastrous; and 
I submit to the gentleman himself whether it would not be wiser 
to stimulate the industry of these people and let it come from 
their own revenues and have them feel that they were doing it 
themselyes, rather than by a direct payment out of our Treasury, 
I think that was one of the great mistakes in our dealings with 
Porto Rico two or three years ago, when we paid money out of 
the Treasury in a lump sum for them to distribute. It would 
have been much wiser to do it the other way. 

Mr.. LILLEY of Pennsylvania. But what about the poor 
sugar grower and the poor tobacco grower, if it is true that they 
are to be compelled to pay all? ` 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, the hemp industry pays its 
share and the cocoanut industry pays its share and the mer- 
chants pay their share. Do you mean in the United States? 

Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania. Yes; they are complaining 
that you are assessing that upon them by this bill. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. In this country? 

Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania. In this bill. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. My judgment is that they will 
never know there is any such thing done. 

Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania. I hope not, hut that is what 
they complain of. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think the Filipinos will know it, 
but I do not think the people in the United States will eyer 
know there has been any change in the law. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has 
described with great particularity the condition of the people and 
the industrial condition in the islands to-day, and the gentleman 
predicates his opinion that no longer will come to this country 
because of that backward condition. Does the gentleman think 
that condition will maintain after an opportunity has been af- 
forded for American capital to go into the islands and after the 
protection of this bill has been given to the islands? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would like very much to have, 
American capital go there. I am hopeless in regard to it. I 
can not find any to amount to anything there now. I would be 
very glad if it did, and my honest judgment, as I said a while 
ago, is that before any effective change could be wrought in 
the industry to which the gentleman refers, the sugar industry, 
that our increased consumption will be so great that it never 
will be noticed, and I do not think it will be noticed now. Now, 
I can not comprehend, with seventeen hundred thousand tons of 
sugar bought from foreign nations, why any American would ob- 
ject to Muying one hundred thousand from our own people and 
sixteen hundred thousand from foreigners instead of buying the 
whole of that amount from foreigners. I can not understand 
what the motive can be that dies back of an action of that kind. 
We have to buy seventeen hundred thousand tons from Ja- 
maica, Java, Sumatra, and other countries in addition to what we 
raise and can get from Porto Rico. Why the Louisiana and the 
beet sugar industry should object—what earthly harm there can 
be in buying 100,000 tons from the Philippines and buying only 
sixteen hundred thousand in the foreign markets—I can not 
understand. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Now, if American capital does go 
in there the production will be very much larger than 100,000 
tons, will it not? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I have just now replied to that 
question, that while I would be very glad to haye American 
capital go there, I do not find it there now and have very little 
expectation of it in the immediate future. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, before I begin my remarks 
I wish to apologize to the House for beginning at this late hour 
Saturday afternoon the discussion of a matter of such impor- 
tance, the proper presentation of which will of necessity con- 
sume some time. The House will recall that at the beginning of 
this discussion I suggested that those opposed to the bill would 
like to haye some reasonable time for the presentation of thelr 
side of the case. Up to this time, after three days of debate, 
the presentation of the Filipino side of the question has occupied 
all of the time, with the exception of two hours in the shank of 
the evening yesterday, and the American side of the question, 
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the question as it affects the American farmer and producer, has 
had the latter end of last evening, and now we are graciously 
allowed the short end of this evening. I would prefer to ad- 
dress the House at some other time, but it seems that there is 
no possibility of securing time to discuss this question from the 
standpoint of the American producer, except after the House 
has listened to prolonged debate on the other side. 

Mr. Chairman, I approach this question from the standpoint 
of an American citizen, mindful of all the duties and obligations 
we may owe the Filipino people by reason of the relationship 
existing between those islands and our country. I also ap- 
proach it recalling the quoted remarks of the gentleman, who 
has been held up to our commendation here and lauded as a 
patriot, Señor de la Rama, to the effect that charity does and 
should begin at home, and mindful that we have high authority 
for the truth that he who does not care for those of his own 
national household “is worse than an infidel.” Holding the 
views I do, I must necessarily approach the question from the 
standpoint of a protectionist, and a stand-pat protectionist at 
that. I have heard much of late of the virtue of standing pat, 
and if that be a virtue I think that this is a most excellent time 
to exercise it. [Applause.] 

There may be some who will challenge my position on the 
ground that it will be claimed that this is a party question and 
therefore should have the support of Republicans. 

In defense of my position I want to refer briefly to some of 
the history of our party and of its action relative to a great 
agricultural industry, which, in my opinion, is threatened with 
destruction by this measure. It should be recalled that the 
beet-sugar industry—for I shall confine my remarks entirely or 
almost wholly to the effect which I believe this measure will 
haye on that industry, leaving the discussion of its effect upon 
other lines of industry to men better qualified than I am to dis- 
cuss them—that the beet-sugar industry of the United States is 
a child of Republican legislation—protective legislation. Under 
our legislation, State and national, it had its birth and its splen- 
did growth, and it developed steadily and rapidly until that 
unlucky day when we “did something for Cuba,” when we 
traded for twenty additional millions of Cuban trade fifteen mil- 
lions of good hard cash which would have otherwise gone into 
the Treasury of the United States. 

I voted for that measure. I voted for it because I understood 
that it was a finality so far as legislation reducing the tariff on 
sugar was concerned. I believed we owed something to Cuba. I 
feared that if we did not give her some little relief from the 
condition which war and the low price of sugar—much lower 
than now—had placed her in that there would be trouble down 
there. We might have to intervene and thus annex, and then 
we should be threatened with what this bill proposes—free trade 
in sugar with a tropical sugar. country—so I took the Cuban 20 
per cent reduction as the lesser of two evils. Á 

If any of the other gentlemen who voted for it and supported 
it can derive any satisfaction or comfort from their vote on 
that measure, they have the advantage of me. [Applause.] I 
know of no place on earth where it has cost 75 per cent for new 
business, except in the case of the insurance companies which 
they have been investigating in New York and in our trade 
with Cuba under reciprocity. 

In the year 1896 we took the Democracy to task “for not 
keeping faith with the sugar producers of the country,” though 
they had given them a protection of 40 per cent. In 1900 we 
renewed our pledges to that splendid industry in our platform 
and in our campaign book, which was the Bible of those of us 
who fought under the Republican banner, we declared, after 
referring to the attitude of the party in placing a duty upon 
Porto Rican products of 15 per cent, when, let it be remembered, 
the Philippines were ours, that that action— 


Was an by epee declaration by the Republican party that it proposed 

to retain the power to fix such tariff as it might deem judicious against 
the products of cheap tropical labor wherever located or under what- 
ever conditions. 

In other words, it was a distinct promise to the farmer that he need 
not fear the Republican party would permit the cheap labor and the 
cheap sugar of any tropical territory to be brought in a manner 
which would destroy the infant industry of beet-sugar production. 

The illustrious author of the Dingley bill stated on this floor, 
during the discussion of the bill that bears his name and which it 
is now proposed to mutilate, that the time had “ come when the 
production of our own sugar from the beet ought to be and can 
be successfully entered upon,” and that we will not disturb 
our tariff in the next quarter of a century.” Gentlemen then 


and now leaders on this floor time and again, during the de- 
bates relating to Porto Rico and to Cuba and the Philippines, 
gave assurance, direct and implied, that their influence would 
be exerted against further reduction in the duty on sugar than 
the reduction of 25 per cent to the Philippine Islands and the 
reduction of 20 per cent to Cuba. 


The gentleman from New York, chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, in presenting this bill to the House day before 
yesterday, said: 

At that date— 

April 11, 1909— i 
we are to place the Philippin: ‘ 

Of ihe United Bintes as far x Ue TACIE be Con Danan ee 

Did the gentleman mean just that? I can not think so. He 
was not happy in his expression; for we are not placing the 
Philippines on the same plane as our people here at home under 
the terms of this bill. We are making of them pampered, and 
we will ultimately make of them spoiled, children of the Republic. 
We give them all the markets of this great nation free, the great- 
est markets the world has ever known, and then we allow them 
to place their tariff on goods going from foreign countries to their 
ports and collect and keep the revenue. If this bill does the 
Filipino any good at all, so far as the sugar industry is con- 
eerned, it will build up princely haciendas over there; it will 
call for the investment of millions of dollars in machinery, and 
while we give the Filipino a bounty of $1.20 on every hundred 
pounds of sugar he brings here, the American manufacturer 
takes his chances with the world in furnishing the machinery 
needed for the building up of the industry. . You take the sugar 
industry from Michigan and Colorado and California and plant 
it in Luzon and Negros and bar the American manufacturer 
from participation in the benefits of its growth. 
en MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 

n ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Wyoming yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will, gladly. 85 

Mr. MADDEN. I would like the gentleman to state, if he 
can, what it costs to make a pound of sugar in the Philippines? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will try to reach that. 

Mr. MADDEN. Just a moment. I would also like to have 
him state what it costs to transport it from the Philippines to 
the United States—what it costs per ton for duty and then 
what it costs to make a ton of beet sugar refined; then what the 
ton of sugar sells for. I ask this because I want to see what 
the commercial difference between the two propositions is. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr, Chairman, my time is limited, but I will 
try to answer all of those questions in just a few moments, The 
Philippine duty. on agricultural machinery, including sugar ma- 
chinery, is 5 per cent, less than the difference in the freight 
rate as between New York and Manila, and London and Ham- 
burg and the same port, and # this bill becomes a law and if it 
does anything helpful for the Filipino, if it helps him to build up 
his industry, the German or the Englishman will furnish every 
dollar’s worth of machinery that goes into the plantations there, 
will they not? And could this occur in the continental terri- 
tory of the United States? Can Colorado or Alaska or Arizona 
import English or German machinery at 5 per cent duty and then 
keep the 5 per cent? Is not the gentleman mistaken. about “ the 
same plane” proposition? 

The gentleman from Connecticut should remember that when 
folks get to smoking Filipino cigars up his way—and they are 
pretty good, some of them, and mighty cheap—his cigar-making 
and tobacco-raising constituents are likely to be reminded that 
they aré not only losing that much opportunity for labor and of 
market for their produce, but that at the same time they are 
helping to pay a high internal- revenue tax on those cigars, and 
that is going over to the islands to help build up and strengthen 
the industry there. Even the man who smokes may sometimes 
reflect that when he bought his cigar he not only paid a profit 
to Filipino tobacco raisers and cigar makers, but he actually 
taxed himself to raise the price to himself for the sole and ex- 
clusive benefit of the Filipino. The poverty-stricken widow, 
pouring the costly fluid into the alcohol lamp by the bedside of 
her sick child, is not likely to be cheered by the reflection that 
the greater portion of the cost, which her slender means can ill 
afford, is the internal-revenue tax which has gone to help relieve 
the wealthy Philippine landowner from the payment of taxes. 
And yet this is what they call putting the Philippines “on the 
same plane as all the territories of the United States.” 

We are going to give them every advantage in our market, a 
bounty of a dollar and twenty cents a hundred over the world’s 
price of sugar, something that no extensive tropical cane-growing 
region ever had; destroy, or at least threaten the destruction 
of, our beet-sugar industry; give them a market, the greatest 
and best in the world, for their tobacco and their alcohol; tax 
ourselves with a high internal-revenue tax, collect it, and send it 
over to them, we praying the freight. And what do we get out 
of it? Market for our machinery? Ob, no. We would not want 


‘to hurt the feelings of the little brown brother by suggesting 


that we secure the same advantage that we haye in the home 
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market, but we take our chances with the balance of the world. 
with distance and freight rates against us, barring what con- 
solation we can get out of the saving of 5 per cent ad valorem. 

Is it possible that the Republic has reached that stage of its 
development when we must pay tribute to the revolutionary 
sentiment in the Philippine Islands? If not, what does this all 
mean? When we pay the internal-reyenue tax on the Filipino’s 
product used by our people; when we transfer an American in- 
dustry to his shores, are we not paying tribute to the Moro and 
the Visayan and Togalog that he may not be restive under our 
government? 

But, Mr. Chairman, they say this is not going to hurt us; 
that they are a poor, miserable, shiftless people; that the soil 
is unfertile, unproductive; no possibility of securing good labor, 
and no fertility in the soil to produce considerable crops. The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] tells us that the soil 
is too poor to produce good sugar; the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CLARK] says that it is too rich to produce good tobacco. I 
presume they did not refer to the same soil. But they say 
there is not much good land over there any way, and gentlemen 
have claimed that the Philippine census contained a statement 
to the effect that only 9 per cent of the land in the Philippine 
Islands is arable and fit for agriculture. It is a curious thing 
that before this debate began a gentleman who saw me looking 
over the Philippine census said: 

Mind you, watch out during this debate, or some fellow will claim 
that the table of agricultural lands on page 181 of the census is all 
the arable lands there are in the islands. 

I Jaughed at him, but the thing has happened—happened sey- 
eral times—during the debate, and I want to particularly call 
the attention of the House to this phase of the question, and if 
you are not satisfied that I am right get a copy of the Philippine 
census and satisfy yourself. Nowhere in the census is there 
any pretense of giving the total area of the arable lands of the 
archipelago. Everybody knows that it would be impossible to 
do anything of the sort in taking a census. Beginning with page 
180 of the Philippine census, volume 4, are 18 tables and ac- 
companying text relative to the“ agricultural "—in other words, 
the farm lands—of the islands, and it is stated at the top of 
page 180 that these relate to “ farms and other parcels of land 
used for agriculture.” The total is given in Table 1, page 181, 
as 2,827,704 hectares, of 2} acres each, or about 7,000,000 acres, 
and it will be noted that throughout all these tables—page 187. 
Table 7, under the head of “Farm areas ”—on page 188 and 
elsewhere this area is given as the area in farms. On page 181 
it is stated “the small proportion of land in farms or agricul- 
tural lands as compared with the total areas of the various 
prorinces, commandancias, and islands, shown by the following 
tables.” 

In the pamphlet issued by the Philippine Commission relat- 
ing to the public lands in 1905, pages 9 and 10, these same 
tables are used, with this explanation on page 10: “It is not 
known whether the land reported by the census as being in 
farms or agricultural lands includes all the lands in private 
ownership.” Certainly all this ought to be sufficient evidence 
to anyone who desires to know the truth that this reference in 
the census is only to agricultural lands in private ownership. 

Nobody knows, nor can they know until a careful classifica- 
tion is made there by the actual test of agriculture, how much 
arable land there is in the Philippines, but the last word of the 
Philippine government on this-question is contained in the public 
land pamphlet to which I have referred, in which, on page 6, 
the total area of the islands is estimated at 73,000,000 acres— 
12,000,000 in private ownership, of which 12,000,000 the census, 
as stated before, gives a little over 7,000,000 as agricultural 
and in farms. Taking from the total area of 73,000,000 acres 
12,000,000 in private ownership, and we have the estimate of 
the bureau of public lands of 61,000,000 acres of public lands. 
With regard to these lands the following statement is made: 
“The chief of the bureau of forestry estimates the forest 
lands on the public domain at about 40,000,000 acres. This 
would leave an area of 21,000,000 acres of land not forested, 
the most of which is agricultural in character and which will 
be subject to disposal under the law permitting leasing, selling, 
and homesteading as soon as the act now awaiting the final 
action of the Commission shall have received the express or 
implied sanction of Congress.” So it seems that to the census 
7,000,000 of agricultural lands we must, according to the bureau 
of public lands, add “the most” of 21,000,000 acres of public, 
arable lands, not timbered, and of course a considerable portion 
of the timbered lands would be good agricultural lands if cleared, 
and provision for the sale of such lands as agricultural lands is 
made in the Philippine land laws. 

Secretary Taft said before the Insular Committee, while he 
was governor-general, “ We are going to be a great sugar-pro- 


ducing archipelago,” and he stated that, while the islands are 
a trifle smaller than Japan, they have much more arable land 


and very much more rich soil.” The report of the Philippine 
Commission for 1901 states: The land is most fertile and for 
the most part naturally irrigated.” Governor Wright, before 
the Senate Committee in 1902, said that in his opinion, and 
judging from what people who knew had told him, the Philip- 
pine sugar land was more fertile than Hawaii, where they have 
produced as high as 12 tons of sugar per acre. The Hawaiian 
Islands are so small that you could almost cover them witl the 
palm of your hand, so to speak; contain but 100,000 acres of 
tillable land, and yet Hawaii produces over 400,000 tons of 
sugar. 

Here is an archipelago, the fairest and most fertile in the 
Tropics; nearly as large as Japan, having six or eight times 
as much tillable land. Older from a geological standpoint, 
under the influence of 150 inches of rain per annum and the 
heat of tropical suns, her mountains have disintegrated, rank 
tropical vegetation has in the course of ages, mingling with 
the mineral elements, formed a soil of marvelous richness, so 
that agriculture can be carried on almost to the tops of many 
of her mountains. There are many wide valleys and vast 
stretches of fertile uplands. If there are no agricultural lands 
in the 60,000,600 acres we own over there, why in the name 
of high heaven did the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Coon] bring in a bill for the disposition of public lands 
over there, and why does Secretary Taft say they ought to have 
25,000 acres in a hacienda rather than 2,500? If there is not 
any land over there that is arable or tillable, why are we try- 
ing to impose on people by offering to dispose of the public land? 

We all recall the rosy predictions made of the possibilities of 
these islands from an agricultural standpoint in other days. 
Gentlemen, they were not exaggerated; they were true. There 
are no islands in the tropic seas of the world equal to them. 
They contain eighteen times the area of Hawaii, which produces 
400,000 tons of sugar per annum, and vastly more good lands 
in proportion; two and a half times larger than Java, which 
to-day could supply the United States with all the sugar she 
needs other than that she produces within her own territory. 
But they say they are poor, miserable, shiftless, no-account folk, 
and you can not make anything of them; and finally, in despair, 
at the last moment, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 
said he could not hold any hope that this legislation would 
accomplish anything for them. Then, in heaven's name, how 
can they justify themselves in raising this menace to American 
industries if they are not going to help anybody by doing it? 
[Applause. ] 

What are the facts? The facts are that the Filipino is a won- 
derfully effective laborer. Every disinterested observer has 
said so, down to the time when in the interest of this legisla- 
tion there went up this united official chorus of disparagement 
and detraction of the people, the climate, and the soil of those 
islands, Mr. Welborn, head of the agricultural bureau, in his 
report of 1904, states: “ We have experienced no difficulty in 
securing all of the help we wanted.” He says that at first they 
got them for 26 centavos (13 cents) a day, but that later, in 
order to secure more efficient help, they paid 154 cents a day; 
and in that same report he gave the average wages of the mill 
hands on a plantation as $4 per month, the field hands $3 
per month, and stated that the board of these men cost, in 
addition, about a peso per week, or 50 cents, making the cost 
of the mill hands, with board, 25 cents a day on the basis of a 
month of twenty-five working days, and the field hands 21 cents 
a day. But, taking the highest amount that has been stated 
by anyone of the cost of Philippine labor, it is ridiculously 
low compared with the $1.50 and $2.25 a day of the mill 
and field hands in American beet-sugar factories. Of course, 
it will be argued that this labor is nowhere nearly so efficient 
as the labor employed in connection with the American beet- 
sugar industry. Admit for the sake of argument that it is 
not—though much of the labor employed in the cultivation aha 
preparation of beets is far from efficient, from the average 
American standard. In any event there can be no such thing in 
ordinary manual or even in semiskilled labor as one man being 
from six to eight times as efficient as another, and Mr. Wel- 
born, in his report to which I have just referred, states that 
the Filipinos did the work on the government farms “as well 
as the Americans ever did,” and at from 6 to 8 per cent of the 
cost. We have an abundance of evidence along the same line 
and to the same effect as to the efficiency of Filipino labor for 
ordinary work, and even in the trades and in skilled labor. 

While there has been a wide range of testimony as to the 
wages paid over there, and it has run all the way from 10 
cents a day to 30 cents a day, it matters little what it is within 
those limits, for I am willing to take as the basis of my argu- 
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ment the highest and most extravagant claim as to the present 
facts and the future prospects relative to labor and wages on the 
sugar plantations in the Philippine Islands, and from them prove 
my contention. i 

In fact, if we had never heard a word of testimony on the 
subject of wages in the Philippines, if we were as ignorant on 
the subject of wages in the beet-sugar industry of the United 
States as the advocates of this bill seem to be of the character 
and importance of that industry, I could still confidently rely for 
the proof of my assertions upon the general knowledge we all 

as to the difference between the labor scale of the 
United States and that of any tropical region on earth inhabited 
by a brown, a black, or a yellow race; for the wage scale is the 
standard of living reduced to a cash equivalent, and come what 
will, the wage scale of the Philippine Islands and of the United 
States will continue, as now, to be as wide apart as the relative 
standards of living, and removed from one another as far as the 
well-clothed, well-housed, and well-fed necessities of an Ameri- 
can citizen of our northern latitudes are from the one-shirted, 
nipa-hut protected, and rice-fed opulence of a native of the 
Tropics. 

The range of evidence with regard to the cost of sugar over 
there is as wide as that with regard to the cost of labor. A 
representative of the Agricultural Department, who was in the 
islands two years ago and made a most careful and painstaking 
examination, was given by the owners of seven large plantations 
on Negros, an estimate of from 62 cents to 89 cents per hundred 
pounds delivered at Iloilo. The average testimony up to a very 
recent period placed the cost at less than a dollar a hundred. 
Secretary Taft stated that his best information was that the 
average cost, laid down at the port of Iloilo for foreign ship- 
ment, was a dollar and twenty-five cents a hundred. .Colonel 
Edwards, in the hearings before the Ways and Means Committee 
last winter, stated that the ocean freight to New York was 22 
cents. Some have put it at 25, but Colonel Edwards ought to be 
rfght, for he cabled the governor-general for the information. 
Add to this nine-tenths of a cent per hundred for insurance, as 
per Mr. Willett, and you have a cost of Philippine sugar laid 
down in New York, without the duty—and of course there will 
be none in three years from now if this bill passes—of $1.56. 

Sugar is low just now. It is nearly a cent lower a pound than 
it was last year, but on December 21 muscovado sugar was 
quoted at $3.13 per hundredweight at the port of New York. 
It has not gone below $2.88 this year. It has been as high as 
$4.75. But take the low average of $3.10 a hundred, which is 
much below the average for the year, and the Philippine shipper 
would have a profit of just about 100 per cent. The beet-sugar 
producer's product costs him from $3.90 to $4; the market has 
been ranging from $4.60 to $4.70. With these relative prices 
and costs, the Filipino under this bill would have a profit of 100 
per cent while our own cane-sugar producer would have a profit 
of less than 20, and remember that his estimate of cost includes 
nothing for interest or wear and tear. 

Even with the present duty, which averages 88 cents per hun- 
dred, on Philippine sugar, accepting Secretary Taft’s esti- 
mate of cost, which makes the New York price $1.56 per hun- 
dred, add to this the duty and you have $2.44 as the price of 
Philippine sugar laid down in New York, duty paid, a profit, 
at the present price, of 66 cents a hundred, or about 28 per 
cent, as against the beet-sugar producer's less than 20 per cent 
profit. y ; 

It costs $30 an acre to plant, cultivate, and harvest an ordi- 
nary acre of sugar beets. It costs more in our western country. 
I do not mean in my State. We do not raise sugar beets there 
to any extent yet. We have no beet-sugar factories, but in the 
adjoining States it costs more than $30 an acre to raise sugar 
beets under irrigation. The average product last year was 
7 tons to the acre. With a price of $5 per ton at the factory, $5 
an acre is the highest profit to the farmer under the present 
existing conditions, on an average. 

r. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Wyoming about how many acres one hand 
can cultivate in the sugar-beet business. I never heard it 
stated. 

Mr. MONDELL. I am not a sugar-beet expert and I do not 
know that I can offhand answer that question. They pay from 
$2 to $2.25 a day in the mountain region, and I do not know how 
many acres an ordinary field hand could cultivate. I do know 
this, that there is no such difference between the labor ability of 
any two men under the sun as is measured by the difference 
between a 30-cent wage and a $1.75 to $2.25 wage. There 
may be men who are twice as effective as other men. There 


may be men three times as effective as other men, but nobody 
who ever employed labor in the ordinary pursuits ever saw or 


heard of one man who could be so utterly worthless as to be 
only 10 per cent as good as another. 

Mr. FORDNBY. Will the gentleman from Wyoming permit 
a suggestion? ¢ 

Mr. MONDELL. Certainly. 

Mr. FORDNEY. In answer to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
I want to say that it costs on an average about $30 per acre to 
raise an acre of sugar beets. Divide that by the wages to the 
farm hands—$1.50 or $1.75 per day—and it will tell you how 
many days’ work it will cost to produce an acre of sugar beets. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I wanted to know how many acres 
one man could cultivate. 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not know that I can answer the gentle- 
man’s question, but, after all, from the standpoint of the gentle- 
men on this side, that ought not to be a very important ques- 
tion. It reminds me of the new method whereby we are now 
proposing to fix the tariff. When the revisionists next control, 
judging from the procedure in connection with the framing of 
this bill, we are to invite before the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee the men representing the industries of the United States— 
or rather, allow them to come, if they will insist upon it—and 
then we are to politely invite the gentlemen interested in manu- 
facturing and industrial pursuits across the water in competi- 
tion with our people, and after we have heard their testimony 
we are to take as gospel truth the interested statements of 
gentlemen from beyond our borders as to the cost of production 
in their lines and laud and commend them as patriots to our 
people, and speak in terms of disparagement and disrespect of 
every man who appears before the committee representing an 
American industry. [Applause.] ‘That is the new standard. Is 
the Republican party ready to accept it? 

The gentleman from New York said he had taken upon him- 
self his share of the “ white man’s burden.” Let him continue 
to bear it and not put it on our shoulders. I would like to 
know and have often wondered if, instead of it being products 
of the farm—the only products I think of where the benefit of 
the tariff goes direct to the “ man with the hoe ”—that are threat- 
ened, there were a different situation over there, if there were 
mountains of iron and coking coal and all the conditions that 
would make iron and steel manufacturing profitable, would the 
gentleman from Pittsburg be as anxious for this legislation as 
he is to-day? [Applause.] 

No danger, poor, miserable, weak brethren; the soil too poor 
for sugar and too rich for tobacco! Why, gentlemen, if this 
thing goes on, it is going to put many of us in regard to the 
Filipino in the attitude of mind expressed by a gentleman down 
at the banquet of the Military Order of the Carabao” which I 
attended. He sung a song. I do not recollect all of it, and it is 
possible that I can not recite even the first verse correctly, but 
it runs something like this: 


I am only a common beet-sugar man, and as for the Phili 
They tell me I have a brown brother there who wants to 


my means. $ 
I like the word fraternity, but at this I draw the line} 
He may be a brother of Secretary Taft, but he ain't no friend of mine. 


[Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is growing late and I can not touch 
even hurriedly and briefly on many of the questions I would like 
to discuss in connection with this matter. I want, however, to 
call the attention of the House to his fact, that this is the first 
time in the history of the world that it has ever been proposed 
anywhere in any legislative body to place a bounty upon the 
sugar product of a tropical country of any area. Im all the 
history of the world it has been understood among protectionists 
and nonprotectionists alike that there are certain products that 
require no protection bounty in the markets of the world, 
which protect themselves regardless of the price of labor 
employed in their production, by reason of the peculiar con- 
ditions surrounding their growth. The cotton of the south 
needs no protection. It might need some protection against 
the fellah of Egypt—and that was referred to the other day— 
if it were not for the fact that 5,000,000 people are living 
off of 5,000,000 acres, paying most of their income in taxes. 
Nobody has ever imagined that the corn crop of the great 
Mississippi Valley needed protection, it matters not what wage 
you pay for tilling it. It is a product peculiar to the region 
and can compete with all the world. The Red River Valley 
needs no bounty on her wheat, and by the same token it has 
always been understood that the growth of cane in the Tropics 
is an industry that can support itself against all the world. 

Not so, however, with the sugar-beet industry. It is in a 
very large sense not a natural but an artificial industry. In 
its natural state the beet does not contain a sufficient amount of 
saccharine matter to make it worthy of consideration as a 
sugar producer. ‘The increase of its saccharine constituent from 
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5 to 15 and 18 per cent is, perhaps, the greatest of all the tri- 
umphs of scientific agriculture, and to maintain in the beet a 
high percentage of saccharine matter requires persistent, un- 
ceasing, and highly intelligent effort in selection and cultivation. 
The extensive manufacture of sugar from this splendid product 
of scientific agriculture has been made possible only by wise 
legislation at home and abroad, which has always had for its 
object the protection of the industry from the fatal competition 
of the cane sugar of the Tropics. 

As the sugar-beet industry has been the child of scientific 
agriculture and protecting and stimulating governmental poli- 
cies, it has, by its magnificently beneficent effect and influence, 
richly rewarded and abundantly justified the efforts of its 
friends and wellwishers. It has everywhere diversified agri- 
culture, necessitating a helpful rotation of crops, stimulating 
improved and intensified methods of cultivation, and by reason 
of the methods and practices necessary to its successful prose- 
cution has enriched where other crops have impoverished the 
soil. To the tiller of the soil it has brought the blessings that 
follow intense cultivation; it has robbed agriculture of its 
loneliness; it has furnished steady and agreeable employment, 
and minimized the vicissitudes of agricultural pursuits by 
uniformity of yield and of the price of the product. At home 
and abroad this industry has built up and maintains thousands 
of thriving communities, and, unlike most agricultural indus- 
tries pursued upon an extensive scale, its tendency is to multi- 
ply independent farm homes, to a subdivision of the land into 
small individual holdings. 

In the field of trade and commerce this industry demands 
more transportation, utilizes a greater variety of products, calls 
for a greater outlay in labor, in building material, and in 
machinery in proportion to its value than any other agricul- 
tural product. In this country, under adequate protection, the 
field of its expansion is practically limitless. The forty millions 
of capital now invested in its manufacturing plants alone, the 
250,000 tons per annum of its product can and will expand 
into the, hundreds of millions of investment necessary to the 
production of the 1,800,000 tons which we are now buying of 
foreigners at a cost of $150,000,000 per annum. Is not an 
industry that accomplishes these results, that carries direct to 
the farms of the nation the benefit of a protective policy, whose 
future development presents so alluring a picture of progress 
and prosperity, entitled to more than passing and indifferent 
consideration? 

It is passing strange that, in a country which affords the 
most marvelous object lessons that the world has ever seen of 
the benefits of a protective tariff, a party whose constant de- 
votion to the protective doctrine has made that country rich 
and mighty, and its people prosperous above all the peoples that 
have eyer lived beneath the skies—it is passing strange that in 
such a country any member of such a party sLould favor a 
measure like this; and one’s wonder grows when one considers 
that the industry about to be wiped out is one of the very few 
where the farmer receives the direct benefits of the tariff. 

Europe, protective and nonprotective alike, has always pro- 
tected and still protects this industry. It was fed by bounty, 
guarded by tariff, stimulated by cartel until it grew by leaps 
and bounds and outstripped the cane industry. When the Brus- 
sels conyention sought to put an end to overstimulation and 
demanded the abolition of bounties and cartels, the statesman- 
ship of Europe recognized that the industry could not withstand 
free competition with tropical cane sugar. 

When England and other importing countries demanded that 
the excessive bounties and cartels should be abolished in order 
that her tropical sugar-producing regions should have a fair 
show in the production of sugar, European nations were com- 
pelled to take off their bounty and lower their import taxes, but 
the Brussels convention recognized the fact that the beet-sugar 
industry even in Germany, with her scientific methods, Ger- 
many with her 15 to 16 per cent of average saccharine con- 
stituent, Germany with her high production per acre, Germany 
with her cheap labor compared with ours—even she required 
some protection against tropical cane sugar, and so all Hurope 
retained upon their product a surtax of from 48 to 53 cents a 
hundred, generally retaining the same old consumption tax, 
based upon an estimate of the sugar contained in the beet below 
the fact, so that as a matter of fact the beet-sugar producer of 
Europe to-day with his industry all developed, with his fields 
tilled for a generation with the beet, with his labor accustomed 
to its production, is enjoying a protection of from 60 to 70 cents 
a hundred, and the great Republic of protection and the party 
of protection in that Republic is proposing now to place this 
industry, just beginning in its development, on a par with the 
cheapest labor of any sugar country in the world! 

Java, with nothing to aid her but a chance to fight for a place 
in the sugar market of the world, increased her output 500,000 


tons in ten years, and she did it on the lowest sugar market 
the world ever knew, produced by the bounty-fed beet sugars 
of Europe. Cuba, devastated by war, with per cent of her 
factories in ruins, and with her plantations grown up to grass, 
increased her output a million round tons in five years, and 
who shall say that these islands, which we have always claimed 
were rich and fair and fertile beyond those of any other isles 
in the eastern seas, can not under this hitherto unheard of 
stimulus increase their output by leaps and bounds? Why, 
think of it! They say themselves it only costs them $1.25 a 
hundred pounds to lay it down at Iloilo. Three years ago they 
said it cost them 60 to 80 cents a hundred, and we are pro- 
posing to give them a bounty of $1.20 a hundred. We are 
going to take from the pockets of American citizens a tariff 
duty equal to $1.20 for every hundred pounds of sugar they 
send us. Stimulate the industry! If the islands are not too 
poor and miserable to make it worth while to take up the 
time of the American Congress in the discussion of them, 
under that stimulus there is no reason under heaven why their 
output should not increase more rapidly than Cuba's did under 
a bounty of one-fifth the amount. 

The beet-sugar grower in my country or in the West or any- 
where you will find lives on a little farm—a small farm. He 
owns it himself. He has his little home. The cane-sugar 
grower the world over has a hacienda and peon or semipeon 
labor. Go to the sugar plantations of Hawaii, if you will, and 
you will find their labor is as well cared for or better cared for 
than any tropical cane sugar labor on the face of the earth, and 
see the crowded hovels in which the Japanese congregate who till 
those fields; and we are going to make it impossible to multiply 
the little farm in the West to build up imperial states over there 
beyond the seas! The beet-sugar industry is one of those few 
agricultural industries carried on on a large scale where the 
tendency is to a division of the land into small areas—the ideal 
condition. Out in our region if a settler desires to go into the 
business under the reclamation law of the Government he can 
homestead from 40 to 160 acres of land. He must make it his 
home, and he pays the Government the cost of reclamation— 
from $30 to $55—after which he must grub, clear, and level it 
and make his laterals. 

No such limitation, no such condition, no such expenditures 
hamper the man who, under the provisions of this bill, is going 
to build up the sugar haciendas of the Philippines. 

A simple article of incorporation is the open door to the pur- 
chase of twenty-five hundred and sixty acres of land at from 
$2 an acre upward; to the lease of an additional twenty-five 

acres of land adjoining it at a rental of 10 cents an 
acre and upward for twenty-five years and a renewal for twenty- 
years more, and yet these princely estates of 5,000 acres are 
five times too small, according to Secretary Taft, to build up 
this industry, which is going to take the industry away from the 
Michigan and the Colorado farmer. 

Gentlemen, remember the beet-sugar industry is in its in- 
fancy. In that respect it has no advantage over the industry 
over there. They are both comparatively small, but open the 
door, giye the cheap labor of this wonderfully rich land the same 
market that you give the American sugar producer and does 
anyone imagine that any more sugar factories will be built 
here? Aye, we have an object Iesson of what will occur in the 
fact that even the reduction of 20 per cent in favor of Cuba 
almost put an end to the further extension of the industry. 
And what an industry it is! None in the whole domain of 
agriculture is more helpful. It is twice blessed in that it 
produces a sure, a certain, and fairly remunerative income and 
enriches the land instead of impoverishing it. 

The industry requires more transportation, more machinery, 
more material per dollar of the product than any on earth. 
The $40,000,000 invested in the fifty-three beet-sugar factories 
in these United States represent at least $30,000,000 of machin- 
ery and material bought of American manufacturers, at least 
that much, and with the splendid opportunities before American 
industry and capital there is no reason why, if this bill does 
not pass, $200,000,000 of capital should not be invested in this 
industry in the next twenty years. 

The gentlemen who propose this legislation have tried to quiet 
the beet-sugar producers by insisting that in any event they can 
not be injured; they say the country buys so much sugar from 
foreign countries at full tariff rates, that in no event can their 
industry suffer. That is what they said to us when the Cuban 
bill passed, but the fact is that with the increase of production 
in Cuba, Hawaii, and Porto Rico, and the increase of beet and 
cane sugar production at home, we will receive this year under 
this bill, which would give us all the Philippine product, barring 
a possible increase in consumption, within 187,000 tons—and not 
800,000 tons, as gentlemen told us the other day—of a condition 
where every pound of sugar coming into the United States comes 
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in under a reduced duty; and if we secure no more than the 
present production of the Philippines, within twelve months the 
beet-sugar industry of the country must face a reduction of 20 
per cent on its product, the delayed effect of Cuban reciprocity, 
which will come when all sugars we import are coming in at a 
20 per cent reduction. 

We are facing that right now, and the man asked to invest in 
beet-sugar factories will, if this bill passes, be facing that other 
day when the sugar of those tropical islands, rich and fertile, fed 
with a bounty equal to the cost of production, will pour in here 
in a never-ending stream. I will put in the Record a statement 
of the amount of sugar we are likely to receive this year com- 
pared with our consumption. 


Sugar consumption in the United States and sources of supply. 


Tons. 
Consumption. in 1908.5 2, 767, 000 
Sources of supply: 
Porto Rico ~~~ 210, 000 
Hawall <2 20, 000 
Domestic cane 300, 000 
Domestic: bens oe oe a 265, 000 
Total: erer 1, 195, 000 
Cuba estimate “ Willett“ - 1, 800,000 
Philippines: —-a-7 3 R5, 000 
Other sources 187, 000 
f. ⁊ͤ v e E E d 2. 767, 000 


In my hurry, Mr. Chairman, I have passed over a number of 
matters I should like to discuss, but I must pass on. Gentlemen 
have talked a good deal about plain duty; they have said we 
must do this thing because the Philippine Islands are part of 
these United States. I can not understand how anyone who 
supports this bill can take any such position. You are not treat- 
ing the Filipinos in this measure on an equality with the 
American citizen. You are giving them all the benefits of our 
splendid market; you are compelling our people to pay an inter- 
nal-revenue tax on their products; you are giving them the 
revenues collected in the islands. 

The proponents of this bill say, “ Why not treat them as we 
treat Alaska or as we treat Arizona?” Aye, if that was done, 
then gentlemen could consistently support the measure. But 
they do not do it. They do not propose to do it. They do not 
dare to do it. And if it is right to pass a bill that gives all the 
benefits of the American market to these people and does not 
place the obligations of American citizens upon them, it is cer- 
tainly right and proper and just, and it is our duty, to levy such 
import tax as shall measure the difference in the cost of produc- 
tion of a natural product of the Philippine Islands, and of a 
product of our farms and factories—one which brings unnum- 
bered blessings in its train. 

But there is one sledge-hammer proposition—a sockdolager— 
which has been fired at us from every quarter as the final argu- 
ment which fixes, defines, and certifies our duty. Shall we be 
less fair to these poor people than was tyrannical Spain? 
Did she not give them the advantage in her markets? We have 
that from Secretary Taft. We have had it from Colonel Ed- 
wards. We haye had it from the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Payne], and we have had it from the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HILL], and possibly from the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLARK], who favors this measure. 

The latter does not favor it, I think, because it does not affect 
the tariff on Missouri mules or Missouri zinc or lead, but he 
does favor it. They said that we must do as well by the Phil- 
ippines as Spain did. Why, I wonder if the gentlemen have 
never discovered what the facts are with regard to that wonder- 
ful market that Spain gave the Philippines. There are more 
tons of sugar to-day, Mr. Chairman, in the bonded warehouses of 
the United States, hoping to come in when this legislation shall 
pass, at a reduced duty of half a million dollars, than Spain re- 
ceiyed from the Philippines in ten years. The highest importa- 
tion in any year of the last twenty before we took the islands 
into the Spanish peninsula from the Philippines was 10,000 tons, 
not the product of one good-sized plantation. Why? Because 
while she gave the Philippines a preferential entrance into her 
market, she still maintained against her a tax high enough to 
protect good and plenty the Spanish beet and cane sugar grower. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. And taxed everything they did 
locally. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentlemen have simply been misled by 
one of those delightful operations of legislative legerdemain dear 
to the Spanish heart, whereby they fed the imagination of their 
colonists while they robbed them of their substance. 

“But,” said one of the distinguished gentlemen who appeared 
in an official capacity before the committee, “it is not the Amer- 
ican market we are seeking by this legislation. We will not 
ship much sugar to the United States, even with this reduction 


of tariff. We simply want to use the opportunity of the free 
market of the United States as a club to compel the Chinese 
merchants to pay us as much for our sugar for consumption in 
China and Japan as we could get in the United States.” Has so 
absurd a proposition ever been heard before outside of an 
institution for the feeble-minded? And yet it was gravely 
urged before a great committee of this House that the reduction 
of our duty on Philippine sugars would raise the world price 
in all of the oriental markets by the amount of our reduction, 
and thus keep the Philippine sugar on the other side of the 
world. I should not refer to so utterly and ridiculously absurd 
an argument if it were not for the fact that the gentleman who 
made it was put forward by the proponents of this bill and 
paraded before the committee to display his fantastic theories 
as an important part of the highly variegated, largely imagina- 
tive, and altogether illogical display of arguments in behalf of 
the measure. 

I am reminded, Mr. Chairman, that all of those who urged 
this legislation before the committee have talked from a Philip- 
pine standpoint—governmental or personal. Secretary Taft 
does not claim to know the condition of the American beet- 
sugar industry. He would not say he would not be in favor of 
this legislation if it would destroy the industry. He said that 
he spoke from the standpoint of the Filipino, 

Now, it is possible that something needs to be done over there. 
The gentlemen who appeared before the committee, as I read 
their testimony, suggested all sorts of remedies except this. So 
far as I recall, nobody except the officials of the Filipino govern- 
ment and the politicians of the islands, most of them ex-insur- 
rectos, urged the reduction of the tariff duty. The men who 
seemed to speak for the Filipino people, as I read those hear- 
ings, asked for other things. They asked that the vexatious, 
ridiculous restrictions on the use of timber from the public do- 
main be removed—restrictions under which they say it costs 
twice as much to build a plantation as it did in the olden days. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. . 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman 
be given time in which to finish his remarks. 

. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks that 
the gentleman from Wyoming be given time in which to con- 
clude his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MONDELL. A country of 12 feet annual rainfall, where 
timber grows rapidly, with 40,000,000 acres of timber; a people 
whom they tell us are barbaric, half civilized, speaking many dif- 
ferent languages; and yet they have, according to this circular 
which I hold, enough red tape enveloping the use of timber on 
the publie lands to puzzle the legendary Philadelphia lawyer, 
and they charge so much for the timber that between charges 
and vexatious regulations it costs twice as much as formerly. 

Remove the restriction on the use of timber in that country, 
where it grows so rapidly that you can not cut it fast enough 
to keep pace with the increased growth. They want better 
roads. Take some of the millions we are turning into their 
trensury and build better roads. If the sugar industry requires 
nursing, nurse it with the tariff taxes collected here on their 
products and returned tothem. They are suffering from usurers. 
Must we then break down the protective policy of the United 
States; must we go back on the history of a great party because 
the people in a few islands of the Philippines require protection 
from usurers? Give them banks if necessary. They want bet- 
ter transportation facilities. Start those railroads we have been 
hearing so much about. 

The gentlemen on the other side say that they are opposed to 
high protective tariff, and yet if they vote for this bill they are 
extending the domain and effect of the protective tariff. They 
want to break down the tariff wall, they say, to take tariff 
burdens off the people, and yet in their minority report they 
insist this will not lower the price of the products affected, and 
therefore, according to their view, will not bring relief to any 
American citizen, while it threatens an American industry. 
If support of this measure is illogical from the standpoint of 
a protectionist, how much more illogical is this misfit legislation, 
giving the markets of the United States to the Filipino people 
and adding burdens on our own people, threatening American 
industries, and not relieving a soul on earth of any dollar of direct 
or indirect taxation, from any possible standpoint of a free trader. 

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, I hope the bill will not pass. 
I hope that ere it reaches the final stage, even if it should pass 
this body, the final stage leading to its enactment, that wiser 
counsels will prevail. I hope that in our own party the quick- 
ened conscience of the protection sentiment will shame the 
petty, miserable arguments of expediency that are pressing 
this measure to its passage. 
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I hope that this menace to an American industry will be 
thrust aside. I hope the Philippine people will be spared this 
thing that eventually can bring them nothing but ruin and dis- 
aster. For after you build up there with German and English 
machinery and foreign and American capital princely haciendas 
with their peon labor, the enterprises carried on with all the 
extravagances that this unheard-of bounty is sure to produce, 
the time will come when the legend, “ Killed by the Republican 
party,” having been writ on the walls of the beet-sugar fac- 
tories of the United States, the American people will awaken 
to the fact that we are paying $1.95 more than the world's 
price for sugar, and that no American within our continental 
possessions is profiting a penny thereby. [Applause.] And 
when that day comes the tariff will be repealed. Then these 
men, unable to compete with Java, because they have had a 
bounty of 100 per cent over her; unable to compete with Cuba, 
because of their hot-house fed industry; unable to compete with 
any other tropical country on even terms, the money wrung 
from American taxpayers spent in riotous living by the owners 
of these haciendas in the capitals of Europe, their estates will 
be closed up, abandoned, and their last end will be infinitely 
worse than their first; but in the meantime our industry will 
be destroyed. 

We passed here a couple of years ago a bill which some of us 
labored earnestly for, under which we are irrigating arid lands 
in the western country, charging the settler on these lands 
every dollar of expenditure by the Government, and amounting 
from twenty-five to fifty-five dollars an acre for ungrubbed, un- 
leveled land. Some of the lands are peculiarly adapted to sugar 
beets. After the beet-sugar industry is destroyed by this legis- 
lation one of the principal means of paying the Government for 
these lands will be gone. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Do I understand the gentleman 
from Wyoming to assert that it is his opinion that the reten- 
tion of the Philippine Islands under the present policy will 
work destruction to the beet-sugar industry of the United States 
proper? 

Mr. MONDELL. I have not spoken to much effect if I have 
not conveyed that idea, and I will try and state it explicitly 
and clearly. It is my opinion from a study of the subject that 
runs back a number of years that the beet-sugar industry can 
not exist anywhere on earth in competition with tropically 
grown cane sugar, and I think the only question involved is 
whether or no the Philippine Islands can produce and will pro- 
duce any considerable quantity of sugar. That they will pro- 
duce it under this tremendous stimulus there can be no doubt, 
if they are worth their salt. If they are not, why are we 
threatening American industries in attempting to do what some 
gentleinen say is impossible? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I should like to ask the gentleman 
another question: If his position be correct, does not the choice 
come to us then of letting the Philippines go or letting our beet- 
sugar industry go? 

Mr. MONDELL. Why, I think not. I think so far as gen- 
tlemen on this side are concerned—I do not know how the gen- 
tleman himself feels about it—that question was settled long 
ngo. The Supreme Court of the United States decided that we 
have the power to pass special tariff laws applicable to these 
islands. That is what the decision amounted to. And on this 
side it is party policy that we not only have the right, aye, but 
that it is just and equitable and proper both to the people of 
those islands and to our own people to fix such tariffs between 
us as shall measure the difference ih cost of production of sim- 
ilar products. 

Are we come to this on both sides of the House? Are we finally 
so lacking in ability for constructive legislation that we can not 
go into this subject with a clear and unbiased mind and fix the 
difference in that cost? I think it has been fixed now in favor 
of the Filipino. He is getting a better price in proportion in 
the markets of New York to-day than the beet-sugar producer is; 
and if this bill passes he will get a hundred per cent profit 
where the beet-sugar producer, on the present market, gets a 
profit of 19 per cent. Under present conditions, paying 88 
cents average duty, his profit, on his own statement—his own 
exaggerated statement of cost—is 21 per cent in our markets, 
as compared with the 19 per cent profit of the beet-sugar pro- 
ducers. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I should like to make this further 
suggestion to the gentleman from Wyoming: I believe, upon 
constitutional grounds, that we ought to have absolute free 
trade between the Philippine Islands and this country. I be- 
lieve they constitute a part of this country, and I do not believe 
that we have any right to impose a tariff against them. Of 
course I understand that gentlemen on that side of the House 
take a different view; yet the leaders on that side take the posi- 


tion now that from the moral standpoint we owe it to the Fili- 
pinos to have free trade with them. 

Now, in its practical result it does not make any difference 
whether they favor free trade from the constitutional stand- 
point or from the moral standpoint. If they stand for free 
trade, as I do, with the Philippine Islands, the result must nec- 
essarily be the same to the beet-sugar industry or the people in 
the Northwest. So, as I said before, you are confronted with 
this position, that you must either see the destruction of the 
beet industry or you must let go of the Philippine Islands. 
Now, it does not answer that, in my opinion, to say, as the 
gentleman has said, that it has been determined to hold onto 
the Philippine Islands. I take it that if it develops in the 
subsequent history of our relation with the Philippine Islands 
that they are absolutely destroying the people of the continen- 
tal United States, we will let go of them. We are not bound to 
hold onto them if they are absolutely destroying the industries 
of the United States. 

Mr. MONDELL. I will say, in answer to the gentleman, that 
I am not in a position to give an opinion that is worth while as 
to how long we will hold the Philippine Islands. I have stated 
that, so far as our party is concerned, we have already taken 
the stand that it is legal and proper and right to fix tariffs be- 
tween the mainland and tropical possessions, if I may use that 
term. But taking the position the gentleman does, I am at a 
loss to know how he can support this legislation on the alleged 
ground of plain duty. If it is our plain duty to give these 
people our market, it is our plain duty to make them assume 
all the responsibilities and burdens of American citizenship. 
[Applause.] And if gentlemen will take that stand then, at 
least, they will be consistent. But voting for a measure that 
gives them the benefits of our splendid markets, built up by 
protection, as we on this side believe, and still leave them free 
to tax American citizens for their alcohol imported here, for the 
cigars imported here, free to collect taxes that belong to the 
United States, that should go into the United States Treasury, 
and use them for their own purposes; free to so arrange their 
tariff on agricultural and sugar-manufacturing machinery that 
our manufacturers have no advantage in their markets while 
they have a hundred per cent advantage in ours, if there is any 
justice or equity in that proposition, I confess that I am too 
dense to see it. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
will yield, I think there is just about as much justice in that 
proposition as there is in the proposition to tax the people of 
Kentucky to maintain manufacturing institutions in the New 
England States. I think it is just about on a par. I do not 
believe in any of it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I am 
against the protective tariff, and if I can not get rid of protec- 
tion in the tariff schedule altogether, I will get rid of as much 
of it as I can. That is why I shall vote for this proposition. 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman admits 
that it is inconsistent, that it is inequitable, but he ts going to 
vote for it on the theory—and it is a good enough excuse on 
that side of the House—that it is going to make trouble. The 
minority state at the beginning of the minority report that they 
hail with satisfaction the disaffection that now appears when 
we are proposing to bring the products of an underpaid tropical 
labor in competition with American labor. 

Mr. Chairman, I have already taken the time of the House 
longer than I should, and I wish to thank gentlemen for their 
attention, and I beg everyone, on this side of the House at 
least, to seriously consider the effect of this legislation, what 
it means to that great principle that is one of foundation stones 
of our party policy, this party—that has stood through good 
report and ill, through storms and fair weather for protection; 
that bas declared that protection is not a local question, that 
it is a question nation wide; that under the beneficent wing of 
the Republican protective tariff policy every American product 
and every American industry shall receive fair treatment and 
equal justice—can not afford to do this thing. 

The gentleman from New York is going to unload his portion 
of the white man’s burden onto the sugar producer, the tobacco 
producer, and the rice producer of these United States. I do 
not believe it will be done; it is too directly in contradiction of 
everything that has been said and everything that has been done 
on this side in all the years since the Philippines came to us. 

As I said, wiser counsel will prevail. The splendid industries 
of a free people, the industries that build up homes, the indus- 
tries that make and maintain American citizenship, these will 
be protected. We will do justice by the Filipino; we will not 
curse him with our misguided sentimentality, but will remem- 
ber, as De la Rama said to the gentleman from New York—and 
I commend that statement to him as he commended it to you; 
not the half-civilized De la Rama, as the gentleman suggested, 
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sentee landlord of many a glorious sugar hacienda with the 
carabao mill and the old iron kettles, who, very properly speak- 
ing for himself and his industry, begging for a bounty great as 
the cost of his product, even he, in the moment when he had some 
hope that this would be accomplished, could not fail but recog- 
nize the fact“ that charity begins at home.” I hope this House 
will remember it. [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Mr. Chairman, the bill now under con- 
sideration has been reported to the House by the Committee 
on Ways and Means because it is believed to be in the interest 
of the people of the Philippine Islands. The report submitted 
by the majority of the committee says that they are the wards 
of the nation; that their relations do not differ from that of 
the people of Porto Rico: 

To teach them the lesson of industry we must furnish opportunity. 
The free interchange of commodities among all the people under the 
American fag is one of the fundamental principles of our Government. 
It is as much our plain 2 to grant free trade to the people of the 
Philippines as it ever was to the people of Porto Rico. There is no 
excuse to continue our tariff against them except for the purpose of 
revenue. 

The members of the minority of the committee offer a substi- 
tuie, but say in this report that if such substitute is voted down 
they will support the bill of the majority. So it is safe to as- 
sume that tariff legislation in the interest of the Filipinos will 
be enacted during the present session of Congress. 

While there is perhaps an increasing number of our citizens 
who wish that Dewey had sailed away from the islands after 
the battle of Manila Bay, it is very generally recognized, I 
think, that we shall retain them for at least a generation—it 
may be many—until the people are prepared for self-govern- 
ment. In the meantime it is but common justice that we should 
give them every reasonable opportunity for development and 
prosperity. 

Now that the Committee on Ways and Means has heard and 
favorably considered the prayer of the wards of the nation, I 
trust it will not be considered treasonable for a Republican to 
suggest to that committee that it give some consideration to the 
appeal of the citizens here at home for relief from oppressive 
tarif® schedules. For some time they have been asking for free 
hides and free coal and free iron ore and free lumber. They 
have begged for free alcohol in the arts and for a reduction of 
some of the duties fixed in 1897 and now believed to be too high. 
They would like to have the Committee on Ways and Means 
make a thorough investigation to determine if changes in exist- 
ing tariff rates are not now demanded by changed conditions, 
The Republican party has said that the tariff would be revised 
by its friends when demanded by changed conditions. I believe 
that tariff revision and readjustment should be undertaken now, 
and that is the expressed opinion of the Republicans of my 
State. 

At the Republican State convention held in Boston on October 
6, 1905, the committee on resolutions submitted a platform 
which included a resolution favoring an immediate considera- 
tion of the tariff for the purpose of revision and readjustment. 
That tariff plank occasioned spirited discussion in the conven- 
tion and has been the subject of varied comment eyer since. 
It goes without saying that in a matter of this kind it is impos- 
sible to satisfy everyone. The committee on resolutions of the 
Massachusetts Republican State convention clearly realizing 
that fact did not attempt a feat so unwise, imprudent, and im- 
possible. This much, however, was accomplished: The plat- 
form was satisfactory to all but one of the nineteen members 
of the committee on resolutions, and it was adopted by the con- 
vention by a vote which was almost unanimous, Although there 
was some opposition to the resolution, no one yentured to test 
the sentiment of the conyention by offering an amendment—a 
fact which speaks volumes. It was clear that the views of an 
overwhelming majority of the Republicans of Massachusetts 
had been satisfactorily expressed. I feel that I have a right, 
therefore, to ask my party associates in Congress to give to that 
deliberate and carefully considered expression of opinion their 
honest and favorable attention. 

The resolution to which I ask your consideration reads as 
follows: 

We believe that the policy of protection to American labor and Ameri- 
can industry should be maintained. The Republican party of Massa- 
chusetts reaffirms its devotion to the principle of protection, and is 
opposed to tariff 5 E tending to depress or destroy any of our in- 
dustries or to lower the wages of American labor. ut we recognize 
the fact, as declared by the national Republican convention at Chicago, 
that rates should be changed when conditions have so changed that the 
public interest demands the alteration of schedules. The time at which 
revision of the tariff should be undertaken must be determined by the 
representatives of the party from all parts of our common country. 


We approve the position taken by our Senators and Representatives at 
the last session of Congress in favor of present action, and we urge 
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Pood associates in Con- 
ess from other States the wisdom of a consideration of the tariff for 
he purpose of revision and readjustment. 


By this resolution Massachusetts Republicans reaffirmed their 
devotion to the principle of protection and expressed their oppo- 
sition to tariff changes tending to depress or destroy any of our 
industries or to lower the wages of American labor. Surely 
any who desire changes which would wreck our industries or 
lower wages have no standing in a Republican convention or in 
the Republican party. Republicans are protectionists. No 
matter how much they may differ as to the necessity for changes 
in tariff schedules, they all believe that the policy of protection 
should be maintained. The history of our country justifies our 
adherence to that policy. The story of our wonderful progress 
under Republican administration is a familiar one. You know 
of the great increase in our national wealth. You do not need to 
be reminded of the amazing growth of our exports. Last 
year our exports were $1,491,744,695, the largest in our history. 
We haye become the greatest manufacturing nation in the 
world, and last year our exports of manufactured goods were 
nearly $100,000,000 more than in the preyious year. More than 
5,000,000 people are engaged in this branch of industry. The 
lamented Secretary Hay told us a year ago that the value of 
manufactured goods was thirteen times as much as it was when 
the Republicans met at Jackson in 1854. 

Republican conyentions everywhere call attention, as well they 
may, to the magnificent results of protection from the beginning 
of the Government to the present time, and contrast them with 
the disaster which has resulted from the opposite policy when- 
ever it has been put in practice. The Democratic party at its 
national convention in 1904 declared that it favored “a gradual 
reduction of the tariff,“ but influential members of that party 
(members of the House Committee on Ways and Means), who 
would be very active and influential in framing a new tariff bill 
in the event of Democratic success, have said on the floor of the 
House that protection was robbery, and that if they could have 
their way they would tear down every custom-house, “from 
turret to foundation stone,” and that we must never lose sight 
of the ultimate goal—free trade. It is not strange that the 
American people at the last Presidential election declined in 
no uncertain way to follow leadership which would change the 
policy under which we have grown so strong. And the Repub- 
licans of Massachusetts very naturally reaffirmed their devotion 
to the principle of protection. 

But they also recognized the fact, as declared by the national 
Republican convention at Chicago, that rates should be changed 
when conditions have so changed that the public interest de- 
mands the alteration of schedules. They also recognized the fact 
that the time at which revision of the tariff should be under- 
taken must be determined by the representatives of the party 
from all parts of our common country. The Republicans of 
Massachusetts do not ask their representatives to attempt to 
bring about tariff revision by making an alliance with represen- 
tatives of the Democratic party, who do not agree with them as 
to the necessity of maintaining the protective principle. ‘They 
wish tariff revision, but they recognize that it should come by 
the action of the representatives of their own party from all 
parts of our country. 

Haying recognized the facts that changes should be made in 
tariff schedules when the public interest demands them, and 
that the time for such changes must be determined by the rep- 
resentatives of their own party, the delegates at our convention 
approved the position taken by their Senators and Representa- 
tives in fayor of present action and urged that they should con- 
tinue to press upon their party associates in Congress from other 
States the wisdom of a consideration of the tariff for the pur- 
pose of revision and readjustment. I know that this declara- 
tion has been denounced by Democrats and by certain high 
priests of the stand-patters, who are perhaps moved by fear 
that some pet schedu%e may be jarred by revision, as a “ strad- 
dle,” but I respectfully submit that those who so characterize 
it must be perverse to the yerge of hopelessness. 

It is still true that there are none so blind as those who won't 
see or who do not want to see. Present action does not mean 
past action or future action. It means now—that now is the ac- 
cepted time. The Republicans of Massachusetts haye thus in 
most positive terms placed themselves on record as favoring 
an immediate revision and adjustment of tariff schedules. 

The Republican party is not, never has been, and I trust never 
will become a “stand-pat” party. Its motto is not and never 
has been “Let well enough alone.” It could not have accom- 
plished its great work for our country and for humanity if it 
had been animated by any such milk-and-water sentiment as 
that. It does not stand pat. It is not content with the work it 
has already accomplished, but faces the future. New problems 
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are now pressing for solution—problems which must be solved 
aright if the welfare of our country is to be secure—and the 
Republican party should be ready and eager to attest to the 
work now awaiting it. 

Henry L. Dawes, who represented Massachusetts in the House 
and the Senate for thirty-six consecutive years, and whose 
splendid devotion to the cause of protection can never be for- 
gotten, has said: 

It is a mistake to suppose that tariff 1 is a fixed science, 


There can be no tariff formulated that can t while all conditions on 
which it is based are changing. 


I hold it to be the duty of a party responsible for a tariff 
law to see to it that when a duty is no longer needed for the 
protection of our industries, it be removed; when it has become 
so high as to be a bounty and thus an unnecessary tax upon the 
consumer, it be reduced. Protection is based upon the dif- 
ference in the cost of production abroad and at home. No one 
should ask for more. 

The Dingley law was enacted more than eight years ago. I 
have never heard anyone claim that it was perfect, even at the 
time of its enactment. Concessions had to be made. It was 
necessarily a compromise. In many particulars it was not, 
when finally enacted, as Mr. Dingley desired it to be. It was the 
best that could be done under all the circumstances, and has 
proved a wonderfully efficient law. It would, however, be 
amazing indeed if during the past eight years there had not 
been changes in conditions which call for some modification 
of our tariff schedules by way of revision and adjustment. It 
is not like the Republican party to shrink from an honest and 
thorough consideration of a subject because such consideration 
may be surrounded by difficulties. It is responsible for the 
the Dingley law, and is therefore responsible for any injustice 
which exists by reason of it. There should be no desire to 
escape from that conclusion. We have a large majority in the 
Senate and House of Representatives. Having the power, we 
should not hestitate to use it. Let us give to this subject honest 
and fearless consideration. When such consideration discloses 
the fact that a duty is no longer needed, let us remove it. This 
is simple justice. It will benefit all the people, and will, I 
believe, be responsive to the commercial needs of the country. 

It was suggested at our State convention that a specific 
demand be made that hides, coal, iron ore, lumber, and wood 
pulp be placed on the free list. Personally, it seemed to me 
then, and it seems to me now, that there are sound reasons for 
urging that these articles be placed on the free list. That is 
certainly so with respect to hides, coal, and iron ore. In No- 
vember a delegation of boot and shoe and leather manufacturers 
called on President Roosevelt and urged upon him the necessity 

of a repeal of the duty on hides. The delegation numbered 
twenty-eight men, representing a majority of the leather, tan- 
ning, and boot and shoe industries of the United States, and a 
majority of them came from New York and the West. They 
claimed to speak for the manufacturers of $300,000,000 worth 
of shoes, that they employed over 100,000 workmen, and pay 
about $75,000,000 to wage-earners. They said that they were 
unanimous in asking for the repeal of the duty on hides, that 
this great industry is oppressed and burdened by a needless duty 
which prevents proper growth and expansion, both domestic and 
foreign. Attention was called to the fact that the cost of leather 
in the cheap, heavy shoes worn by the greatest number of our 
people is proportionately greater than in expensive and highly 
finished shoes. And so the spokesman for the delegation 
claimed that they were pleading not alone for those engaged in 
manufacturing, but also for the welfare of the people who 
wear shoes. About 240,000,000 pairs of shoes are made an- 
nually in the United States, and the difference in the price 
of leather here and where there is no duty on hides varies 
from 3 to 5 cents per pound, which means from 4 to 7 cents 
on the average factory cost. The price of hides has risen from 
9 cents in 1897 to 154 cents in 1905. As cattle are raised and 
slaughtered principally for beef, hides are a by-product, and it 
is doubtful if cattle raisers gain any benefit from the duty, 
as prices fluctuate, so far as the trust permits, in accord with 
the supply and demand for cattle for beef purposes. 

It has been often insinuated that the manufacturers who were 
crying so loudly for the removal of the duty on hides were actu- 
ated solely by selfish purposes; that while they wished no duty 
on hides they would fight vigorously against any reduction of 
the duty on their manufactured product. The gentlemen who 
appeared before the President denied this and stated that they 
would willingly consent to a reasonable reduction of this duty. 

Ex-Governor Douglas (a Democrat and one of the largest 
manufacturers of shoes in the world) closed his remarks by 
saying: 

The duty on hides 

in foreign markets. 


ermits a cha’ 


e of 15 per cent more for hides here 
In the 


t and shoe industry we pay the 


highest wages on earth, but we have the cheapest labor, where efficiency 
and product are considered. Neither we manufacturers nor our em- 
ployees are protected to any considerable extent by the duty of 25 per 
cent on boots and shoes. All we ask is a fair field and no favor, either 
in our own or in foreign markets. Take away the duties that prevent 
us from obtaining leather at the same prices paid by our foreign com- 
petitors and we will not only hold our own markets, with or without a 
duty on shoes, but we will invade foreign markets on an extensive scale. 
In so doing we will e additional work at good wages to our boot 
and shoe workers. hile the duty on hides bears heavily on our indus- 
try in every part of the country, now that Germany, Canada, and Mexico 
are discriminating against our shoes and are levying, or threatening to 
levy, much higher duties upon them, it will be even more difficult for us 
to hold our share of this industry, handicapped as we are. - Unless the 
cost of materials can be reduced shoes must soon sell at higher prices. 

Hon. Curtis Guild, jr., a Republican, who has just been elected 
governor of Massachusetts, supplemented the efforts of the dele- 
gation of manufacturers by a letter to the President, in which 
he said: 

Here in Massachusetts the duty on hides is anathema. It is known 
that only 23 per cent of the hides and skins that come into the United 
States are subject to duty, and it seems pectectly illogical that calf- 
skins, sheepskins, and goatskins should come in free as a by-product 
while a — Is asse: on the skins of full-grown catéle. There can 
be no question of the desire of the overwhelming maoniy of the peo- 

n 


le of this State for attention to such matters as this the imme- 
iate revision of the tariff. 


I know it is feared by some, probably many, that any serious 
consideration of tariff changes will bring demoralization to 
business. Many so-called “standpatters” freely admit that 
there are glaring errors in our present tariff law which demand 
attention. They say that they would favor correcting such 
errors if it could be done without a general tariff revision, but 
they argue that the country is now prosperous and that nothing 
ought to be done which might disturb present business condi- 
tions. I can not share that fear if action is taken by the 
friends of protection, by those absolutely pledged to maintain 
the principle of protection. If such changes made to right 
admitted wrongs can not be brought about without placing in 
peril our prosperity, then it seems to me such prosperity must 
be conceded to rest upon very unstable foundation and to be a 
growth of the mushroom variety. 

History has a habit of repeating itself, and there is certainly 
reason to fear that if changes demanded in the interest of the 
people are not made the task of revision will be handed over 
to those who are opposed to the principle of protection and 
bent upon its destruction. We had that kind of revision not 
many years ago, and the humiliation and suffering which fol- 
lowed have not been forgotten. In four years the value of 
Massachusetts manufactures alone declined over $146,000,000, 
and the bank clearings of Boston fell off over four hundred 
millions in one year. 

Tariff revision by the Democratic party meant mills running 
on short time or not at all and reduced wages. Remarkable 
business activity followed the passage of the Dingley bill. The 
people do not wish another Wilson-Gorman tariff. They have 
shown again and again by their votes that they distrust the 
party which was responsible for that bill. 

Our orators have proclaimed that the tariff should be revised 
by its friends. We now have a large majority in the House and 
in the Senate. Having so large a majority, I hardly think we 
should admit our impotence to remedy any injustice for which 
we are responsible. If we deliberately close the door not only 
to action. but to thorough investigation, we have none to blame 
but ourselves for the withdrawal of confidence which will surely 
follow. I can not believe the Republican party will shirk what 
seems so plain a duty. 

And so our Republicans of Massachusetts have called for im- 
mediate action. They are protectionists and propose to remain 
such, but they do not believe in the sacredness of any tariff 
schedule. They have urged their Representatives to ask the 
cooperation of their party associates because they know that it 
is of the utmost importance that such action should be taken 
not by tariff wreckers, by those who would tear down our 
custom-houses, but by those who haye always been true to the 
principle of protection. 

The Committee on Ways and Means has heeded the prayer of 
the Filipinos. Will it not now give some attention to the peti- 
tions of our home folks? [Loud applause.] 

Mr, PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr, OLMSTED, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 3—the 
Philippine tariff bill—and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ADJOURN MENT. 


Then (at 5 o'clock p. m.), on motion of Mr. PAYNE, the House 
adjourned until Monday, January 8, at 12 o’clock m. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of State, requesting that Mr. John 
Barrett and Col. John J, Ockerson have leave to accept the Order 
of the Double Dragon of China—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Mora B. Fariss, administrator of estate of James P. Moore, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Susan R. Jones, administrator of estate of William Freeman, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
James M. Campbell against The United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Maria N. Swain, widow of Elisha R. Swain, against The United 
awn Tie the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
prin 

A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting a 
statement of appointments, promotions, and changes in salaries 
paid from lump sums—to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Department of Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 10688) to erect a public build- 
ing at Ishpeming, Mich.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10689) for the erection of a public building 
at Sault Ste. Marie, Mich—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10690) to withhold from sale a portion of 
Fort Brady Military Reservation, at Sault Ste. Marie, Mich.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10691) to erect a public building at Esca- 
naba, Mich.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 10692) to repeal an 
act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States, approved July 1, 1898—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 10693) granting to the 
State of California 5 per cent of the net proceeds of the cash 
sales of public lands in said State—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10694) for a public building at Santa Cruz, 
Cal, and appropriating money therefor—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H, R. 10695) to establish a light 
and fog-signal station on Southwest Ledge, entrance to New 
London Harbor, Connecticut—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10696) for the erection of a keeper’s dwel- 
ling, to be attached to the light station at the Stonington Break- 
water, Connecticut—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 10697) provid- 
ing for the issuance of patents for lands allotted to Indians 
under the Moses agreement of July 7, 1883—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 1069S) to provide for celebrat- 
ing the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of the 
Pacific Ocean by Vasco Nufiez Balboa by holding an inter- 
national exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures, and the 
products of the soil, mine, forest, and sea, at the city of San 
Francisco, in the State of California—to the Committee on In- 
dustrial Arts and Pxpositions. 

By Mr. SAMUBPL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 10699) to amend 
section 4386 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relat- 
ing to the transportation of animals—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 10700) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act granting to railroads the right of way through 
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the public lands of the United States,” approved March 3, 1875, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10701) pro- 
viding for a United States judge for the northern district of 
Alabama—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 10702) to enable the United 
States to secure the exclusive use and possession of all lands 
within the present boundaries of the Fort Wingate Military 
Reservation, in the Territory of New Mexico, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 10703) 
authorizing the extension of Monroe street NE.—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 10704) to require all corpo- 
rations engaged in commerce with the several States, with the 
Territories, and with foreign nations to secure a license from 
the General Government, and to impose a license fee for the 
same—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 10705) to increase rate of 
pension paid for gunshot wounds, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGUIRD: A bill (H. R. 10706) in respect to con- 
demnation of land for public purposes in the Territories of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. McCRBARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10707) 
to provide for the improvement in breeding of horses for general- 
purpose uses, and to enable the United States to procure better 
remounts for the cavalry and artillery service—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 10708) to provide for en- 
larging the public building at Davenport, lowa—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 10709) providing for a 
light-house tender for the thirteenth light-house district—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10710) providing for a light-ship for Nan- 
tucket Shoals, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10711) providing for a light vessel for use 
off the mouth of Columbia River, Oregon—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 10712) to provide for the 
erection of a light-house on Independence Point, Chaumont Bay, 
New York—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BROOCKS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 10713) author- 
izing the Jasper and Eastern Railway Company, its successors 
and assigns, to construct and operate a railroad bridge across 
the Sabine River, in the States of Texas and Louisiana—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10714) appropriating $500,000 to deepen 
the channel and improve the jetties at Sabine Pass, Texas—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10715) to establish an additional collection 
district in the State of Texas, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 10716) for the retirement of 
certain Government employees who rendered service in the mill- 
tary or naval establishments of the United States during the 
war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. BROOCKS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 10717) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to continue the excavating of the 
channel between the mouths of the Neches and Sabine rivers to 
Taylors Bayou, in Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 10718) in- 
creasing the pay of officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service who 
served creditably with the regular or volunteer forces during 
the civil war—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 10719) to enable the peo- 
ple of Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a con- 
stitution and State government and be admitted into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States; and to enable the 
people of New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and 
State government and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the origmal States—to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 65) fixing the pay of the commandant of the Puget 
Sound Navy-Yard, Wash.—to the Committee on Naval Affatrs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
66) to authorize the President of the United States, in con- 
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junction with the State of Texas, to run and mark the boundary 
lines between the Indian Territory, the Territories of Okla- 
homa and New Mexico, and the State of Texas—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A resolution (H. Res. 125) asking the 
Attorney-General of the United States for information concern- 
ing certain railways—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce.” 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A resolution (H. Res. 127) empower- 
ing the Doorkeeper of the House to employ a lady attendant in 
the ladies’ reception room—to the Committee on Accounts, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R.-10720) granting an increase 
of pension to J. F. Caldwell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10721) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriett J. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 10722) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Flint—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10723) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10724) granting an increase of pension to 
David Bruce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 10725) granting 
an increase of pension to Etta D. Conant—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 10726) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James H. Handy—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10727) granting an increase of pension to 
Aquella M. Hizar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10728) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10729) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Underhill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10780) granting a pension to Clarine J. 
Brinton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10731) for the relief of the widow and 
children of James W. Smith, deceased—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 10782) granting a pension to 
Sarah A. Nugent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10733) granting a pension to Anna Shaw— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 10754) for the 
relief of the University of Florida—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 10735) granting a pension to 
Sophronia Gaunts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10736) granting a pension to Aana Bless- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10787) granting a pension to Amy Glines 
Marvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10738) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Prosser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10739) granting an increase of pension to 
N. Delmont McReynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10740) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Bram—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10741) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Clark—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10742) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah Beckham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10743) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram D. Herd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10744) granting an increase of pension to 
William Loucks—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 10745) granting an increase 
of pension to Sandervain A. Ballou—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 10746) for the relief of 
Florence Lambert—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10747) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Lengle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 10748) granting a pension 
to John W. Munsell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10749) granting an increase of pension to 
Solomon Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10750) granting an increase of pension to 
Horatio Webster—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10751) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10752) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham W. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 10753) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob Kellar—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10754) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Bennit—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10755) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna Flynn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 10756) granting an honor- 
able discharge to Dennis Case—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 10757) granting an increase of 
penalen to Frederick Rice—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10758) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Turley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 10759) granting a pension to 
Eliza Brawley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 10760) granting a pension to 
Libbie Merrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 10761) to pay S. W. Peel for 
15 service out of Choctaw funds to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 10762) granting 
a pension to Letitia Bongartz—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10763) granting an increase of pension to 
Myron N. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 3 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 10764) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Burke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 10765) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert M. Whitson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 10766) granting a pension 
to Rachel L. Bartlett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 10767) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry T. Sisson—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 10768) granting an increase of 
pension to William N. Sexton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 10769) granting a pension 
to Julia E. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10770) granting a pension to Helen P. 
Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10771) granting a pension to John C. 
Brady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 10772) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry C. Phillips—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10773) granting an increase of pension to 
George C. Rathbun—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10774) granting an increase of pension to 
James D. Leach—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOAR: A bill (H. R. 10775) granting a pension to 
Ellen S. Cushman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 10776) granting a pension 
to James H. Gilley—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10777) granting a pension to Commius 
Arnett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10778) granting a pension to Oliver Sal- 
mons—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10779) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Creek—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 10780) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Charles Lowe—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10781) for the relief of the heirs of Madi- 
son Turner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 10782) granting a pension to 
Peter Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 10783) 
granting a pension to Andrew J. Pence—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 10784) granting 
an increase of pension to John C. Poe—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10785) granting a pension to Thomas J. 
Chambers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10786) granting a pension to Leander 
Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEIFER: A bill (H. R. 10787) granting a pension to 
Hannah Dowd Vanderford—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10788) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Kester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10789) eee ere e r. Wil- 
born to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10790) granting a pension to William 
Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10791) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLEPPER: A bill (H. R. 10792) granting a pension 
to William Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10793) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses C. Culver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 10794) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jacob Schultz—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10795) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Dayis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10796) granting an increase of pension to 
John II. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10797) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Brugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 10798) for the relief of William 
B. Farrer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 10799) granting a pen- 
sion to Adelaide B. Warwick—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A Dill (H. R. 10800) to refund legacy 
taxes illegally collected from the estate of Oakes A. Ames— 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10801) to refund legacy taxes illegally 
collected from the estate of Susan W. Farwell—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10802) to refund legacy taxes illegally 
collected from the estate of Matthew Luce to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10803) to refund legacy taxes illegally 
collected from the estate of William Stackpole—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10804) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John H. Worley—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10805) granting an increase of pension to 
Libbers Wisner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10806) granting an increase of pension to 
W. H. Smith—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 10807) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jacob J. Long—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 10808) granting an increase 
of pension to Michael Kearns—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 10809) granting an increase 
of pension to Arthur Linn—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 10810) for the relief of Patrick Curry 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 10811) for the relief of 
Thomas B. Miller, heir of Milton R. Muzzy—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10812) providing for the promotion of 
Chief Boatswain Patrick Deery, United States Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE: A bill (H. R. 10813) for the relief of the 
heirs of S. H. Ayers, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 10814) granting a pen- 
sion to Bugene A. Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 10815) to restore Lewis 
Carpenter Hamilton to the Army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10816) granting an increase of pension to 
August Bauer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 10817) granting an increase 
of pension to William J. Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 10818) granting a pension to 
George W. Creasey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 10819) granting an increase 
of pension to John Burns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 10820) granting 
an increase of pension to J. H. Worden—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10821) granting an increase of pension to 
Richmond Booth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 10822) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert C. Bell—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 


By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 10823) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Stratton—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN (by request): A bill (H. R. 10824) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Francis Smith—to the Committee on 


By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 10825) to refund legacy 
taxes illegally collected from the estate of Sarah E. Slocum—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 10826) granting a pension to 
Caroline Whipple Eddy, daughter of Ethan Whipple, a soldier 
and pensioner of the Revolutionary war—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10827) granting a pension to Frank Crit- 
tenden—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10828) granting a pension to Michael 
Lennon—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 10829) for the relief of 
Wiliam B. West—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10830) granting an increase of pension to 
Dudley Portwood—te the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10831) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi C. Bishop—to the Committee on Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (II. R. 10262) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Shields—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10263) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
C. Blevins—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10264) granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander R. Long—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 10293) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
F. Galbraith—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10303) granting a pension to John Brodie—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of National German-American 
Alliance, for reciprocity treaty with Germany—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 712, of Dav- 
enport, Iowa, against bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of New Mexico Annual Conference of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church South, against the extension of Mormon- 
ism in the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of M. Fischler, against tax on denaturized al- 
cohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of commissioners of roads and revenues of 
Glynn County, Ga.; the Pilot’s Association, the Board of ‘Trade, 
and the Board of Pilot Commissioners of Brunswick, Ga., 
against bill H. R. 5281—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Paper to accompany pill for relief of J. 
F. Caldwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of Joseph Fisher, urging 
immediate passage of the Penrose-Dalzell bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the National German-American Alliance, 
favoring a reciprocity treaty between Germany and the United 
States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Annie Rohr—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWIE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil- 
liam D. Newman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr, BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Philadel- 
phia Board of Trade, favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Sherwood (Pa.) Council, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
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Also, petition of citizens of Allegheny, Pa., favoring restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the National German-American Alliance, fa- 
voring reciprocity between Germany and the United States—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of S. L. Rogers and 27 others, 
of South Orrington, Me., for a parcels-post law—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of William Miller—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of the Westinghouse Machine 
Company, against the tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of A. H. Jones and Joseph Fisher, of Pittsburg, 
Pa., favoring immediate passage of the Penrose and Dalzell 
bills for pensioning ex-prisoners of the civil war—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Sherwood Council, No. 132, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Lincoln Avenue Woman’s Home Mis- 
slonary Society, of Pittsburg, Pa., against sale of liquor in Goy- 
ernment buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Trafic. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Petition of R. M. Bulby et al., of Lake 
City, Mich., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Harding & Co. and merchants of Morley, 
Mecosta County, Mich., against passage of the Henry parcels- 
post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Petition of citizens of Wisconsin for re- 
peal of the duty on hides—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wisconsin, against bill H. R. * 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of Joshua S. Corder—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of the Hoche & Giesiler Piano 
Company, of Wheeling, W. Va., favoring passage of bill H. R. 
7079—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Eliza 
Brawley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Cigar Makers’ International Union of 
America, against bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of Fred Kermhof and the B. 
Eisile Company, of Minneapolis, Minn., against the Philippine 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Pittsburg Chamber of Com- 
merce, against revision of the tariff - to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Cigar Makers’ International Union of 
America, against tariff reduction on cigars from the Philip- 
pines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARRETT: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
Robert M. Whitson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of Nindee Coun- 
cil, Degree of Pocahontas, of Springfield, Mass., favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the National German-Ameri- 
can Alliance, for reciprocity between the United States and 
Germany—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of 
Bellevue, Pa., against sale of liquor in Government buildings— 
to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of 
Bellevue, Pa., for prohibition in Indian Territory—to the Coin- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of the Indian Association of Nor- 
wich, Conn., favoring passage of the Lacey bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of the Carroll County Farmers’ In- 
stitute, for removal of embargo on American products by Ger- 
many—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOAR: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ellen 8. 
Cushman to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HOUSTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James F. Calhoon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUGHES: Petition of New Haven Council, No. 75, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, and citizens of Poca 
and Buffalo, W. Va., favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: Paper to accompany 
8 relief of C. A. Pearson—to the Committee on War 

8. 

By Mr. HUNT: Petition of the National German-American 
Alliance, favoring reciprocity treaty between the United States 
and Germany—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KLINE: Petition of the G. H. Bear Furniture Com- 
pany, favoring consideration of bill H. R. 7079—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Petition of citizens of Chaumont, N. Y., for 
a light-house on Independence Point—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of J. B, Van Petten— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York State, favoring a Federal judicial court in the 
Orient—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Arizona Anti-Joint Statehood League, 
against joint statehood—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of William P. Morgan, pharmacist, Brooklyn, 
N. Y., for restoration of Army canteen—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the United New York Sandy Hook Pilots’ 
Association, against passage of bill H. R. 528i1—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Long Isiand Railway Local No. 267, against 
passage of the Esch-Townsend bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LEE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Robert M. 
Williamson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MACON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mrs. 
L. B. Jackson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Benedict Ellis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
G. Harris, of Midway, Tex.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of A. B. Menard—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, fayoring special agents for promoting American 
industry and trade abroad—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
favoring protection of the dried-fruit industry in any treaty 
that may be made with the German Empire—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
favoring a Federal judicial circuit court in the Orient—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
relative to the chemical proportion of sulphurous acid allowed 
on introduction of dried fruits into Germany—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
for proper recognition by Congress of the Milano Exposition—to 
the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, petition of citizens of California, favoring restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of the Hoffman & Billings Manu- 
facturing Company, of Milwaukee, Wis., against tax on de- 
naturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Herbert C. Miller—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Nordyke & Marmon Company and the 
Eaglesfield Company, against tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
Jose Shabel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RHODES: Petition of Doe Run (Mo.) Lodge, No. 
76, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, favoring restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 


By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Wood Finishers’ Local Union No. 


515, of Buffalo, N. Y., Brotherhood of Painters, Decorators, and 
Paper Hangers of America—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the American Humane Society, against any 
change in law governing transportation of live stock—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, 
voring the Army canteen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the American Bar Association, favoring a 
national bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Kate 
Lovett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of D. J. Huss et al., 


petition of the National German-American Alliance, fa- 


J. H. Boughart et al., William E. Hill et al., G. M. Goodyear 
et al., Edward M. Hymes et al., P. E. Sutton et al., S. W. Perry 
et al., E. D. Smith et al., and William Dumames et al., a total 
of 199 farmers of Michigan, against passage of the Philippine 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of citizens of Texas, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of the Woman's Club of Natick, 
Mass., for a national pure-food bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of the Cigar Makers’ Union 
of Dansville, N. Y., against bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Petition of Wyandotte Tribe, No. 95, Im- 
proved Order of Red Men, of Ireland, Ind., favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 


SENATE. 


Monpay, January &, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 
MENOMINEE (WIS.) INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, together with the 
draft of a bill authorizing the sale of certain blown-down and 
standing timber on the Menominee Indian Reservation in Wis- 
consin; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AGREEMENTS WITH INDIANS IN SOUTH DAKOTA AND NORTH DAKOTA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs calling attention to the 
agreement with the Sioux Indians of the Rosebud Reservation, 
S. Dak., and the agreement with the Indians of the Devils Lake 
Reservation, N. Dak., and recommending that the shares of 
minor Indians retained in the Treasury shall draw interest at 
the rate of 5 per cent per annum; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


ACCEPTANCE OF DECORATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, requesting that Brig. Gen. 
Thomas H. Barry, United States Army, be authorized to accept a 
decoration of the Order of St. Stanislaus of the first class; that 
Col. John Van R. Hoff, Medical Department; Lieut. Col. Walter 
S. Schuyler, General Staff, and Maj. Montgomery M. Macomb, 
General Staff, United States Army, be authorized to accept a dec- 
oration of the Order of St. Anne of the second class; that Capt. 
Carl Reichman, Seventeenth Infantry, and Capt. Sydney Cloman, 
General Staff, United States Army, be authorized to accept a 
decoration of the Order of St. Stanislaus of the second class, con- 
ferred upon them by the Russian Government; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of State, requesting that Capt. T. Bentley Mott, Artillery 
Corps, United States Army, be authorized to accept a decoration 
of the Legion of Honor conferred upon him by the President of 
the French Republic upon the completion of Captain Mott’s tour 
of duty as military attaché to the American embassy at Paris; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of State, requesting that Mr. John Barrett, American 
minister to Colombia, and Col. J. A. Ockerson, Commissioner 
on the Mississippi River Commission, be authorized to accept 
the letters patent and the decorations of the Order of the 
Double Dragon conferred upon them by the Chinese Govern- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 


Secretary of State, requesting that Rear-Admiral Charles D. 
Sigsbee, United States Navy; Capt. John M. Hawley, United 
States Navy; Commander Reginald F. Nicholson, United States 
Navy; Commander Alexander Sharp, United States Navy, and 
Lieut. Commander Harry George, United States Navy, be 
authorized to accept a decoration of the Legion of Honor con- 
ferred upon them by the French Government; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of State, requesting that Brig. Gen. J. F. Bell, United 
States Army, be authorized to accept a decoration of Com- 
mander of the Order of the Legion of Honor, and that Capt. 
Grote Hutchenson, General Staff, United States Army, be 
authorized to accept a decoration of the Chevalier of the Order 
of the Legion of Honor conferred upon them by the French 
Government during the recent maneuvers of the French Army; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


‘The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of John C. Boyd v. The United States; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of the 
Pennsylvania Company for Insurance of Lives and Granting 
Annuities, executor of Henry Etting, deceased, v. The United 
States; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CONSTRUCTION OF RAILROADS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 4th instant, a copy of the original invitation 
for proposals or bids for concessionary contracts for the con- 
struction, equipment, maintenance, and operation of certain pro- 
posed railway lines in the Philippine Islands, etc.; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on the 
Philippines, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE subsequently said: I understand that some 
papers were sent in from the War Department this morning in 
regard to railroads in the Philippines and that they were re- 
ferred with the usual order to print. If the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] has no objection, I should like to have 
them go to the committee without an order to print. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts that the papers from the 
Secretary of War go to the Committee on the Philippines with- 
out printing? 

Mr. LODGE. I understand that course is agreeable to the 
Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is the report: of the Secretary of War 
on railroads in the Philippines? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. . 

Mr. CULBERSON. That course ought to be REFRE 

Mr. LODGE. Allright. I ask that the papers may go with- 
out printing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the papers will 
be referred without printing. 


JOURNAL OF LEGISLATURE OF PORTO RICO. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting one copy of 
the journal of the house of delegates of the first session of the 
third legislative assembly of Porto Rico, January 9 to March 9, 
1905; which, with the accompanying volume, was referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Attorney-General for the fiscal year 1905 ; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced ‘that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 99) to aid the Council 


City and Solomon River Railroad Company; and it was there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Board 
of Trade of Brunswick, Ga., remonstrating against the enact- 
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ment of legislation to remove discriminations against American 
sailing vessels in the coastwise trade; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the mayor and city council of 
Santa Fe, N. Mex., praying for the enactment of legislation do- 
nating to Santa Fe, Grant, and Pima counties, in that Terri- 
tory, sufficient public nonmineral-bearing lands, the proceeds 
from the sale of which to be applied to the payment of all 
bonded indebtedness against these counties; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of Delaware Council, No. 4, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Muncie, Ind., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of Local Union No. 315, 
International Cigar Makers’ Union, of St. Cloud, Minn., re- 
monstrating against any reduction of the duty on cigars im- 
ported from the Philippine Islands; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WETMORE presented the petition of Capt. James H. 
Fish, of Greenport, R. I., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to improve the Harbor of Refuge at the Delaware Break- 
water; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Poultry Association of 
the State of Rhode Island, praying that increased appropria- 
tions be made for the maintenance of agricultural experiment 
stations; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Poultry Association of 
the State of Rhode Island, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to place basic slag meal on the free list; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented the petition of Mrs. Hiram Davidson 
and sundry other citizens of Rockford, S. Dak., praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of 
Lead, S. Dak., praying for the passage of the so-called “ Esch- 
Townsend railroad rate bill;” which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of John J. Sharon and sundry 
other citizens of Elk Point, S. Dak., praying for the repeal of 
the duty on imported hides; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. CARTER presented a petition of the State Board of 
Sheep Commissioners of Montana, praying for a modification 
of the law relative to the transportation of live stock; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of 95 citizens of Miami 
County, Kans., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Priy- 
ileges and Elections. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 553) for 
the relief of J. W. Patterson; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Old Orchard, Me., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in all Government buildings and grounds; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Old Orchard, Me., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing a Sunday rest law for the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Old Orchard, Me., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of in- 
toxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Dr. E. E. Shapleigh and 47 
other citizens of Kittery, Me., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to restrict immigration; which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Waterville, 
Me., praying for the ratification of international arbitration 
treaties; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition of the Historical Society 
of the State of Oregon, praying that an appropriation be made 
for the erection of a monument at Fort Clatsop, in that State, 
to the memory of Captains Lewis and Clark; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
241) granting a pension to Robert Sturgeon; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARNER presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 
2510) granting a pension to Mattie H. Krekel; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented a petition of the State 
board of sheep commissioners of Montana, praying for a modi- 
fication of the law relative to the transportation of live stock; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the State board of sheep 
commissioners of Montana, remonstrating against certain rec- 
ommendations made by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office in regard to the leasing of public lands for grazing pur- 
poses; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SCOTT presented petitions of Fidelity Council, No. 182, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Central City; of 
Cumberland Council, No. 3, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of New Cumberland; of Lincoln Council, No. 28, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Wheeling; of 
John A. Logan Council, No. 95, Junior Order United ‘American 
Mechanics, of Wheeling; of Capitol City Council, No. 221, Ju- 
nior Order United American Mechanics, of Charleston; of Elm 
Grove Council, No..65, Junior Order United American Mechan- 
ics, of Elm Grove; of Enterprise Council, No. 20, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Keyser, and of New Haven 
Council, No. 175, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
New Haven, all in the State of West Virginia, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to testrict immigration and for a revi- 
sion of the law governing naturalization; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a memorial of Local Union No. 
223, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Ottumwa, Iowa, re- 
monstrating against the enactment of legislation temporarily 
to provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other 
DUEDOREE which was referred to the Committee on the Philip- 
pines. 

He also presented a ` petition of the United Presbyterian Con- 
gregation of College Springs, Iowa, praying for the adoption of 
an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the city council of Sioux City, 
Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief 
of the Jews in Russia; which was referred to the Co: ttee 
on Foreign Relations, ' 

He also presented a4 memorial of sundry citizens of Gladbrook 
and Waterloo, Iowa, remonstrating against the ratification of 
the Isle of Pines treaty ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mus 
eatine, Iowa, praying for the ratification of international arbi- 
tration treaties; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

He also presented the memorial of Charles Raynard of the 
Isle of Pines, Cuba, remonstrating against the ratification of the- 
Isle of Pines treaty; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Subdivision No. 643, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, of Ottumwa, Iowa, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the employment of any 
man as a locomotive engineer who has not had three years’ 
experience as a locomotive fireman; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of M. H. Talty and sundry 
other citizens of Oelwein, Iowa, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to restrict immigration; which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the American Cotton Manu- 
facturers’ Association of Knoxville, Tenn., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to establish a national college of com- 
merce; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Min- 
nesota, remonstrating against the ratification of the Isle of 
Pines treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the German-American Alliance 
of Minnesota, praying for the ratification of a commercial treaty 
with the German Empire; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Ait- 
kin, Minn., praying that an appropriation be made to aid in the 
construction of a canal from Waldeck, on the Mississippi 
River above Aitkin, to Pineknoll, a point below Aitkin, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He ‘also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union 
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No. 315, of St. Cloud, Minn., remonstrating against a reduction 
of the tariff on cigars imported from the Philippine Islands; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

-He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Du- 
luth, Minn., praying that an appropriation be made for the pro- 
tection of the entrance to the Duluth-Superior Harbor; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PILES presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wash- 
inton, praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief 
of desert-land claimants in that State, under entries made after 
January 1 and prior to June 24, 1903; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented memorials of Local Union No. 297, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Canton; of sundry citi- 
zens of Sterling and Kewanee, and of Local Union No. 154, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Lincoln, all in the State of 
Illinois, remonstrating against any reduction of the duty on 
cigars imported from the Philippine Islands; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Western 
Springs, Ghicago, Aurora, Ladd, and St. Charles, all in the State 
of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
power companies from using Niagara Falls for commercial pur- 
poses; which were referred to the Committee on Forest Reser- 
vations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chicago, 
Riverside, Mount Carroll, Potomac, Kinderhook, Compton, Mo- 
line, and Shumway, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the 
ratification of international reciprocity treaties; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. : 

He also presented a petition of the Bar Association of the 
State of Illinois, praying for the ratification of international 
arbitration treaties; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, 

He also presented the petition of Bryan Hutchinson, of Joliet, 
III., and a petition of sundry citizens of Oak Park, III., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to investigate the existing condi- 
tions in the Kongo Free State; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Chicago, 
III., renionstrating against the ratification of the Isle of Pines 
treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented petitions of A. E. Ziechme & Co.; of the 
Webster Manufacturing Company; of Truax, Greene & Co.; of 
the National Bank of the Republic; of the Griffin Wheel Com- 
pany; of the Ayer & Lord Tie Company, all of Chicago, and of 
the Lumber and Fuel Company of Rockford, all in the State of 
Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation to reorganize 
the consular service of the United States; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the Railway Employees’ Twen- 

tieth Century Club, of Illinois; of the Business Men’s Asso- 
ciation of Springfield; of the Fox River Valley Manufacturers’ 
Association, of Aurora, all in the.State of Illinois, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission; which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
He also presented a memorial of the Illinois Coal Operators’ 
Association, of Springfield, III., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Urbana, III., praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Soor, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 1561, of 
Macomb; of Local Union No. 9087, of Kinmundy; of Local 
Union No. 8, of Champaign; of Local Union No. 10877, of 
Springfield; of Local Union No. 904, of Jacksonville; of Local 
Union No. 11159, of Rock Island, and of Local Union No. 10877, 
of Chicago, all of the American Federation of Labor, in the 
State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
restrict immigration; which were referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of the Trout Hardware Com- 
pany, of Chicago, Ill., remontrating against the passage of the 
so-called “ parcels-post bill;” which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GORMAN presented sundry affidavits to accompany the 
bill (S. 2112) granting an increase of pension to John Heck; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 2125) 
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for the relief of the heirs of William P; Elliot, deceased; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. i 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill 
(S. 2119) for the relief of Richard T. Gott, administrator of 
Thomas N. Gott, deceased; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Fond du Lac and Marshfield, Wis., remonstrating against the 
ratification of the Isle of Pines treaty; which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BRANDEGED presented a petition of the board of agri- 
culture of the State of Connecticut, praying that an appropria- 
tion be made for the suppression of the gypsy moth; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the United Gold Beat- 
ers’ National Union of New York City, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to increase the duty on gold leaf; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of John L. Beveridge and 100 
other generals of the Volunteer Army of the rebellion, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to create a retired list for sur- 
viving generals; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the board of agriculture of the 
State of Connecticut, praying that increased appropriations be 
made for the maintenance of agricultural experiment stations; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Provi- 
dence, R. I., praying for the enactment of legislation to establish 
a national forest reserve in the White Mountains, of New Hamp- 
shire; which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reserva- 
tions and the Protection of Game. 


COMPILATION OF NAVAL APPROPRIATION LAWS. 


Mr. HALE. I present for reprinting a compilation of the 
annual naval appropriation laws. I ask that, with the addi- 
tions, it may be printed, and that 800 extra copies be printed 
for the use of the Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it is a very important document 
and that it ought to be printed for the use of the Senate. I 
trust the Senator from Maine will modify his request. Of 
course the Committee on Naval Affairs, I concede, should have 
these extra copies, but I think the Senate should also have access 
to this important publication. 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator from Iowa is right about 
that. Let there be an order to print 400 copies for the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs and 800 copies for the Senate. That will 
cover it, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine requests 
that 400 copies be printed for the use of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs and 800 copies for the use of the Senate, in addi- 
tion to the usual number. 5 

Mr. HALE. That is it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 

There being no objection, the order was agreed to, as follows: 


Ordered, That the compilation of annual naval appropriation laws 
from 1883 to 1905, with information in tabular form relating to the 
vessels and personnel of the Navy, be printed, and that 1,200 additional 
copies, bound in cloth, be printed, 800 for the use of the Senate and 
400 for the use of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


STATISTICS RELATING TO PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Senate Document No. 94, of the present 
session, being statistics relating to the public schools, has been 
completely exhausted. I ask that 1,000 additional copies be 
printed, 500 copies for the use of the Senate and 500 copies for 
the use of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

There being no objection, the order was agreed to, as follows: 
Ordered, That Senate Document No. 94, Fifty-ninth Congress, first 
session, Statistics Relating to Public Schools, be reprinted as cor- 
rected, and that 1,000 additional copies be printed, 5 for the use of 


the Senate, and 500 for the use of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1) to incorporate the American Na- 
tional Institute (Prix de Paris) at Paris, France, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 
He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1747) to authorize the Mobile Railway and 
Dock Company to construct and maintain a bridge or viaduct 
across the water between the end of Cedar Point and Dauphin 
Island, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2558) authorizing W. T. Clark to construct a bridge 
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across the Columbia River near the city of Wenatchee, Wash., 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 827) granting an increase of pension to Walter 
Barney; and 

A bill (S. 1505) granting an increase of pension to Uriah D. 
Barrett. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 202) granting an increase of pension to Allen Am- 
burn; 

A binl (S. 137) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Wipe 

A bin (S. 777) granting an increase of pension to Byron 
Le 

4 bin (S. 1214) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Oleson; and 

A bill (S. 471) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
McLaughlin. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 974) granting an increase of pension to David L. 
Wright; 

A bill (S. 944) granting an increase of pension to R. F. 
Catterson ; 

A bill (S. 1359) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
Boss; and 

A bill (S. 489) granting an increase of pension to Nelson B. 
Toole. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 


A bill (S. 144) granting an increase of pension to Minerva 
Piat (S. 204) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
W ein (S. 205) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Be dn (S. 149) granting an increase of pension to Cassius 
5 bm (S. 150) granting an increase of pension to Lucius A. 
Lincoln ; 


A bill (S. 147) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
McCue; and 

A bill (S. 135) granting an increase of pension to Peter P. 
Chacey. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 1164) granting an increase of pension to Henry E. 
Bedell ; 

A bill (S. 184) granting an increase of pension to Lyman 
Marsh; 

A bill (S. 1888) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Patton; 

A bill (S. 82) granting an increase of pension to Curtis A. 
Carpenter ; 

A A bill (8. 1826) granting an increase of pension to Rufus H. 
Paine; 

A bill (S. 76) granting an increase of pension to Hartwell C. 
Keyes; 

A bill (S. 574) granting an increase of pension to Lee H. 
Buckland ; 

A bill (8. 571) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Knight; 

A bill (8. 708) granting an increase of 3 to Maurice 
Downey 

A bill is. 713) granting an increase of pension to Ephraim A. 
Gordon 

A pill (S. 15) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie B. 
Shehan ; e 

A bill (S. 23) granting an increase of pension to Charles A. 
Bradbury; and 

A bill (S. 21) granting a pension to Mary G. Bright. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 182) granting an increase of pension to Oliver P. 
Smith ; 
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A bill (S. 844) granting an increase of pension to James W. 


yan; and 
one bill (S. 849) granting an increase of pension to Horatio 

rter. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 783) granting an increase of pension to Moses H. 
Sawyer; and 

A bill (S. 786) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Garvey. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally with amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 64) for the extension of Seyenth street and Frank- 
lin street NE., and for other purposes; and 
Jae bill (S. 2260) authorizing the extension of Meridian place 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
retin and submitted reports thereon : : 

A bill (S. 1239) granting an increase of pension to Joseph G. 
McGarvey; and 

A bill (S. 1238) granting an increase of pension to John 
Christhoff. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: ~ 

A bill (S. 1408) granting an increase of pension to Julia W. 
Estes; and 

A bill (S. 1444) granting a pension to Dora H. Kuhns. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Commitee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1872) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca A. White, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 530) granting an increase of pension to Sophia A. 


DP; 

A bill (S. 195) granting an increase of pension to John 
Pieper ; 

A bill (S. 1269) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Edwin Smith; and ` 

A bill (S. 99) granting an increase of pension to Eugene P, 
Kingsley. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to wliom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 582) granting an increase of pension to Hiram B. 


Doty ; 

A bill (S. 85) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Keaster; and 

A bill (S. 988) granting a pension to Russell A. McKinley. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 194) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Cowell, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 386) granting an increase of pension to 
Orange G. Jones, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1340) granting an increase of pension to John 
Leavitt; 

A bill (S. 157) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie G. 
Reynolds; and s 
ne 5 (S. 168) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 

vis. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom - 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1341) granting an increase of pension to Fred 
Preisinger ; 

A bill (S. 1342) granting an increase of pension to Morton M. 
Noah; and 

A bill (S. 560) granting an increase of pension to Andrew C. 
Reed. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 559) granting an increase of pension 
to Seth M. Tucker, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon, 
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Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 627). granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Hiler, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: i 

A bill (S. 1040) granting an increase of pension to James 


oan; 

A bill (S. 217) granting an increase of pension to William C. 
Breckenridge; ù 

A bill (S. 1431) granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Lane; and - 
ar (S. 626) granting an increase of pension to Allen J. 

ash. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1036) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Beachey, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. A 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 525) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Brady; and 5 : 

A bill (S. 1310) granting an increase of pension to C. S. M. 
Hooton. his È i 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1201) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Preston; and 

A bill (S. 118) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
McFadden. |. r 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon : E 

A bill (S. 528) granting a pension to Robert M. McCormick ; 

A bill (S. 336) granting a pension to Abraham M. Cory; and 

A bill (S. 2082) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
T, Carpenter. À 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them each with 
an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill, (S. 1737) granting an increase of pension to Helen 
M, Blanchard; and d 

A bill (S. 2148) granting an increase of pension to Angelina 
Hernandez. 

Mr. PETTUS, from the Select Committee on the Disposition 
of Useless Papers in the Executive Departments, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 214C) to authorize the Postmaster-General 
to dispose of useless papers in post-offices, reported it without 
amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2669) granting an increase of pension to Winfield 8. 
Ramsey ; 

A bill (S. 2670) granting an increase of pension to Marie J. 
Spicely; and y 

A bill (S. 2671) granting an increase of pension to Martin L. 
Ricker (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 2672) to correct the 
military record of Henry T. Phillips; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2673) for the relief of Mrs. Caroline Rogers; 

A bill (S. 2674) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. Mary J. 
Collier, deceased ; : 

A bill (S. 2675) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Fisher; 

A bill (S. 2676) for the relief of the heirs of Charles L. King, 


deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2677) for the relief of Miss Fannie A. Price; 

A bill (S. 2678) for the relief of the heirs of Levi Sugars, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2679) for the relief of Mrs. Mary E. Ludwig; 

A bill (S. 2680) for the relief of the heirs of Harry Fennell, 


deceased ; i 
A bill (S. 2681) for the relief of the heirs of John Drain, de- 


ceased ; e 
A bill (S. 2682) for the relief of Mrs. Mattie Drake Young; 
A bill (S. 2683) for the relief of the heirs of John P. Moseley; 


A bill (S. 2684) for the relief of the heirs of J. L. Burt, de- 
ceased ; and 

A bill (S. 2685) for the relief of the heirs bf W. A. Rogers, 
deceased, ` 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 2686) to further and 
better regulate commerce with foreign nations and among the 
several States, and to amend existing laws thereon; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2687) granting an increase of pension to Charles P. 
Lindsey ; 

A bill (S. 2688) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. 
Roberts ; and 
5 . (S. 2689) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo M. 

artlett. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2690) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Malcolm Johnson; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2691) granting a pension to Martha M. A. Whit- 


comb ; 

A bill (S. 2692) granting an increase of pension to Ada P. 
MeConnaughey ; and à 
Wis bill (S. 2693) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

Vise, 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 2694) to correct the 
military record of Jacob L. Lynn; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. — 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2695) to correct the military 
record of Salmon A. Snow; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2696) granting an increase 
of pension to O. J. Hopkins; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. Ry Oe 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2697) making the anniversary 
of Abraham Lincoln’s birthday a legal holiday; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- - 
ciary. poms 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 2698) granting a pension 
to Adolph Roensch; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2699) for the relief of Robert 
F. Scott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 2700) to improve the 
public building at Newport, R. I.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 2701) providing for the 
issuance of patents for lands allotted to Indians under the 
Moses agreement of July 7, 1883; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also Introduced a bill (S. 2702) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Dightman; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce: N ‘ 

A bill (S. 2703) to establish a light-house and fog signal on 
Cape Hinchinbrook, Hinchinbrook Island, Prince William Sound, 
in the district of Alaska (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2704) to establish a light-house and fog signal on 
Ocean Cape, Yakutat Bay, in the district of Alaska. 

A bill (S. 2705) to establish a light-house and fog signal on 
Cape Spencer, at the entrance to Cross Sound, in the district of 
Alaska; and 

A bill (S. 2706) to establi 
Cape St. Elias, Kayak Islan 


h a light-house and fog signal on 
Controller Bay, in the district of 
Alaska. 


Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 2707) for the relief of 
George M. Esterly; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also. introduced a bill (S. 2708) for the relief of B. Jack- 
man; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. - 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2709) granting a pension to 
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Judith A. Epps; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 2710) for the relief of claim- 
ants for desert lands in the State of Washington under desert- 
land entries made after January 1, 1902, and prior to June 24, 
1903; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2711) for the relief of 
Isaac Gause; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2712) granting a pension to Mary Mahoney (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2713) granting an increase of pension to Lewis T. 
Penwell (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2714) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Lamasters; and 

A bill (S. 2715) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Bivans (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 2716) granting a pension 
to Daniel J. Cooney ; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2717) to refer to the Court of 
Claims the State war claims of the State of Oregon; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2718) for the relief of the Waukikum band of the 
Chinook Indians of the State of Washington ; 

A bill (S. 2719) for the relief of the Nuc Que Clah we Muck 
band of the Chinook Indians of the State of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 2720) for the relief of the Chehalis tribe of Indians 
of the State of Washington; and 

A bill (S. 2721) for the relief of the Wheelappa band of the 
Chinook Indians of the State of Washington. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 2722) granting an increase of 
pension to Genevieye Ludlow; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2723) for the relief 
of Mary A. Shufeldt; which was read twice by its title, and re- 

erred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2724) for the relief of Delia B. 
Stuart, widow of John Stuart; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2725) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Mather; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. 2726) granting an honorable 
discharge to Sylvester Munro; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2727) to equalize the rank 
and pay of certain retired officers of the Marine Corps; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2728) granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
Carr (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2729) granting an increase of pension to Robert J. 
Henry (with an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 2730) granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Ford (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2731) for the relief of 
Susan S. Alexander, widow and executrix of George W. Alex- 
ander, deceased ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 2732) for the protection of 
wild animals in the Grand Canyon Forest Reserve; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Forest 
Reservations and Protection of Game. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Gommittee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2733) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Crismon (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2734) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Conyngham (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2735) granting a pension to Marcelina S. Groff; 


A bill (S. 2736) granting an increase of pension to James 
Williams (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2737) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Hains (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 2738) for the relief of Capt. 
M. R. W. Grebe; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2739) to correct the military 
record of Capt. Henry Inman; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2740) for the relief of Joseph 
Disney; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2741) to enable the United 
States to secure the exclusive use and possession of all lands 
within the present boundaries of the Fort Wingate Military 
Reservation in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. ‘ 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2742) for the relief of G. F. 
Tarbell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2748) granting an increase of pension to Daniel B. 
Morehead ; 

A bill (S. 2744) granting a pension to Robert Baldwin; 

A bill (S. 2745 granting an increase of pension to Zerelda N. 
McCoy ; 

A bill (S. 2746) granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Newsom ; 

A bill (S. 2747) granting an increase of pension to Melvin A. 
Tenney ; 

A bill (S. 2748) granting an increase of pension to Joel R. 
Smith ; 

A bill (S. 2749) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Brooks ; 

A bill (S. 2750) granting a pension to William P. Edson; 

“A bill (S. 2751) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Carlisle ; 

A bill (S. 2752) granting an increase of pension to Robert S. 
Moore; and 

A bill (S. 2753) granting a pension to Delia Mə Wilson. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (S. 2754) for the relief of 
John Holderby; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WARNER intreduced a bill (S. 2755) for the relief of 
William Wilson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2756) for the relief of William 
B. Reich; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2757) for the relief of Henry 
Nicol; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2758) granting an increase of pension to William 
McCan; 

A bill (S. 2759) granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Mitchell; 

A bill (S. 2760) granting a pension to Eliza J. Glover; 

A bill (S. 2761) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
King; 

A bill (S. 2762) granting an increase of pension to Abram J. 
Bozarth ; 


A bill (S. 2763) granting an increase of pension to William 
Kelly ; 

A bill (S. 2764) granting an increase of pension to Archibald 
T. Stewart; 

A bill (S. 2765) granting a pension to John Wier; 

A bill (S. 2766) granting a pension to William H. Thomas; 
and 

A bill (S. 2767) granting a pension to Sarah S. Etue. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 2768) for the relief of 
William H. H. Lee; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 2769) to divide Nebraska 
into two judicial districts; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE introduced the following bills; which were 
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severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce: 

A bill (S. 2770) for the erection of a keeper’s dwelling to be 
attached to the light station at the Stonington Breakwater, 
Connecticut; and 

A bill (S. 2771) to establish a light and fog-signal station on 
Southwest Ledge, entrance to New London Harbor, Connecticut. 

Mr. BANDEGEE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

5 ae (S. 2772) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Niles; 

A bill (S. 2773) granting an — of pension to Eugene K. 
Comstock; 

Ph bill (8. 2774) granting an increase of pension to John W. 


4 ul (S. 2775) granting a pension to Charles J. Rider. 

Mr. CLAY (for Mr. Berry) introduced a bill (S. 2776) to 
define “options ” and “ futures,” to make such contracts illegal, 
and to provide penalties for violation of the provisions of this 
act; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 2777) for the construction of 
a suitable vessel for the Revenue-Cutter Service for duty at 
Savannah, Ga.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 2778) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. Langford; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions : 

A bill (S. 2779) granting an increase of pension to James J. 
Egan; and 

A bill (S. 2780) granting an increase of pesnion to Daniel 
McCarter. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 2781) for the relief of Philip 
Loney; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2782) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on the various 
reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the 
United States and the Territories over the Indians, and for 
other purposes,” approved February 8, 1887, and the acts amend- 
atory thereto; 

A bill (S. 2783) to repeal section 11 of the act entitled “An 
act making appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stip- 
ulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 
1890, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2784) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
cancel trust patents of Louisa Phelix and Maria Louisa Rolfe; 

A bill (S. 2785) to authorize the sale of down timber and hay 
on the ten sections of land in the former Chippewa of the Mis- 
sissippi Indian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota, reserved 
from sale or settlement in accordance with the provisions of 
the act of January 14, 1889, as amended ; 

A bill (S. 2786) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to refund to purchasers of pine timber on ceded Indian lands 
sums paid in excess of the correct amounts due for timber eut; 

A bill (S. 2787) to amend the act of Congress approved Feb- 
aif st 11, 1901, entitled “An act providing for allotments of lands 
in severalty to the Indians of the La Pointe or Bad River Reser- 
vation, in the State of Wisconsin; ” 

A bill (S. 2788) to enable the Indians on the La Pointe or 
Bad River Reservation to obtain title to the lots occupied by 
them in the village of Odanah, Wis., and to have said village 
surveyed, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 2789) for the establishment of town sites and for 
the sale of lots within the common lands of the Kiowa, Co- 
manche, and Apache Indians in Oklahoma. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2790) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William J. Millett; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2791) granting an increase of 
pension to John Lindt; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to Committee on Pensions 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 2792) granting a pension 
to John W. Organ; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions, 
Mr. HOPKINS introduced the following bills; which were 
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severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 

mittee on Pensions: 

on bill (S. 2793) granting an increase of pension to Elijah A. 
ance ; 

AM bill (S. 2794) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
son; 

i — 0 (S. 2795) granting an increase of pension to John 

A bill (S. 2796) granting an increase of pension to Simon 
Bournstine (with an accompanying paper) ; 

Sees (S. 2797) granting an increase of pension to James 

u 

A bill (S. 2798) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
W. Coe; and 

A bill (S. 2799) granting an increase of pension to Willis H. 
Watson. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 2800) to regulate inter- 
state traffic in adulterated or misbranded articles, and to permit 
the respective States and Territories to regulate the sale 
thereof within their respective boundaries; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2801) to withhold from 
sale a portion of Fort Brady Military Reservation, at Sault 
Ste. Marie, Mich.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. FRAZIER introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2802) for the relief of the heirs of Hugh W. 
MeGavock, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2803) for the relief of the estate of Elijah Williams, 


deceased ; 
A bill (s. 2804) for the relief of the estate of Bryant Wheeler, 


deceased ; 

A bill (8. 2805) for the relief of the estate of John Moody, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 2806) for the relief of the estate of James F. Phil- 
lips, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 2807) for the relief of the estate of John Sanford, 
1 

A bill (8. 2808) for the relief of the estate of David Hurst, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 2809) for the relief of the heirs of Jesse Hollis, 
deceased ; 

A bill (s. 2810) for the relief of the estate of John Heathcock, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2811) for the relief of W. J. Winsett; 

A bill (S. 2812) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin F, 
Myers, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2813) for the relief of S. R. McAlexander ; 

A bill (S. 2814) for the relief of John B. Warren; 

A bill (S. 2815) for the relief of the estate of Hiram Howell, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 2816) for the relief of the estate of William Stid- 
ham, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2817) for the relief of the estate of George W. 
Reeves, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2818) for the relief of the estate of D. C. Wells, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 2819) for the relief of the estate of W. H. Neel, 
deceased ; 

A bill is. 2820) for the relief of the heirs of James C. Ander- 
son, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 2821) for the relief of the estate of Aulsey Dean, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2822) for the relief of the estate of James Crews, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2823) for the relief of the estate of Horace L. 
Bradley, deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 2824) for the relief of the estate of John North, 
deceased (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. SCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2825) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Scott (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2826) granting a pension to John B. Garvey (with 
accompanying papers). 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 2827) to enlarge the trade 
and promote the sale of cotton products in foreign markets; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. CARTER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2829) to 
regulate the granting of restraining orders in certain cases; 
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which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 2830) for the relief of 
the trustees of the Christian Church of Crab Orchard, Ky.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2831) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate the immigration of aliens into the United 
States,” approved March 3, 1903; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions : 

A bill (S. 2832) granting a pension to Susan Pennington; 

A bill (S. 2833) granting an increase of pension to George G. 
Hughes; 

A bill (S. 2834) granting an increase of pension to David 
Bethurum (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2835) granting a pension to H. Rowan Saufley 
(with accompanying paper). 

Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
17) to print the Fourth Annual Report of the United States 
Reclamation Service; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 


REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES, 


Mr. MORGAN. I introduce a bill which I ask may be read at 
length and that it may lie on the table until to-morrow, when 1 
will submit some remarks on it. 

The bill (S. 2828) to provide for the regulation, by judicial 
authority, of the freight rates of railroad companies and other 
common carriers, and the preferential advantages granted by 
such common carriers to certain persons and places, to the 
wrong and injury of others, was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to have the bill read at length for 
the information of the Senate, but I will not take up the time of 
the Senate if I can have permission to have the bill printed in 
the Recorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be printed in full in 
the RECORD. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, cto., That all railroad corporations or companies and 
all other corporations, companies, and persons engaged as common car- 
riers in transporting, by land or water, freight or passengers among or 
between the States, or in or through the District of Columbia, are pro- 
hibited from demanding or receiving more than a reasonable compen- 
sation for such service, on their respective lines of transportation, or 
any part thereof on which they are so engaged, directly, or by agree- 
ment with any other corporation, company, or person; and they are 
likewise prohibited from giving unreasonable preferences in rates or 
charges for transportation services, or in the facilities of transporta- 
tion, to any shipper or passenger, to or between any place or places 
on such routes or lines of transportation, to other shippers or 
passengers, 

Sec, 2. The shipper or owner of any property, or any passenger on 
lines or routes of transportation, such as are mentioned or described 
in section 1 of this act, may sue such common carrier in any district 
court of the United States having jurisdiction of the parties to the suit, 
for the recovery of such unreasonable charges for transportation, or for 
any damages sustained by the plaintif in the suit, by reason of the 
iving unreasonable preferences in rates or facilities of transportation 
t are prohibited in the first section of this act; and in any suit 
brought under or in accordance with the provisions of said section the 
court shall entertain jurisdiction, without re: t to the sum sought 
to be recovered therein, provided, the sum claimed by the plaintiff in 
the action shall be $50 or more. 

Sec. 8. Appeals to the Supreme Court of the United States may be 
Beare or writs of error may issue from the ig! pee Court of the 

nited States for the review of a final judgment in any suit author- 
ized in sections 1 and 2 of this act, on the application of any of the 

rties litigant, without reference to the amount of the {cement 
herein, rendered in a district court of the United States, and in such 
cases the district courts and the iy hye Court of the United States 
shall advance the same for trial or hearing over other civil causes on 
their dockets if, in the opinion of the court, the public interests are not 
Injurlously affected by such order. 

Sec, 4. If the plaintiff in a suit in the district court of the United 
States, instituted under or in accordance with this act, shall obtain 
judgment for a sum less than $50, the costs of such suit may be taxed 
equally between the 3 plaintiff, and defendant therein. If the 
recovery in such suit by the plaintiff shall be as much or a sum 
ponm than $50, the entire costs shall be taxed against the defendant 

erein. 

Sec. 5. Any citizen of a State may make complaint to the governor 
thereof, setting forth the facts which show a breach of the provisions of 
this act b any common carrier engaged in tbe business transporta- 
tion described in the first section thereof, and thereupon such governor, 
if he determines that it is proper and ient for the people of the 
State that suit should be instituted, and empowered by the laws of 
such State to institute suit for the determination of the questions and 
matters mentioned in the first section of this act, is hereby authorized 
institute and prosecute a suit against any of the common carriers re- 
ferred to in this act, in the name of the State of which he is governor, 
in any court of the United States having jurisdiction thereof, for the 
recovery of any such demand or for the recovery of any damages that 
such citizen may be entitled to recover or that the people of such State 
or of any defined locality in such State have suffered through the un- 
lawful conduct of such common carrier. Such sums as may be re- 


covered in such suits in the name of the State are to be at the disposal 
g such suit shall 
respects as the plaintiff in the action: Provided, 


of the legislature of such State. The State institutin 
be regarded in all 


That such a suit shall not be bronhit in any State fn a district court of 
the United States for any ppan district of the United States within 
such State; but such suit in a district court of the United States may 
be instituted in any other State or district of which the defendants are 
citizens or in which any of them are liable to be sued in the district or 
* other courts of the United States. 

EC. 6. The service of process upon any director or officer of a cor- 

poration or company mentioned in the first section of this act at ray 

lace in which he is liable to be sued in any court of the Unit 

tates shall be sufficient service as to such corporation or company 
and as to all the members thereof to compel their appearance, to abide by 
ana penom its orders and the final judgment of the court when ren- 
ered, 

Sec. 7. Nothing in this act contained shall be construed as depriv- 
ing any person who sues in his own right and name from instituting 
any suit under its provisions or any other suit, at law or in equity, 
in any State court or in any court of the United States against any 
common carrier. 

Sec. 8. In all suits instituted under the provisions of this act or in 
accordance therewith against common carriers in the district courts of 
the United States the question of the reasonableness of rates or com- 
pensation demanded by or paid to a common carrier for the transporta- | 
tion of freights or passengers and the question of the reasonableness 
of any preference given 4 a common carrier to shippers of freights or 
of passengers over other shippers or passengers or to any place over any 
other place shall be considered as mixed questions of law and fact, to be 
determined and decided by a court and jury. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Dill will lie on the table until | 
to-morrow. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. ANKENY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 1843) to extend the provisions of 
the act of June 27, 1902, entitled “An act to extend the provi- 
sions, limitations, and benefits of an act entitled ‘An act grant- 
ing pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 
1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, 
Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war,’ approved July 
27, 1892;” which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $5,000 for the fencing, protection, and maintenance of 
the Government reseryation at Nahant, Mass., intended to be 
proposed by him to the Army appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

£ He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$3,410 for paving Massachusetts avenue from Sheridan circle 
to Decatur street, in the District of Columbia, intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CLAPP submitted the following amendments, intended 
to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed: 

An amendment relative to the cancellation of the record of 
patent issued to Charlotte Nay taw me ge zhick, ete. ; 

An amendment authorizing Emma Saumty, Kiowa allottee No. 
1025, to sell and convey 5 acres of her allotment ; 

An amendment proposing to appropriate $600,000 for con- 
structing and completing irrigation systems to irrigate the 
allotted lands of the Uncompahgre and Uinta and White River 
Utes in Utah; 

An amendment authorizing the sale of 20 acres of land in 
Oklahoma, the proceeds to be applied to the improvement of the 
Shawnee Indian Training School; 

An amendment relative to the cancellation of the patent 
issued in the name of Margaret Bourassa, citizen Potawatomi 
allottee No. 1336, etc. ; 

An amendment relative to the cancellation of patents for 
allotments made to Thomas Bull, Sarah Bull, and Lillie Bull, 
Yankton Sioux allottees, etc. ; 

An amendment authorizing Jacob Doxtater and certain other 
Oneida Indian allottees to sell and convey their allotments; 
and 

An amendment relative to the acceptance by the United 
States, at the maximum price of $1.25 per acre, of the tract of 
land within the old Cheyenne River Reservation, S. Dak., said 
tract being within that portion of the Great Sioux Reservation 
ceded by the agreement between the Sioux Nation and the 
United States approved March 2, 1889. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—EDWARD T, WHITE. 
On motion of Mr. Futron, it was 


Ordered, That on the application of Edward T. White he is author- 
ized to withdraw from the files of the Senate his certificate of discharge 
from the United States Army, contained in the papers accompanyin: 
Senate bill 2852, Fifty-eight Con second session, entitled “A bil 
granting a pension to Edward T. White,” there haying been no adverse 
report thereon. 


MONETARY AGREEMENTS WITH PANAMA AND OTHER GOVERNMENTS. 
Mr. BAILEY. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, 
and ask for its present consideration. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Texas will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Be it resolved by the Senate, That the Finance Committee of the 
Senate be instructed, and it is hereby instructed, to inquire— 

1. Into all of the facts and circumstances concerning certain monetary 
and exchange agreements made by the Secretary of War with the Gov- 
ernment of Panama and others, and to report such facts and cir- 
cumstances to the Senate, together with their opinion as to the au- 
thority under which said agreements were made; and 

2. Into all of the facts and circumstances under which certain bonds 
of the Panama Railway 8 recently sold, and report such 
facts and circumstances to the ate, together with their opinion as 
to the authority for the sale of sald bonds. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? y 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President, I ask that the resolution 
may go over for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the objection of the Senator 
from South Dakota, the resolution will lie over. 


NORWEGIAN STEAMER NICARAGUA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 


I transmit herewith, as a case not acted upon by the Fifty-eighth 
Congress, a report from the Secretary of State, and accompanying 
papers, relating to the appeal for indemnity addressed to the equitable 
consideration of the Government of the United States by the owners 
of the Norwegian steamer Nicaragua. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tus Waiter HOUSE, 

Washington, January 8, 1906. 


SIVEWRIGHT, BACON & CO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report by the 3 of State resubmitting 
the claim, which was not acted upon by the Fifty-eighth Congress, of 
Messrs. Sivewright, Bacon & Co. for damages sustained by their vessel, 
the British steamship astry, in consequence of collisions at Manila in 
June, 1901, with certain coal hulks Reto eins. to this Government. 

I renew the recommendation which I made to the Congress on Janu- 
ary 19, 1903, that, as an act of equity and comity, provision be made 
for reimbursement to the firm of the money expended by it in making 
the repairs to the ship which the collisions rendered necessary. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tun WHITE HOUSE, January 8, 1906. 


REPORT OF ISTH MIAN CANAL COMMISSION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I inclose herewith the annual report of the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission, the annual report of the Panama Railroad 8 and the 
Secretary of War's letter transmitting the same, together with certain 


papers. 

The work on the Isthmus is being admirably done, and great progress 
has been made, especially during the last nine months. The plant is 
being made ready and the organization perfected. The first work to be 
done was the work of sanitation, the necessary preliminary to the work 
of actual construction; and this has been pushed forward with the 
utmost energy and means. In a short while I shall lay before you the 
recommendations of the Commission and of the board of consulting 
engineers as to the proper plan to be adopted for the ceanal itself, to- 

ether with my own recommendations thereon. All the work so far 
fee been done not only with the utmost expedition but in the most 
careful and thorough manner; and what has been accomplished gives us 
good reason to believe that the canal will be dug in a shorter time than 
had been anticipated and at an expenditure within the estimated 
amount. All our citizens have a rie to congratulate themselves npon 
the high standard of efficiency and integrity which has been hitherto 
maintained by the representatives of the vernment in doing this 
great work. If this high standard of efficiency and integrity can be 
maintained in the future at the same level which it has now reached, 
the construction of the Panama Canal will be one of the feats to which 
the people of this Republic will look back with the ä 

From time to time various publications have been made, and from 
time to time in the future various similar publications doubtless will 
be made, purporting to give an account of jobbery, or immorality, or 
inefficiency, or misery, as obtaining on the Isthmus. I have carefully 
examined into each of these accusations which seemed worthy of atten- 
tion. In every instance the accusations have proved to be without 
foundation in any seps or form. They spring from several sources. 
Sometimes they take the shape of statements by irresponsible investi- 
gators of a sensational habit of mind incapable of observing or repeat- 
ing with accuracy what they see and desirous of obtaining notoriety by 
widespread slander. More often they originate with or are given 
currency by individuals with a personal grievance. The sensation 
mongers, both those who stay at home and those who visit the Isthmus, 
may ground their accusations on false statements ef some engineer, 
who, having applied for service on the Commission and n refused such 
service, now endeavors to discredit his successful competitors; or by some 
lessee or owner of real estate who has sought action or inaction by the 
Commission to increase the value of his lots and is bitter because the 
Commission can not be used for such purposes; or on the tales of dis- 
appointed bidders for contracts; or of officeholders who haye proved 


incompetent or who have been suspected of corruption and dism 


or who have been overcome by panic and have fled from the Isthmus. 


Every specific charge relating to jobbery, to immorality, or to inefi- 
pear ‘om whatever source it has come, has been immediately inves- 
tigated, and in no single instance have the statements of these sensa- 


tion mongers and the interested complainants behind them proved true. 
The only discredit inhering in these false accusations is to those who 
originate and give them currency, and who, to the extent of their abil- 
ities, thereby hamper and obstruct the completion of the great work in 
which both the honor and the interest of America are so deeply in- 
volved. It matters not whether those guilty of these false accusations 
utter them in mere wanton recklessness and folly or in a spirit of sinis- 
ter malice to gratify some personal or political grud 

Any attempt to cut down the salaries of the officials of the Isthmian 
Commission, or of their subordinates who are doing important work, 
would be ruinous from the standpoint of accomplishing the work 
effectively. To quote the words of one of the best observers on the 
Isthmus, “ Demoralization of the service is certain if the reward for 
successful endeavor is a reduction of pay.“ We are undertaking in 
Panama a gigantic task—the largest piece of engineering eyer done. 
The employment of the men engaged ereon is only temporary, and 
yet it will require the highest order of ability if it is to be done eco- 
nomically, 8 and efficiently. To attempt to secure men to do 
this work on insufficient salaries would amount to putting a premium 
upon inefficiency and corruption. Men fit for the work will not under- 
take it unless they are well paid. In the end the men who do under- 
take it will be left to seek other employment with, as their chief re- 
ward, the reputations they achieve. beir work is infinitely more 
difficult than any private work, both because of the peculiar conditions 
of the tropical land in which it is laid and because it is impossible to 
free them from the peculiar limitations inseparably connected with 
Government employment; while it is unfortunately true that men 
engaged on public work, no matter how devoted and disinterested their 
services, must expect to be made the objects of misrepresentation and 
attack. At best, therefore, the positions are not attractive in propor- 
tion to their importance; and among the men fit to do the task only , 
those with a genuine sense of pote spirit and eager to do the great 
work for the work's sake can obtained; and such men can not be 
kept if they are to be treated with niggardliness and parsimony in ad- 
1 to F certainty that false accusations will continually be brought 
against them. 

1 repeat that the work on the Isthmus has been done and is being 
done admirably. The organization is good. The mistakes are extraor- 
dinarily few, and these few have been of practically no consequence. 
The zeal, intelligence, and efficient public service of the Isthmian 
Commission and its subordinates have been noteworthy. I court the 
fullest, most exhaustive, and most 1 investigation of any act 
of theirs, and if an one of them is ever shown to have done wrong 
his punishment shall be exemplary. But I ask that they be decently 
paid, and that their hands be upheld as tong as they act decently. 
On any other conditions we shall not be able to get men of the right 
type to do the work, and this means that on any other condition we 
shall insure, If not failure, at least delay, scandal, and Inefficiency in the 
task of digging the giant canal, 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tun WHITE House, January 8, 1906. 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I take it the usual order of the 
Senate will be followed on this occasion, and that the message 
and the accompanying documents will be printed and referred to 
the Committee on Interoceani¢ Canals. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message, with the accompany- 
ing documents, will be referred to the Committee on Interoceanic 
Canals and printed, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think, Mr. President, the country will be 
highly gratified at the very extraordinary statements which the 
President makes in regard to the great work of building the 
isthmian canal. It is true that the newspaper press, and pos- 
sibly some individuals in both Houses of Congress, have found 
reason to criticise the very extraordinary orders that have been 
issued in the prosecution of the work which has been undertaken. 
The President has submitted one of the most remarkable mes- 
sages, I think, which has ever been sent to Congress, giving a 
certificate of perfect purity and of great efficiency to all con- 
nected with that work. It is true that he invites the closest 
serutiny by Congress into the conduct of his officials, and Con- 
gress dught, in justice to him as well as to the individuals whom 
he has employed, to order an investigation and to make it per- 
fect and complete. I trust before the Senate proceeds many 
days it will so instruct the Committee on Interoceanie Canals. 

The President, however, goes one step beyond that. Before 
an investigation has been had and there has been an oppor- 
tunity to look into the facts or to read the report of the Com- 
mission he indorses the high salaries that have been paid to the 
officials connected with the canal. Under what is known as the 
“Spooner Act,” those salaries of the Commission have been fixed 
by the President himself. I have no doubt that in that matter 
he has been guided simply by a desire to produce the best 
results. I have no doubt that under the influences by which 
any President would be surrounded in like circumstances he 
has exercised his best judgment; but I do not think we can all 
agree with him that the salaries paid to some of the officials 
connected with that organization, who are performng mere 
clerical duties in the city of Washington, have not been extraya- 
gant. However, Mr. President, that is a matter, as the case now 
stands, for Congress to deal with; and it ought to deal with it 
in a broad and liberal way, without attempting to embarass the 
President of the United States in the construction of this great 
work. But it would seem to me that a blanket indorsement of 
all that has been done and his insistence that these great sala- 
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ries which have been paid shall be continued, will require care- 
ful consideration by Congress. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. I thought the Senator was through. I will wait 
until he has completed his remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Congress of the United States placed the 
responsibility for the conduct of this work in the hands of the 
President, and gave him an appropriation to be used at bis dis- 
cretion, without estimates and without fixing the compensation 
of the officials, as is done in nearly all other instances in the con- 
duct of governmental affairs. That was most unusual. I may 
say, Mr. President, it was a responsibility that ought not to 
have been placed upon the President. We have, however, since 
the trouble with Spain, grown into the habit of placing in the 
hands of executive officers millions of money to be expended 
without any accountability to Congress as to the details of the 
expenditure. This practice began while Mr. McKinley was 
President, Congress giving him $50,000,000 to be expended at 
his discretion. That was an emergency, it was said. I take it 
that was true; and yet we had emergencies prior to that time. 
We had the war with England, the war with Mexico, and our 
own internal troubles, far greater than the war with Spain, and 
yet no such action was taken in those days, because Congress 
had guarded carefully the purse strings of the nation. It then 
appropriated only upon estimates or upon specific statements as 
to the necessity for the expenditure of such appropriations. 
But this practice has been pursued as to other Departments of 
the Government until it has become substantially the rule in 
the Land Office, in the Post-Office Department, in the Agricul- 
tural Department, and in the War Department, almost without 
limit, to expend millions of dollars for material and the distri- 
bution to thousands of persons of salaries not known to Con- 
gress and not acted upon by Congress, until finally it has reached 
this great expenditure for the Panama Canal, estimated at 
$135,000,000 or $140,000,000, which we have placed in the hands 
of the President. 

The President should not be sensitive if the representatives 
of the people in another branch and of the States in this branch 
shall determine—and wisely determine, as I think—to go back 
to the old rule, and the proper rule, of haying estimates and de- 
termining governmental expenditures in detail. In the past 
that has been found the only method which will prevent extray- 
agance in salaries and corruption in expenditures. 

The condition relative to canal expenditures is not the fault 
of the President. It is the ill-advised action of Congress which 
has placed the President in this position, and which now, that 
the country has become aroused to inquiries as to the conduct 
of public officials, has made action necessary. 

The President has met the case in that bold and manly 
fashion which seems to obtain with him as to all who are 
employed by his direction. Where he has been personally 
responsible for the employment of officials he finds nothing but 
good in their conduct. That is a manly characteristic; but I, 
for one, must be permitted to express the opinion that that is 
not the rule by which Governmental affairs should be carried 
on. No man living can tell what is to be the outcome in the 
expenditures for the construction of this canal across the isth- 
mus; no man, so far as I know, has yet determined the charac- 
ter of the work, whether it shall be a canal that will cost 
$150,000,000 or one that shall cost $500,000,000. Therefore, 
with all due deference to the Executive, and with perfect faith 
in his desire to accomplish the result, and accomplish it by the 
best methods, I think he ought not to be sensitive to inquiry, 
and that inquiry perfect and complete ought to be made. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, in much that the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gorman] has said regarding the loose way of 
making appropriations that Congress has fallen into since the 
Spanish war, I agree. We are not yet out of the inflammatory 
influences of that war, and we have not yet got back to the old 
and better-fashioned way of making all appropriations in de- 
tail, upon estimates duly submitted, examined, and scruti- 
nized by Congress, and reported in detail. I agree with the 
Senator in that. The sooner we return to the ancient way in 
this regard the better it will be in legislation for the Treasury 
and for the country. i 

In the little that I shall say now I will try to confine myself 
to the subject-matter presented by the message of the President. 

The Spooner Act, Mr. President, deposited with the President 
enormous powers. It amplified the powers which the Executive 
has ordinarily exercised on important public measures; but it 
was done by Congress; it was discussed fully; it was framed 


by the distinguished and gifted Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Spooner], and, after having been prepared by him, was fully 
considered. At last in the emergency—that emergency being 
the mere building of the canal, which everybody recognized as a 
popular measure—this enormous lodgment of power in the 
President was assented to by Congress. Congress adjourned, 
leaving all this with the President. He had power to order 
work to be done, to make contracts, to make appointments, to 
fix salaries, and to do all the things that were essential to the 
carrying on of that great work. The language of the law framed 
by the Senator from Wisconsin is subject to no doubt. It was 
intended to be plenary, to commit to the President the authority 
that ordinarily would be exercised by Congress. For the time 
being the President has exercised that discretion. What else 
could he have done? . 

Now, in the early part of this session, to-day, what could the 
President do more than he has done? What is his plan as 
indicated by the message? The time has come when, Congress 
being in session, he commits back all of the extraordinary, 
powers that have been committed to him to Congress for its 
action; he will no longer continue to or claim to fix these 
salaries, but he clearly has the right to express his opinion upon 
the rate of salaries and upon the men to whom the salaries 
have been paid. That is all he has done. He proposes, after 
receiving full reports from all the commissions that have been 
appointed, consulting engineers, including engineers from other 
countries, what? To go on and act? By no means; but to 
refer that to Congress, making such recommendation as he may 
think proper and fitting, but leaving it all to Congress. 

Mr. President, everybody is fallible. Presidents make mis- 
takes; Senators make mistakes; the world is full of mistakes; 
but the President has made no mistake here in committing this 
whole subject back to Congress, in giving up the enormous pow- 
ers that have been lodged in him, and referring the subject- 
matter to Congress. I think the President and the country are 
to be congratulated at the moderation, the good sense, displayed 
by the President in realizinig that the time for the execution 
by him of the great powers lodged by the Spooner Act has 
passed and that Congress should consider this subject. 

Mr. President, this being the policy of the President, sending 
it back to Congress and courting, to use his language, a full 
investigation, I hope there will be no delay on the part of the 
proper committee in taking up this great subject. The Com- 
mittee on Interoceanic Canals, Mr. President, will find itself 
burdened day and night with the great labors thrown upon it 
by the President and by Congress in investigating and consid- 
ering these great questions. They must take up the question 
of salaries. They must take up the question of progress and 
work as committed to the Commission throngh legislation, re- 
ported by them, if any is needed. They must take up the great- 
est question of all which will be committed to them by the 
President, or to us, and by us sent to them—deciding upon 
the type of canal. I do not envy the members of that commit- 
tee in the work which they will have to do. The Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gorman] is a member of the committee. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox], one of the great- 
est lawyers and statesmen in the land, is a member of the com- 
mittee. I hope he will give his time to the great questions to be 
considered by that committee, and that the committee will report, 
not delay and waiting and prolonging, because the people are 
impatient to know what is to be done, but the result of their con- 
clusions. 

On the question of salaries, I believe and think the committee 
will find that the President is right in what he indicates as his 
belief—that the large salaries attached to the important places, 
occupied by men who haye upon their shoulders the respon- 
sibility of this work, are not too large. They are large com- 
pared with the ordinary scale of governmental salaries, but 
compared with the salaries which are paid by great corporations 
and great interests in the United States they are not unduly 
swollen. $ 

But I hope the committee will early take into consideration 
all these subject-matters and report to the Senate as soon as may 
be, so that we may know for the future what are to be the con- 
duct and the progress and the type of this great work. But cer- 
tainly no man can complain that to-day the President has not 
turned the whole subject-matter over to Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message will be referred to the 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals and ordered to be printed. 


MESSENGER FOR THE COMMITTEE ON MANUFACTURES. 


Mr. HEYBURN submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures be, and it is hereby, 
authorized to employ a messenger, to be paid from the contingent fund 
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k 7 * Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per annum, until otherwise provided 
y law. 
AFFAIRS OF MOROCCO. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I offer resolutions which I ask 
may now be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia sub- 
mits resolutions which will be read for the information of the 
Senate. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Whereas it has of late been announced in the public press both of 
Euro and the United States that for the purpose of considering 
certain graye questions relative to the commercial and political affairs 
of Morocco, and of reaching an agreement and determination thereof, 
the governments of the leading powers of Europe, including Germany, 
France, Great Britain, Italy, Austria, and Spain, have agreed and 
arranged to hold in the near future, through delegates. to be ap- 
pointed by each of said Governments, a conference at Algeciras, in 
Spain, and that the Government of the United States has, by said 
European Goyernments been invited to participate through duly 
pps nted delegates in the said conference; and 

Whereas it is further announced in the public press that the Pres- 
ident of the United States has, in compliance with said invitation, 
appointed delegates of the United States to and in sald conference; 


an 

Whereas the questions at issue relative to the affairs of Morocco, 
and the relation of European governments thereto, are reputed to be 
of such gravity, and the antagonistic demands of European govern- 
ments to be so acute as to endanger the peace of Europe, as is evi- 
denced by the publicly announced preparations for war in the disposi- 
tions of troops and fleets, and in the gathering of war material by 
several of sald European wers, and as is also evidenced by press 
dispatches from the capitals of said ponas; such as the following, 
which haye been received and published in the newspapers of the 
United States, to wit: 5 

“Pants, December 31. 

“Sensational papers here continue to publish lengthy telegrams from 
frontier towns reper eae. extraordin: activity of the military author- 
ities. The evening edition of the Intransigeant to-day reproduces the 
alleged declaration of a superior Belgian staff officer concerning the 
military precautions Belgium is 8 order to preserve neutrality, 
and also a lengthy special dispatch showing the defensive strength of 
the main frontier points. 

Deputy Jaures reflects the pessimistic view of the socialistic ele- 
ment, writing in the Humanite that ‘the antagonism in which France 
and Germany enter the Morocco conference causes a terrible uneasiness 
to weigh upon Europe, as the slightest untoward Incident might un- 
chain a catastrophe.” Most of the serious journals take a more con- 
servative view, although all recognize the existence of widespread feel- 
ings of inquietude." 

“LONDON, January 6. 

“According to official information received in London from Berlin, 
Germany not only demands that all the powers shall participate in the 
execution of reforms in Morocco, but that the work of watching the 
frontier shall be divided among them, thus realizing the fears expressed 
— an offlelal of the forel office in an interview last Thursday that 

e German delegates might insist on regulations clashing with what 
5 4115 considers her special privileges for instance, the policing of the 

ont ler. 

“It Germany ists in this attitude in the conference, it is be- 
lieved a most serious situation will arise, as France is certain to resist, 
and Great Britain will support France. The British Government, while 
believing the conference will finally reach a satisfactory settlement, 
realizes that persistence by Germany in her demands will cause irrita- 
tion which will uire all the efforts of the delegates to remove, and 
in this it expects the support of the United States, Spain, and Italy.” 


“ ROME, January 6. 


“Interest here in the conference on Moroccan reforms is growing. 
This is due to the predominant 1 — 8 — 5 that Italy will assume because 
of the importance of her delegate, the Marquis Visconti Venosta, who, 
when he was Italian minister of foreign affairs, concluded an agree- 
ment with France by which Italy abandoned her claims on Morocco in 
favor of France. ‘This agreement was completed later by Foreign Min- 
ister Prinetti, who pledged Italy's nep to France in Morocco, receiving 
in exchange the help of France in Tripoli. 

“At that time Germany had shown no Interest In Morocco, while 
Italy considered herself free to so act, Morocco not being included in 
the agreement of the triple alliance concerning the equilibrium of the 
Mediterranean, Now Germany, it is said, maintains that any question, 
even if it were not contemplated by the triple alliance, comes within 
the terms of the treaty, and that if Germany is attacked by any other 

wer the other two members of the triple alliance—aAustria and 
taly—are compelled to assist her with arms. Thus the situation of 
Italy in the conference Is becoming more delicate, as the conference 
wer lead to war, though the prospects at present point toward peace ;” 
an 


Whereas our only legitimate concern with Moroccan affairs relates to 
the very limited commerce between that country and our own and is In 
no matter connected with the grave political controversy which has 
been carried on for some time past between ny on the one side 
and France and 15 57 75 on the other as to the future political con- 
trol of Morocco, it having been the settled policy of this Government 
since its foundation to abstain from taking part in such political con- 
troversies between European nations: It is therefore 

I. Resolved by the Senate, That the President be respectfully re- 

uested, if not incompatible with the public interest, to furnish the 
Senate with copies of the following papers: 

(a) Such invitation or invitations as were recelved by this Govern- 
ment to participate in said conference, and of the reply or the replies 
vernment thereto; 


b) Of any protocol, agreement, or other paper setting forth the ob- 
35 or — 77 S and the subjects with which it is expected 
o deal; ` 


1 

(c) Of all instructions sent to the delegates designated to represent 
this Government at said conference, with the names of said delegates ; 
(d) es any agreement fixing the time and place for the meeting of 

said conference. 
. Ived, That the President be respectfully re- 
3 e whether under the terms of sald invitation 
and the acceptance thereof, or under the Instructions given to sald dele- 


2 on the part of the United States, they are limited in their author- 
ty to a par 1 in the deliberations, ju ents, and awards of 
said conference to questions concerning commercial and business matters 
in which the Government and pope of the United States have an inter- 
est, elther present or prospective; or whether the said delegates on the 
part of the United States have authority to participate in the delibera- 
tions, judgments, or awards of said conference relative to the political 
affairs of Morocco and her political relations to one or more of the said 
foreign governments, and to the respective rights and powers of any one 
or more of said foreign governments relative thereto. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the resolutions may go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the resolutions 
will lie over. 

Mr. BACON. I did not ask for the present consideration of 
the resolutions. I refrained from doing so because of the fact 
that the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Rayner] desires 
to address the Senate, and I did not wish to take up the time 
of the Senate to-day with any discussion upon the resolutions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will lie over. 


ATCHISON, TOPEKA AND SANTA FE RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. LONG submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, directed 
to send to the Senate copies of the correspondence between the Presi- 
dent and the Attorney-General, the President and the Secretary of the 
Navy, and the Attorney-General and special counsel, Messrs. Harmon 
and Judson, relating to a departure from the published rates by the 
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company in the transporta- 
tion of coal for the Colorado Fuel and Iron ap imac together with 
a copy of the opinion of Judge Philips in the contempt proceedings be- 
gun on account of said departure from published rates. 


PERMANENT INDEFINITE APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. ALDRICH submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: : 
Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be requested to re- 
port to the Senate in detail the amount of all permanent indefinite ap- 
propriations and to report whether any reason exists why all provi- 
sions of law merne such appropriations should not be repeal and 


such appropriations hereafter made annually on estimates furnished 
by the various Departments. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. The 
question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


EXISTING STATUS IN SANTO DOMINGO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
TILLMAN] coming over-from a previous day, which will be read. 

The resolution submitted by Mr: TILAN on the 4th instant 
was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the Senate, if 
not incompatible with the public welfare, as to the existing status in 
Santo Domingo; whether or not President Morales carried his Govern- 
ment with him when he disappeared from the capital or whether he 
left it behind, and whether the American officers who have been in 
charge of the custom-houses are still performing that work; and, if so, 
under what arrangement and by what authority. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire merely to enter a mo- 
tion to refer the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. I understand the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
RAYNER] desires to offer an amendment of a general character 
to the pending resolution, and that upon that amendment he 
wishes to address the Senate; and I do not desire to stand in 
his way a moment in that respect. I merely wish to enter the 
motion and to give notice that I shall object in the future to 
the discussion of treaties and of our foreign relations in the 
open Senate, unless the Senate previously decides in the proper 
way that the discussion shall be in the open Senate. I think 
haphazard discussion of foreign relations in the morning hour, 
and of treaties pending in the Senate or pending in committee, 
is something contrary to the spirit of our rules and is an unwise 
policy to adopt. 

I merely desire to give that notice. I do not wish to inter- 
fere in the slightest with the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, in reply to what the Senator 
from Massachusetts has just said, I wish to remark that I do 
not see how he can say or even think the Santo Domingo treaty 
is under discussion in connection with the pending resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. I made no such suggestion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator, if I understood him, and I 
was listening with both ears—— a 

Mr. LODGE. I said I should object to treaties being ĝis- 
cussed in open session unless the Senate, in the ordinary and 
proper way, ordered such discussion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not discussing the treaty at all, and 
do not propose to discuss it. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator brings that forward before any- 
body has accused him of doing it. i 

Mr. BACON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 


1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


793 


from Massachusetts to the fact that the President of the United 
States discussed the treaty in his message. 

Mr. LODGE. It does not make the slightest difference what 
the President of the United States does. We settle our own 
rules. 

Mr. BACON. And it was read in open Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
has the floor. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. RAYNER. I offer an amendment in the way of a supple- 
ment to the resolution offered by the Senator from South 
Carolina. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland pro- 
poses an amendment to the resolution of the Senator from South 
Carolina, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate the United States ought 
not to assume any liability for the payment of any indebtedness of the 
republies of Central or South America to European or other powers, 
and ought not to interfere with foreign governments asserting against 
these republics civil ay ree in accordance with the principles and pro- 
cedure of international law unless such assertion amounts to an attempt 
to permanently occupy their territory or to change their forms of gov- 
ernment or subvert their political institutions; and 

Resolved further, That the United States ought not by war, or the 
threat or menace of war, to enforce the performance of contractual 
obligations entered into between its own citizens and any of these 
republics, but in such cases should limit its interposition toward obtain- 
ing relief for the claimants to the friendly offices of the ministers or 
diplomatic agents of the United States. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I presume it will not be in- 
appropriate for me at this time to advance a few suggestions 
upon the subject-matter of the resolution that has just been 
read. It will be understood that in forwarding certain con- 
clusions I have reached upon this subject I am only speaking 
for myself, and that I have no purpose and certainly no power 
to bind my party or any of my colleagues upon this floor to the 
acceptance of any views that I may now express. 

We are to-day surging ahead with such velocity in the set- 
tlement of new questions in regard to our foreign policy with 
contiguous states that it seems to me it is well to have an 
interchange of opinion upon the open field of controversy in 
reference thereto, so that after consulting the compass and 
taking our bearings we may possibly formulate some stead- 
fast line of conduct in connection therewith, or at least rescue 
some fundamental truths and principles from the confusion into 
which they have fallen. 

The problems that we are now encountering in the administra- 
tion of our foreign policy in this direction require mature 
thought and deliberation, and I plead with you at the outset, 
do not let us, because some trifling incident occurs of no sig- 
nificance, that does not affect our welfare or in the slightest 
degree menace our safety, lay down a code of principles and 
precedents that may be revised by our successors and repu- 
diated and repealed by future generations. 

It is not my intention in anything I may say to cast the 
slightest reflection upon the administration of the Department 
of State. While the questions at issue require a knowledge 
of constitutional and international jurisprudence, we all agree 
that the late lamented occupant of this portfolio upon the 
field of diplomacy was at least the peer of the brilliant line 
who preceded him and who have left the impress of their 
genius stamped upon the institutions of the Republic, and in 
so far as the President is concerned, feeling that he has been 
actuated by the best and highest impulses in the whole course 
of his administration and believing in his sincerity and integ- 
rity of purpose, no carping criticism shall come from me even 
in cases where he may have challenged precedent and strained 
authority to secure what, in his judgment, appeared to be a 
benefit and advantage to his country. 


THE GENUINE MONROR DOCTRINE. 


I would like it to be known that I subscribe to every senti- 
ment of the Monroe doctrine; that is, the genuine doctrine, the 
old text and not the revised edition; the original document and 
not the counterfeit presentment. I stand by every utterance 
that it contains, but I reject the whole brood of heresies framed 
by modern paraphrasers and annotators, called the Monroe doc- 
trine, but not a line of which ever sprang from the brain of the 
patrlot whose name it bears. 

The men who over three-quarters of a century ago rang a 
proclamation through the world that at that time convulsed 
the political fabric of continental Europe, would never, if living 
at this hour, admit the construction that is now placed upon it, 
and its founders and sponsors would never recognize it in its 


deformed and distorted shape. When a great invention in 
statesmanship dawns upon the world it seems proper that it 
should be associated with the name of its discoverer, and it 
ought not to be issued under a formula that no longer designates 
its ingredients and that has long since accomplished the pur- 
poses for which it was designed. When the Department of State 
issues a manifesto that is the product of its own genius it ought 
to be circulated under the name of its author, and in vindication 
of the memory of the dead and in defense of their rights I pro- 
test against the use of their names to any instrument that does 
not bear their signatures and to any doctrine that was never 
promulgated by their authority. As a usual thing, if a princi- 
ple is right, it would concern me in a small degree whether it 
was fortified by tradition or had received the sanction of his- 
toric names. In this case the situation, however, is different, 
because we find that the President justifies his position upon the 
ground that he is merely enforcing a national policy, and that if 
we decline to dct under existing emergencies it would be equiva- 
lent to abandoning a doctrine that is interwoven with our history 
and has become an integral part of our institutions. The 
charge is made that this new doctrine, which has been recently 
brought to our attention, is simply the old doctrine carried to its 
logical and inevitable conclusion in order to meet present con- 
ditions. This being the charge, it is absolutely essential in 
any discussion of this subject to find out whether this is the 
old doctrine or whether it is an entirely new one that has no 
connection with the old, and in order to ascertain this fact I 
would like for a moment to call to the witness stand the spirits 
of Jefferson, of Adams, and of Monroe and ask them whether 
they are innocent or guilty of the charge that the President has 
preferred against them. I call Adams because he was the real 
author of the declaration of 1823. The internal evidence of 
the message demonstrates this to be a fact, because in its first 
expression it deals with the question, of our northwestern boun- 
daries, a controversy that has been conducted by Adams and 
in connection with which he had employed almost the identical 
language contained in the message of President Monroe. Not 
only this, but Mr. Adams, narrating in his journal of December 
6, 1845, a conversation with Mr. Bancroft, then in Mr. Polk’s 
Cabinet, thus writes: 

I said I approved entirely of Mr. Polk’s repeated assertion of the 
principle first announced by President James Monroe, in a message to 
Congress, that the continents of North and South America were no 
longer to be considered as scenes for future European colonization. 
He said he had heard that this part of the message of Mr. Monroe had 
been inserted by him at my suggestion. I told him that was true; 
that I had been authorized by him to assert the principle in a letter 
of instruction to Mr. Rush, then Minister to England, and had written 
the paragraph in the very words inserted by Mr. Monroe in his 
message. 

I would like to ask them this question: Was it ever contem- 
plated that we should, under any circumstances, assume a pro- 
tectorate, political or financial, over any of the Caribbean 
Islands or over any of the Latin-American Republics of Central 
or South America? Was not the motive that prompted the 
message one of self-interest to insure us against attack, and to 
enable us to hold the key to the situation in the event that any 
foreign power should attempt an invasion of American terri- 
tory? I would like to ask Monroe: What did the message 
mean when it proclaimed— 

It is impossible that the allied powers should extend their political 
system to any portion of either continent without endangering our 
peace and happiness. 

We owe it, therefore, to candor and to the amicable relations existin 
between the United States and those powers to declare that we shoul 
consider any attempt on their part to extend their system to eor preoa 
of this Levene mg as dangerous to our peace and safety. With the 
existing colonies or dependencies of any European power we have not 
interferred, and shall not interfere. ut wi the governments who 
have declared their independence and maintained it, and whose inde- 
pendence we have, on great consideration and on just principles, ac- 
knowledged, we could not view any interposition for the purpose of 
oppressing them, or controlling in any other manner their destiny, by 
any European power, in any other light than as the manifestation of 
an unfriendly disposition toward the United States. 

Was it our purpose to proceed one step further than to 
announce that we would not permit foreign powers to subvert 
the governments of Central and South America and supplant 
them with monarchical institutions? Was not this the whole 
scope and the object of the proceeding? Was it ever intended 
that we should either interfere with the governments of the 
Republics themselves or prohibit foreign governments from as- 
serting civil rights against them, accorded and universally rec- 
ognized by the law of nations? 

Now let us call Jefferson. Let me say a word about Jeffer- 
son. During the last campaign a leading advocate of the Re- 
publican party, in a vein of satire, in a brilliant address before 
the Republican convention, remarked that the Democratic party 
was spending the whole of its time in trying to find out what 
Thomas Jefferson would do if he were living. It could not, in 
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its leisure moments, devote its time to a better purpose. I 
would rather have the spirit of this dead pilot wafting over the 
ship of state than any living pilot that I know of at the helm. 
He may have been a doctrinaire, but it is just this kind of doc- 
trinaires who have shattered the idols of superstition, broken 
the fetters of bondsmen and liberated the world of thought. 
When in his retirement at Monticello he wrote to President 
Monroe: 

The question presented the letters you have sent me is the most 
momentous which has eyer off to my contemplation since that 
of og ar pe That made us a nation; this sets our compass and 
points the course which we are to steer through the ocean of time 
opening on us. 

What was he talking about? No man living had at that time 
a deeper insight than he had into the profound significance of 
the causes that moyed Monroe to sound an alarm that notified 
every tyrant on this earth that the Western Hemisphere was 
ablaze with the confiagration of liberty. He knew it meant one 
thing alone, nothing less and nothing more, and that was that a 
people once free upon this continent should never be enslaved 
again, and that no monarchy should ever be reared on this soil 
upon the ruins of republican institutions. He was thoroughly 
familiar with the jure divino autocracies of Europe and with 
their plans and expectations. He had been trained under the 
shadow of the Bastille. He was the mortal enemy of holy al- 
liances and divine rights. He knew but one divine right, and 
that was the divine right of the people. In 1823 this old philos- 
opher, from his knowledge of European conditions, understood 
the situation better than any man upon the American Continent. 
His faculties were growing stronger as his body became weaker. 
He was writing at this time upon every imaginable topic, phil- 
osophy, science, politics, literature, and religion, and thus sur- 
rounded when President Monroe solicited his opinion upon the 
suggestion of Mr. Canning, he sent the reply that has just been 
read. This is an old story, I know, in this Senate Chamber, but 
let me ask you what was this momentous question that Jeffer- 
son referred to? Was it a money question? Was it a financial 
question? Was he contemplating the probable bombardment of 
a Caribbean port to enforce the payment of a usurer’s bond? 
Was his mind perplexed by a vision of a war conducted by 
bailiffs and constables and collectors in the interest of foreign 
pawnbrokers, whose weapons are pledges and debentures, and 
who, struggling with each other for preference and priorities in 
their insatiate chase for plunder, sweep down upon the pitiful 
revenues of these bankrupt and impoverished republics until 
they become prostrate supplicants at the exchequers of the 
world and are willing to yield their resources and concessions 
at any price or sacrifice that may be dictated in the gambling 
dens of the European stock market? 

I am now trying to prove by the record, by the undisputed 
facts of history, by contemporaneous construction, the strongest 
evidence recognized by the canons of the law that the men who 
planted the seeds of the Monroe doctrine never contemplated 
that a despoiler’s hand should enter the garden, take an alien 
weed, graft it on the parent stem and then claim that the 
harvest of this unholy wedlock is a natural growth that by 
organic process sprang from the virgin soil of the Republic. 
Let me once divest it of its nomenclature and I have gained the 
first point in this discussion. Then the new doctrine—call it 
what you will—must stand upon its own merits, not hallowed by 
prescription, and not infringing upon an ancient landmark. 

THE PRESIDENT'S CONSTRUCTION OF THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 

Now, what is the principle of construction? I presume that 
the Monroe doctrine, though not within the international code, 
is subject to the same elementary rules of interpretation that 
govern any other instrument. What is the cardinal rule? 
You take the language and then if there is a doubt, you take 
the environment and surroundings, the res geste of the trans- 
action, the occasion that called for it, the emergency that pro- 
duced it, cessante ratione lex cessat, the instructions to our 
ministers abroad, and principally the object that was to be 
accomplished, and from them you gather the intention. What 
is the President’s interpretation? Upon pages 2 and 3 of a 
message that he has lately sent to the Senate marked “ Customs 
revenues of the Dominican Republic,” and also marked“ Con- 
fidential,” but from which the injunction of secrecy has been 
removed, the President makes the following statement: 

Under the accepted law of nations forei governments are within 
their right, if they choose to exercise it, when they actively intervene 
in support of the contractual claims of their subjects. * e 

An aggrieved nation can without interfering with the Monroe doc- 
trine take what action it sees fit in the adjustment of its dispute with 
American States, provided that action does not take the shape of 


interference with their form of government or of the despoilment of 
their territory under any dl But, short of this, when the 


uestion is one of a money claim, the only way which remains, 
y. to collect it is a blockade, or bombardment, or the seizure of the 
custom-honses, and this 


means, as has been said aboye, what is in effect 


a possession, even though onl tem A 
The United Štates then becomes p 5 teas tes 
Monroe doctrine it can not see any European power seize and perma- 
nently occupy the territory of one of these Republics; and yet such 
a seizure of territory, disguised or undisguised, may eventually offer the 
only way in which the power in question can collect any debi „ unless 
there is interference on the part of the United States. 

With the most profound respect and admiration for the Presi- 
dent, both for the office and for the individual, I deferentially 
reject this startling interpretation. I want the curtain just 
to rise for a moment now, for I will presently analyze this 
statement in detail, but right now, though it is a thrice-told 
tale and volumes have been written upon it, I want to call the 
actors upon the stage with the scenery mounted and the play 
in full rehearsal and see whether it leaves the same impression 
upon the minds of this distinguished audience as it does upon 
the President. i 

We all know that following the downfall of Napoleon the 
rulers of Prussia, Russia, and Austria formed a conspiracy 
against human rights known as the “ Holy Alliance.” Instead 
of it being a “Holy Alliance” it was the unholiest plot ever 
conceived against the rights of humanity. It was succeeded 
in 1818 by the Congress of Aix la Chapelle. In 1820 it assem- 
bled at Laybach, in Styria, and again it met in Verona in 1822, 
At the last conference the following blasphemous declaration 
was made a part of the treaty: 

The high contractin, 1 well convinced that the system of rep- 
resentative government is as incompatible with the monarchical prin- 
ciple as the maxim of the cea hy at of the people is opposed to the 
principle of divine right, engage in the most solemn manner to em- 
pior all their means and unite all their efforts to put an end to the 
system of representative government wherever it is own to exist in 
the states of Europe and to prevent it from being ifitroduced into those 
states where it is not known. 

Now Canning appears upon the scene, and, what is a strange 
incident in this proceeding, and one that is hardly eyer adverted 
to, is that Canning, after the rejection of his proposal to the 
United States for a European congress to consider the affairs 
of Spanish America, announced that Great Britain would not 
permit any European intervention in Spanish America, and the 
French minister, Prince de Polignac, at that time disclaimed 
the slightest intention of interfering and acquiesced in the 
judgment of Mr. Canning, that the subversion of South America 
by Spain was no longer a subject of practical consideration. 
President Monroe’s message appears a few months after this 
event, dated December 2, 1823. ‘Take all these facts together, 
the cause that was operating, the danger that threatened the 
influence at work, the utterances of the message and the partici- 
pants in the event, and I would like some Senator now upon 
this floor to select a single utterance from any of the agencies 
in this affair that jusitifies the President’s construction. Where 
is there a word that we should either at the point of war deny 
to foreign powers the right to assert their just demands against 
these republics or become substantially responsible for the 
liquidation of their claims? 

What part of the Monroe doctrine is it that withdraws these 
States entirely from the domain of international procedure 
and commands us to compel them to keep their faith with the 
nations of the world? We asserted then, as we do now, that 
we would not permit any new establishment of monarchical 
institutions upon the Western Hemisphere. Self-interest and 
self-protection were the main motives that we had at that time, 
and if we add to this the sentiment that we were then, as we 
are now, in sympathy with Republican forms of government 
wherever they exist, and then add to this the further fact that 
the territory being adjacent to us and a menace to us in the 
hands of a foreign power, that we did not propose to acquiesce 
in its encroachment by any European monarch, and that we 
would oppose any further colonization by foreign governments 
upon the shores of this continent and you haye the whole of 
the Monroe doctrine from its inception to its completion, 
from its first to its latest utterance at the time it was promul- 
gated. 00 

THE PRESIDENT’S DOCTRINE NOT Tun MONROP DOCTRINE. 


Now permit me to bring this doctrine quickly down to the 
present time, because it is absolutely necessary that this should 
be done in order to intelligently discuss the practical proposi- 
tions involved. 

Upon January 20, 1824, Henry Clay moved the following reso- 
lution, which was never acted upon in the Committee of the 
Whole in the House of Representatives: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of Am in Congress assembied, That the people of these States 
would not see, without serious disquietude, any forcible intervention by 
the allied powers of marapa in behalf of Spain to reduce to their former 
subjection those ts of the continent of America which have pro- 
claimed and established for themselves, respectively, Independent gov- 


eg and which have been solemnly recognized by the United 
es. 
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During the debate upon the Panama Congress in 1826 James 
Buchanan introduced and passed in the House of Representa- 
tives the following resolution : 

In the opinion of the House the United States ought not to form any 
alliance with all or any of the South American republics, nor ought 
they become parties with. them to any joint declaration for the purpose 
of preventing the interference of any of the European powers with 
their independence or form of government, or to any compact for the 
purpose of preventing colonization upon the continent of erica, but 
that the people of the United States should be left free to act in any 
crisis in such manner as their mennes of friendship toward these 
republics or as their own honor and policy may at the time dictate. 

On April 29, 1848, during the war with Mexico, President Polk 
transmitted to Congress the Yucatan message, and thereupon a 
bill was introduced in the Senate to enable the President to take 
temporary military occupation of Yucatan. Then followed the 
discussion in which Mr. Calhoun made one of the most effective 
arguments in his public career, concluding with the memorable 
words that he had simply discharged his duty to his country 
and to the Cabinet of which he was the only surviving member. 

Then we come to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, to which I will 
not now refer, because the less said about it the better, de mor- 
tuis nil nisi bonum, and with the exception of the French inter- 
vention in Mexico, to which I shall presently make particular 
reference in another connection, it brings us to a brief considera- 
tion of the Venezuelan message of President Cleveland, sent to 
Congress on December 17, 1895. In the House of Representa- 
tives, and in an humble way on many other occasions, I was a 
firm adherent of the Administration of President Cleveland. 
Men sometimes are forgotton when they live. Posterity will 
remember him, and he will occupy a high and isolated place in 
the annals of the Republic. I regret to say that it was impos- 
sible for me to accept the views of the Administration in the 
Venezuelan boundary controversy. If the Monroe doctrine had 
not been appealed to and our intervention had been placed upon 
an entirely distinct ground and on behalf of Venezuela, and at 
her solicitation we had demanded as an international right that 
in order to avoid war between Great Britain and Venezuela that 
controversy should have been submitted to arbitration, it would 
have presented an entirely different aspect. I can not for a 
moment reconcile to any American precedent or to any principle 
of international law the proposition that in an honest dispute 
over a boundary line between a South American and a foreign 
state that we had a right to dictate the method of adjustment 
and by the menace of war compel submission to our terms, or 
that the Monroe doctrine ever contemplated such an interference 
upon our part. 

When Mr. Bayard submitted to Lord Salisbury the dispatch 
of Mr. Olney, it was sent by Lord Salisbury to the ablest 
lawyers in the Kingdom and to the law officers of the Crown 
for their opinion. It was submitted on the 7th of August, 
1895, and this investigation accounts for the fact that there 
was no communication sent from Lord Salisbury to the British 
minister in the United States until November 26, 1895. A 
statement that is peculiarly relevant to the present situation 
appears in this correspondence which I shall now cite, and I 
have emphasized the Venezuelan incident for this purpose, and 
I cite it because Lord Salisbury and the eminent jurists who 
had evidently prepared his answer seem to agree with Secre- 
tary Olney upon a proposition that comes right home to us 
with pointed force and irresistible conclusion upon this occa- 
sion, and comes to us in a discussion in which Secretary Olney 
had proceeded beyond the utmost limit of any of his predeces- 
sors in the assertion of our rights under the message of Presi- 
dent Monroe. Listen to the statement of Secretary Olney, the 
most liberal constructionist upon the Monroe doctrine who has 
ever presided over the Department of State, and tell me whether 
it does not sustain every proposition for which I am contending: 

The Monroe doctrine does not establish any general protectorate 
by the United States over other American States. It does not relieve 
any American state from its obligations, as fixed by international law, 
or prevent any European power directly interested from enforcing such 
obligations or from inflicting merited punishment for the breach of 
them. It does not contemplate any interference in the internal affairs 
of any American state. It does not justify any attempt on our part to 
change the established form of government, altering that form according 
to our own will and pleasure. The rule in question has but a single 

urpose and object. t is that no European power or combination of 

European powers shall forcibly deprive an American state of the right 
and power of self-government and of shaping for itself its own political 
fortunes and destinies. 

In the answer from the British foreign office there was this 
striking passage, not a line or an assertion of which was ever 
coutradicted or denied in any subsequent correspondence upon 
the subject: 

Whatever may be the authority of the doctrine laid down by President 
Monroe, there is nothing in his language to show that he ever thought 
of claiming this novel prerogative for the United States. It is ad- 
mitted that he did not seek to assert a protectorate over Mexico or the 


States of Central and South America. uch a claim would have imposed 
upon the United States the duty of answering for the conduct of these 
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States, and co ently the responsibility of 5 them. His 
sagacious foresight would have led him energetically to deprecate the 
addition of so serious a burden to those which the rulers of the United 
States have to bear. It follows of necessity that if the Government of the 
United States will not control the conduct of these communities, neither 
can it undertake to protect them from the consequent attaching of any 
misconduct to which they may be guilty toward other nations. If they 
violate in any way the rights of another state or its subjects, it is not 
alleged that the Monroe doctrine will assure them the assistance of 
the United States in escaping from any reparation which they may be 
bound by international law to give. Mr. oes expressly disclaims 
such an interference from the principles he lays down. 


THE ROOSEVELT DOCTRINE. 

I hope that I have now shown that the present doctrine is 
not the Monroe doctrine and that, therefore, it ought to have 
a new and proper name. We might call it the Dillingham doc- 
trine, or, if the Senator from Alabama does not object, the 
Reader doctrine, or, what is better still, let us copyright it 
with a name that will surround it with proper dignity and com- 
mand the respect of the nations of the world, and call it the 
Roosevelt doctrine. $ 

It becomes necessary for us now to analyze this new doctrine 
of the President, to see whether we will adopt and make it a 
part of our international code. The President has encountered 
a complicated situation, and if his conception of it is correct 
he has applied the remedy with a master’s hand. If he has 
made an accurate diagnosis, his treatment will undoubtedly 
eradicate the malady. I know a distinguished physician whose 
remedies are simply marvelous. There is only one trouble 
about the doctor, and that is he generally treats his patients for 
the wrong disease. He is eminently successful because his 
patients not being afflicted with the disease that his diagnosis 
points to, they invariably recover from it. What is the Presi- 
dent’s diagnosis of this case? It is based upon two propo- 
sitions: 

First. His first proposition is that the only way, except by 
actual war, that one nation can forcibly collect a money claim 
against another is by blockade, bombardment, or the seizure of 
its custom-houses, and under the accepted law of nations foreign 
governments are within their rights, if they choose to exercise 
it, when they actively intervene in support of the contractual 
claims of their subjects. 

Second. His second proposition is that the United States then 
becomes a party in interest, so far as American states are con- 
cerned, because under the Monroe doctrine it could not see any 
European power seize and occupy the territory of any of these 
republics. 

Upon the first proposition I respectfully deny that foreign 
nations are within their rights when they actively intervene in 
favor of the contractual claims of their subjects. With great 
deference to the President, this proposition is at war with the 
elementary principles of international law. There are some ex- 
ceptions that sustain his statement in countries where anarchy 
and a failure to administer justice prevail, but with an excep- 
tion in cases that are sui generis the rule is an inflexible and 
unbending one, precisely to the contrary tenor of what the 
President states it to be. In this country nearly every Secre- 
tary of State, including Madison, Adams, Clay, Webster, Cal- 
houn, Marcy, Seward, and Blaine, have given the broad denial 
to suggestions of this character, so that until this new doctrine 
was promulgated it was considered a postulate and a funda- 
mental maxim of international law that governments would 
not interfere in behalf of the contractual claims of their citi- 
zens, except through the channels of diplomacy and the proper 
presentation of the claims by their ministers. Of course, if the 
President is in error upon this point, which is the major prem- 
ise of his argument, his conclusions fall to the ground, and, 
therefore, owing to its great importance I now present to you 
a line of precedents taken from the text writers that establish 
the true doctrine in this regard, and in doing so I desire to say 
that I am only referring to the principal ones, and that a vol- 
ume could be filled with them if it became necessary to give 
the whole of them. 

With regard to the contracts of an individual born in one country 
with the government of another, most especially when the individual 
contracting is domiciliated in the country with whose government he 
contracts and formed the contract voluntarily, for his own private 
emolument and without the privity of the nation under whose protec- 
tion he has been born, he has no claim whatsoever to call upon the 

overnment of his nativity to espouse his clai this Government hav- 
ng no right to compel that with which he voluntarily contracted tot 
the performance of that contract. (Mr. John Quincy Adams, Secretary 
of State, to Mr. Salmon, April 29, ABS.) 

The Government of the United States Is not bound to Interfere 
to secure the fulfillment of contracts made between their citizens and 
foreign governments, it being presumed that before entering into such 
contracts the disposition and ability of the forei power to perform 
its obligations are examined, and the risk of failure taken into con- 
sideration. In cases of personal hardship and loss, however, like the 
present, the Department does not decline forwarding a statement ot 
the grievance, with a recommendation of the claim, to the 8 

minister 0 


offices of the of the United States. (Mr. Marcy, Secretary 
State, to Mr. Fowler, July 17, 1856.) 


The ple who 
great Ron in the 
all the cireumstan: 
ask their Government to complain 2 — they stand on a common foot- 


e themselves, to be concerned in their de- 
retary of State, to Mr. Burton, April 28, 


Ci s of the United States who take up their abode in a foreign 
country and enter into contracts with the citizens or public authorities 
there are presumed to make their engagements in accordance with, and 
subject to, the laws of the country where the obligations imposed by the 
contract are to be fulfilled, and are ordinarily remitted to the remedies 
afforded by those laws for the redress of grievances resulting from 
breaches or nonfulfillment of such contracts. 

Instances may sometimes occur in which there has been a denial or 
miscarriage of justice in the courts. In such cases the good offices of 
the Department may properly be invoked on behalf of the claimant. 
The claims now in question are not deemed to be of a character which 
calis for such interposition. (Mr. Fish, Secretary of State, to Mr. 
Wing, December 9, 1573.) A 

The claimants in this case stand in the relation of parties to a con- 
tract into which they voluntarily entered with the Government of Bra- 
zil against which they now seek indemnity for losses sustained, result- 
ing, as it is said, from acts of that Government alleged to be in contra- 
vention of their contract. It is a well-established rule of this Govern- 
ment that in such cases the parties are remitted for the redress of 
injuries resulting from any breach or disregard of the contract to the 
laws of the country in which the 3 was entered into and 
where it is to be formed. ‘This rule, so far as known, is one gen- 
erally recognized other civilized powers. (Mr. Fish, Secretary of 
State, to Mr. Pratt, July 17, 1875.) 

This Government does not interfere diplomatically to enforce claims of 
actual citizens of the United States ang out of contracts 9 
entered into by them. When a contract is made by them under sue 
circumstances the person is e to have considered the ability and 
the readiness of the other party to carry out the contract. In this case 

ticularly such instructions could not be issued. (Mr. Fish, Secre- 
of State, to Mr. Swann, May 4, 1876.) 
breach of contract virtually entered into between a citizen of the 
United States and a foreign government with which this Government 
holds diplomatic relations, is not br as ground for official inter- 
ference on f of the citizen. (Mr. Evarts, Secretary of State, to 
Mr. Thomas, September 12, 1878.) 

In — . to claims of that character (contracts) it is a rule of 
universal acceptance and practice that the person thus voluntarily en- 
tering into a contract with the government of a foreign country or 
with the subjects or citizens of such foreign power, for any grievances 
he may have or losses he may suffer resulting from such contract, is 
remitted to the laws of the country with whose government or citizens 
the contract is entered into for redress. (Mr. Blaine, Secretary of 
State, to Mr. Logan, March 22, 1881.) 

We must draw a cureful and well-defined distinction between 
contracts and torts, not technical but nevertheless in interna- 
tional procedure differing from each other just as clearly as 
they do under the strictest rules of common-law pleading. We 
have and will exercise the right of intervention whenever a for- 
eign government tortiously deprives an American citizen of his 
property, his liberty, or his life and declines to afford him proper 
redress therefor. This distinction has been so well taken by one 
of the most eminent men who has occupied the position of Secre- 
tary of State that it is well to quote his language in support of 
this proposition: 

It has not been customary for this Department officially to interfere 
in behalf of citizens of the United States who may have entered into 
contracts with foreign 8 which the latter may not have ful- 
filled. The Department has usually limited its interposition to author- 
diplomatic agent of the Government abroad to use his 
personal offices toward obtaining relief for the claimant. The 
reason for this policy is that claims based on contract are sup to 
stand upon a very different footing from those which arise from injuries 
to person and property committed by the authorities of any foreign por 
ernment. (Mr. h, Secretary of State, to Mr. Bassett, June 27, 1870.) 

By 1 a foreigner, under any form of naturalization, as a 
citizen, this Government does not undertake the tronage of a 
claim which he may have upon the country of his original allegiance 
or upon any other Government. 

To admit that he can charge it with this burden would allow him to 
call upo: Governments in succession, to each of which he 


izing the pro 


m a dozen 
might transfer his allegiance to urge his claim. Under such a rule the 
Government supposed to be indebted could never know when the discus- 
sion of a claim would cease. All Governments are, therefore, interested 
in su retensions. I infer from the memorials of Mr. Vigil 
and of the legisla of New Mexico that the claims to which you refer 
arose from contracts, exp or implied, with the Mexican Govern- 
ment. Our long-settled policy and practice has been to decline the for- 
mal intervention of the Government, except in cases of wrong and 
injury to person and property, such as common law denominates torts 
and regards as inflicted by force, and not the results of voluntary en- 
ments or contracts. 

n cases founded upon contract the practice of this Government is to 
confine itself to allowing its minister to exert his friendly good offices 
in commending the claim to the equitable consideration of the debtor 
without committing his own Government to any ulterior proceedings. 


PRECEDENTS AGAINST THE PRESIDENT’S POLICY. 


It seems to me that the President is equally in error, if we are 
at all to be controlled by usage or precedent, in stating that the 
seizure of a custom-house and a blockade are equivalent to the 
seizure of territory within the meaning of the Monroe doctrine 
and that it is our duty to interfere in Central and South 
America if foreign governments attempt to enforce their rights 
by this method. In the first place, as I have attempted to show, 
strictly contractual claims will not be asserted by any such 
process, and foreign governments recognize this rule just as 
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well as we do, the exceptions being where there is a discrimina- 
tion of justice or where there is a condition of lawlessness and 
a failure to comply with the usages of civilized society. If the 
citizens of foreign governments are subjected to a tortious 
invasion of their rights with the connivance of any of the 
Republics of Central or South America, and after every effort 
made to obtain indemnity without avail, foreign governments 
proceed to place the revenues of the offending government under 
their control so as to obtain redress, I deny that there is any 
seizure of territory within the meaning of the Monroe doctrine 
to invoke our interference, and I will give you now three strik- 
ing illustrations in which this very process was resorted to and 
in which we never asserted any right to intervene or ever made 
the claim that under the Monroe doctrine it was within our 
duty or province so to do. 

The first incident is that of Mexico. The English claim orig- 
inated in tort. Under the orders of Miramon a body of riot- 
ers had broken into the residence of the British legation, plun- 
dered its vaults, and had taken a large amount of money, the 
property of English citizens. The claim of France was also 
one for indemnity for wrongs committed by Mexico. 

In this connection I direct your attention to an important 
communication sent by Secretary Seward on August 23, 1862, 
to Mr. Dayton, the American minister in Paris, which reads as 
follows: 

This Government, relying on the explanations which have been made 
by France, regards the conflict as a war involying claims by France 
which Mexico has failed to adjust to the satisfaction of her adver- 
sary, and it avoids intervention between the belligerents. 

Of course we know that these explanations were false, and 
that the Emperor Napoleon was then engaged in the treacher- 
ous attempt to place an Austrian archduke upon the Mexican 
throne. What I want to emphasize, however, is that the cor- 
respondence of Mr. Seward proves that there was no reference 
whatever to the Monroe doctrine, and no attempt to interfere 
with the proceedings that the European governments had under- 
taken to enforce their rights until within a brief period before 
the time that Maximilian landed at Vera Cruz. Not only this, 
but afterwards, and after the close of our civil war, Mr. 
Bigelow, our minister to France, who sueceeded Mr. Dayton, 
absolutely agreed to recognize Maximilian upon the withdrawal 
of French troops from Mexican territory. 

This incident establishes what I am contending for, and that 
is that the Monroe doctrine does not come into operation until 
there is an actual attempt upon the part of foreign governments 
to subvert republican institutions upon this hemisphere. 

The next incident is one of extreme weight and consequence 
in this connection. The seizing of Venezuelan war vessels and 
the bombardment of Venezuelan ports by Great Britain and 
Germany have been cited by Mr. George F. Tucker, of the Bos- 
ton bar, in his excellent treatise upon the Monroe doctrine, one 
of the most instructive and concise expositions upon the subject 
that I have ever read, as one of the first attempts in history to 
enforce commercial demands by virtual acts of war. Why did 
we not interefere in this case? This was an excellent oppor- 
tunity to put the new doctrine into practical execution. We de- 
sisted because Great Britain and Germany both assured us that 
it was not their purpose to take permanent possession of Vene- 
zuelan territory. Under the new dispensation it was a casus 
belli, and it comes distinctly within the President’s proclamation. 
Under the President’s well-chosen terms it was a case in which 
the United States immediately became a party in interest, but 
our failure to interfere is demonstrative proof that we did not 
consider any attempt short of an attempt to subvert the 
autonomy of Venezuela as any breach of the Monroe doctrine 
or of any other doctrine incorporated in our diplomatie code. 

The third episode is the strongest of the three, For an offense 
to her dignity England levied a fine of $75,000 upon Nicaragua. 
Upon failure to pay the fine British ships of war appeared at 
Corinto and armed forces took possession of the town. It was 
an unnecessary and unjustifiable proceeding upon the part of 
Great Britain, and here was an opportune occasion to summon 
the specter of Monroe to revisit the pale glimpses of the moon. 

Frantic efforts were made to induce the State Department to 
act, but it stood by with grim and resolute silence and never sent 
a political economist or an auditor or an adjuster to apportion 
the revenues of Nicaragua, but permitted the emaciated Repub- 
lies of Costa Rica, San Salvador, and Guatemala to subscribe 
a sufficient sum to liquidate the indebtedness. This was a de- 
fiant act upon the part of Great Britain, close to our own bor- 
ders in the haunted churchyard of the Clayton-Bulwer appari- 
tion, but it never disturbed the tranquil slumbers of Adams and 
Monroe, and they never for a moment left their sepulchers to 
harrow up our souls or unfold the secrets of their prison house. 
I think that I have now established two propositions: 

First. That the President is in error when he states that we 
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are within our rights and other governments are within their 
rights when they actively intervene in support of the contract- 
ual claims of their citizens,” 

Second. That he is equally in error, if we are to be governed 
by precedent, when he states that “upon the seizure of a 
custom-house to enforce claims recognized by international law 
in South or Central America we become a party in interest 
under the Monroe doctrine, and must prevent this action upon 
the part of foreign governments.” 


THE NEW POLICY. 


This brings us to a review of what this new doctrine really- 


is, and it reveals a condition that will contribute largely to the 
entertainment of those who investigate it. We must realize 
that this new Monroe doctrine is strictly a financial doctrine. 
The tragic figures of Bolivar and Miranda and a hundred other 
heroes who swept up and down the Spanish Main have disap- 
peared from view, and the Santo Domingo Improvement Com- 
pany and the Westendorps, of Amsterdam, and Messrs, Bich- 
offscheim & Goldschmidt now appear upon the scene. Arma 
virumque cano is an epic dream. The theme is money, the 
legend is cash, and the foreign hordes who are advancing into 
the State Department are a syndicate of relentless mercenaries 
and money lenders who traffic in calamity, look upon national 
misfortunes as so much merchandise, and who for a venal 
profit would call a vendue and auction to the highest bidder the 
liberties of mankind. 

Look at the situation for a moment and see whether I am 
exaggerating it. Let us take the Dominican complication. How 
did the Dominican indebtedness originate? Let me give you 
one item of it. I read from the thirty-first annual report of 
the Council of the Corporation of Foreign Bondholders, incorpo- 
rated by an act of Parliament July, 1898: 

1869.—Six per cent loan for £757,700. The Government of Santo 
Domingo entered into a contract with Mr. E. H. Hartmont, by which the 
latter agreed to provide a sum of £420,000 for the construction of roads 
and railways, of which £100,000 was to be retained by him as compensa- 
tion, the nominal amount of the loan to be by the contractor. The 
Government on its part undertook to 90055 for the service of the interest 
and sinking fund, an annuity of £58, in half-yearly installments, for 
twenty-five years. Messrs. Peter Lawson & Co., acting for Mr. Hart- 
mont, acco ingly Issued in London £757,700 in bonds secured upon a 
first charge on the customs duties of the ports of Santo Domingo and 
Puerto Plata, the gueno royalties, and the revenues arising from the 
forests and mines of the province of Samana. 

The bonds were redeemable in twenty-five years by a 12 per cent 
accumulative sinking fund. The issue price was 70 per cent, but at 
this price the loan received little support from the public, and was sub- 
sequently disposed of at rates ranging from 55 to 50 per cent to Messrs. 
Bichoffscheim & Goldschmidt and others, by whom they were later 
disposed of to the public. The Government only acknowledges receipt 
of £38,000. Mr. Hartmont, however, asserted that he tendered per- 
sonally to the Government £211,110, but that it was not accepted owin 
to negotiations for annexation in progress at that time with the Unit 
States. Interest on this loan was paid for three years, but it was 
stated that these payments were made by the contractor and not by the 
Government. 

What do you think of this? One hundred thousand pounds to 
Mr. Hartmont for negotiating the loan, the whole loan taken by 
Messrs. Bichoffscheim & Goldschmidt for 50 per cent, and Santo 
Domingo paid the sum of £38,000 out of the transaction, for 
which it gave its bonds for £750,700 and agreed to pay for in- 
terest and sinking fund £58,900 a year, £20,000 a year more than 
the whole amount of principal that it received, and this, shades 
of Monticello! is what Jefferson contemplated as the most mo- 
mentous question that had agitated the Republic since the 
Declaration of Independence. 

And this is the subject over which we are to have war. 
What a glorious war this will be! From Salamis to Trafalgar 
no such war was eyer fought before. On the one side, Bel- 
gium’s invincible armada, on the other, the converted scows 
and rowboats of the lamented Morales. Every war that has 
been waged either upon sea or land has always involved some 
principle. This will not only involve some principle, but it 
will involve a large amount of interest. The battle cry of the 
British navy has been “ England expects every man to do his 
duty; “ this battle cry shall be Belgium expects every man 
to collect his money.” The dying words of Lawrence were 
“Don’t give up the ship, boys;” here the flag ship shall sig- 
nal to the fleet, Don’t give up your coupons, boys; and as the 
battle closes the valiant crew of brokers, bankers, underwriters, 
and promoters, paraphrasing the thrilling words of Perry, can 
flash a cable to the Westerndorps of Amsterdam: The revenue 
eutters and the custom-houses of Puerto Plata and Monte 
Christi have fallen; we have met the enemy and they are ours. 
Advance the bid on Dominican bonds. 

While I am upon this branch of the subject let me refer to a 
statement lately made to the Baltimore Sun in a communication 
from its Washington correspondent that contains an interest- 
ing extract from the report of the corporation of foreign bond- 
holders, which shows the effect that this new policy of the 
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President has had upon the price of the securities of these 
American Republics, and which reads as follows, showing the 
rise in these investments since the beginning of this agitation. 
An appreciation of this sort would generally be a benefit, but 
in this case it is an absolute detriment, because it compels 
these governments to settle their obligations at a price far 
overreaching the speculative figures at which they were pur- 


chased. This table gives the prices of the bonds of eight of 
these countries at the end of September of each year: 


Sessegesh 


I will tell you what I am willing to do. The Monroe doctrine 
is a Democratic doctrine, but I am perfectly willing to stand 
upon a Republican construction of it. You may search through 
every volume and pamphlet that have ever been written upon 
this subject and in no single one of them will you find a more 
concise and at the same time a more comprehensive definition of 
what the Monroe doctrine really is and what it was intended to 
be than you will in its exposition by Secretary Seward in 
the following language. I read from the instruction of Mr. 
Seward to Mr. Kilpatrick, our Chilean minister, in 1866: 


The Government of the United States will “ maintain and insist with 
all the decision and ene which are compatible with our existin 
neutrality that the republican system which accepted by any one o 
those (South American) States shall not be wantonly assailed, and that 
it shall not be subverted as an end of a lawful war by Re 2 
ers;“ but beyond this position the United States Government wi ot 
go, nor will it consider itself bereby bound to take part in wars in 
which a South American republic may enter with a European sover- 
eign when the object of the latter is not the establishment in place of 
a subverted republic of a monarchy under a European prince. 


RECEIVERSHIP OVER FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS, 


We have lately had an exposition of this doctrine, however, 
which proceeds a step further than any announcement that has 
ever been made upon this subject, and it comes from no less 
distinguished a source than the Secretary of War, as capable an 
adviser as the President could possibly select, and who, by rea- 
son of his integrity and intellectual power, has maintained the 
respect and confidence of his countrymen, regardless of party, 
in the commanding positions he has occupied in their service. 
Secretary Taft, in the frank and candid manner that generally 
characterizes his public utterances, in an addres lately delivered 
before the Republican convention of Ohio, speaking of our re- 
lations with Santo Domingo, says we are to take temporary 
possession of the island as receiver. I have looked carefully 
over the various provisions of the Constitution of the United 
States, and I find no clause that empowers this Government to 
act as a receiver for any other government. It might be sup- 
posed that through some inadvertence or error on the part of 
the printer it was omitted from the original proof sheet of the 
Constitution, but in examining the debates of the convention 
and the notes of Mr. Madison I am unable to discover that there 
was any discussion of this receivership matter in that body. 
This is a new project, therefore, and heralded by so high an 
authority it is worthy of consideration. The Secretary of War 
never makes a suggestion, even at a feast or a convention, that 
does not carry weight with, it, and we must not reject this propo- 
sition simply on account of the novelty of the conception. The 
Senator from Indiana, as I shall presently show, claims that we 
are a trustee for all the uncivilized nations of the earth, and now 
if you add to this that in the meantime we are to act as re- 
ceivers for them you confer upon us a duty that is by no means 
a sinecure. 

I would like to know who will act as receiver? It will evi- 
dently be impossible for Mr. Taft to perform these functions. 
As Secretary of War, upon frequent occasions ex officio Secre- 
tary of State, constructive governor-general of the Philippines, 
and, in the absence of the President, Acting President of the 
United States, I am quite sure that he has not the time to act 
as receiver for all the impecunious people on this earth. We 
will therefore evidently have to provide a new portfolio to be 
known as the department of foreign receiverships“ and a new 
secretary to be known as the “ secretary of foreign bankruptcy.” 
This official will, undoubtedly, have a sufficient amount of work 
to occupy his time, because there are a large number of people 
in the territory to be covered ready to go into the hands of a 
receiver, from Yucatan to Tierra del Fuego. The question 
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arises, Are these receiverships to be temporary or permanent? 
Take the receivership of Santo Domingo. Is it for the purpose 
of reorganization or liquidation? If for the former purpose, 
how long will it take to reorganize its finances, and, if it is 
permanent in character, who is ultimately to become its dis- 
tributee? And then comes the serious question, Who are our 
clients in this controversy? In Santo Domingo we claim that 
the Government ought to be supported, because it is in favor 
of protecting American interests. In Venezuela American in- 
terests were with the revolutionists. Is this to be our policy— 
that we are to be allied with the party that is in favor of 
American interests? Is it not time, I appeal to you, to call a 
halt in this entire programme? Are we not trying to accomplish 
too much within a brief period? Are we not venturing beyond 
‘our limits as a world power and intruding officiously into af- 
fairs that do not possibly concern us? 

I would also like to know under what clause of the Constitu- 
tion we derive the right to act as receivers and take possession 
of the custom-houses of other countries. I would be obliged to 
some Senator upon this floor to select the provision that confers 
this authority upon the Executive. If this is an Executive 
function I shall be extremely grateful to anyone to point me 
to the article that so defines it. Make no mistake about this. 
We are now in possession of the custom-houses of Santo Do- 
mingo and collecting their revenues. Please give me the war- 
rant and precept under which this process has been issued. If 
there is a statute for it, let me have it and I will ascertain 
whether there is any sanction for the enactment. If it is a 
custom, where and when has it ever been practiced or pursued? 
Is it not a fact that among all the interpreting decisions of the 
Supreme Court, among all the archives of the State Department, 
there is no precedent or example that justifies this assumption 
of authority? I am not fastidious or technical upon this point. 
I am not what you may call a strict constructionist of the Con- 
stitution, if by strict construction you mean that I would sacri- 
fice its intention to its phraseology or its spirit to its letter. 
Give it now the broadest exposition that it can stand, the 
most liberal interpretation that it is capable of, treat it mag- 
nanimously, as the Supreme Court has done in its various re- 
visions and translations, and I challenge you to find a single 
grant or franchise it contains that justifies this usurpation. I 
am not criticising the President now. If he has made a mis- 
take, he has done so with a love for his country and a devotion 
to its people, and not for the purpose of personal aggrandize- 
ment, but, in all justice and fairness, has he not fallen into the 
gravest possible error in supposing that he has the right to 
execute a treaty before the treaty itself is ratified? It is child- 
ish to assert that the Senate is jealous of its rights or its pre- 
rogatives. That is not the point. The point I apprehend is 
that you, as the representatives of your States, will see to it 
with unabated vigilance that there is no intrusion by the Execu- 
tive upon legislative functions and no encroachment upon con- 
stitutional limitations. I have no feeling, certainly no partisan 
feeling, upon this matter. Perhaps what has been done has 
been done for the best, but I want to avoid the precedent, be- 
cause precedents live forever and bad precedents make good law. 
We are dealing now with a most important branch of our system. 

This is the dead line of the Constitution, and the slightest 
trespass is fatal to the organic life of our Government. The 
limitation upon the Executive power is the keynote of the in- 
strument, and when once you rend that cord in twain you 
destroy the delicate adjustment of the master’s hand. It is the 
implied covenant that underlies the grant. It was the pillar of 
fire that led us through the stormy days of the state conven- 
tions to the shores of our deliverance. All the guaranties of 
the charter, habeas corpus, civil rights, the liberty of the press 
and religious freedom pale into insignificance before its light, 
and, if I am correct in the position I am assuming, I would like 
it once and forever understood that no treaty with foreign na- 
tions and that no compact, convention, or protocol in the nature 
of a treaty shall be performed and carried into practical effect, 
and no custom-house shall be seized, no revenues administered, 
no status quo established by any minister or military com- 
mander until the act of the agent is confirmed by the principal 
and the negotiations of the President are submitted to the only 
body under the Constitution that has the right to reject or ratify 
them. 

THE CONDITION OF CENTRAL AND SOUTH AMERICA. 


Look for a moment at the situation of a number of the states 
that are involved in these controversies. Of course I am not 
speaking now of the states where order prevails and whose 
governments are stable and responsible. We know that they 
are in a condition of constant upheaval and are resting upon a 
political volcano. I will not dignify by the name of revolution 
the sedition and turmoli that since their liberation have raged 


within their borders. In some of them the public franchise is 
a mockery and a travesty upon republican institutions. In the 
city of Buenos Ayres, for instance, at the last election, with 
800,000 population, 2,000 votes were cast, and they were largely 
the votes of persons who had been dead and buried for an in- 
definite period of time. In a number of instances their presi- 
dents are military dictators whose chief ambition seems to be 
to acquire as large a fortune as possible from the public funds 
before the time arrives for their assassination. 

It will be utterly impossible for us to follow our citizens into 
these realms and inferentially become the ally of every rioter 
er usurper who regards the domain of his country as his private 
emolument and who is willing for a consideration to part with 
every concession upon its soil, with a full knowledge that they 
will be forfeited by the tyrant who succeeds him. Those who 
are in control are entirely justified when they announce to us 
that we have no right to interfere with them. There is a ruler 
now upon the republican throne of Venezuela, “half patriot, 
half brigand,” who extended a hospitable invitation to the 
navies of France and the United States to bombard him, and 
while the whole world was smiling at the grotesqueness of his 
blustering pretensions, when you analyze the philosophy of the 
situation, he was unqualifiedly right. He proceeded to forfeit 
the concessions of our citizens, claiming that they were in league 
with his opponents. We demanded arbitration, and when he 
took refuge under the principle that the controversy was pend- 
ing in the Venezuelan courts we answered him by saying, “ You 
own your courts, and you can induce them to render any decision 
that you desire; we are therefore not bound by their judgment, 
and we shall bombard you if you do not submit to arbitration.” 
Mr. President, we might as well admit that he is on the right 
side of this question and the law is with him. Corrupt or not, 
we know that these concessionaries must submit to the judg- 
ment of the courts that have jurisdiction over them. We can 
not bombard Venezuela because these tribunals have rendered 
an improper decision. Let us reverse positions for a moment. 
Here are hundreds of decisions flooding us every day in this 
country, from county, circuit, and municipal courts, and from 
district, appellate, and supreme tribunals. Suppose that every 
jury that rendered an improper verdict and eyery judge who 
pronounced an unsatisfactory decision were to be bombarded. 
Why, the land would reverberate with the roar of cannon and 
the firmament would be draped in fire. 

THE FLAG DOES NOT FOLLOW A CONTRACT. 

The President takes the ground that these States should pay 
their honest debts. That is a proper ground to take. If they 
repudiate them, says the President, we will intervene and compel 
them to fulfill their obligations. This was the purpose declared 
by him in one of the earlier communications made upon the sub- 
ject, which at the time was profanely criticised as policing South 
America. The method of intervention that we were to resort 
to was the seizure of their custom-houses and a virtual assump- 
tion of suretyship for them, because it stands to reason that the 
moment we come into possession of their revenues we can never 
abandon their administration, but must continue their collec- 
tion until the indebtness is liquidated. This makes us the guar- 
antor of these claims, This will force them to be honest, says 
the President. I humbly take a position that is diametrically 
opposed to this doctrine. I say that such a policy on our part 
will deprive them of every motive for honesty and will close up 
for them every avenue of ambition. I would let them realize 
that we do not intend to stand sponsor for a dollar of their in- 
debtedness and that, like every other people, they must perforin 
the obligations of civilized society and that, if their property is 
rightfully seized upon their failure to do so, we do not intend 
to intervene unless there is an attempt to subvert their institu- 
tions. This is the only method by which you can-inculecate 
proper lessons of national honor and good faith, Then when- 
ever a rioter engages in a revolution he will understand that he 
can not seize a custom-house for his own emolument, because 
that is what a South American revolution generally means 
until he secures the claims of foreign creditors. There will be 
less revolution then, because when you take away tbe custom- 
house from a South American revolutionist you take away the 
inspiring motive that fans his patriotism into flame. I have 
the strongest friendship and the deepest sympathy for these 
people. Their ruling classes represent a spirited and chivalric 
race, and I cherish the fondest hopes for their future welfare. 
Let me take the liberty of telling them, however, in the places 
where these troubles occur that they will never emerge from 
bondage until they become a reliant and self-dependent people; 
that they will never take their place among the nations of the 
earth by surrendering their custom-houses into the hands of 
foreign constables and collectors; that they will never be recog- 
nized as factors in the world’s progress until they grasp the 
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rudimentary principles of national honor, until they learn that 
there can be no fellowship or communion between liberty and 
corruption, and that a republic whose rulers are yenal and 
whose assemblies are purchasable constitutes the most abject 
form of despotism, and though the bosoms of their people may 
pant with a love of liberty, though they may ostensibly exercise 
the privileges of freemen, their yery suffrages are the emblems 
of servitude and they themselves are but bondsmen and slaves, 
“fancied freemen amid the clanking of their chains and imagi- 
nary monarchs beneath the infliction of their keepers.” 


WE MUST NOT INTERVENE UNLESS THERE IS A SUBVERSION OF POLITICAL’ 


INSTITUTIONS. à 


So far as I am concerned I am in favor of letting all the world 
understand what we mean by the Monroe’ doctrine. There 
ought to be no secret or mystery about it. Let me giye you my 
definition, and I appeal to the historic evidence I have given in 
support of its accuracy: { 

First. We mean that no foreign power shall forcibly establish 
any monarchical government upon the face of the American 
continent. 

Second. We mean that every republican form of government 
upon this hemisphere shall remain intact, subject alone to the 
free will of its own people. 

Third. We do not and we can not mean that foreign govern- 
ments within these limits shall not enforce their just demands 
against American nations. 

Fourth. Once and forever we do not mean that we contem- 
plate any protectorate over any other American nation. 

Fifth. We can not possibly mean that when a foreign govern- 
ment in the enforcement of rights recognized by the law of 
nations subjects the revenues of one of these states to its con- 
trol, it is our duty to intervene and become the guarantor of its 
obligations. What we do mean is that when the process reaches 
beyond that point and there is an attempt to subvert republican 
institutions, that then, under the Monroe doctrine, we will inter- 
vene and protect these states from aggression. ; 

Sixth. We do not believe that the seizure of a custom-house, 
in order to obtain indemnity for a wrongful act, is a permanent 
invasion of territory or a subversion of republican institutions 
within the meaning of the Monroe doctrine, and that upon an 
attempt of this sort being made without any further encroach- 
ment it becomes our province to interfere by force and prevent it. 

Seventh. And lastly, what is more important than all, we 
repudiate the doctrine that the flag follows a contract, and 
that we propose by war or by the menace or threat of war to 
enforce the performance of contractual obligations entered into 
by foreign governments with our own citizens. 

If we abide by these maxims we will inculcate two lessons of 
imperishable value. In the first place, we will announce to these 
republics that they must pay their honest debts, that they have 
no right to repudiate their obligations, and that they can not in- 
volve this Government in their settlement or look to us to be- 
come the collectors and distributors of their revenue. In the 
second place, we will announce to our own citizens that when 
they enter upon transactions in these states that while we will 
protect their property and their liberty against wrongful in- 
vasion, so far as their contracts are concerned they are subject 
to the laws of the jurisdiction in which they are to be performed 
and that they shall not appeal to us to make good their profits, and 
by armed intervention insure the completion of their enterprises, 

This is my ritual. This is the orthodox ritual. While I 
am not a devotee at the shrine of antiquity and am always 
willing to accept any new doctrine that may be an improvement 
upon the old, no matter how startling it may be, in this par- 
ticular I stand by the ancient confession of faith and do not 
propose to become a proselyte from its altar. I believe that, 
however well intentioned the present purpose may be, that a 
financial protectorate over any of these republics will gradually 
lead to a political protectorate over them, and then by insidious 
process to annexation. Thus believing, I am unwilling to fash- 


ion the interpretation to the emergency, and standing upon a, 


basic principle I do not propose that every zephyr that fans 
from the Caribbean shall sway and sweep me from the rock to 
which I am lashed. I do not believe that, looking at this sub- 
ject calmly and practically, there is the slightest danger of any 
foreign government forcibly seizing the custom-houses of these 
states, The President's fears upon this subject will proye to be 
unfounded. He is generally apprehensive that we are continu- 
ally in danger of war, and possessed of this belief he properly 
concludes that we ought to be continually making preparations 
for war in time of peace. I do not believe that any European or 
Asiatic power is anxious either to enter upon a conflict with us 
or with any state whose political autonomy they know that we 
will uphold and protect. Every government on this earth knows 
that we will not permit any of these republics to be subverted 
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or deprived of their liberty or political rights. If such an at- 
tempt was made, there would be genuine war, but foreign 
powers have no designs of this sort and are not premeditating 
any such proceedings. They have sufficient troubles of their 
own without hazarding such a perilous undertaking. They all 
desire our good. will and not our enmity. This whole issue is 
a dead issue; it has been buried so long that we ought not to 
drag it from its charnel house. I would suggest, with great 
respect, that whenever a council of adventurers and speculators 
notifies us that war ships are on their way to collect their debts; 
let us solemnly resolve that we will not become unduly agitated, 
but will exercise a proper degree of self-restraint and patience 
until the actual demonstration takes place. 


$ A WORLD POWER. 

I would like it understood that I am not opposed to this 
Government making proper efforts at all times through arbit- 
rament or the intervention of its friendly offices to adjust and 
compromise controversies that other nations are engaged in. 
If this is what we mean by being a world power, I approve of it 
in the highest degree. Not only this, but I am in fayor of ad- 
vancing American interests and securing them the same rights 
and privileges that other nations possess in foreign lands. I 
haye always thought the best way to accomplish this, however, 
was to open the highways of the ocean, so that our ports should 
be cleared for the commerce of mankind and so that the handi- 
work of the American mechanic and the fabric of the American’ 
mills could cross the sea and compete with the product of every 
country in every metropolis and emporium of the civilized 
world. Be this as it may, let it be understood that I would 
place no obstacle in-our way as a world power, if we mean by 
this equal rights with every other people upon every avenue of 
trade and commerce and equal opportunities for American en- 
terprise into whatever distant regions its thrift and industry 
may desire to venture. So far so good. But if we mean by 
becoming a world power that we are to take part in all the 
conflicts between other nations, that whenever a country is to 
be stolen we shall haye an equal opportunity to participate in 
the plunder, that whenever the territory of a defenseless people 
is to be partitioned that we are to have a share of the booty, 
that whenever a national felony or deed of violence is to be 
committed that we are to have a hand in the pillage, that we 
are to have equal rights with all the other robbers who have 
heretofore purloined the fairest portions of the earth, that 
whenever a helpless State is unable to protect itself and other 
governments are ready to prey upon it that we must speed our 
battle ships to the feast and maneuver as a world power for an 
allotment of its possessions and a dividend of its liberties, if 
this is what we mean by a world power—and it looks to me as 
though this is what we do mean—then by whomsoever con- 
ceived and by whomsoever executed, regardless of the converts 
it leads to the altars of our institutions or the captives that it 
brings with gilded manacles into our realms, I denounce this 
whole crusade against human rights as a “policy that is at 
war with the providence of God and makes a mockery of re- 
ligion’s holiest offices.“ 

CONFUSION BETWEEN THE POWER OF THE INDIVIDUAL AND THE POWER 
OF THE GOVERNMENT. 

I am now about to conclude. In no sentiment that I have 
expressed have I been actuated by partisan motives. As much 
as I cherish the principles of my party, I could subordinate the 
whole of them when they conflict with the welfare of my 
country. The President and every officer under him to whom 
governmental policies have been committed have faithfully per- 
formed their functions, and they deserve all the commendation 
that has been accorded to them by the tribute of a united peo- 
ple. Every advance that we have made under their administra- 
tion has with glowing emphasis, regardless of party lines, 
received the grateful recognition and acknowledgment of our 
countrymen. The whole danger that exists with us to-day is 
in attempting to accomplish too much and involving ourselves in 
cares and controversies that will only distract and complicate 
us. There must be a limit to our zeal and a boundary line to 
our aspirations. It is not necessary that every day shall dawn 
upon some new accomplishment. 

Some years ago in this Hall the Senator from Indiana [Mr: 
BEVERIDGE], in an address replete with power and eloquence, 
gave expression to the following sentiment: 


burdens, but with gratitude ask 
than ving to Siete God that He has marked us as His chosen 
people, th to lead in the regeneration of the world. 

No member of this body is imbued with deeper religious con- 


victions than I am, but I do not believe in this doctrine that 
we are trustees under God of the civilization of the world 
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The Senator from Indiana will find no such decree as this en- 
rolled in the chancery of heaven. When the time arrives, 
which I hope may be far distant, and he has passed through 
the eternal gates, he will search in vain for such a document as 
this among the archives of the celestial regions. If we are 
trustees, under what instrument do we hold? We are not a 
judicial trustee. We may, perhaps, be a constructive trustee, 
de son tort. One thing is sure, we are not a conventional 
trustee. Search the Constitution, the origin of the grant, and 
the Magna Charta of our title, and you fail to find in any one 
of its provisions a justification for the exercise of such an 
authority. It is just this unfortunate confusion between the 
power of the individual and the power of the Government that 
has cast upon us the onerous burdens that we now assume. This 
Government is not a foreign missionary society or an institution 
for the feeble-minded, and however commendable the efforts of 
individuals may be in this direction, this Government as a gov- 
ernment has no such functions to perform. This is our whole 
trouble. You start from a false premise, and then you con- 
clude that it is our duty as a trustee to march around the out- 
posts of civilization, to patrol the waters of the world, anid 
wherever we can find a feeble or degenerate race to claim them 
as our cestuis que trust, to appropriate their possessions and 
then, jure divino, as the chosen. people of God, impose upon them 
our sovereignty. My heart goes out with thrilling love and 
sympathy for all those self-sacrificing souls who are spreading 
the solace and comforts of religion in foreign lands, who, court- 
ing danger and affliction, have gathered around the emblems of 
their faith the forsaken children of mankind, and upon every 
path of human suffering have ministered to the agonies of 
despair; but I can neyer acquiesce in the proposition that this 
is a governmental function, and that it is our duty to deprive 
a single race on earth, no matter how depraved and degenerate 
it may be, either in the interest of religion or civilization, of 
the slightest fragment of its possessions or the slightest vestige 
of its liberty. 

I am with the slaye in every darkened corner of the globe 
where he is struggling to be free, and I hope the day will come 
when every government that is built upon the bowed bodies of 
its subjects may disintegrate, and that upon its ruins repub- 
lican institutions may arise. Let me say to you, however, Mr. 
President, as deeply as I love my country, with all the devotion 
I would lay upon her altars, with a fervid reverence for her 
flag wherever its colors greet the eye, I would rather see that 
flag lowered and trampled upon than used as a pirate’s ensign 
and raised, not as an emblem of honor, but as an instrument of 
terror and oppression to the helpless and enfeebled races of 
mankind. 

During the delivery of Mr. RAYNER’s speech, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). The 
Senator from Maryland will suspend for a moment. The hour 
of 2 o’clock haying arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 529) to promote the national de- 
fense, to create a force of nayal volunteers, to establish Ameri- 
can ocean mail lines to foreign markets, to promote commerce, 
and to provide revenue for tonnage. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the unfin- 
ished business may be laid aside until the Senator from Mary- 
land completes his remarks. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I have some concern about 
the resolution that is at the head of what was submitted by the 
Senator from Maryland, and had expected to say a few words 
upon it. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will agree 
that the resolution, after the Senator from Maryland finishes, 
shall go over until such time as I may be able to call it up. I 
haye to leave the city on an important mission and go to South 
Carolina, and there will not be any chance for me to get in 
to-day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that that course 
will be entirely agreeable to me personally. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want to make a request to the Senate that 
the resolution shall lie on the table and be called up at a subse- 
quent day. I dare say there will be other Senators who will 
wish to be heard. 

Undoubtedly this interpretation, this eloquent indictment of 
the Roosevelt doctrine, I will call it, will not go unchallenged 
by our friends on the other side; and I wish to add a little 
additional reason why it should not go unchallenged. I hope 
that the request may be in the form which I present, that the 
resolution, upon the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator 
from Maryland, shall go over and may be called up at a subse- 
quent day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the Chair will state the 


request of the Senator from New Hampshire to be that the 


unfinished business be temporarily laid aside until the Senator 
from Maryland has concluded, and the Senator from South Car- 
olina requests that the resolution may lie on the table. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That it may go back on the table to be sub- 
ject to call at any future day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That it lie on the table subject 
to the Senator's call at any future day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest? The Chair hears none and it is so ordered. 


THE MERCHANT MARINE. 


After the conclusion of Mr. RayNer’s speech, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I ask that the unfinished 
business may be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, being Senate bill No. 529. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 529) to promote the national defense, 
to create a force of naval volunteers, to establish American 
ocean mail lines to foreign markets, to promote commerce, and 
to provide revenue from tonnage. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in his last memorable 
speech at Buffalo, proclaiming the need of broader markets and 
a greater foreign commerce, the late President McKinley thus 
outlined one of the indispensable methods by which that ex- 
panded foreign trade must be obtained : 

Then, too, we have inadequate steamship service. New lines of 
steamers have already been put in commission between the Pacific coast 
ports of the United States and those on the western coast of Mexico 
and South and Central America. These should be followed up with 
direct steamship lines between the eastern coast of the United States 
and South American ports. One of the needs of the times is direct 
commercial lines from our vast fields of production to the fields of con- 
sumption that we have but barely touched. 

Next in advantage to having the thing to sell is to have the conven- 
lence to carry it to the buyer. We must encourage our merchant 
marine. We must have more ships. They must be under the American 
flag, built and manned and owned by Americans. These will not only 
be profitable in a commercial sense, they will be messengers of peace 
and amity wherever they go. 

Since that time President Roosevelt has on three different oc- 
casions called the attention of Congress to this matter. In his 
annual message of December 7, 1903, he recommended the ap- 
pointment of a commission to investigate the subject of the 
merchant marine, with a view to appropriate legislation. Con- 
gress responded to that suggestion, and appointed a joint Com- 
mission of the two bodies, which Commission made an exhaus- 
tive investigation, their conclusions being embodied in two 
elaborate printed reports, and the bill now under consideration 
was also prepared by that Commission. 

In his latest message to Congress, on the 5th day of December 
last, President Roosevelt said: 

To the spread of our trade in peace and the defense of our flag in 
war a great and prosperous merchant marine is indispensable. We 
should have ships of our own and seamen of our own to convey our 
goods to neutral markets, and in case of need to reenforce our battle 
line, It can not but be a source of regret and uneasiness to us that the 
lines of communication with our sister Republics of South America 
should be chiefly under foreign control. It is not a good thing that 
American merchants and manufacturers should have to send their goods 
and letters to South America via Europe if — wish security and 
dispatch. Even on the Pacific, where our shi ave held their own 
better than on the Atlantic, our merchant flag is now threatened 
through the liberal ald bestowed by other governments on their own 
steam lines. I ask your earnest consideration of the report with which 
ie 5 Marine Commission has followed its long and careful 
nquiry. 

The practical question now before us is, Will Congress heed 
the admonitions of Presidents McKinley and Roosevelt, or wil! 
it continue to neglect this most important industry until the 
remnant of our once prosperous merchant marine is driven from 
the seas? 

To-day alone of all the nations ambitious for mercantile ex- 
pansion the United States neglects its ocean shipping. Our 
coast fleets and our lake fleets, protected by ancient Federal 
statutes absolutely excluding foreign vessels from domestic traf- 
fic, are the most efficient, prosperous, and progressive in the 
world, as they are also incomparably the greatest in their aggre- 
gate tonnage. These domestic fleets are superb proof of Amer- 
ican genius for the industry of water-borne transportation. 
Taking the coast and lake ships and the river boats together, we 
have a merchant navy of 5,335,000 tons, or six times the size of 
the poor, shrunken fleet of 888,000 tons registered for foreign 
commerce, which ought naturally to be now what it long was— 
by far the greater and richer portion of our whole mercantile 
marine instead of a starving and lessening fragment. 

THE WORST RESULT OF OUR LACK OF SHIPS. 

The decline of our ocean tonnage is a melancholy story. 
There is no need to rehearse it now. The Merchant Marine Com- 
mission in the whole course of its investigation sought to deal 
rather with the present and the future, and to regard the past 
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only for what light it could shed on the work in hand—the 
imperative task of rehabilitation. Sad as is the long decay of 
our deep-sea shipping—once the proudest in the world—the 
gradual disappearance of our shipyards, the bankruptcy of our 
ship merchants, the loss of our skilled mechanics and seamen, 
this, after all, though a calamity and a great one, is far less 
serious for the present, less portentous for the future, than the 
cramping and withering effect of our lack of American ships 
on the export trade of the United States. William MeKinley's 
prophetic vision, in that final address of his to his fellow-coun- 
trymen, saw that without ships of our own to convey our goods 
to our customers we should be more and more hopelessly handi- 
capped against our maritime competitors in the neutral markets 
of the world. 
NO MERCHANT WOULD RISK IT, 

To take a familiar but just illustration, What department 
store in any American city, engaged in a sharp contest for 
business, would dream of intrusting to a rival store the delivery 
of its goods to its customers? Is it not a fundamental principle 
of such keen competitive business—with which the rivalry of 
America and Europe in international commerce may not inaptly 
be compared—is it not the prime instinct of every successful 
merchant in such business to maintain an active and compre- 
hensive delivery service of his own? Would any merchant con- 
ducting such a store sell or lay up his own wagons and neglect 
to provide others, even if his competitor offered to do the work 
more cheaply? 
indeed, who would consent to such a proposition. His fellow 
merchants, partners, or assignees in the bankruptcy proceedings, 
that would certainly ensue, would have grave question of his 
sanity. 

Yet the stupid merchant who turns his delivery service over 
to his rivals rather than be bothered with it himself has one 
conspicuous exemplar among the nations in the person of the 
United States. There are two other commercial nations of 
inferior rank which have also won an unenviable reputation 
for neglect of their delivery service—of their merchant ship- 
ping facilities. One of these two nations is China, the other is 
Russia. The fact speaks for itself with sufficient eloquence. 


THE EXAMPLE OF OUR COMPETITORS. 


But neither Russia nor China is the real rival of America. 
Our formidable competitors are the island kingdom of Great 
Britain and the two continental nations that front, the one on 
the North Sea, the other on the Bay of Biscay. What Great 
Britain, Germany, and France haye done and are doing is of 
very live significance to the United States. 

In the first place, all through the years when the world’s ships 
were built of wood, and, service considered, built most cheaply 
in America, Great Britain rigidly denied registry to all vessels 
launched outside the United Kingdom. This was not altered to 
a so-called“ free-ship” policy until it had become manifest that 
iron was destined to supplant wood as the material for ship con- 
struction, and that in constructing iron ships Great Britain had 
marked advantages over America. The free-ship legislation of 
Parliament, in 1849, was virtually nullified until 1854 by Lloyd’s 
discriminations against American-built vessels. Here is one 
example of the historic British determination to have British 
commerce conveyed in British ships—a determination which, 
ever since Cromwell's time, had molded all the ingeniously and 
savagely protective navigation laws of the British Government. 

EARLY BRITISH SUBSIDIES, 

In 1840 the first regular line of British trans-Atlantic steam- 
ships—now the celebrated Cunard Line—was established, with 
an annual subsidy of several hundred thousand dollars. At that 
time, and for years before, the entire trans-Atlantic packet 
service in sail ships was conducted in American ships by Amer- 
ican merchants. This packet service was the direct outgrowth 
of our own navigation laws, with their discriminating duties 
and tonnage dues, initiated in 1789 by Washington, Madison, and 
Jefferson. British competition with our packet lines, often at- 
tempted, had always proved impossible. 

But in steam engines, and subsequently in iron hulls, Great 
Britain saw her opportunity, and was quick to improve it. 
Her subsidized steam line in turn began to drive our sailing 
packets off the ocean. The United States, under the initiative 
of President Polk and by vote of a Democratic Congress, met 
this attack by the offer of generous mail subsidies to American 
trans-Atlantic steam lines, of which the Collins line became the 
most famous and successful. The new American steamers were 


larger and faster than the Cunard ships, and soon possessed 
themselves of the lion’s share of the trans-Atlantic commerce. 
Great Britain was now paying large sums of money for the 
transportation of her mails in exclusively British steamers, 
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It would be a poor judge of human nature, 


which were being regularly beaten by the Americans. This 
was maritime protectionism carried to an extreme, but on the 
ocean the British Government neyer wavered. Mr. Cobden, 
Mr. Gladstone, and the other statesmen who were now pro- 
claiming on land the transcendent virtues of free trade never- 
theless continued to vote lavish subsidies to the inferior Cunard 
ships that but for the subsidies would have been straightway 
driven off the passage. 

Not only were these subsidies continued, but after a time 
they were very heavily increased, in a hope of securing im- 
proved speed. What the end of this rivalry would haye been 
if the United States had held on can only be conjectured; but 
the unhappy feud between the North and South in Congress 
led to the canceling of the mail subsidies in 1858, at the very 
crisis of the contest between American and British shipowners. 
Not only the Collins but the other American companies were 
killed by this act, and for thirty years after 1861 the British 
flag retained undisputed mastery of the North Atlantic. 

THE BRITISH PURPOSE. 


That the British statesmen of 1840 to 1861 held President 
McKinley’s view of the intimate relations of a country’s ships 
to that country’s commerce is demonstrated in this significant 
extract from the report of the parliamentary committee on con- 
tract packets in 1853: 

The objects which appear to have led to the formation of these 
contracts, and to the larger expenditures involved, were to afford us 
rapid, frequent, and punctual communication with distant ports which 
fi the main arteries of British commerce, and with the most impor- 
tant of our foreign possessions, to foster maritime enterprise and to 
encourage the production of a superior class of vessels, which would 
promote the convenience and wealth of the country in time of peace 
and assist in defending its shores against hostile aggression. 

Indeed, British appreciation of the commercial maxim that 
“trade follows the flag” was so keen and thorough that a gen- 
erous subsidy was granted for the creation of a British steam- 
ship line along the west coast of South America that touched 
at no British port whatever. Lindsay, the historian of British 
merchant shipping, says of the motives that prompted this sig- 
nificant action: 

The extension of British influence and British commerce was doubtless 
the chief inducement for su rting this communication between the 
Republics of New Grenada, Bolivia, Peru, and Chile, the nature and 
extent of that traffic rendering it necessary for the English to main- 
tain mercantile establishments in the chief rts and towns of the 
western coast of the Pacific, and thus justifying the Government in 


incurring this expense. (W. S. Lindsay, History of Merchant Ship- 
ping, Vol. IV, p. 317.) 


THE WORK OF AN AMERICAN. 


This British steamship line in the Southern Pacific, thus 
started, is in existence to-day as the Pacific Steam Navigation 
Company. This company and the British “mercantile estab- 
lishments ” connected with it are an important, and probably 
the most potent, factor in the supremacy which Great Britain 
has held and now holds in Chile and the neighboring countries 
of South America. It is one of the ironies of fate that the 
actual founding of this powerful British steam line was the 
work of an American, a New England merchant, Mr. William 
Wheelwright, United States consul at Guayaquil, who first sought 
to interest his own Government in the project of an American 
steamship service on the west coast of South America; but he 
was rebuffed at Washington, and denied all help and encour- 
agement. Not until then did he go to England. Parliament 
promptly granted the necessary subsidy, but required, of 
course, that the steamships not only should fly the British 
colors, but should be British-built—although Mr. Wheelwright 
was authorized to use the successful American model and ar- 
rangement. 

Besides this British steamship line, that traversed a course 
where not one port was British, Parliament, by a generous sub- 
sidy of $1,200,000 yearly, created a British steam line to the 
West Indies, the Isthmus of Panama, Brazil, and Argentina. 
This was half a century ago; the Royal Mail service, with its 
business firmly established, has had its subsidy of late years 
reduced to about $400,000. So effective has been this British 
maritime protectionism that in the ports not only of Chile, but 
of Bolivia, Peru, Argentina, and Brazil the Stars and Stripes 
flying over an American merchant steamer are now never seen, 
while British commerce, which these subsidies were given to 
promote, far surpasses ours in every one of these Latin-Ameri- 
can republics. 

GERMANY’S STEAMSHIP LINES. 

The one Old World nation which has made prodigious strides 
in foreign commerce of recent years, our ever vigilant and most 
formidable competitor, is the Empire of Germany, a thoroughly 
protectionist nation like osr own. Until a quarter of a century 
ago, German sea power was absolutely insignificant. The Em- 
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pire had a small war navy and a small and not very prosperous 
or efficient merchant fleet. The chief German ships, both of 
war and of commerce, were British built. In 1881-82, when the 
Rhaetia and Rugia of 3,500 tons were launched for the Ham- 
burg-American Company, not more than three or four small 
steamers of the deep-sea type had ever been constructed in 
German yards, A “ free-ship” policy was in force, under which 
German shipowners bought nearly all of their ocean tonnage 
in England, Scotland, or America. But it is significant that 
under this “free-ship” policy, long and patiently tried, there 
had come no real growth in the German marine. German ton- 
nage, like French tonnage under a similar trial of the “ free- 
ship” policy, remained almost at a standstill. The Bureau 
Veritas records give Germany a merchant shipping of 1,098,000 
tons in 1873, and of 1,277,000 tons in 1881. In Germany as in 
France, free ships, tested alone without national aid and en- 
couragement, had utterly failed to bring any substantial in- 
crease in the commerce-creating power of the national marine. 

In 1881, France, dismayed at the results of a “ free-ship” 
policy, turned to subsidies and bounties in a belated and des- 
perate effort to save her shipbuilding and navigation. The 
German statesmen at the same time resolved to do the same 
thing. Bismarck himself, then at the zenith of his fame and 
power, addressed an urgent memorial to the German Parlia- 
ment, invoking attention to the French example, and also 
pointing to the splendid results to British trade and shipping 
that had followed the long-continued and generous British 
policy of subsidizing ocean mail lines to the chief markets of 
the world. 

Bismarck argued that Germany was no longer merely an 
agricultural, but was becoming a manufacturing and com- 
mercial nation; that such a nation must inevitably seek new 
outlets for the surplus products of its industry; that it could 
never hope to gain a fair share of the world’s commerce so 
long as it depended on the ships of its foreign rivals for the 
means of delivering its own merchandise to neutral customers. 
The great German statesman called upon the legislators to pro- 
vide immediately national encouragement to German steam- 
ship lines, so that German manufacturers and merchants could 
haye a fair chance to send their goods to foreign lands, without 
relying upon foreign steamships owned and run in the in- 
terests of their British or French competitors. 

There were at that time long-established British and French 
steamship lines to Asia, Africa, and South America, with con- 
nections that enabled them to handle German merchandise. 
But the far-seeing Bismarck was not content with this. He 
knew that when German goods were landed at their foreign 
destination the British or French agents of the steamship com- 
panies that handled them were not interested in increasing Ger- 
man sales or advancing German trade, but were very much in- 
terested in promoting the commerce of their own countries. 
Under such circumstances, Bismarck argued, there could of 
course be no fair play for German goods, and no hope of a very 
large increase in the commerce of the Empire, 

Germany in 1885 had, under its protective system, so devel- 
oped its manufacturing resources that, like the United States in 
1905, it found the need of a foreign outlet more and more imper- 
ative. Bismarck's plea for German ships to deliver German 
goods to foreign customers won from the Reichstag a law grant- 
ing a mail subvention of 4,400,000 marks ($1,047,500) a year 
for fifteen years for a German steamship service to China, Ja- 
pan, and Australia. That the chief motive of this subvention 
was to promote commerce rather than to secure swift auxiliary 
cruisers, or even to facilitate the mails, is shown by the fact 
that the required speed was only 114 to 13 knots an hour. The 
service was undertaken by the North German Lloyd Steamship 
Company, of Bremen, and the first steamer sailed for the East 
in June, 1886. 

Hitherto German shipowners, under a “free ship” policy, 
which discouraged German shipbuilding, had procured abroad 
most of their vessels—including all the largest and best of 
their ocean-going fieet. Now, however, there came a significant 
new departure. The German Government required that, in or- 
der to receive this mail subvention, the steamships. performing 
the service should be built in German yards, by German work- 
men, and, as far as possible, of German materials. In other 
words, so far as this new German steamship fleet was concerned, 
the free ship policy that had been tried and proved disappoint- 
ing, was abandoned. 

THE GAIN OF GERMAN TRADE, 

When the mail subvention was granted and the new German 
steamships put to sea the Empire had very little trade with 
Australasia and the Orient. This distant commerce hod long 
been regarded as a British or a French monopoly, aud che pio- 
neer German liners went out with almost empty holds, Without 


Government aid the new steamship service nevet could have 
been started, or, if started, it could not have lived a year. In- 
deed, the total receipts of the German East India service were 
7,920,000 marks for 1887, exclusive of the subvention of 
4,400,000 marks, while the expenses were 12,823,000 marks—so 
that the service almost showed a deficit, even with the Govern- 
ment assistance. But year after year there came a gradual im- 
provement. Cargoes and passengers both increased until event- 
ually the service was on a profitable basis. 

The important fact, however, is not that the steamship com- 
pany finally earned dividends, but that this mail subvention of 
4,400,000 marks a year, creating a new line of German steamers, 
3 brought a greatly increased commerce to the German 
people. 

In 1888, two years after the East India service started, the 
exports of merchandise by these German ships were in quan- 
tity 27,369 tons, and in value 33,190,000 marks. By 1896 
these exports had increased to 89,148 tons, valued at 74,433,000 
marks. A mail subvention of 4,400,000 marks a year had 
brought an increased export trade of more than 50,000,000 
marks to the German Empire, and this was only the beginning 
of German expansion in the markets of the Orient. 


ANOTHER GERMAN SUCCESS. 

So successful did the East India mail subvention prove, in 
expanding German commerce with China, Japan, and Australia, 
that in 1890 the Reichstag granted another subvention to create 
a German steam line to East Africa. There was no pretense 
that this was necessary for postal purposes, for the German 
mails were conveyed rapidly to African ports by long-established 
British and French steamers, which were also available to 
carry German merchandise. The subvention was offered frankly 
to increase German trade and German influence. 

The East Africa service was a shorter route, and at first only 
small vessels were required. The subvention therefore was set 
at 900,000 marks ($214,000) a year, and the ships employed 
were smaller and less powerful than the ordinary coast craft of 
the United States. But they went out direct from Germany— 
there was no transshipment of freight; they bore the German 
flag; they were officered and manned by loyal Teuton sailors, 
and the agents of the steamship company in the East African 
ports were German merchants, with everything at stake in in- 
creasing the sales of German merchandise. As a natural result, 
German commerce with East Africa grew so rapidly that the 
German steamship receipts from freight and passengers ad- 
vanced from 453,000 marks, or only a little more than twice the 
subvention in 1892, to 1,476,000 marks, or seven times the sub- 
vention in 1898. 

This swift and great expansion of German trade, under the 
impulse of generous mail subventions to German steamships, 
offers a significant contrast with our own stand-still commerce 
in those South American countries where all the ocean-going 
ships fly European flags and are controlled by European 
interests. 

Experience with the mail subvention as a means of fostering 
German commerce so thoroughly satisfied the German Govern- 
ment and people that in 1898 and 1899 the Reichstag directed 
the renewal of both the Asiatic and the African mail contracts for 
another fifteen-year period—increasing the former compensation 
from 4,400,000 to 5,590,000 marks, and the latter from 900,000 
to 1,350,000 marks, and requiring at the same time an improved 
and extended service. But no “ greyhound” speed was exacted 
of these German steamers. The moderate rate of about 13 
knots on the Asiatic and from 103 to 12 knots on the African 
line was regarded as sufficient for German commercial purposes. 

STILL OTHER GERMAN AIDS. 

These imperial mail subventions are by no means the only 
method by which the German Government encourages shipping 
in order to expand German commerce. Shipyard materials are 
hauled at a nominal figure on the German State railways—a 
virtual bounty on shipbuilding. These State railways also trans- 
port at a very low rate merchandise intended for export by 
German steamers. British merchants complain that this Ger- 
man railway policy is throwing more and more of the Far 
Eastern carrying trade into German ships, to the severe injury 
of London and Hull and Plymouth and Liverpool. Moreover, 
all the mighty influence of the Imperial Government is con- 
stantly exerted to applaud and honor all those who are con- 
nected with the building up of German shipping and the ex- 
pansion of German commerce—an agency which, says Consul- 
General Mason at Berlin, “in a country like this where royal 
favor is so potent and eagerly sought for is an important ele- 
ment of success.” 

Not until Germany began to own and build her own ships to 
carry her own trade did she begin to be considered as a serious 
factor in the commerce of the world. Her wonderful maritime 
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expansion has made her mercantile expansion possible. The 
clear vision of the great Bismarck first recognized that his 
country must have ships in order to have commerce, and that 
to have ships meant increased prosperity not only for the sea- 
port towns, but for every manufacturing village or agricultural 
district producing anything that could be sold abroad. Ger- 
man merchant tonnage that under a free-ship” policy, without 
State aid, increased only from 1,098,000 in 1873 to 1,277,000 in 
1881, has, with State aid, grown to 3,393,000 in 1904, and Ger- 
man commerce has expanded in almost like proportion. 


FRANCE DRIVEN TO SUBSIDY. 


France, like Germany, long and patiently tried the “ free- 
ship” policy for the ostensible benefit of her shipping and com- 
merce. She adopted this policy in 1866. In 1872-78, dis- 
mayed by the results of “free ships,” France resorted for a 
short time to discriminating duties, but was forced to abandon 
them because of the threatened retaliation of other nations, 
the United States included. Free ships” were then renewed. 
In 1870 France had a merchant tonnage of 1,072,000; in 1881, 
after a long experiment with “free ships,” French tonnage 
had fallen to 914,000, while French shipbuilding, overwhelmed 
by British competition, was so nearly dead that it was a difficult 
problem to keep up the construction of the navy. 

After this illuminating experience the French Government, 
in 1881, offered an elaborate system of bounties for shipbuilding 
and subsidies for navigation, applying to the entire ocean-going 
merchant fleet of France. The system was experimental. It 
was successful from the first in encouraging French nayiga- 
tion—the proportion of long-voyage traffic under the French 
flag increasing from 28 per cent in 1880 to 39 per cent in 1890. 
Outside of the postal lines, France in 1881 had only two lines of 
ocean steamships. But by 1890, under the effect of the naviga- 
tion subsidies, France had five lines to Brazil and Argentina (the 
United States now has not one), three lines to New York, three 
to Senegal, and two to the west coast of Africa, and one line 
each to Cochin China, Chile, Madagascar, New Orleans, the West 
Indies, Mexico, and the Isthmus of Panama. At first the effect 
on French shipbuilding was disappointing, and an excessive 
subsidy to sail craft led to an abnormal increase of French sail 
tonnage at the expense of steam. However, in successive re- 
yisions of the French subsidy law these defects, that had pro- 
yoked severe criticism, were amended, until of recent years 
there has been a large and reasonably steady growth in the en- 
tire French marine. French steam tonnage, which was 805,000 
(gross) in 1890, bad gained to 1,266,000 in 1904, while French 
sail tonnage had increased from 298,000 (net) to 494,000. 


FOREIGN METHODS AND OUR OWN. 


The real backbone of the French merchant marine is com- 
posed of the two great ocean mail companies, the Compagnie 
Générale Transatlantique and the Messageries Maritimes, the 
latter giving French merchants postal and freight communica- 
tion with the Orient. Each of these two great companies has 
long received mail subventions of from $1,500,000 to $2,000,000 
a year, and that their influence in building up French trade has 
been potent is demonstrated by the fact that Bismarck pointed 
to the French lines especially as proof that Germany must 
follow the French example or give up all hope of securing a 
fair share of the commerce of the world. 

Germany now pays an annual subvention of $1,330,000 to the 
North German Lloyd for a steamship service to China, Japan, 
and Australia. Great Britain pays $1,600,000 to the Penin- 
sular and Oriental for a steamship service to the Orient. 
France, as has been said, gives to each of her two great com- 
panies a mail subvention of from $1,500,000 to $2,000,000 a 
year. The United States in the fiscal year 1904 paid in mail 
subventions to all the lines under the American flag (including 
$690,000 to the American line to Europe) only $1,375,000, or 
but a little more than the German Pacific line received, and 
much less than Great Britain and France gave to a single one 
of their great steamship companies. 

THE COST OF OUR NEGLECT. 

It is manifest that this niggardly policy on the part of the 
United States not only discourages American shipowning and 
shipbuilding, but—far more important—hampers the efforts of 
American manufacturers, farmers, and merchants to gain their 
rightful share of the world’s commerce. These great ocean 
mail lines of the powers of Europe all run direct from their own 
ports to the ports of the other continents. These powers spend 
no subsidies on lines from the United States. The European 
ships that engage in American trade with South America, 
Africa, and the Orient are as a rule poor, slow, inefficient, 
uneconomical craft—the cast-off “tramps” of European sery- 
ices. They are owned and managed by foreign companies, 
whose first concern is for the welfare of their own nation and 


for the profit of their main lines of communication. As the 
president of the British Peninsular and Oriental, in a recent ad- 
dress boasted : 
Our policy is that of a British company which Is kony alive to 
ê 


British interests, and I believe in this respect we represent general 
feeling of the shipowners of the country. 


European shipowners are frankly working to keep their own 
country’s trade as great, and the trade of the United States as 
small, as possible. To leave to men like these the ocean trans- 
portation service of America is, to quote Thomas Jefferson, 
a “strange speculation,” which, if long continued, would mark 
the United States as a simpleton among the nations, 

FOR BROAD NATIONAL INTERESTS. 

The plea of the Merchant Marine Commission, indorsed by 
the Committee on Commerce of this body, is not primarily for 
the shipowners or shipbuilders, or even for the seamen of this 
country, though all of these three classes deserve at least as 
much consideration as is granted by our national laws to any 
other industrious and patriotic body of American citizens, 
The need of a large, active and prosperous merchant fleet is pri- 
marily to increase our commerce, next to promote the national 
defense, and last of all to encourage shipbuilding and naviga- 
tion. To deny adequate consideration to the merchant marine is 
to cheat the western or southern farmer of one of the surest 
hopes of an increased market for the products of his industry. 
It is to cheat the merchant and manufacturer of an indispen- 
sable ally in their fight for trade with their powerful European 
competitors. 

Britain, France, and Germany all make generous provision by 
national subyention for conveying not only their mails but 
their merchandise under their national flags to the distant 
neutral markets in which they and we are contending for the 
commercial mastery. Even the smaller powers—Spain, Italy, 
Austria, Portugal, and last, but not least, Japan—do the same 
thing. The United States alone leaves its merchants, manu- 
facturers, and farmers at the edge of the ocean to get their 
goods over seas as best they may—by some accident of trade 
or the grace of their foreign rivals. If we lag in the world’s 
markets, if we fall behind even in the Philippines, our own 
possessions, if we see Germany striding ahead of us in the 
Orient, and all Europe grasping South America by commercial 
bonds stronger than the Monroe Doctrine, the fault is our own, 
and in our own hands lies the remedy. 

“1p FOREIGNERS WILL DO THIS WORK FOR US MORE CHEAPLY THAN WE 
CAN DO IT OURSELVES, WHY NOT LET THEM?” 

One of the most frequent and plausible objections urged to 
a policy of national encouragement to the merchant marine is 
found in this question, “If foreigners will do this work for us 
more cheaply than we can do it ourselves, why not let them?” 
Critically examined, however, it is nothing but the fundamental 
free-trade argument in the most extreme form in which it is 
possible to state it. Many years ago this very same plausible 
argument was familiar in another field—“‘If England, France, 
and other countries can make our cotton and woolen fabrics, 
our tools, and our iron more cheaply than we can, why not let 
them do so—why not let Europe be the workshop and America 
the farm?” Of course Europe enthusiastically favored this 
idea; and Washington, Hamilton, Madison, and other far-seeing 
statesmen who framed in 1789 our first tariff law “for the en- 
couragement and protection of manufactures” had consider- 
able difficulty in convincing their countrymen of the fallacy of 
this adroit plea, which foreign interests now exploit in turn 
against, the encouragement of American shipping. 

If the argument were admitted as a sound one, that if for- 
eigners will do or make anything for us more cheaply than our 
own people, they ought to be permitted to do so, then the entire 
protective system of the United States is rooted in a delu- 
sion, and ought to be abandoned, root and branch. To admit 
that this argument is sound is to admit the whole free-trade 
contention, pure and simple. 

APPLY THIS TO THE FARMERS, 


This adroit argument of those who are opposed to national 
aid for American shipping depends for its force very largely 
on the class of men before whom it is used, or the latitude or 
longitude in which it is promulgated. To say, “If foreigners 
can do our ocean carrying more cheaply than we can, why not 
let them do it?” sounds very persuasive to the farmer of either 
Massachusetts or Minnesota, who is not himself particularly 
interested in shipbuilding or shipowning. But put this same 
argument in another form to the Massachusetts farmer: “If 
the Canadians can supply eggs and butter and hay and potatoes 
more cheaply than you can, why not tear down the tariff wall 
and let them do so?” or to the Minnesota farmer: “If Mani- 
toba can raise wheat for the American market more cheaply 
than you can, why not repeal the protective duty of 25 cents per 
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bushel and let Manitoba raise our wheat while you sell out and | sisted of only 123,000 tons, conveying 23 per cent of our com- 


go to work for somebody else?’”—the public man who propounded 


merce. In 1800 our merchant shipping had risen to 667,000 


this question in either Massachusetts or Minnesota would find | tons, conveying 89 per cent of our commerce, which, mean- 


himself a quick candidate for retirement. 

Yet, if the farmers, East and West, expect and demand na- 
tional encouragement for their industry through the Department 
of Agriculture, through irrigation, and in many ways, as well as 
through the tariff, why should not the shipowner and the sea- 
man in the deep-sea trade have some encouragement also? 
Why should protection be applied to the one class, and free 
trade to the cther? Where is the equity of taking an immigrant 
fresh from Germany or Scandinavia, setting him on a western 
farm, irrigated at the national expense, and giving this same 
immigrant generous protection on his cereals or his fruits, while 
all protection is denied to an American-born shipowner or sea- 
_man whose ancestors fonght under Paul Jones, or Decatur, or 
Hull, or who himself fought under Farragut, or Porter, or 
Dewey, or Sampson, or Schley? 

If protection is wise and right for the one, why is it not wise 
and right for the other? 


BUILT UNDER PROTECTION. 


The American shipowner or seaman is compelled to build and 
equip his ship in a protected country, to pay protected wages, 
and to buy protected materials—for, though steel and other 
things for ships for the deep sea as distinguished from the coast 
trade are on the free list, nobody dares to ayail himself of the 
privilege so long as there is no encouragement or protection in 
the deep-sea business. The wages on the ship after she is built 
are fixed, generally, by the protected wages prevailing in 
America. Moreover, many foreign ships in our own commerce 
receiye subsidies or bounties, and nearly all are protected and 
encouraged, if not in this, in some other more subtle but effective 
way by their own governments. 

In the face of all this, to accept the free-trade argument for 
the shipowner and seaman alone, and to say to them, “ Here, if 
the foreigners can do your trade of ocean carrying more cheaply 
than you can, we'll let them do so—you can sell out and go to 
work for somebody else” is an injustice so harsh that the farm- 
ers, East, South, and West, need only to understand it to reject it 
at once and forever. If, in addition to the natural advantage of 
the cheap and fertile lands of Manitoba, the Canadian govern- 
ment gave a bounty of 25 cents a’ bushel on all the wheat there 
produced, it is easy to foresee what would soon become of the 
wheat raisers of the Dakotas and Minnesota. Yet, if the argu- 
ment is a sound one that whatever foreigners can, by subsidy 
or otherwise, do more cheaply than we can, they ought to be 
allowed to do it, who will gainsay the shipowner or seaman 
who declares: “Here I am, unprotected in my ocean trade. 
Why should the farmer be protected? If Canada can raise 
cheaper wheat for New York and New England, pull down the 
tariff and let her do so. What right have you to deny protec- 
tion to me, and at the same time forbid me to go with my ship 
for my wheat to British Columbia if I can get it cheaper there, 
or to Nova Scotia for my potatoes, or to Argentina for my beef, 
or wool, or hides?” 

And what answer is there, truly? Is protection justifiable 
that protects some only, and not all? 


CHEAPER IN THE LONG RUN. 


Moreover, it is worth considering whether, even if it is true 
that foreigners can now do our ocean carrying more cheaply 
than we, it would be true some years hence if this our one un- 
protected industry were adequately and firmly protected and 
encouraged. Many, many years ago, when this same plea that 
the foreigners could do the work more cheaply than we could 
was being used against the efforts of Washington and his col- 
leagues to develop American manufactures, it was also true 
that foreigners—the English—could, and were doing, our ocean 
carrying trade more cheaply. In 1789 the American merchant 
fleet in overseas commerce registered only 123,000 tons, and all 
but 23 per cent of our own imports and exports were conyeyed 
by foreigners. There were those then, as there are now, who, 
for self-interest or other reasons, insisted that if the English 
could carry our goods more cheaply they ought to be permitted 
to continue to do so, regardless of its effect not only on 
American ship building and owning, but on the national de- 
fence. However, Washington, Adams, Hamilton, Jefferson, Mad- 
ison, and the other great men of the Government took another 
and a broader view, and in their protective legislation included 
our shipowners, seamen, and fishermen—the fishermen by direct 
bounties, the others by the requirement that goods imported in 
American ships should come in at a lower rate of duty, and that 
their tonnage taxes should be less than were charged to their 
foreign competitors. This policy proved splendidly successful. 

In 1789, as has been said, our registered merchant fleet con- 


while, had very heavily increased. In 1810 our registered 
shipping stood at 981,000 tons, or actually 100,000 tons greater 
than our registered fleet of 1904. 

THE LESSON OF EXPERIENCE. 

Washington and his associates believed that in the course 
of time American ships, protected and encouraged, would be 
enabled to carry our goods even more cheaply than foreigners, 
and this confidence was perfectly justified by the result. 
American wages on shipboard and in the shipyards were higher 
as a rule than foreign wages, though the difference was not so 
great as now. American timber was cheaper than English, 
though not cheaper than north European timber, yet the mate- 
rials, then as now, were a minor factor in the cost of ship 
construction. As the shipping business throve under national 
protection in the years from 1789 to 1830 and onward, American 
ships, built in great numbers, the product of a firm, thoroughly 
organized, and prosperous industry, gradually became the cheap- 
est, because the most efficient carriers in the world. It was a 
common remark that an American vessel, managed by a saga- 
cious, enterprising merchant and hard driven by skillful, well- 
paid officers and crew, could make four or five voyages while 
an English or Dutch vessel was making three. So well and so 
cheaply did American ships convey commerce that in the hey- 
day of the Atlantic packets, before 1840, every packet line 
between our ports and Europe flew the United States flag—in 
eloquent contrast to present conditions, when only one of the 
scores of trans-Atlantic steam lines is American. 

Washington's faith, therefore, that with proper encourage- 
ment his own country’s ships and seamen would be doing our 
carrying trade and doing it more cheaply, was abundantly 
justified long before the first subsidized Cunard steamship 
crossed the ocean, in 1840. Meanwhile, the system of ship- 
protection by discriminating duty and tonnage dues had been 
steadily reduced as our shipping grew and prospered, though this 
system was not entirely abandoned against Britain, our chief 
competitor, until 1849. At that time, it was believed that 
American maritime supremacy was thoroughly established. In 
1855 we had a registered tonnage of 2,348,000, which conveyed 
75 per cent of our foreign commerce besides much of that of 
other nations. But for the change from wood to iron and from 
steam to sail, the application of generous steamship subsidies, 
first by England and then by continental Europe, and the out- 
break of our Civil War, the United States, with its unrivalled 
native aptitude for the sea, would undoubtedly have remained 
a great ocean carrier. But these unforeseen events undid the 
work which Washington and his fellow-statesmen had so 
wisely initiated. 

However, our national experience from 1789 to 1860 proved 
that adequate protection to American shipping meant in the long 
run not only as cheap but cheaper ocean carrying than foreiga 
nations were providing. The presumption, therefore, is a rea- 
sonable one, that though foreigners may now carry our goods 
more cheaply than we can, just as they did in 1789, yet American 
shipping, properly encouraged and strengthened, will before very 
long be able to do the work more cheaply as well as more efli- 
ciently than the foreigners. 

THE EXAMPLE OF THE GREAT LAKES. 

This reasonable presumption is fortified by a striking de- 
velopment which has occurred in recent years on the Great 
Lakes of America. Here, by the joint operation of National 
laws and natural causes, American shipowners have been giveu 
not mere protection and encouragement but absolute monopoly. 
Our coastwise statutes forbid foreign ships to convey either 
freight or passengers from one American port to another, and 
most of the Great Lakes’ commerce is American in origin and 
destination. Moreover, only relatively small vessels, inadequate 
for the present carrying of bulk cargoes, can pass from the ocean 
into the Lakes via the St. Lawrence canals. Practically the 
whole evolution of Lake traffic has, therefore, been worked out 
by Americans, with foreign competition excluded. The result is 
exceedingly important and instructive. In 1886 it cost 3.68 
cents a bushel to carry wheat from Chicago to Buffalo, and 62 
cents a ton to carry coal from Buffalo to Duluth. In 1904 
that had been reduced to 1.32 and 34 cents, respectively. No- 
where in the world is water transporation now so cheap, work 
considered, as on the Great Lakes, and nowhere has there 
been such a steady and marked reduction in the cost of the 
service. 

JUST A FAIR CHANCE. 

What is true of the steady reduction of cost in the lake trade 
is true also of the coastwise trade of the Atlantic and Pacific, 
from which the competition of foreign vessels is altogether ex- 
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cluded. National aid to the deep-sea carrying trade of the 
United States does not mean a monopoly for American ships; 
it means simply the putting of American ships on an equality, 
to start with, with foreign ships, trusting to the ingenuity and 
enterprise of our people and their native genius for the sea to 
work constantly toward an ever-decreasing cost of ocean trans- 
portation and an ever-increasing efficiency. But a century of 
economic experience proves beyond dispute that the Government 
must help its own people to begin—that in not one industry ex- 
posed to international competition and controlled at first by for- 
eigners has America been able to make any headway whatsoever 
without some national assistance and encouragement. In many 
such industries it is now indisputable that after a reasonable 
time our own people have managed to do the work as cheaply 
as, or more cheaply, than the foreigners. 
OF TRUE NATIONAL BENEFIT, 

In such instances, of course, all or most of the money pre- 
viously sent abroad for the products of an industry is now re- 
tained in the United States, furnishing a new market for 
American materials and labor. It is estimated that the annual 
cost of transporting the imports and exports, the mails and the 
passengers in the over-seas trade of this country is about 
$200,000,000, nine-tenths of which goes to the ships of foreign 
nations. If even so much as one-half of this immense yearly 
expenditure could be transferred to our own ships and seamen, 
the number of those ships and seamen would have to be multi- 
plied five-fold—benefiting directly not only the shipbuilding and 
.Shipowning States, but all the States that furnish the timber, 
steel, and other materials entering into ship construction, and 
creating an important new market for the product of American 
farms. The lumbermen of Michigan, Wisconsin, Georgia, Florida, 
and the Carolinas, the iron miners of Wisconsin and Minnesota, 
and the coal miners of Pennsylvania, Illinois, Maryland, West 
Virginia, and Alabama would have more work and more wages 
if the great ships that conyey our deep-sea commerce were built 
of American material, wrought together in American yards. 
The real “ raw material” of a ship is the tree in the forest or 
the ore in the ground. At least 99 per cent of the total cost of 
that ship represents employment given to labor in the mines, the 
forests, the lumber mills, and the steel mills or foundries, as 
well as in the coast town where all these things are assembled 
in the finished vessel. 

The free-trade argument involved in the plausible question, 
“Tf foreigners can build and sail our ships more cheaply, why 
not let them do so?” ignores these considerations altogether. 

NEEDED FOR NATIONAL DEFENSE. 

But there is still another consideration, and, perhaps, the most 
significant of all, which makes it wise for the United States to 
have an ocean shipping of its own—the need of ships and sea- 
men for the national defense. This proposition is as true to-day 


as it was in 1794, when Thomas Jefferson, Secretary of State, 


wrote in behalf of the new national policy of aiding and encour- 
aging the merchant marine. Jefferson said: 

To force shipbuilding is to establish shipyards, is to form ma, 
to multiply useful hands, to produce artists and workmen o 
kind, who may be found at once for the peaceful speculations of com- 
merce and the terrible wants of war. * * * For a navigating 
ponpa to purchase its marine afloat would be a strange speculation, as 
he marine would always be dependent on the merchants furnishing 
them, Placing, as a reserve, with a foreign nation or in a foreign 
shipyard the carpenters, blacksmiths, calkers, akers, and the 
vessels of a nation would be a singular commercial combination. We 
must, therefore, build them for ourselves. 


In Jefferson’s time ships of war and of commerce were of 
wood. Their construction was relatively simple, and the means 
to build them were not difficult to improvise. But now, when all 
ships of war, as well as all large ships of commerce, are of steel, 
of huge size and weight, equipped with elaborate machinery, a 
nation which neglects its own shipyards to “ purchase its marine 
afloat” engages in a “strange speculation” indeed, far more 
hazardous than it would bave been in the eighteenth century. 
'To construct and furnish a shipyard now requires not several 
months but several years. One of the newer yards of this coun- 
try—not the largest, but an excellent one—represented in its 
buildings and machinery an investment, before it had built a 
single ship, of seven or eight million dollars. 

NO SHIPYARDS, NO ARMOR Labs. 

One after another, of recent years, nearly all of the great ship- 
yards of the United States capable of building first-class armor 
clads have gone into bankruptcy or escaped bankruptcy only by 
radical reorganization. This effectually disposes of the asser- 


nes, 
every 


tion, so familiar onee on the part of objectors to national 
aid to the merchant marine, that American shipbuilders were 
already making inordinate profits. It is an important fact, 
Which must be remembered, that shipyards possessing the heavy 
and costly machinery requisite for the construction of steel ships 
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of the line can not be developed and maintained alone by the 
demands of the coastwise trade, whose vessels as a rule are of 
moderate power and dimensions. Nor are there enough new 
battle ships at any time in hand to keep busy and prosperous the 
number of large shipyards that would be required to meet the 
shock of a serious and protracted naval war. 

If the United States persists in its present policy of neglect- 
ing its deep-sea shipping it will not be long before the ship- 
building facilities of the country will have shrunk to what the 
coast trade can support, and in that case, if great battle ships 
are to be built in America at all, they must be constructed at 
the naval stations, with the very much increased cost which 
characterizes every such attempt to turn a private business or 
industry over to the Government. At present there is only 
one naval station in the country which has the means to build 
a first-rate war vessel. Our entire battle line, with one excep- 
tion (the Connecticut—the Teras is a second-class vessel), has 
been launched by the great private shipyards, which will almost 
certainly vanish if our deep-sea fleet disappears.: With these 
yards, of course, will go their superb staffs of highly trained 
engineers and their intelligent and experienced workmen. The 
value of such a national asset as these skillful men are, in time 
of need, is something which does not need to be argued in any 
other country but America, 

When foreign steamship managers, therefore, urge so plausi- 
bly, “If we can do your ocean carrying more cheaply than you 
yourselves, why not let us do so?” they understand perfectly 
well that so Jong as America has no ocean ships of her own her 
coasts, as well as her commerce, are exposed to foreign aggres- 
sion. ‘Two of the foreign steamship managers who have been 
exploiting this plea of “ cheapness ” most persistently took some 
of their fastest and best steamships out of their New York 
service and sold them to Spain as cruisers and commerce 
destroyers in her war with the United States. 


WAR SHIPS NOT TO BE BOUGHT OFFHAND. 


In that war the United States found how delusive was one 
argument which had been used against national aid to our 
ocean shipping and shipbuilding, as well as against the proper 
increase of our Navy—that in case of need ships could be bought 
abroad. With the great emergency fund of $50,000,000 avail- 
able, and with naval officers and diplomatic agents scouring the 
docks and arsenals of Europe, our Government was able to find 
and purchase only a few insignificant craft—two small cruisers, 
one gunboat, and one torpedo boat. Of these, only one cruiser 
and the gunboat could be delivered before the actual outbreak 
of the war, adding almost nothing to the actual fighting power 
of the United States. The war was won by fighting ships built 
in American shipyards. 

Before the war, the Navy and War Departments did, however, 
manage to purchase an inadequate number of foreign steamers 
for transports, colliers, and supply ships—indispensable auxili- 
aries which ought easily to have been supplied from our own 
merchant marine if the deep-sea fleet had been in any way sufti- 
cient, even for a hundred days’ conflict with a fifth-rate power. 
Of course, these foreign vessels so hastily bought were, as a rule, 
unfit for the required service. In many cases they were secured 
only by a sharp straining of the neutrality laws, and in most 
cases the ships had to be laid up idle in an hour of imperative 
need because their foreign officers and crews refused to risk 
their lives for a flag they did not love, in a war in which they 
had no interest. 


MEN AS WELL AS SHIPS, 


And this brings up forcibly another important consideration— 
that if we allow foreigners to do all our ocean carrying, we shall 
find ourselves without seamen as well as without ships in the 
shock of a sudden emergency. American officers and sailors 
haye so shrunk in numbers with the decline of our ocean ton- 
nage that the United States Navy has long been without the ma- 
terial for an efficient seagoing reserve, which England, France, 
Germany, Italy, and Japan have steadily regarded as of the very 
first importance. Admiral Sampson declared, just after the war 
with Spain, that in that little three months’ affair the United 
States had exhausted its maritime resources—that we had put 
afloat all our available, trained officers and men in our first 
fighting line, and that if a single disaster had compelled us to 
man another fleet we could not possibly have done it, even if the 
ships had been forthcoming. Admiral Sampson pointed to this 
as vivid and conclusive demonstration of the naval need of a 
great merchant marine. 

Yoreigners, with their cheap wages and subsidies, may be will- 
ing and eager to convey our commerce in peace, but they will not 
fight our battles and defend our coasts in war. Indeed, as we 
learned in 1898, they will be likely to be found siding with our 
enemies, if they are not our enemies themselves. 
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ANALYSIS OF THE BILL. 


In the bill under consideration two distinct forms of aid and 
encouragement for our ocean shipping and ocean commerce are 


provided, an analysis of which I will undertake to make. One 
is in the form of new mail subventions to ten specified lines 
to be established (as set forth in sections 5 and 6), running, 
three of them, from the Atlantic coast to Brazil, Argentina, and 
South Africa, respectively; four from ports of the Gulf of 
Mexico to Brazil, Central America, and the Isthmus of Panama, 
Cuba, and Mexico, respectively, and three from the Pacific 
coast—one’ to Japan, China, and the Philippines, via Hawaii; 
one to Japan, China, and the Philippines direct, and one to 
Mexico, Central America, and the Isthmus of Panama. For 
these ten steamship lines—most of them entirely new serv- 
ices—a maximum compensation of $2,665,000 is proposed, 
distributed, $1,050,000 to the three Atlantic lines, $475,000 to 
the four Gulf of Mexico lines, and $1,140,000 to the three lines 
on the Pacific Ocean. 

Besides these ten subventions it is proposed to add $250,000 
to the present subyention of $757,000, payable under the postal 
aid law of 1891 to the American Line of 20-knot mail steamers 
from New York to Plymouth, Cherbourg, and Southampton, 
and $217,000 to the $283,000 now paid under the act of 1891 to 
the Oceanic Line of mail steamers from San Franciso to New 
Zealand and Australia. 

THE MAIL SUBVENTIONS. 

The policy of subyentions to regular lines of American steamers 
carrying the ocean mails under contracts is not a new one in 
the United States. Sixty years ago President Polk recommend- 
ed and Congress granted liberal subventions, similar to those 
now proposed, for American steamship lines to Europe, the West 
Indies, and the Isthmus of Panama. Some of the most earnest 
advocates of those subventions at that time were Senators from 
the Southern section of this country, and though the policy was 
abandoned in the bitter political struggle that preceded the civil 
war, it was reestablished on a moderate seale in the postal-aid 
law of 1891, the most important contract under this law—that 
for our present trans-Atlantic service—having been arranged 
under the Administration of President Cleveland. 

For these mail subventions, therefore, there are excellent 
precedents in both the legislative and executive policies of the 
United States Government. So far as these postal payments 
are concerned, the present bill involves no new departure from 
the established practice of the nation, no departure, indeed, 
from the established practice of the world, for every maritime 
power, without exception, grants liberal subventions to lines of 
steamships flying its own flag in order to secure the prompt and 
regular delivery of mails, merchandise, and passengers on the 
chief routes of its ocean commerce, and to encourage the main- 
tenance of swift and powerful vessels and skilled officers and 
seamen as auxiliaries to the fighting fleet in time of war. 


NAVAL AUXILIARIES. 


The acts of Congress, under President Polk and his successors, 
granting mail subventions, required that the steamships re- 
ceiving those subventions should be built on plans approved by 
the Navy Department. That is the provision also of the postal 
aid law of 1891, the general terms of which, tested by several 
years of experience, are made applicable in the present bill. 
But this bill goes further, in providing that there shall be a 
nayal reserve of officers and men as well as ships ready for the 
national service. This force of sea militia or naval volunteers 
is authorized in the very first section of the bill, and annual 
retainers for the enrolled officers and men, after the practice 
of the chief naval powers, are provided according to their grade 
and value. All steamships receiving mail subventions under 
the terms of this bill are required to carry in their crews a 
certain increasing proportion of men who are naval volunteers, 
this being made a condition of the contract. 

With the two exceptions already described, the mail sub- 
yentions offered in the present bill do not apply to any of the 
routes on which American steamers are now receiving sub- 
ventions under contracts authorized by the postal aid law of 
1891. The proposition is supplementary to that law, and in 
no sense a substitute for it. With these two exceptions, the 
present purpose is to secure the establishment of American 
steamship lines carrying the United States mails, under con- 
tract on routes where the act of 1891 has failed to do this, 
and to open communication with foreign markets with which 
American merchants now have inadequate communication. 
The new mail subventions on these 10 routes do not con- 


template the building of any very fast steamers of the “ grey- 
hound” class, which are confined, as a rule, to the passenger 
service between the United States and Europe. The highest 
speed required on any of the new routes in this bill is 16 knots, 
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the lowest 12 knots, yet this speed, while moderate, is somewhat 
superior to that of the foreign vessels now engaged in similar 
trades. It guarantees improved dispatch for the United States 
mails, and yet is easily obtainable by modern ships having a 
very great capacity for merchandise. 

Such mail steamers, it is true; will not be swift enough for 
the service as scouts and lookouts, described by Admiral Dewey 
in his valuable report on the merchant marine as auxiliary to 
the Navy in war. But these vessels will be swift enough for 
service as fast transports, ammunition ships, colliers, supply 
ships, ete—auxiliary vessels which, as Admiral Dewey shows, 
are also indispensable to the efficiency of our regular war fleets. 

THE TWO INCREASED SUBVENTIONS. 


There should be an especial word of explanation for the in- 
creases proposed by the bill in the compensation of two exist- 
ing mail contract lines. These exceptions to the general prin- 
ciple of offering no increased pay to lines already receiving Gov- 
ernment aid are justified by the peculiar conditions of the two 
eases. As the report of the Merchant Marine Commission says: 


In the first place, the American line to Australasia operates in 
Pacific waters, where the cost of fuel, labor, etc., is considerably greater 
than at Atlantic ports. Secondly, the line is required to maintain 
a very high s Furthermore, the ships of the company employ 
exclusively white crews, instead of the Asiatics utilized by many other 
Pacific companies. This American line to Australasia not oor. per- 
forms the best service, but now receives the lowest compensation of 
all lines running to Australasian points. This service is so regular 
and swift that great numbers of Australasian men of business, 
even when bound to Europe, are brought en route to the United States, 
and thereby become regular purchasers of American merchandise, 
The very heavy increase of our exports to British Australasia, from 
12,674,000 in 1896 to $27,401,000 in 1904, is due unquestionably * 

great degree to the extraordinary efticlency and regularity of 
the ill-paid American ee. service out of San Francisco. 

The increase provided for in the present Dill is $217,000 a year, 
which, added to the $283,000 now paid, will bring the compensation 
to the American line up approximately to the compensation paid Euro- 
pean steamship companies, and will a little more than restore the origi- 
nal rates of the postal-aid law of 1891, which were cut down to 
the serious crippling of that measure when the bill passed the House 
of Representatives. 

It is announced authoritatively that unless the subyention to the 
line to Australasia is Increased as proposed, the service, which has 
been losing heavily every year, will have to be abandoned. In that 
case our increased Australian trade would inevitably go in large part 
to other countries, involving a loss of millions of dollars a year to 
American producers. The Merchant Marine Commission believes that 
it would be recreant to its duty if it did not provide for the continu- 
ance of an American steamship line which fought so bravely 
against such hea ds and has achieyed such notable work in the 
expansion of American commerce. 


THE ONE AMERICAN LINE TO EUROPE. 
Of the proposed increase of $250,000 to the American Line 
to Europe the report of the Commission says: 


The only other proposed increase in the compensation of the exist- 
ing contract mail routes is the addition of $250,000 to the maximum 
of $757,000, now yable under the postal-aid law of 1891 to the 
20-knot American line from New York to Plymouth, Cherbourg, and 
Southampton. This line of four steamers—St. Paul, St. Louis, New 
York, and Philadelphia—meets the fiercest competition of the State- 
aided corporations of Europe, soon to be intensified by the new sab- 
vention of $1,100,000 granted to the Cunard Company by the British 
Government on terms so liberal as to make it equivalent to $1,500,000 
a year. One possible object of this new British subvention is to drive 
the Stars and Stripes off the mail routes of the North Atlantic, and it 
is a very unusual American who would counsel nonresistance to this 
aggressive purpose of our chief mercantile and maritime competitor. 

There are a few faster ships under foreign flags on the North Atlan- 
tic than the four American liners, but the American company is the 
only one which is able or is compelled to perform a full 20-knot service 
throughout the entire year. It is the habit of foreign companies to 
lay up their best steamers during boisterous winter months, when pas. 
nor wr traffic is lightest and least profitable, and the voyage is roughest 
and most expensive, but the four great American steamers, notably 
good heavy-weather ships, go constantly to and fro, giving to the 
United States in aot of regularity and reliability throughout the 
entire twelve months the very best Atlantic mail service. is is re- 
quired by the severe terms of the postal-aid law of 1891, and it đe- 
serves adequate recognition by the Government. The proposed addi- 
tion of $250,000 will approximately restore the original rate of compen- 
sation of the law of 1891. 

Moreover, it must be remembered that these four American liners 
are the fastest ocean-going steamers that fly the Star and Stripes, and 
that they were especially designed for the service as auxiliary cruisers, 
which they performed so brilliantly in the war with Spain. To allow 
ene historic ships to be forced off the sea would be a national humili- 
ation. 

“ DELIVERY-WAGON " SHIPS. 


In connection with the shipping bill which was before the 
Senate three or four years ago, there arose, especially from the 
western and southern sections of the country, a very earnest 
insistence on the value.of what might perhaps be termed the 
“ delivery-wagon” type of ship, the general cargo carrier, or 
the steam or sail “ tramp,” especially adapted to the transporta- 
tion of cotton, wheat, and other bulky articles that make up more 
than one-half of our exports to foreign lands. This demand was 
repeated and reiterated at all of the hearings of the Merchant 
Marine Commission, north, south, east, and west, and has been 
borne carefully in mind in the framing of the present measure. 

Section 2 of the bill provides especially for those “ delivery 
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wagon” ships, which may be of modest size and cost, inferior 
in speed to the regular mail lines, and still indispensable agen- 
cies of ocean trade, going hither and thither, wherever freights 
are to be secured and new markets won, the humble, restless 
pioneers of commerce. To all of those vessels, steam or sail, 
section 2 offers a subvention of $5 per gross ton if engaged for a 
full year in foreign trade, and of smaller sums for shorter 
periods, This subvention, which is intended to equalize cost of 
construction, wages, and maintenance between our own and 
similar foreign craft, is conditional upon ike employment in the 
crew of a certain proportion of naval volunteers, and the vessels 
accepting it must carry the mails when required free of charge, 
must be kept seaworthy and effective, must make all ordinary 
repairs in the United States, and must be held ready to be 
taken by the Government in time of need. The subvention 
is payable under a contract for one year at a time, renewable 
from year to year, but paid in no case to a given vessel for a 
longer period than ten years. 


THE PHILIPPINE AMENDMENT. 


In section 2 is embodied an important provision postponing 
the application of the coastwise principle to our trade with the 
Philippines from July 1, 1906, when existing law would cause 
this to take effect, until 1909, as urged by the Secretary of War 
and recommended by the President. 

Economic conditions in the Philippines are said to be such as 
to make it inadvisable at this time to reserve to American ves- 
sels the long-voyage carrying trade between the islands and 
the United States, as has already been done in the case of 
Hawaii and Porto Rico. But to continue to hold our Philippine 
commerce open to foreign ships, and to take no steps to en- 
courage American vessels to enter it, would be to leave our 
lines of communication with Manila and our other Hast India 
military stations and commercial ports in the control of foreign 
powers, our rivals in trade, and possible enemies in war. This 
would be so manifestly contrary to the public interest, and con- 
trary to the practice of all other governments possessing such 
remote dependencies, that a special subyention of 30 per cent 
above the regular rates, or $6.50 per gross ton per year, is 
offered in the bill to all American vessels that bring Philippine 
products to the United States, or convey American products to 
the Philippines. The voyage to or from the Philippines is so 
Jong, and, especially by the Suez route, where high canal dues 
must be paid, is so expensive, that it seemed to your com- 
mittee that an extra encouragement ought to be provided for 
American vessels to participate more largely than they do now 
in the carrying of our Philippine commerce. The result of 
the competition of American yessels, aided. by this especial sub- 
vention, with the foreign vessels now engaged in the trade, will 
inevitably be to assure favorable freight rates and improved 
facilities for the trade between the Philippines and the Unit 
States on both the Atlantic and Pacific seaboards. : 


IMPORTANCE OF CARGO CARRIERS. 


Such a subvention as is proposed in section 2, to what are 
primarily cargo vessels, steam or sail, not operating in regular 
lines under mail contracts, is altogether new to the maritime 
practice of the United States. The nearest precedent is to be 
found in the payment for many years after 1792 of bounties to 
the ships dnd men of the deep-sea fisheries; these bounties 
being at first ostensibly in compensation for a rebate of the salt 
duties. The chief motive of these bounties was a desire to 
foster the fisheries as a naval reserve, a plan which proved 
thoroughly successful. In the present bill the vessels and men 
of the deep-sea fisheries are included on the same terms as 
the cargo carriers and their seamen, thus restoring an encour- 
agement which the fisheries had enjoyed for seventy years prior 
to the civil war. 

While, therefore, a subyention to cargo carriers and their offi- 
cers and men undeniably lacks the exact authoritative prece- 
dent of the mail subventions in our national history, yet in a 
general way this subyention also is justifiable on the ground of 
national defense and the extension of national commerce, and is 
unquestionably very earnestly demanded by public sentiment, 
Any measure for the relief of our merchant shipping and the en- 
couragement of our export trade which stops short with the 
regular mail lines is manifestly incomplete and fails to meet the 
requirements of our Commerce and the reasonable expectations 
of our people. : 


OUR BULKY EXPORTS. 

Nor is it an adequate reply that several of the chief maritime 
powers of the world—notably Great Britain and Germany— 
reserve their national subyentions entirely to the relatively fast 
and expensive steamships of their mail lines and give their 
general cargo v: no direct encouragement whatever, for 
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these cargo vessels are indirectly in many ways the beneficiaries 
of national legislation. 

Details of a policy adapted to Great Britain and Germany are 
not necessarily adaptable to America. Unlike those older na- 
tions, the- United States is a great exporter of agricultural 
staples, like raw cotton, breadstuffs, and provisions, which are 
far more bulky in proportion to their value than are manu- 
factured goods, and can not stand the cost of high-speed trans- 
portation. For the especial carrying of these important prod- 
ucts the United States requires a large fleet of economical 
“tramps,” or “deliyery-wagon” ships. Manifestly the Mer- 
chant Marine Commission was deeply impressed with the im- 
portance of encouraging the construction of such a fleet, and 
the subvention of $5 per gross ton to cargo carriers, provided 
for in section 2 of the present bill, certainly does not lack justi- 
fication in the hard facts of our commercial needs, and in a fair 
consideration for the all-important agricultural interests of the 
West and South, whose need of a foreign market is so urgent. 

SOME FOREIGN EXAMPLES. 

Moreover, while Great Britain and Germany give no direct 
subventions to cargo vessels, other maritime nations, notably 
France, Italy, Austria, and Japan, do pay liberal bounties on 
both the construction of this class of ships and their navigation. 
France has increased her tonnage from 1,113,000 in 1893 to 
1,760,000 in 1904-5; Italy, from 860,000 to 1,259,000; Austria, 
from 804,000 to 574,000, and Japan, from 148,000 to 830,000. 
Norway, with 1,742,000 tons in 1893-94 and 1,779,000 tons in 
1904-5, though she gives no premium on the navigation of these 
“tramps” does grant bounties on their building. Thus, the 
policy outlined in section 2, while new to American legislation, 
can find abundant examples in the general practice of the mar- 
itime world. z 

It must not be thought that because cargo vessels are rela- 
tively slow they haye no military value and no place as naval 
auxiliaries in war. Of course a slow ship is just as effective 
as a fast ship in the training of officers and seamen, and, in- 
deed, in this the sail ship is best of all. But, taking a leaf out 
of our own actual experience in the war with Spain, the records 
show that of the scores of steamers purchased or chartered as 
transports, colliers, or supply ships, the great majority were 
of a speed of from 10 to 12 knots, and very few of a speed as 
high as 15 knots. Economical carrying ships have their legiti- 
mate place in war no less than in commerce. 


INCREASE OF TONNAGE TAXES. 

The United States is the most liberal nation in the world in 
Its expenditures for river and harbor improvements, light-houses 
and buoys, and a life-saying service. To these objects the Gov- 
ernment gave from 1888 to 1905 the enormous sum of $359,518,- 
§85. At the same time almost no protection and encouragement 
were given to American shipping in the foreign trade, so that a 
very large part of this $359,518,885 was virtually a subsidy to 
foreign shipowners, who convey about 90 per cent of our over- 
seas commerce and who, from 1888 to 1905, returned only 
$11,234,106 in tonnage taxes to the Government. 

The tonnage taxes of the United States are lower, in some 
cases very much lower, than those of the principal maritime na- 
tions of the world. Great Britain collects in tonnage taxes con- 
siderably more than the entire cost of her light-house establish- 
ment. On the other hand, the United States, in the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1905, collected $856,204 in tonnage taxes, while 
the cost of the light-house and buoy service was $3,686,000. It 
is not proposed to go as far as Great Britain and to defray from 
tonnage taxes the entire expense of lighting and buoying the 
coast, but in section 8 of the bill the tonnage taxes are increased 
from the present figure of 6 cents a ton on all vessels, Amer- 
ican and foreign, arriving from distant foreign ports, to 16 
cents a ton, and from 3 cents to 8 cents a ton on all vessels 
arriving from foreign ports that belong geographically to the 
North American system. Moreover, the number of arrivals for 
which the tonnage taxes are imposed is increased from five in 
a year to ten in a year for any given vessel. 

These increased tonnage taxes proposed in the bill fall on all 
ships, American and foreign alike, engaged in overseas com- 
merce. But, after a British precedent, a rebate of 80 per cent 
of the duties is made to American vessels carrying boys as 
apprentices and training young seamen for the merchant service 
and the naval reserve. 


ESTIMATED REVENUE, 
Of the income to be produced by the proposed new tonnage 
taxes the final report of the Merchant Marine Commission says: 
The rt of the Commission last year estimated that these increased 
tonnage would furnish a total revenue of $3,025,529, based on the 


taxes of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, from which 
under existing law amounting to 


tonnage 
should be deducted tonnage taxes 
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1210,20 American vessels serving apprentices of 
210,320, leaving a net increase of revenue of $1,929,3 

The probable increase, based on the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904 
lias ‘since been computed in the same way by the Commissioner of 
Navigation, showing that for that year the bill involves a net increase 
in tonnage taxes of very close to $1,900,000. That amount, thus veri- 
fied, may therefore be accepted as a safe measure of the additional 
revenue provided for in the bill. This increase, it should be further 
noted, accrues from the beginning of the coming fiscal year, from July 
1, 1906, to June 30, 1907, and within that period will have brought 
into the Treasury an additional revenue of $1,900,000. 

ESTIMATED COST OF THIS BILL, 

Now, as to the important question of the expenditures involved 
in this measure for the upbuilding of the American merchant 
marine. I am gratified to note that the distinguished chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations of this body [Mr. ALLIson] 
is honoring me with his attention. I know that if no other 
Senator should ask about the cost of this proposed legislation 
the Senator from Iowa would surely do so before the discussion 
was closed. Therefore I propose, Mr. President, to be entirely 
frank and to give as nearly as it is possible to give the cost to 
the Treasury of the United States for the ten years during 
which it is proposed that these subyentions shall continue if 
this bill shall be enacted into law precisely as it is written. 

Of course it may be taken for granted that the probable 
cost of the proposed legislation will be wildly exaggerated 
by its_adversaries, most vociferous and most reckless among 
whom are the agents of the foreign steamship companies that 
now monopolize nine-tenths of the ocean carrying of the United 
States and drain out of our country every year, in freight, mail, 
and passenger receipts, nearly if not quite $200,000,000. The 
conjectures which such men as these will make of the cost to 
the country of restoring our merchant fleet will be limited only 
by the audacity of their imaginations and their trust in the 
credulity of the American people. 

Anticipating that this will be the chief line of the foreign and 
domestic attack upon the shipping bill, the Merchant Marine 
Commission caused an especially careful estimate to be made of 
the expenditures under the several sections of this measure. It 
is believed that if these estimates err at all it is in every case on 
the side of liberality, and that if the actual cost of the proposed 
legislation is found to depart from the estimates either way it 
will prove to be over rather than under calculated. 


A NET GAIN THE FIRST YEAR. 


` Bearing this in mind, there is now submitted the estimates of 
the probable expenditures under this bill set forth in the report 
of the Commission as follows: 


The practical result of the proposed bill in the first year of its opera- 
tion ll manifestly be to increase the revenue of the Government. 
The estimate of the Commission for this first year is as follows: 


Net increase of revenue from tonnage $1, 900, 000 
Expenditures : 
A. Naval volunteer retainers $150, 000 
B. General subventions to cargo vessels -- 
€. New mail subventions.___._____________ 666, 2 
D. oe subventions to two existing 
m: 
1, 283, 250 


Not garn to the TNT . 616, 750 


Naval volunteer retainers of $150,000 would provide for a force of 
3,000 officers and men, and as this naval-reserve idea is entirely new 
both to the merchant marine and to the Navy Department, which con- 
trols it, it is not probable that more than 3,000 volunteers could be 
enrolled in the first year. 

By the terms of the bill the general subventions to vessels at the 
rate of $5 per gross ton for twelve months’ service in the foreign 
trade or deep-sea fisheries are not payable, though earned the first 
year, until “after July 1, 1907,” so that there will be no expenditure 
whatever on this account in the fiscal year preceding. 

A year ago the Commission estimated that not more than one-fourth, 
or $666,250, of the maximum subventions of $2,665,000 for the 10 new 
mail routes could be expended in the first year under this bill, because 
most of the steamships requisite for such service do not now exist in 
the American merchant marine and would have to be constructed in 
American 9 There has been no change in the bill or in current 
ocean shipbuilding that would alter this conservative calculation, 

The increase in the subventions to two existing mail lines now per- 
forming contract service under the postal-aid law of 1891 is a new 
feature of the bill this year. These subventions would probably become 
payable in the first year of the bill, and therefore are y allowed for 
at their maximum of $467,000 in the present estimate. ut it should 
be noted that this particular expenditure remains the same, without in- 
creasing in succeeding years. 


NET COST THE SECOND YEAR. 


For. the second year under the proposed bill the Commission presents 
this estimate of total revenue and expenditures : 


Expenditures : 
A. Naval volunteer retainers 


B. General subyentions to cargo vessels. 
C. Mail subventions to new lines- -=-= mmm mm 7 
D. Increased subyentions to two existing mail lines — 467, 000 
3, 517, 000 
Net increase of revenue from tonnage---------------=---- 1, 850, 000 


Net cost to the Treasury 1, 667, 000 


The naval volunteer force might possibly be doubled from 3,000 to 
y officers and men of the merchant service in this second year of 
the bill, thus doubling the total retainers, as above estimated. 

The general subventions to cargo carriers and deep-sea fishing ves- 
sels become payable this second year. These subventions, it should be 
remembered, are not bounties outright, but are conditioned on the 
terms of rigid contracts with the Government to perform certain 
services. It is difficult to forecast how many of these contracts would 
be undertaken by shipowners, but there is a good basis for an esti- 
mate in a careful analysis by the Commissioner of Navigation of the 
actual voyages of American vessels in foreign commerce in the calendar 
year 1904. If all of these vessels had fulfilled the contract require- 
ments of the proposed bill, they would have earned somewhat less 
than $1,000,000 in general subyentions. In other words, $1,000,000, 
under the terms of this bill, would y subyentions to all American 
ships, steamers suitable for new mail Iines included, now engaged in 
over-seas carrying. This deliberate, exact analysis of a year's actual 
voyages by the Commissioner of Navigation is proof that the original 
estimate of the cost of the poera subyentions in last year's report of 
the Commission was altogether too high. Allowi that the subven- 
tions will immediately increase by 25 per cent the rticipation of 
existing American vessels in our ocean-carrying trade, the present esti- 
mate of $1,250,000 would seem to be sufficiently liberal. 

The deep-sea fishing fleet of the United States is now a small one— 
about 50,000 tons—and can not be a yer important factor in estimat- 
ing these subventions. For convenience it will be included in this esti- 
mate 127 — the cargo carriers. ts vessels are in service for widely 
varying periods in a year. 

the second heaved under this bill, it is believed that enough new 
mail steamers will have been constructed to put into operation enough 
of the new mail service to require an expenditure of $1,500,000, 

The expenditure for increased subventions to two existing lines— 
ci ol its maximum the first year, and does not increase 

Aa ner 8 in pe eee Rg EORNA 
en y an increase in the number of fore voya of American 
ships which, after the British practice, receive a vate of a portion 
Cs 9 1 tonnage 5 for 8 ne A ae ana training seamen. 

s ains the decrease from e first year o 
to $1,850,000 in the second, l enn 


THE THIRD YEAR, 


ear, under the proposed bill, from July 1, 1908, to 
June 30, 1909, the mail subventions to the 10 new lines will probably 
reach their maximum of $2,665,000 through the building of more 
ships and the full establishment of these services, and the general sub- 
ventions to cargo vessels will increase by the building of new tonnage 
to the extent of $500,000. There will naturally be a further gain in 
the number of naval volunteers and the amount of their retainers. 
The estimated cost of the bill the third year is as follows: 
Expenditures ; 

A. Naval volunteer retainers ~--~.-------__--_-__1 $400, 

B. General subventions to cargo vessels 1, 750, 

C. Mail subventions to new lines 2, 665, 000 


would probably be less- 


In the third 


D. Increased subventions to two existing mail lines — 467, 000 

5, 282, 000 

Net increase of revenue from tonnage 1, 750, 000 
Net cost to the Treasury 8, 582, 000 


COMPENSATING FOR THE SUBVENTIONS. 


If the net increase of revenue from tonnage provided for In this 
bill is to be considered as an offset to the general subventions to cargo 
vessels, it will be discovered that the increased revenue for the first 
three years under this bill, or a total of $5,500,000, more than com- 
pensates for the aggregate subventions earned by the cargo ships in 
three years and paid in four, or $5,250,000. $ 

This view of the situation is rendered all the more logical and 
equitable by the fact, referred to in last year's report of the Commis- 
sion, that the maximum cost of all the 10 new ocean mail lines, or 
$2,665,000 a year, is vy nearly balanced by the apparent net profit 
now derived by the United States from its ocean mall service. 

Our Government is the only one in the world which year after year 
has insisted on retaining this profit from its ocean mails, and the 
policy has been a severe discrimination against the merchant ship- 
ping interests of the United States. Great Britain has pursued a 
radically different course, devoting not only its entire annual ocean 
mail income, but several million dollars besides, to the subsidizing of 
ines of British steamships. As the Commission said in its report 
ast year— 

There will be general a ment that at least this apparent profit on 
the ocean mail service of the United States ought to be turned back 
to the encouragement of our ocean mail lies, and that is exactly what 
is contemplat in the mail-subvention clause of the proposed legisla- 
tion. In fact, the annual—not the accumulated—profit from our ocean 
mail service is hereafter to be devoted to the upbullding of American 
steamship communication with distant markets. Great Britain goes 
beyond this, and 1 5 to this pur two or three millions more 
annually. The United States can at least afford to utilize in this way 
the full amount of its ocean mail net income. 

As this net income is steadily increasing it is probable that by 1909, 
when all the new mail services provid for in this bill may be in 
operation, the prone from our ocean mail service will be not $2,579,000, 
as in 1904, but $3,000,000 or more, and enough to compensate for not 
only the $2,665,000 required for the 10 new mail routes of this bill, 
but, besides, the increased subventions of $467,000 to two existing lines, 
or the total ocean mail expenditure of $3,132,000. 


THE FOURTH YEAR. 


The expenditure on mail lines, new and old, will have reached its 
maximum in the year from July 1, 1908, to June 30, 1909, and will 
increase no further under the terms of the proposed bill. 
the next or fourth year the enrollment of naval volunteers, 
reached 10,000 officers and men, with total retainers of $500,000, will 
presumably have exhausted the available material in the American 
merchant marine, for Great Britain, with a merchant marine much 
larger than ours will be in 1909 and a regular naval personnel three 
ba 8000 numerous as ours, has a naval reserve, after years of effort, 
0 „500. 

Therefore the only increased expenditure under this bill beyond the 


fourth year, from July 1, 1909, to June 30, 1910, will be the general 
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subventions to cargo vessels. The estimate of the cost of this bill in 
the fourth year is as follows: 
Expenditures : 
A. Naval volunteer retainers 
B. General subyentions to cargo vesse! 
C. Mail subventions to new lines. 
Increased subventions to two existing mail lines 


AFTER THE FIFTH YEAR. 

After this 1 fifth year, from July 1, 1910, to June 30, 1911— 
the only feature of the proposed bill which will make any increased 
draft upon the e will he that uired to aid the active and use- 
ful “tramps,” or freighting ships, to fight their way into the world’s 
commerce, and the amount of the subventions will depend upon the need 
of the cotton planters of the South, the ranchmen and farmers of the 
West and Southwest, and the manufacturers of the entire country for 
new tonnage to make new markets for the products of their industry. 


HALF A MILLION A YEAR. 


A reasonable estimate, however, is that these general subventions to 
the hard-working cargo 4 — the democracy of the ocean, will continue 
to increase on the ayerage by about $500, a year, representing a net 
annual gain in the tonnage of the American ocean fleet of about one 
hundred and fifty thousand, some vessels earning subyentions for six 
months, some for nine months, some for the full twelve months. One 
hundres and fifty thousand tons of new shipping would represent 40 or 
50 steamers or sail vessels, and such a net gain as this every year 
would be B result of the general subvention feature of the 

ro; P 
1 For it must be remembered that in order to make a net increase of 
150,000 tons very much more than this amount of new shipping would 
have to be constructed to cover the inevitable waste of storm and wreck 
and the wearing out of the older tonnage. What this would mean to 
American shipyards, to the men who work in them, and to the lumber- 
men, miners, and farmers who furnish the materials away back at the 
forests, mines, and fields may be conjectured from the fact that last 
year only 20,000 tons of shipping for over-seas trade—all in one giant 
vessel— were completed in t nited States, and that at the present 
time only four foreign-going ocean steamers, altogether of about 
80,000 tons, are being constructed. . All four, it is 1 of note, be- 
long to one of our four or five mail lines now subsid „ and two of 
these ships are building to replace steamers purchased by the War 


Department. 
GRADUALLY LESSENING AID. 


It is stipulated in the bill proposed by the Commission that “no ves- 
sel shall receive a subrentlon under. the provisions of section 2 of this 
act for a longer period than ten years.” As to these general subven- 
tions to cargo ships, it is the frank belief of the Commission that after 
a reasonable period they can probes be lessened in amount, having 
served their purpose of increas ng the yolume, and thereby reducing the 
cost of American ship construction and of 8 the whole ship- 
ping trade to high economic efficiency. For it is a historic fact that the 
older American merchant marine was built up from 1789 onward under 
a policy of national aid of some kind or degree, and that its best friends 
insisted that it would have gone on prospering after that aid was with- 
drawn but for the radical change from sails to steam and the tremen- 
dous advanta yen to Great Britain by her immediate and persistent 
application of subsidies to ocean commerce. ~ 
A GREAT NEW TONNAGE. 


A net annual addition of 150,000 tons of shipping to the American 
ocean fleet for ten years would mean a new tonnage of 1,500,000 reg- 
istered for over-seas carrying. We have now about 900,000 tons so 
registered; but am) about one-half of this is regularly employed. It 
is probable that 500,000 tons of American shipping, much of it growing 
old and uneconomical, would actually represent all our tonnage seriously 
enga: in over-seas voyages. One of the first things that shipowners 
would do under the stimulus of national encouragement would be to 
replace their old vessels with others, new, economical, and efficient, and 
qualified to receive subventions for ten years to come. Moreover, the 
mail subventions to the ten new regular lines would add from 200,000 
to 300,000 tons of high-class steam tonnage to the naval reserve, 

COST THE TENTH YEAR. 


An increase of $500,000 a year in the general subyentions to cargo 
vessels, together with a gradual lessening of the increased revenue 
from tonnage, due to the larger participation of American vessels in 
our ocean trade, would bring the estimated total cost of this bill, in 
its tenth year, from July 1, 1915, to June 30, 1916, to approximately 
the following figures : 


Expenditures : 


A. Naval volunteer retainers— — $500, 000 

B. General subventions to cargo vessels 5, 250, 000 

C. Mail subventions to new lines --. 2, 665, 000 

D. Increased subventions to two existing mail lines... 467, 000 

8, 882, 000 

Net increase of revenue from tonnage 00 
Net cost to the Treasury L 7, 682, 000 


These estimates show, Mr. President, that for the first year 
the increased revenues coming from increased tonnage dues 
will put into the Treasury $616,750 and take nothing out; at 
the end of the second year the cost to the Treasury will be 
$1,667,000, at the end of the third year the cost will be 
$3,532,000, and the fourth year $4,282,000. The cost increases, 
Mr. President, slightly year by year from the end of the fourth 
year until the tenth year, when the cost of the tenth year will 
be $7,682,000, making an aggregate expenditure, provided the 
bill shall be enacted as it is written and provided the increased 
tonnage taxes shall be allowed to remain, a little in excess of 
$40,000,000 for the ten years. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, if I do not interrupt the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire, I should like to inquire if the 


amount of the increased tonnage tax is estimated after 
rebate of 80 per cent is allowed to American ships? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator a question for the pur- 
pose of showing what we do for other interests. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator shows very clearly that in the ag- 
3 rs about $40,000,000 will be expended for this great in- 
eres 

Mr. PERKINS. For ten years. 

Mr. HALE. For ten years. Now, does the Senator from New 
Hampshire remember just what the amount is that is set aside 
gS one item, for which we all voted, for irrigation in the 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that is problematical; I think no 
Senator can answer that question definitely, as it depends upon 
the income from the sale of the public lands in the arid and 
semiarid States. 

Mr. HALE. It is not less than $30,000,000. À 

Mr. GALLINGER. Probably not less than ten times that 
amount ultimately. Certain States are to receiye the reve- 
nues from the sale òf the public lands, as I have stated. 

Mr. LODGE. They have received $30,000,000 from the sale 
of public lands. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, they have approximately that 
amount in the Treasury now. Perhaps more. 

Mr. LODGE. Thirty million dollars. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And the probability is that the aggre- 
gate will be ten times that amount before it ends. 

Mr. HALE. I call attention to that to show how little is 
proposed by the pending bill for this great interest compared 
with what we have done for other interests. 

Mr. SCOTT. I am informed that the amount for the coming 
year will be nearly $60,000,000. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very likely. There are now $30,000,000 
in the Treasury credited to certain States, and of course that is 
going to increase as the lands are sold. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER (reading): 

Right here it may be said that Great Britain and her colonies next 
ear will 5 including the new Cunard subsidy, between $6,000,- 

and $7, 600 on the beret be nee of imperial shipping and 
commerce; that France will spend about $8,000,000, and that nations 
like Italy and Japan, with less than half our 4 and far 
feebler resources, will spend between $3,000,000 and $4,000,000. 

Here is one side of the balance sheet—an expendi 
opment of American shipping and American commerce beginning 
with nothing and rising gradually to $7,682,000—an average of 
Sow paying" ahd vary much les in, proportion to our AP to. pay 
and 18 See to take advantage of — — and 88 
opportunities. 


the 


re for the devel- 


WHAT THE BILL GAINS FOR THE NATION. 


Now, let us look at the other side and consider what the Dill will 
create for and give to the American ple: 

1. A force of 10,000 naval volunteers—American officers and men 
of the merchant marine trained to the naval service and holding the 
same relation to the Regular — 8555 held toward the Regular Army by 
the present militia and National Guard. 


Right at this point I want to say that the Navy Department 
is extremely anxious to have this naval reserve created, having 
had a bill here last year for that purpose. The Department 
gives warm support to the proposition embodied in this bill, 
saying that it is very desirable legislation. 


2. A new fleet of from 200,000 to 300,000 tons of steel mail steam- 
ships, the naval reserve of fast transports, ammunition ships, supply 
ships, colliers, repair and hospital ships, dispatch vessels, etc., descri 
in the Ne report of Admiral Dewey, as essential to the effi- 
ciency of our fighting fleet in war. 

3. A net addition to our cargo (and fishery) tonnage of 1,500,000 
tons, increasing fourfold the actual ocean shipping of the United 
States, and giv us, exclusive of our distinctive lake and coastwise 
vessels, a merchant marine much larger than the entire merchant fleet 
of France or Norway, nearly twice that of Italy, and fully twice that of 
Japan. Such a new merchant tonnage would enable the United States 
to carry under its own flag not 10 per cent, as now, of its own imports 
and exports, but 30 or 4 r cen sening for our own country, in- 
stead of $20,000,000, from $60,000,000 to $80,000,000 a year in freight 
and passenger receipts. 

4. e the creation of ten regular new or strengthened American 
steamship es to South America, Central America, Africa, and Asia, 
supplemented by a large and active fleet of “tramp” or cargo vessels, 
inevitably opening new markets for many thousands of additional bales 
of American cotton and thousands of tons of grain, flour, provisions, 
and manufactured goods—a total amount of increased trade and in- 
creased employment for the whole American people impossible to state 
now in s c figures, but certainly fiftyfold or a hundredfold the entire 
cost of the national subventions. 


Mr. President, I ought to have said that forty-odd million 
dollars to be expended under this bill for the ten years during 
which the subvention is to run presupposes that every one of 
the new lines named in the bill shall be established and in full 
operation. It may be that they will not all be established. If 
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so, then the cost to the national Treasury will be less than the 
sum I have named. 
TRANSPORTATION VITAL TO TRADE. 

The United States has now reached a parting of the ways on 
this great question. Congress by its action on this proposed 
measure has very largely the power to determine whether we 
shall move on in the path which William McKinley would have 
taken and which President Roosevelt advocates, and add to our 
immense home market new markets over seas, or whether we 
Bhall rest content with our present halfway commercial growth 
and hereafter depend for such scant increase as we may get on 
the grace of the shipowners of other and rival nations. There 
may be those of us who think that we already have trade enough 
and ships enough, and that we ought to be satisfied to stand 
still where we are, incidentally ceasing to build any more ships 
of war, and to leave to our competitors in Europe and to ambi- 
tious and aggressive Japan the mastery of those neutral markets 
from which in a few years we shall be as surely and finally ex- 
eluded by the enterprise of our rivals as if a wall were built 
against our trade around the coasts of South America, Asia, 
Africa, and Australia. 

That may be the temper of the American people, but I do not 
believe it. I know it is not the temper of the people of New 
England, or of New York, or of Pennsylvania, or of Virginia, or 
the Carolinas, or of the great States fronting the Mexican Gulf, 
or of the Commonwealths of the Pacific Ocean. I do not believe 
that it is the temper of the States of the Mississippi Valley and 
the Middle West, whose fields and factories produce a very large 
proportion ot our entire exports, and must have increased mar- 
kets for the maintenance of their prosperity. 

Mr. President, since I commenced these remarks I have re- 
ceived information to the effect that the Board of Trade of 
Brunswick, Ga., has indorsed the bill that I am advocating. 
What is true of that great commercial organization is true of 
scores of organizations throughout the country, north and south, 
their action being found in an appendix to the last report made 
by the Merchant Marine Commission. 

Two great cities of the Mississippi Valley region are and long 
have been rivals for the trade of that rich and populous valley 
and the great West beyond. They not only vie with each other 
in offering goods at favorable prices and of excellent quality, 
but they have done their utmost to surpass each other in offer- 
ing facilities for transportation. 

If one or the other of these two great cities, Chicago and St. 
Louis, were to haye a fast and regular express and freight 
service to all parts of the West and Southwest and the other 
was dependent on stage coaches or the prairie schooners of 
bygone years, the latter city might offer just as good mer- 
chundise at just as favorable rates as its competitor, and yet, 
because of the lack of the vital element of transportation 
facilities, it would cut as sorry a figure in those neutral markets 
as the United States now cuts, for example, in the markets of 
South America. 

We are to-day dependent, as has time and time again been 
pointed out by the distinguished Secretary of the Treasury, 
our American ministers, consuls, and others, upon facilities for 
reaching’ the South American markets, which bear about the 
same relation to the subsidized steamship lines of Europe as 

coaches would bear to the swift and regular service of 
the trunk-line railroads. 

Just as the railroad lines which now thread our West and 
Southwest could not be constructed at first without national 
or other aid, because of the enormous expense of the initial 
undertaking, so these great European steamship lines to South 
America and the other continents were brought into being at 
first by mail subsidies or other forms of national assistance. 
The establishment of these great European steamship lines 
offering favorable facilities to European exporters as compared 
with our own, makes it still more difficult, and, indeed, im- 
possible for private American enterprise to gain access to those 
distant neutral markets without some kind of national en- 
couragement. All the American representatives in South 
America who have declared that we could never get an ade- 
quate foothold there without ships of our own have also de- 
clared that it was inevitable that these steamship lines could 
not be operated at first without a loss, and that they would have 
to be assisted, as their European rivals are assisted, by some 
measure of generous national legislation. 

That this is manifest is proved by the experience of the two 
lines of steamers which American capital is now operating 
between our Pacific seaports and the Orient. These enterprises 
are controlled by experienced and capable managers. They 


have wrought a great expansion of American trade. But they 
haye never paid a dividend to their owners without national 
aid, and it is inevitable that unless such aid is soon forthcoming 


these services, which have proved of such immense value to 
the farmers of the West and the manufacturers of the entire 
country, will have to be abandoned, unless, indeed, they pass 
under foreign flags and are sustained by foreign and rival goy- 
ernments for their own purposes. 

OUR ONE NATIONAL FAILURE. 


We have paltered with and postponed this question of Ameri- 
can ocean trade for forty years. We have seen our shipping 
and our seamen vanish, and shipyard after shipyard that would 
have been a glory and a pride to any other nation topple into 
bankruptcy. We have seen other nations grasping the trade 
opportunities that should have been our own, Successful in all 
else, we have retired, baffled and disheartened, from the high 
seas. It must be acknowledged, and it may as well be frankly 
acknowledged here and now, that the steady decline of our 
ocean shipping since 1861 marks the one great and humiliating 
failure of the Republican party. 

But the Republican party has failed here because here alone 
it has not been true to Republican principles. It has protected 
everything else which felt the pressure of foreign competition, 
but it has left unprotected that one industry which feels foreign 
competition most directly and keenly of all. In the light of 
forty years of neglect it is little short of a miracle that we 
should have any ocean ships whatever, any shipowners, any offi- 
cers, any seamen. 

Fortunately, there are still a few left. There is a nucleus of 
skill and experience on which to build. But if we wait a few 
years more even this remnant of our shipping will have de- 
parted, save for the few lines which are now sustained by their 
mail pay under the act of 1891. 

This bill, proposed by the Merchant Marine Commission and 
favorably reported by the Senate Committee on Commerce, rep- 
resents the results of more than a year of conscientious investi- 
gation by Senators and Representatives of both political parties. 
On the need of an American shipping to expand American com- 
merce they are absolutely agreed, and they are agreed also on 
the advisability of the majority of the definite propositions in 
the present measure. So close a union between men of oppos- 
ing parties on this question has never been reached before. 
Such is the measure which I have had the honor of presenting 
and now have the honor of advocating before the Senate. In 
summing up the case for the proposed legislation, I beg to quote 
from the report of the Commission: ` 

A new merchant fleet in over-seas commerce of 2,000,000 tons would 
give the United States the same high rank in merchant shi ping 
which it now holds through its t and powerful Navy. ‘This Nave 
is now costing $100,000, a year, and i grandly worth it. No- 
body who wants the merchant marine built up would. have the Navy 
cut down. The great men of the Na are werful champions of 
the merchant marine. Every strong end of the merchant marine 


is a strong friend of the Navy also. The foe of one is apt to be the 
foe of both. But the Merehant Marine Commission woul 


governments. 


Mr. President, the last speech that Mr. Blaine made in this 
body was on the 27th day of January, 1881. It was on the 
occasion of a famous debate between Mr. Blaine and the late 
Senator Beck, of Kentucky, on a resolution offered by Mr. Beck 
in favor of free ships. Mr. Blaine eloquently combated the 
proposition that this country should be dependent upon Great 
8 a a merchant marine, and in the course of his argu- 
ment : 


It is a fact equally remarkable that for the 
or make it only for the past twenty ner 


done one soli thing to uphold the navigation interests of the 
United, States. ay has observed going on steadily from year 
to year. The t march forward of our commercial rival of old has 
been witn and everywhere recognized, and the representatives 


70,000,000 in it xf and 


gi 200,000, 
million dollars in money. 
I y a single dollar to build 


t, it has extended’ the aid of 

our ‘oreign commerce. 
From that day to this nothing has been done for American 
shipping except the enactment of the inadequate Postal Aid 
Law of 1891, and we are now practically in the situation that 


e 
up 


1906. 
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Mr. Blaine so earnestly inveighed against dependence upon 
foreign nations in the matter of over-seas transportation. It is 
to rescue this country from the deplorable condition that to-day 
exists that this bill is offered to the Congress. It does not go 
as far as I would wish, but its enactment will do something 
toward reviving the shipping interests of our country, and in a 
measure rehabilitating the American merchant marine, a result 
which all patriotic Americans desire to see accomplished. 


COLUMBIA RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. ANKENY. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to 
withhold his motion for a few moments that I may ask for the 
consideration of the bill (S. 2558) authorizing W. T. Clark to 
construct a bridge across the Columbia River near the city of 
Wenatchee, Wash. 

Mr. LODGE. I will yield to the request of the Senator from 
Washington if the bill does not involve debate. 

Mr. ANKENY. I am sure the bill will not lead to discussion. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, on page 1, section 1, to strike out 
all of line 3, as follows: 

That William T. Clark and his assigns be, and they are hereby— 

And insert— 

That the Washington Bri Company, a corporation organized un- 


der the laws of the State of Washington, its successors and assigns, 
be, and it is hereby— 


So as to make the section read: 


That the Washington Bridge Sn spent a corporation organized un- 
der the laws of the State of Washington, its successors and assigns, 
be, and it is hereby, authorized and empowered to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge and approaches thereto over and across the Colum- 
bia River at a point at or near Wenatchee, in the county of Chelan, 
State of Washington, for the purposes hereinafter set forth. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 1, section 2, line 13, after 
the word “said,” to strike out William T. Clark, or his as- 
signs” and insert “ bridge company, or its assigns;” so as to 
read: 

Suc. 2. That any bridge constructed under the authority of this act 
shall be built and located under and subject to such regulations for 
the security of the navigation of said river as the Secretary of War 
shall prescribe, and to secure such object said beige company, or its 
assigns, shall submit to the Secretary of War for his examination and 
approval, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, section 2, line 8, after 
the word “ said,” to strike out“ William T. Clark or his assigns, 
at his or their expense” and insert “ bridge company or its 
assigns, at its or their expense; “ so as to read: 

And any changes in said bridge required by the Secretary of War at 
any time shall be made promptly by the said bridge company or its 
assigns, at its or their expense. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, section 2, line 13, after 
the word“ company,” to insert “or its assigns;” so as to make 
the proviso read: 

Provided, That if the bridge herein authorized be built as a draw- 
bridge, the draw shall be opened promptly upon reasonable signal for 
the passage of boats; and whatever kind of a bridge is built the said 
company or its assigns shall maintain thereon, from sunset to sunrise, 
such lights or other signals as the Light-House Board shall prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, section 3, line 21, after 
the word said,“ to strike out “ William T. Clark and his 
assigns ” and insert “bridge company or its assigns;” and in 
line 25, before the word “assigns,” to strike out “he or his” 
and insert “ the said company or its;“ so as to make the section 
read: 

Sec. 3. That said bridge shall be constructed to provide for the pas- 
sage of wagons, carriages, automobiles, and vehicles of all kinds, street 
and suburban car lines, animals and foot passengers, and to provide for 
8 and telephone lines, and two pipe lines to convey water to the 
east side of the river for irrigation, power, and domestic use; and the 
said bridge company or its assigns shall have the right to charge, col- 
lect, and receive therefor such reasonable rates of toll and under such 
reasonable rules and regulations for the use of said bridge as the said 
company or its assigns may — from time to time, subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 3, section 5, line 18, after 
the word “ within,” to strike out “one year” and insert “ two 
years ;” so as to make the section read: 3 

Sec. 5. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction o 
the bridge herein authorized is not commenced within two years and 
completed within three years from the date hereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill authorizing the 
Washington Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the 
Columbia River near the city of Wenatchee, Wash.” 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. I renew my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After six minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 
day, January 9, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 8, 1906. 
PENSION AGENT. 


Albert O. Marsh, of Indiana, whose term will expire Janu- 
ary 13, 1906, to be pension agent at Indianapolis, Ind. (Reap- 
pointment. ) 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Merris C. Barrow, of Wyoming, to be receiver of public mon- 
eys at Douglas, Wyo., his term having expired December 18, 
1905. (Reappointment. ) 

Eugene B. Mather, of Wyoming, to be receiver of public mon- 
eys at Buffalo, Wyo., his term having expired December 19, 
1905. (Reappointment. ) 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Frederick W. Daniels, of Wyoming, to be register of the land 
office at Buffalo, Wyo., his term having expired December 19, 
1905. (Reappointment.) 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
To be lieutenants. 


Ensign Bayard T. Bulmer to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, having completed three 
years’ service in his present grade. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Bayard T. Bulmer to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Sumner 
E. W. Kittelle, promoted. > 


To be ensigns. 


The following-named midshipmen to be ensigns in the Navy 
from the 3d day of February, 1905, to fill vacancies existing in 
that grade on that date: 

Charles Belknap, jr. 

Fred H. Poteet. 

Webb R. Raudenbush. 

Butler Y. Rhodes. 

Charles E. Smith. 

To be surgeons. 


P. A. Surg. John E. Page to be a surgeon in the Navy from 
the 20th day of April, 1904, vice Surg. Will F. Arnold, retired. 

P. A. Surg. William H. Bell to be a surgeon in the Navy from 
the 20th day of May, 1905, vice Surg. Hatton N. T. Harris, 
deceased. 

To be passed assistant surgeons. 


Asst. Surg. Earle M. Brown to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Navy from the 8th day of May, 1905, upon the completion 
of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Asst. Surg. John F. Murphy to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Navy from the 18th day of May, 1905, upon the comple- 
tion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Asst. Surg. Morton W. Baker to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 10th day of July, 1905, upon the com- 
pletion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Asst. Surg. James H. Holloway to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 26th day of September, 1905, upon the 
completion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

To be chief gunner. 


Gunner Charles B. Babson to be a chief gunner in the Navy 
from the 27th day of April, 1904, having completed six years’ 
service, in accordance with the provisions of section 12 of the 
“ Navy personnel act,” approved March 3, 1899, as amended by 
the act of April 27, 1904. 

To be chief carpenter. 


Carpenter Joseph M. Simms to be a chief carpenter in the 
Navy from the 6th day of June, 1905, upon the completion of six 
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years’ service, in accordance with the provisions of section 12 of 
the Navy personnel act,” approved March 3, 1899, as amended 
by the act of April 27, 1904. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


Edwin Lee Jones, a citizen of the Territory of New Mexico, 
to be an assistant surgeon in the Navy from the 6th day of 
January, 1906, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that 
date. a 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Artillery Corps. 

Second Lieut. Alden F. Brewster, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from Noyember 6, 1905, vice Moore, detailed in Signal 
Corps. 

Second Lieut. John A. Berry, Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from December 20, 1905, vice Stopford, promoted. 
Signal Corps. 


First Lieut. Alfred T. Clifton, Signal Corps, to be captain from 
January 2, 1906, vice Rickard, resigned. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


The following-named citizens to be second lieutenants in the 
Marine Corps from the 30th day of December, 1905, to fill 
vacancies existing in that grade on that date: 

Logan Tucker, a citizen of Illinois. 

Charles ©. McReynolds, a noncommissioned officer of the 
Marine Corps. 

John E. Semmes, a citizen of Maryland. 

Charles F. B. Price, a citizen of Pennsylvania. 

. POSTMASTEES. 
ALASKA, 

John P. Clum to be postmaster at Fairbanks, in the Territory 

of Alaska. Office became Presidential January 1, 1906. 
ARKANSAS. ` 

Edward W. Burruss to be postmaster at Holly Grove, in the 
county of Monroe and State of Arkansas. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1906. 

CALIFORNIA. 

James F. Scott to be postmaster at Ione, in the county of 
Amador and State of California, in place of William A. Bennetts, 
resigned. 

CONNECTICUT. 

George. D. Carey to be postmaster at Sound Beach, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1905. ` 

GEORGIA. 

Lena Brimberry to be postmaster at Camilla, in the county 
of Mitchell and State of Georgia, in place of Thomas W. Brim- 
berry, deceased. 

IDAHO. 

John F. Cook, jr., to be postmaster at Bonners Ferry, in the 
county of Kootenai and State of Idaho. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1906, 

ILLINOIS. 

Robert N. Chapman to be postmaster at Charleston, in the 
county of Coles and State of Illinois, in place of Robert N. Chap- 
man. Incumbent's commission expired December 18, 1905. 


Frank C. Davidson to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county | 


of Dewitt and State of Illinois, in place of Frank C. Davidson. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 18, 1905. 
Walter W. Lindley to be postmaster at Urbana, in the county 


of Champaign and State of Illinois, in place of Walter W. Lind- į 


ley. Incumbent’s commission expired December 18, 1905. 

John J. Reeve to be postmaster at Jacksonville, in the county 
of Morgan and State of Illinois, in place of Edmund C. Kreider, 
deceased. 

Ozias Riley to be postmaster at Champaign, in the county of 
Champaign and State of Illinois, in place of Ozias Riley. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 18, 1905. 

Joseph C. Weir to be postmaster at Rantoul, in the county of 
Champaign and State of Illinois, in place of Joseph C. Weir. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 18, 1905. 

INDIANA. 

Samuel S. Heath to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county 
of Boone and State of Indiana, in place of Ellis G. Darnell, 
removed. 

IOWA. 


William S. Browning to be postmaster at Winfield, in the 
county of Henry and State of Iowa, in place of William S. 
Browning. Incumbent’s commission expired December 16, 1905. 

Marion Bruce to be postmaster at Rolfe, in the county of 
Pocahontas and State of Iowa, in place of Marion Bruce. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 16, 1905. 


Frank D. Carr, to be postmaster at Farmington, in the county 
of Van Buren and State of Iowa, in place of William Goodin, 
removed. 

Harry McNamara to be postmaster at Tipton, in the county 
of Cedar, and State of Iowa, in place of Harry L. Brotherlin. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 16, 1905. 

Charles M. Stevens to be postmaster at Williams, in the 
county of Hamilton and State of Iowa, in place of Charles M. 
Stevens. Incumbent’s commission expired December 16, 1905. 

Francis Trunkey to be postmaster at Elma, in the county of 
Howard and State of Iowa, in place of Francis Trunkey. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 16, 1905. 

KANSAS. 

James M. Goff to be postmaster at Walnut, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1906. 

LOUISIANA. 

William C. Price to be postmaster at Homer, in the parish of 
Claiborne and State of Louisiana, in place of Frankie MeFar- 
land, resigned. $ 

MASSACHUSETTS, 

Henry Converse to be postmaster at Rutland, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of Henry Con- 
verse. Incumbent’s commission expired December 17, 1905. 

* MICHIGAN. 

Frank E. Nellis to be postmaster at Mount Clemens, in the 
county of Macomb and State of Michigan, in place of Edward G. 
Folsom. Incumbent’s commission expires January 20, 1906. 

MISSOURI.’ 

Frank M. Deggendorf to be postmaster at Potosi, in the 
county of Washington and State of Missouri. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1906. 

NEW YORK. 

J. D. Denison to be postmaster at Greene, in the county of 
Chenango and State of New York, in place of Henry F. Whit- 
tenhall. Incumbent’s commission expired May 16, 1904. 

Ellsworth Sweet to be postmaster at Waterloo, in the county 
of Seneca and State of New York, in place of Ellsworth Sweet. 
Incumbent's commission expired December 17, 1905. 

Dayton H. Whipple to be postmaster at Altamont, in the 
county of Albany and State of New York. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1905. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

Benjamin G. Bradley to be postmaster at Gastonia, in the 
county of Gaston and State of North Carolina, in place of 
Claudius D. Holland, removed. 

Rufus R. Harris to be postmaster at Louisburg, in the county 
of Franklin and State of North Carolina, in place of Mattie E. 
Hawkins. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5, 1904. 

Alvin S. Willis to be postmaster at Morehead City, in the 
county of Carteret and State of North Carolina. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1905. 

OHIO. 

Glenn H. Salkeld to be postmaster at Perry, in the county of 
vo and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential October 1, 

9. 

OREGON. 

Ephraim Miller to be postmaster at Lakeview, in the county 
of Lake and State of Oregon, in place of Dick J. Wilcox. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1904. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Jacob R. Evans to be postmaster at Nanticoke, in the county 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Samuel 
Powell. Incumbent’s commission expired December 17, 1905. 

Howard B. Frankenberry to be postmaster at Point Marion, 
in the county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania. Office be- 
came Presidential January 1, 1906. 

Elmer S. Hull to be postmaster at Montgomery, in the county 
of Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Harry K. 
Frontz, removed. 

Samuel Sparr to be postmaster at Williamsburg, in the county 
of Blair and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Levi Sparr, 
resigned. 

SOUTH CAROLINA, 

Elizabeth A. S. Mixon to be postmaster at Barnwell, in the 
county of Barnwell and State of South Carolina, in place of 
Elizabeth A. S. Mixon. Incumbent's commission expires Janu- 
ary 16, 1906. : 5 

VIRGINIA. 

Clinton W. Hoge to be postmaster at Gate City, in the county 
of Scott and State of Virginia. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1906. 

John B. Kimberly to be postmaster at Fortress Monroe, in 


1906. 


the county of Elizabeth City and State of Virginia, in place of 
John B. Kimberly. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
21, 1906. 

WISCONSIN. 


Royden J. Coon to be postmaster at Plainfield, in the county 
of Waushara and State of Wisconsin, in place of Ira P. Coon, 
resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Eæecutire nominations confirmed by the Senate January 8, 1906. 
«RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Arthur H. Swain, of California, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Visalia, Cal. 
POSTMASTERS. 
DELAWARE. 
John A. Jolls to be postmaster at Middletown, in the county of 
Newcastle and State of Delaware. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Frank P. Goss to be postmaster at Hyannis, in the county of 
Barnstable and State of Massachusetts. 
George W. Jones to be postmaster at Falmouth, in the county 
of Barnstable and State of Massachusetts. 
William A. Murphy to be postmaster at Amesbury, in the 
county of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 
m : NEW YORE. 
Orley W. Closson to be postmaster at Schuylersville, in the 
county of Saratoga and State of New York. - 
John T. Davis to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of 
Herkimer and State of New York. 
Emmett B. Hawkins to be postmaster at Huntington, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York. 
William H. Hill to be postmaster at Lestershire, in the county 
of Broome and State of New York. 
George W. Hitchcock to be postmaster at Ripley, in the county 
of Chautauqua and State of New York. 
David C. Inglis to be postmaster at Spring Valley, in the 
county of Rockland and State of New York. 
William G. Laidlaw to be postmaster at Ellicottville, in the 
county of Cattaraugus and State of New York. 
Seth T. Lyman to be postmaster at Pelham, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York. 
John McNally to be postmaster at Ossining, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York. 
Vine M. Seagers to be postmaster at Endicott, in the county 
of Broome and State of New York. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Harry L. Johnson to be postmaster at Laceyville, in the 
county of Wyoming and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpay, January &, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, January 6, 1906, 
was read and approved. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following resolution, which I send 
to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency be author- 
ized to have such printing and binding done as may be required in the 
transaction of its business. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Sundry messages in writing from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. Barnes, one of his secretaries. 

FISH WHARF, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 4459) 
authorizing the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to 
make regulations respecting the rights and privileges of the 
fish wharf, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia be, and they are hereby, authorized and empowered to make such 


regulations as they may deem ge ea for the sale of the rights and 
privileges of the fish wharf in the District of Columbia, 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin what this bill is about. I could not hear 
very well. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL], who reported the bill and who will 
explain it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the bill just re- 
ported was prepared by the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia and has been favorably reported by the committee 
without amendment. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Was it the unanimous report of the 
full committee? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Briefly, what does it do? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Briefly this: In 1865 the board 
of aldermen of the District of Columbia passed an ordinance 
providing for the sale of the privilege and regulating the fish 
wharf within the District of Columbia in which there is this 
provision: 


Provided, That no wharf or dock shall be deemed eligible to be se- 
lected for said pur unless situated at some point on the north side 
of the Potomac River between Eleventh street and Fourteenth street 
west and that no rights shall accrue to the highest bidder as aforesaid 
unless he be the proprietor or occupant of a suitable wharf or dock 
within the limits above prescribed. 


Now, it so happens that just one individual was provided with 
a suitable wharf or dock and that he has been the only bidder 
for this privilege within all these years. The Commissioners 
regard it as a very valuable privilege, and in order to make 
regulations so that the District will receive a larger revenue 
from the sale of this privilege this bill is proposed. That is 
the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. FINLEY. Do I understand the gentleman that this party 
has a monopoly? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes; an absolute monopoly as 
the matter now stands. He makes a certain bid every year. 
There is a provision for the advertising for bids, and on the 
day on which the bids are let this man is the only bidder, be- 
cause under the provisions of the old law he is the only person 
eligible to the privilege. Now, the Commissioners want to make 
regulations that will enable the District to realize more revenue 
from this privilege. 

Mr. FINLEY. And the purpose of this bill is to break up that 
monopoly? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The purpose of this bill is to 
break up that monopoly. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to my col- 
league on that committee the following amendment to that bill: 

Provided, That no letting or selling of such rights or privileges shall 
be for a longer time than one year. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. That is the provision of the old 
law, and I accept the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I understood the gentleman 
to say this is a unanimous report from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. It is. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I shall make no objection, then. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding: “ Provided, That no letting or sale of such rights 
or privileges shall for a longer term than one year.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

PREVENTION OF UNLAWFUL WEARING OF BADGES OR INSIGNIA. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 58. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the same. 

The Clerk read the bill as proposed to be amended, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 58) to penn the unlawful wearing of the badge or in- 
pants of the Grand Army of the Republic or other soldier organiza- 
ns. 


Be it enacted, etc., That whoever, in the District of Columbia, not 
being a member of the Military Order of the DOTA Legion of the United 
States, of the Grand Army of the Republic, of the Sons of Veterans, of 
the Woman's Relief Corps, of the Union Veteran's Union, of the Union 
Veteran Legion, of the United Spanish War Veterans, and not entitleđ 
under the rules of the order to wear the same, willfully wears or uses 
the ins! distinctive ribbon, or badge of membership, rosette, or 
button thereof, or who uses or wears the same to obtain aid or assist- 
ance thereby, shall be punished by a fine of not more than $20 or by 
imprisonment for not more than days, or by both such fine an 
imprisonment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
ABATEMENT OF NUISANCES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 4461. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4461) to provide for the abatement of nuisances in the 
District of Columbia by the Commissioners of said District, and for 
other purposes. 

Be it enacted, cto., That whenever the owner of 2 real property in 
the District of Columbia shall fail or refuse, after the service of rea- 
sonable notice In the manner hereinafter provided, to correct any condi- 
tion which exists on or has arisen from such property in violation of 
law or of any regulation made by authority of law, with the correction 
of which condition said owner is by law or by said regulation chargea- 
ble, or to show cause, sufficient in the judgment of the Commissioners 
of said District, way he should not be required to correct such condi- 
tion, then, and in that instance, the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia may, and they are hereby authorized to, cause such condition 
to be corrected; assess the cost of correcting such condition and all 
expenses incident thereto (including the cost of publication, if any, 
hereinafter peorien for) as a tax against the property on which such 
condition existed or from which such condition arose, as the case may 
be; and carry such tax on the ar tax rolls of said District, and 
collect such tax in the same manner as general taxes in sald District 
are collected: Provided, That the correction of any condition aforesaid 
by said Commissioners under authority of this section shall not relieve 
the owner of the property on which such condition existed, or from 
which such condition arose, from criminal prosecution and punishment 
for having caused or allowed such unlawful condition to arise or for 
having failed or refused to correct the same. 

Sec. 2. That for the purpose of carrying into effect section 1 of this 
act the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and all other per- 
sons, including contractors and open bie of contractors acting under 
their authority or by their direction, be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized to enter upon and into any lands and tenements in said District, 
during all reasonable hours, to inspect the same and to do whatever 
may necessary to correct, in a good and workmanlike manner, any 
condition that exists on or has arisen from such lands or tenements in 
violation of law or of any regulation made b patil A of law, with 
the co on of which condition the owner of said lands or tenements 
is by law or such regulation chargeable. Any person who shall hinder, 
interfere with, or pert any inspection or work authorized by this act 
shall, upon conviction thereof, be e gmap by a fine not exceeding $100 
or by prisonment for a peri not exceeding three months, or by 
both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 3. That for the purposes of this act any notice required by law 
or by any lation aforesaid to be served shall be deemed to have 

m served (a) if delivered to the person to be notified or if left at 
the usual residence or place of business of the person to be notified with 
a person of suitable age and discretion then resident therein, or (b) 
if no such residence or place of business can be found in said District 
by reasonable search if left with any person of suitable age and dis- 
cretion em 185 5 therein at the office of any agent of the person to be 
notified, which agent has any authority or duty with reference to the 
land or tenement to which said notice relates, or (c) if no such office 
can be found in said District by reasonable search if forwarded by regis- 
tered mail to the last known address of the person to be notified and 
not returned to the post-office authorities, or (d) if no address be 
known or can by reasonable diligence be ascertained or if any notice for- 
warded as authorized by the preceding clause of this section be re- 
turned by the post-office authorities if published on three consecutive 
days in a daily newspaper published in the District of Columbia, or (e) 
if by reason of an outstanding unrecorded transfer of title the name of 
the owner in fact can not be ascertained beyond a reasonable doubt, if 
served on the owner of record in the manner hereinbefore in this sec- 
tion provided. Any notice required by law or by any regulation afore- 
said to be served on a corporation shall for the purposes of this act be 
deemed to have been served on any such corporation if served on the 
president, secretary, treasurer, general manager, or any principal offi- 
cer of such corporation in the manner hereinbefore provided for the 
service of notices on natural persons holding property in their own 
right, and, if required to be served on any foreign corporation, if 
served on any agent of such corporation personally or if left with any 

n of suitable age and discretion residing at the usual residence or 
employed at the place of business of such agent in the District of Co- 
lumbia. Every notice aforesaid shall be in writing or printing or 
partly in writing and artly in 8 shall be addressed by name 
to the person to notified ; shall describe with certainty the character 
and location of the unlawful condition to be corrected, and shall allow 

a reasonable time to be ed in said notice within which the person 

notified may pee A unlawful condition or show cause why he 

not be mir o do so. 

8 4. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act be, 

and the same are hereby, repealed. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


SEALER AND ASSISTANT SEALER OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES, DIS- 
TRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 4463. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4463) to amend section 2 of an act entitled “An act to 
provide for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of 
weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses.“ 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 2 of the act approved March 2, 1895 
entitled “An act for the 9 of a sealer and assistant sealer o 
weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 

„be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 2. That the sealer of weights and measures shall give bond to 
the District of Columbia in the penalty of $5,000, with two sureties or 
with the guaranty of a bonding res ee to be approved by the Com- 
missioners, conditioned on the fait discharge of the duties of his 
office, and shall take and subscribe on oath or affirmation before the 
Commissioners that he will faithfully and impartially discharge the 
duties of his office, which bond or guaranty and oath shall be deposited 
with the Commissioners of the District of Columbia.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
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REPORT UPON THE IMPROVEMENT OF THE ANACOSTIA RIVER FLATS. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask the present consideration 


Mr. BABCOCK. 
of the bill S. 71. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin calls up 
Senate bill No. T1, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act (S. 71) requiring the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
5 3 a report upon the improvement of the Anacostia River 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to submit to 
Congress a report upon the Improvement of the so-called flats of the 
Anacostia River from its mouth to the District line, with recommenda- 
tions and estimates of cost. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin if this bill has been reported by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SULZER. Unanimously? i 

Mr. BABCOCK. Unanimously. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to inquire what the purpose of 
this bill is? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The purpose of the bill is to get the facts 
and figures which the Commissioners have in their possession 
in reference to the cost of improving the Anacostia flats, if it is 
ever done. It involves no expense whatever. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why could not that be done by a simple 
resolution of inquiry? N 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, it is presented to the House in this way 
by the Senate. It has passed the Senate, and the easiest and 
quickest way to get the information is to pass it here. 

Mr, FITZGERALD. Does the passage of this bill call for 
any appropriation? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No appropriation; no extra expense attend- 
ant upon it at all. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. My purpose of inquiry is this: Does the 
passage of this bill put any improvement upon a footing that 
would entitle an appropriation to be made on an appropriation 
bill without further legislation? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, it is impossible to hear the 
gentleman. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I desire to know whether, if this bill 
be passed, that hereafter it would be in order to make appro- 
priations for this purpose upon appropriation bills without fur- 
ther legislation? 

Mr. BABCOCK. This would not affect the right of the Ap- 
propriation Committee one way or another in the matter. It 
simply places before Congress this information, that is all; and 
I would say to the gentleman that, so far as the Committee on 
the District of Columbia is concerned, there is no intention, I 
believe, to bring in any proposition before this House calling for 
the appropriation of money. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, may I ask a question? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Why does this come in the form of an act in- 
stead of a joint or concurrent resolution? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think the gentleman will have to pro- 
pound that question at the other end of the Capitol, as this is 
a Senate bill. 

Mr. MANN. As it is not possible for me to propound that 
question at the other end of the Capitol, and probably never 
will be, I am compelled to rely upon the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin, whom I wish might be translated to the other end of the 
Capitol, where he properly belongs. 

Now, I understand a simple resolution can call for this infor- 
mation; I do not see the object of an act of Congress calling 
for it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think the resolution would have been 
ample; a joint resolution from either House. 

Mr. MANN. Is it not the purpose always to permit the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors to put this in the river and har- 
bor bill—a perfectly legitimate purpose, I suppose? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I have no knowledge or information on that 
subject at all. 

Mr. MANN. Would not an appropriation for this improve- 
ment come through the River and Harbor Committee, or the 
authorization of it? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think that the appropriations within the 
District have been made by the Appropriations Committee in 
the House in the past. 

Mr. MANN. Is this an improvement of the Anacostia River, 
or an improvement of adjoining land? 

Mr. BABCOCK. This is the old question of the reclamation 
of the Anacostia Flats. 

Mr. MANN. Who owns that land? 
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Mr. BABCOCK. The Government, I assume. 

Mr. MANN. The only method of reclamation is by improving 
the river, is it not? 

Mr. BABCOCK. It would be similar to the work that was 
done here opposite the wharf where the island was made by 
reclamation into a Government park. I suppose this work, if 
ever done, would be similar to that. I would say to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mann] that the committee has no pride 
in the form of this bill. If he thinks there is anything wrong, 
we better turn it down. The committee thought it a simple 
matter, and believed Congress should have the information. 

Mr. MANN. It seems that the House may properly inquire 
for information without the gentleman thinking that it is a 
reflection upon his committee, which we have no thought of 
doing. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would like to ask the gentleman if the 
Commissioners have this information in their possession or if 
a new investigation is required. 

Mr. BABCOCK, I understood that the information is prac- 
tically ready. 

Mr. SULZER. Let me ask the gentleman how much is it 
going to cost the Government to get this information? 

Mr. BABCOCK. It is all practically prepared, and I under- 
stand there will be no expense whatever. 

Mr. SULZER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the 
bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Wisconsin whether, if the Commissioners decided to make any 
further investigation, it would not require some appropriation 
from Congress in the future? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think it would. I do not think they have 
any money available to make any further investigation. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And would not the passage of this bill 
make a provision for appropriation upon the District of Colum- 
bia appropriation bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The information that the committee has is 
that the Commissioners have the facts and figures practically 
ready to submit to Congress now without any additional inves- 
tigation. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But that would not preclude the Com- 
missioners asking for the information—to make further investi- 
gation under the provisions of this bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I do not understand that there is any further 
investigation necessary that will involve any expense. This 
simply authorizes or directs them to make a report to Congress. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask the gentleman to yield me two 
or three minutes on this question. I will move to recommit or 
lay it on the table. 

Mr. MANN. Before the gentleman from Wisconsin yields to 
the gentleman from New York, will the gentleman pardon me for 
making a suggestion to him with reference to it? Under the 
rules of the House an appropriation for a public work in prog- 
ress is in order. Now, if this information is obtained by a 
resolution, it is not a public work in progress; but if we-pass 
an act of Congress requiring the Commissioners to submit to 
Congress an estimate of the cost—query: Will it not be called 
a public work in progress and thereupon appropriation become 
in order? There can be no other purpose for putting this in 
the form of an act of Congress, it seems to me. I think the 
gentleman ought to be willing to amend it, so that instead of 
being an act of Congress it will be a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The committee has no particular interest 
in the form of the measure. We simply think this information 
is desirable. I am perfectly willing that an amendment may 
be made making this a joint resolution instead of an act, if the 
gentleman thinks it would be any better, 

Mr. MANN. It ought to be a concurrent resolution, I fully 
agree with the gentleman. I have no doubt whatever, and I 
take the same views as the gentleman from New York has taken 
and others haye taken. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Does the gentleman desire time? 

Mr. MANN. I would like to offer an amendment at the 
proper time changing it from an act to a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
this bill be laid aside temporarily to give gentlemen time to pre- 
pare an amendment. d 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that will be done, 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF KALORAMA ROAD. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
consider the bill H. R. 130 in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole, under the five-minute rule. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House 


on the state of the Union from the consideration of the bill 130, 
and that it may be considered in the House as in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 130) authorizing the extension of Kalorama road NW. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed, within thirty days 
after the of this act, to institute in the supreme court of the 
District Columbia sitting as a district court, by petition, particularly 
describing the lands to be taken, proceedings to condemn the land neces- 
sary for the extension of Kalorama road from Eighteenth street to 
Champlain street with a width of 50 feet. 

Sec. 2. That of the amount found to be due and awarded as dam- 
ages for and in respect of the land condemned for extension of Kalo- 
rama road as herein provided, such amount thereof shall be assessed 
by the j hereinafter provided for as benefits, and to the extent of 
such benefits, against those p or parcels of land on each side of 
said road as extended, and also on any or all gaa or parceis of land 
which will be benefited by the opening of said road as said jury may 
find said pieces or parcels of land will be benefited; in and determin- 
ing the amounts to be assessed inst said pieces or parcels of land 
the jury shall take into consideration the respective situations of such 

ieces or parcels of land and the benefits they may severally receive 

m the extension of said street as aforesaid: ed, That if the 
aggregate amount of the benefits to be „ as determined by said 
jury pursuant to the provisions hereof, is less than one-half of the 
amount of the damages awarded for and in respect of the land con- 
demned, the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may, in their 
discretion, reject the award and assessment of said jury, and all pro- 
ceedings hereunder shall be null and void. 

Sec. 3. That the said court shall cause public notice of not less than 
ten days to be given of the Bling of said proceedings by advertisement 
in such manner as the court shall prescribe, which notice shall warn all 

rsons having any interest in the proceedings to attend court at a day 

be named in said notice and to continue in attendance until the 
court shall have made its final order ra ing and confirming the award 
of Genesee and assessment of benefits of the jury; and in addition to 
such public notice said court, whenever in its judgment it is prac- 
ticable to do so, mar cause a copy of said notice to be served by the 
marshal of the District of Columbia, or his deputies, upon such owners 
of the land to be condemned as may be found by said marshal or his 
deputies within the District of Columbia. 

EC. 4. That after the return of the marshal and the filing of proof 
of publication of the notice provided for in the preceding section, said 
court shall cause a jury of seven judicious, disinterested men, not re- 
lated to any person interested in the proceedings, and not in the service 
or employment of the District of Columbia or of the United States. to 
be summoned by the marshal of the District of Columbia, to which 
jurors said court shall administer an oath or affirmation that they 
are not interested in any manner in the land to be condemned nor 
are in any way related to the parties interested therein, and that they 
will without favor or partiality, to the best of their judgment, assess 
the damages each owner of land taken may sustain by reason of the 
extension of said road and the condemnation of lands for the purpose 
of such extension and assess the benefits resulting 1 as herein- 
before provided. The court before accepting the jury shall hear any 
8 that may be made to any member thereof, and shall have 
full power to decide upon all such objections and to excuse any juror or 
cause any vacancy in the jury when impaneled to be filled; and after 
said quy shall have been organized and shail have viewed the prem 
said jury sa p „in the presence of the court, if the court shal 
so direct, or otherwise, as the court may direct, to hear and receive 
such evidence as may be offered or submitted on behalf of the District 
of Columbia, and by any person or persons having any interest in the 
8 for the extension of said avenue. hen the hearing ts 
concluded the jury, or a majority of them, shall return to said court, in 
writing, its verdict of the amount to be found due and payable as 
damages sustained by reason of the extension of said road under the 
provisions thereof and of the pieces or parcels of land benefited by such 
3 and the amount of the assessment for such benefits against 

e same. 

Sec. 5. That if the use of a part only of any piece or parcel of und 
shall be condemned, the jury in determining its value shall not take 
into consideration any benefits that may accrue to the remainder thereof 
from the extension of said road or highway, but such benefits shall be 
considered in determining what assessment shall be made on or against 
such part of such piece or parcel of land as may not be taken as here- 
inbefore_ provided. 8 

Sec. 6. That the court shall have power to hear and determine any 
objections which may be filed to said verdict or award, and to set aside 
and vacate the same, in whole or in part, when satisfied that it is un- 
just or unreasonable, and in such event a new jury shall be summoned, 
who shall proceed to assess the damages or benefits, as the case may be, 
In respect of the land as to which the verdict may vacated, as in the 
ease of the first jury: Provided, That if vacated in part the residue of 
the verdict and award as to the land condemned or assessed shall not 
be affected thereby: And provided further, That the exceptions or ob- 
jections to the verdict and award shall be filed within thirty days after 
the return of such verdict and award. 

Sec. T. That when the verdict of said jury shall bave been finally 
ratified and confirmed by the court, as herein provided, the amounts of 
money awarded and adjudged to be payable for lands taken under the 
pares hereof shall be paid to the owners of said land by the dis- 

rsing officer of the District of Columbia from moneys advanced to him 
by the Secretary of the Treasur: 
ers of said District, as provided 
amounts of said fud 
revenues of the 


upon requisitions of the Commission- 
y law; and a sufficient sum to pay the 
gments and awards is hereby appropriated out of the 


istrict of Columbia. 

Sec. 8. That when confirmed by the court the several assessments 
herein provided to be made shall severally be a lien upon the land 
a and shall be collected as special improvement taxes in the 
District of Columbia, and shall be payable in five equal annual in- 
stallments, with interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum from 
and after days after the confirmation of the verdict and award. 
In all cases of payments the accounting officers shall take into account 
the assessment for benefits and the award for damages and shall pay 
only such part of said award in respect of any lot as may be in excess 
of the assessment for benefits against the part of such lot not taken. 
and there shall be credited on said assessment the amount of said 
award not in excess of said assessment. The said court may allow 
amendments in form or substance in any punn process, record, or 
proceeding, or in the description of property proposed to 


be taken, or 
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of property assessed for benefits, whenever such amendments will not 
interfere with the substantial rights of the parties interested. 


Sec. 9. That each juror shall receive as compensation the sum of $5 
per day for his services during the time he shall be actually engaged in 
such services under the provisions hereof. 

Sec. 10. That the sum of $300 is hereby appropriated, out of the 
revenues of the District of Columbia, to provide the necessary funds for 
tho coutz and expenses of the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant 

ereto. 

Sec. 11. That no appeal 7 any interested pow from the decision 
of the supreme court of the District of Columbia confirming the assess- 
ment or assessments of benefits or damages herein provided for nor any 
other proceeding at law or in equity by such party against the con- 
firmation of such assessment or assessments shall delay or prevent the 
8 of award to others in respect to the property condemned nor 
delay or prevent the taking of any of said property sought to be con- 
demned nor the extension of such road: Provided, however, That upon 
the final determination of said appeal or other proceeding at law or in 
equity the amount found to be due and payable as damages sustained b 
reason of the extension of said road under the provisions hereof shall 
be paid as hereinbefore provided. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, there is a principle involved 
in this bill of such importance that I think it better be consid- 
ered in the Committee of the Whole. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 130 and also the 
bill H. R. 127. 

The SPHAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill 
H. R. 130 and also the bill H. R. 127. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Drensy in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
two bills, the first of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 130) authorizing the extension of Kalorama road 
northwest. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the first reading 
of the bill be dispensed with, as it has just been read to the 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I want to say, in reference 
to the bill 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that we 
will haye order, so that we can hear. We have not been able 
to hear anything this morning. 

Mr. BABCOCK. If it is in order, I will ask for the reading 
of the bill for amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no further debate, the Chair 
will order the bill to be read under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I think there is an important 
question involved in this bill to which the House ought to pay 
some attention. As I understand it, oftentimes there are some 
gentlemen who live and own lands in the vicinity of this city 
who desire to enhance the value of those lands from acreage 
property to that which is sold by the foot. In other words, they 
want streets and alleys to subdivide their lands, and they want 
the government of the city to compensate them for these streets 
and alleys, that when established are to give greater, much 
greater, value to their lands. They propose to do it on what 
they call an exceedingly fair basis; that they shall pay a por- 
tion of the cost that their lands will be enhanced by the action 
that is proposed of subdivision. Under some circumstances that 
might be well, and I might be willing to say that that would be 
fair; but under the methods that are pursued in this city that 
kind of procedure never is fair. I think we have a right to say 
that we distrust all these appraisements that are made in the 
city of Washington in cases where the Government proposes to 
take land for public uses. The Government is always outraged 
by these performances. Let me cite you an instance, Mr. Chair- 
man. A block southeast from where we now stand was recently 
acquired by the Government by appraisement by the method that 
is proposed to be followed, substantially, by this bill. These 
lands cost the Government of the United States more than three 
times the sum that they had been appraised at for taxation pur- 
poses. We are told whenever it is proposed to increase the taxes 
of the property owners of the District that they pay excessive 
taxation; that their lands are unduly valued; that uniformly 
they sustain a valuation fully equal to two-thirds of the sum 
that they would sell for in the market, 


Now, for the purposes of this argument I am going to assume 
that that may be true, and that it would have been right under 
the circumstances of which I speak that the Government should 
have paid a third more than the appraised value of these lands; 
yet it was compelled to pay three times the value of these 
Jands—three times, sir! 

The same experience was had when the block northeast of 
the Capitol was secured to the Government. Again we had to 
pay more than three times the assessed value. So it is with all 
the property that the Government acquires through this method 
of appraisement when the appraisements are made by the real- 
estate ring of the city of Washington. [Applause.] And I think 
a halt ought to be called in that method of making appraise- 
ment and compensation. I am opposed to using the Govern- 
ment of the United States or the District of Columbia for the 
purpose of further exploiting the lands in the suburbs of this 
city. We have gone to the extreme in that respect. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit 
an interruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the 
the gentleman from Wisconsin? 
Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I desire to correct the gentleman in one 
statement. This is not in the suburbs, but it lies in a thickly 
populated part of the city between Florida ayenue and th 
crest of the hill. - 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. There is no acre property adjoining or any- 
where near it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, the principle that I have 
tried to discuss is the same. You will find it in this bill, as 
you find it in all these other propositions. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to 
the gentleman from Tennessee? : 
Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am very glad to hear what 
the gentleman says about this matter. Can he tell me now 
whether the Government appealed from this oppressive ap- 
praisement and was relieved from having to pay three times 
the value; and if not, why not? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know whether the Government has 
the right of appeal or where the appeal would lie. I presume 
that in this, as in all matters of condemnation, there is the pos- 
sibility of appeal—that is, that parties would have their right 
to challenge the appraisement in the courts appointing the ap- 
praisers. But I think you will find 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Of course the landowners can 
appeal; but has the Government the right to appeal or to re- 
fuse to pay this award? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will not say whether it has the right of 
appeal or not, but I certainly agree with the gentleman that 
there ought to be some power of review. Possibly it would be 
impracticable. I do not know whether you could accomplish 
anything by it. I remember reading some of the proof in the 
case of the condemnation of Rock Creek Park, and I was as- 
tonished to find that there were men in the city of Washington 
who, under the solemnity of an oath, would fix a valuation of 
$35,000 an acre for lands that were far away from the limits 
of this city. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It is not an unusual thing for 
the landowner to appeal, and I do not see any reason why the 
Government, that has to pay for the land, should not have the 
right of appeal. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think you are certainly right. I doubt 
whether under circumstances like these the Government ought 
to pay for the streets and alleys when the lands are subdivided 
and made a part of the city, as would be the case should this 
bill pass. There is an astonishing and extraordinary augmen- 
tation of values always in cases of this kind, and I think that 
we ought to assume that the necessary land should be given 
when this great value is added to the property. 

I do not know the particulars of this special case, and theres 
fore I do not choose to discuss them, but I want to speak against 
the principle. I want to speak against the principle that is in- 
volved in enlarging the streets and alleys of the city of Wash- 
ington as long as those that we now have are in the condition 
that they are. There is not a continuous mile of street in the 
city of Washington where there is to-day a respectable driveway. 


gentleman from Iowa yield to 


We talk about the beauties of the Capital, we talk about the 


expenditure of millions to make it the most beautiful city in 
the country; and yet, if you will drive over any of the highways 
of this city, you will find they are in a lamentable condition. 
I haye to pass daily over a street right here in our vicinity— 
East Capitol street. It is in such a condition, I suppose from 
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the scandalously faulty first construction or first surfacing, that 
it seems to one as he rides that he is passing over one of the old- 
fashioned army corduroy roads. The surface is cracked from 
one end to the other, the cracks extending from the center to the 
curb. Every 5 or 6 or 10 feet you come to the jar and 
jolt that results from that uniformity of defect. 

Another street over which I frequently ride—B street NE.— 
has two blocks where I think there is not to be found a single 
square rod in which the asphaltum surface has not disappeared 
in places, leaving a jolting hole that entirely destroys the pleas- 
ure or the convenience of a drive. This street has been in that 
condition for months and months, and I understand the reason 
to be that there is no money available for the purpose of putting 
in proper and passable condition the streets that we have. 
When I say passable condition I do not mean that you can not 
pick your way over those streets, but I mean that they are not 
in passable condition, as the highways of the great Capital of 
the United States ought to be. And yet here they stand reach- 
ing out for more streets, more highways, more places in which 
to spend money that they say they do not have. I think there 
ought to be a halt called on all movements that look to the 
securement of greater extension of highways until those we 
have are brought somewhere nearly into the decent condition 
that the streets of the great Capital should be in. [Applause.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the atten- 
tion of the Committee of the Whole House to what I deem a 
radical defect in this legislation, in any event. I by no means 
hesitate to indorse the position taken by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Hergurn], but I want to call attention to the very 
peculiar condition that is proposed in the proceeding by which 
these condemnations are to take place. In the first place, the 
verdict is to be rendered by a majority of the jury, thereby mak- 
ing it very much easier of obtainment than if the entire jury 
should be compelled to join. And I may say that my observa- 
tion and experience, which has been pretty lengthy, is that in 
matters of condemnation it is not very difficult to get one-half of 
the jury with the most inflated idea of the value of the premises 
sought to be condemned. In the first place, I call the attention of 
the committee to this fact, that there is no provision in the bill 
for an appeal, although I think it probable that under the gen- 
eral statutes there may be an appeal provided for somewhere 
that would carry this case to some other court on appeal, and 
there is a possible inference in the bill itself that that is the idea 
of whoever concocted the very adroit scheme of this measure. 

The proyision of the bill is that the condemnation shall be in 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia and that the court 
shall have the power to hear exceptions to the manner of pro- 
cedure, just as in any other court of original jurisdiction the 
court that is to confirm or set aside the verdict of the jury has 
a right to hear exceptions to the report; but at the end of that 
time there is no provision for any appeal to another court or 
tribunal, although I say it is possible that there may be under 
same general statute. 

But here is the provision which I condemn and which ought 
not to be permitted for one moment: 

Sec. 11. That no re by any interested pore from the decision 
of the supreme court of the District of Columbia confirming the assess- 
ment or assessments of benefits or damages herein provided for nor 
any other proceeding at law or in equity by such party against the 
confirmation of such assessment or assessments shall delay or prevent 
the payment of award to others in respect to the property condemned 
nor delay or prevent the taking of any of sald property sought to be 
condemned nor the extension of such road: Provided, however, That 
upon the final determination of said appeal or other proceeding at law 
or in ys irae the amount found to be due and payable as damages sus- 
tained by reason of the extension of said road under the provisions 
hereof shall be paid as hereinbefore provided. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man inform the committee whether or not there is a provision 
for any officer, district attorney, or prosecuting attorney, or 
any legal representative of the Government, to appear to repre- 
sent the Government in these condemnation proceedings? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not find any provision of that char- 
acter in this bill. I do not know what the general statutes may 
provide in that regard. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. All that is provided is that it 
shall have a jury, bring in the witnesses, and that five of the 
jurors may bring in a verdict, and that ends it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; and they get $5 apiece a day for 
doing it. Now, Mr. Chairman, what I want to get at is this: 
That in any proceeding anywhere for the condemnation of real 
estate, if an appeal is taken from the finding and judg- 
ment of the court below, the proceeding is suspended until the 
final hearing of the court and the judgment becomes a finality. 
I think this legislation is dangerous legislation, and it is made 
entirely too easy to extend the benefits of the treasury of the 
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District of Columbia out into the improvement of these lands. 
I do not care whether they are just outside of Florida avenue 
or where they are. The whole principle of the bill is vicious, 
and it ought not to pass. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, this is not the 
first time in my experience as a Member of this House that we 
have had our attention sharply challenged to this kind of law- 
less imposition upon the Government rights in reference to emi- 
nent-domain proceedings. I remember, Mr. Chairman, that the 
gentleman who is now the Speaker of this House said, with ref- 
erence, I believe, to some asylum where condemnation proceed- 
ings were about to be had, that it was impossible to get an hon- 
est eminent-domain proceeding held in the District of Columbia. 

He has been here for about forty years. This morning we 
hear the distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], 
a man who is familiar with the District of Columbia, make the 
appalling statement that in building the offices for the Senate 
and the offices for the House the Government has been held up 
and made to pay three times the assessed value of the property. 
We hear the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], who is as 
well acquainted with the geography of this District and this 
legislation, I dare say, as any man in the District, and yet we 
do not hear a single solitary suggestion from the distinguished 
gentleman who reports this bill to the House. Ah, the outra- 
geous oppression that has been visited on the Government, cited 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]! It is time to 
call a halt. This is no man’s State. It is not mine; it is not 
yours. We are the city council for the District of Columbia. 
With such testimony as the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN] has cited here, we should do one of two things—we 
should defeat this bill or provide that there shall be an appeal 
if the Government authorities think there should be one, and 
that there shall be counsel present to represent the District in 
these cases, to look after the interest of the District. Why, I 
have never heard in my life of such a stupendous proposition as 
this in eminent-domain cases. The city that I haye the honor 
to represent, Nashville, the city attorney, with marked ability 
and great energy, represents the mayor and the city council in 
these cases. 

Why, I remember the condemning of Fort Negley, where my 
friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] and my friend from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] were about forty years ago. They did not, how- 
eyer, make a speech at that time, as they were very busy other- 
wise. The city condemned that whole hill for a reservoir; and, 
by the way, a neighbor of President Harrison built the reservoir. 
We had a great lawsuit about the value of this land, and the 
city of Nashville was not only represented by Judge Anderson, 
one of her best lawyers, but, if I mistake not, we employed addi- 
tional counsel, and the matter was settled in the supreme court 
of the State. 

Mr. SIMS. Do I understand the gentleman to say that this 
bill ought to be defeated? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Nobody has explained it. It has 
not been read. 

Mr. SIMS. Why, it has been read twice. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, I mean in the hearing of the 
House. The first reading of the bill was waived. 

Mr. SIMS. Read by paragraphs. 

Mr. GAINES: of Tennessee. I venture to say there are not 
five men in this House who know what is in this bill. 

Mr. SIMS. Is the gentleman one of them? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Are you? 

Mr. SIMS. No; I know all about it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman who reports this 
bill has not explained it. 

Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman not think it would be a good 
idea for somebody who does know something about it to explain 
it? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am, as usual, groping in dark- 
ness, simply because the chairman of the committee who brings 
in this bill has not explained it to the House; yet his duty is to 
explain it. 

Mr. SIMS. But he explained it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, explained it. But there are 
not five men in this House, unless they sat around the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Bascock], who heard a word of this bill. 
I sat here and listened and tried my best to hear it. 

Mr. SIMS. I would like to inform the gentleman now that 
not a cent of this comes out of the Government. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I don’t care; it is wrong anyway, 

Mr. SIMS. Wrong to pay people for their property? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No; but the principle upon which 
this bill is based. 

Mr. SIMS. Well, what is the principle? 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. There is nobođy to represent the 
Government. 

Mr. SIMS. But the Government is not interested. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If my friend knows so much 
about it, why doesn’t he explain it? He knows that I hang 
upon his words; he knows that I have great confidence in him. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I can explain it in two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Waita moment. I am talking to 
my friend the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims]. Now, if 
the gentleman from Tennessee will explain this bill and tell me 
the Government of the United States has not got any money 
invested in it and is not liable, that the people of the United 
States are not liable in the least degree, and that the square 
thing will be done, and if the Government has any rights in it 
there will be the right of appeal, and that the other party will 
have the right of appeal, and that we will have some lawyer 
there to represent the Government, if the Government is inter- 
ested, then I think it would be a fairly good bill. 

Now, how is this bill in these matters? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Just a moment. Will my col- 
league explain that? 

Mr. SIMS. Why, certainly; but as a courtesy to the chair- 
man of the committee, who has been accused of not explaining 
it, I think he ought to have an opportunity to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am not yet through with this 
matter. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I want to explain to the gentleman from 
a why the chairman of the committee had not explained 
the bill. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well—— 

- Mr. BABCOCK. Now, the reason ought to be perfectly appar- 
ent and plain that I have not had an opportunity to get the 
floor. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Who has not? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The chairman of the committee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Wait a minute; did the gentle- 
man not have a right to the floor when he reported the bill, and 
he sat down and the gentleman from Iowa got up and made his 
usual Gatling-gun speech at this bill and shot about forty holes 
through it, and then the gentleman from Ohio got up and fired 
a few rifle shots and then turned the fragments over to me? 
Now, if you can hold up your hands and show that this bill 
ought to be passed, I will yield the floor and let the gentleman 
explain the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I simply want to answer the gentleman’s 
question as to why it has not been explained. Now, when the 
Gatling gun’s fire started at the bill through courtesy I immedi- 
ately sat down to listen to what the gentleman had to say. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I thought the gentleman scared 
the gentleman from Wisconsin off and 

Mr. BABCOCK. Then the gentleman from Ohio came up on 
the firing line, and I thought I could secure no opportunity for 
recognition, and then the gentleman from Tennessee came to 
the front 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Tennessee always comes to the 
front when she thinks a square deal is needed and ought to be 
had. Now, I will yield the floor if the gentleman will explain 
this bill. Will the gentleman explain it? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I did intend to do so. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then I yield the floor. I reserve 
my time if I have any left, because I want to be heard, too. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to take the 
floor or borrow any part of the gentleman’s time. I desire to 
be ed in my own right. Now, Mr. Chairman and gen- 
tleman of the House, this bill is an exact duplicate, word for 
word, of a large number of bills which have been passed by this 
House. There is absolutely nothing new in it except the de- 
scription of the property. It provides, first, that this little 
piece of ground, which connects Eighteenth street with Cham- 
plain avenue, a distance of some 200 feet, shall be opened. 
Why? For the use and benefit of the general public. There is 
no acreage property there; there is no real estate interest there. 
It is desired by the officials and by the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to accommodate the people who live on Cham- 
plain avenue and in that section. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, do not interrupt me, please. Now, 
Champlain avenue runs from Florida avenue, at the foot of the 
hill, clear up to the top of the hill, a distance of over 2,000 
feet. There is no highway between the two streets by which 


the people can reach the street-car lines; that is, the Capltal 
Traction Company line and Chevy Chase line where it runs out 
Highteenth street and out over the bridge across Rock Creek. 
Now, this is the reason that has necessitated the enactment of this 
legislation. Now, how are you going to pay for it? In the first 
place, we proceed under the law. A jury is appointed which 
assesses benefits and damages. Under the provisions of the bill 
50 per cent must be assessed as benefits, which are to be paid 
by the property owners, and 50 per cent is to be paid out of the 
revenues of the District of Columbia, but not a penny out of 
the United States Treasury. Now, the estimated cost of this 
improvement is $6,000. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield before he leaves that very important proposition? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. - 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. My colleague says that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States is in no way liable for the ex- 
pense attending this matter. We make a little appropriation of 
three or four thousand dollars to pay the expenses. Now, vou 
say the money paid the damaged owners is paid out of the Dis- 
trict treasury. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Out of the District revenues. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How do those reyenues get into 
the District treasury? 

Mr. BABCOCK. From taxation in the District of Columbia 
only; not a cent from the Government. The gentleman must 
understand no moneys can be taken out of either the District 
or the United States treasuries without an act of this body— 
not a dollar. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman think 
we ought to protect that treasury as well as the Treasury of 
the United States? Is there any lawyer going to represent the 
District treasury down before this court? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, the District of Columbia is 
represented by able attorneys. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. In this kind of procedure? 

Mr. BABCOCK. In this kind of procedure; yes, sir. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Who are the gentlemen? What 
are their names? ` 

Mr. BABCOCK. I can not give the gentleman all of the 
names. Mr. Duvall, who recently passed away, was one of the 
3 for years, and Mr. Sinclair is in charge of matters of 

s X 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. There is not a word said in the 
bill about any attorney representing the city. 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir; the attorney for the District of 
Columbia or some of his assistants represent the District of 
Columbia in all legal matters. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman object to an 
amendment? 

. I object to any amendment of that kind to 

e 4 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Requiring an attorney to repre- 
sent the District of Columbia? 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is already provided for under the law, 
my dear sir. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What objection has the gentle- 
man to putting it in here literally? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The objection, I think, is this, Mr. Chair- 
man. If the gentleman will listen to me for five minutes, I 
think he will understand it thoroughly. I want to explain how 
this form of a law came to be brought about. Numerous 
street-opening acts in the past have been attacked by property 
owners or those interested, and some acts were, I understand, 
set aside by the courts of the District of Columbia. The attor- 
ney for the District at that time, Mr. Duvall, and three Mem- 
bers of this House, two of them here at present and members 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, and one the chairman of 
that great committee, together with a very distinguished gen- 
tleman on the minority side of the House, Mr. Cownerp, of 
Missouri, formed a subcommittee of three, which was appointed 
by the District Committee to draft this very form of legislation. 

That was some years ago. All the street-opening bills re- 
ported to the House then and since that time have been drawn 
in this form, word for word. They have gone before the courts 
of the District, they have been upheld, and every clause in this 
form of bill has been acted upon. One of the difficulties that 
the Commissioners experienced in street-opening cases was 
this—and I say this in reply to the criticism of the gentleman 
from Ohio—often when a man is dissatisfied with the deci- 
sion or with the amount awarded him he could go in and stop 
the opening of a street a mile long indefinitely and hold up all 
the other property on that street, causing an immense amount of 
damage to individual owners. Congress has provided there 
shall be no stay, but he has a right to file exceptions to the award. 
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He can not under the present law or under the proyisions of 
this bill stop the opening of a street. 
Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 
Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 


Mr. FINLEY. I have read the bill, and I think that provi- 
sion is entirely right, but there are some other matters that I 
wish to ask the gentleman about. What will be the cost of 
improvements after the condemnation proceedings are had? 

Mr. BABCOCK. It will be very trifling. This is a very level 
strip of ground, almost on grade from one street to the other. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will that include paving and the extension of 
water mains? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Nothing in the way of sewerage or water, I 
think, but it will ultimately require paving and grading. The 
extension will take two lots now vacant. 

Mr. FINLEY. About what will that cost? 

Mr. BABCOCK. This committee does not deal with that, and 
I could hardly give an intelligent estimate; but the cost will 
be trifling. I should say perhaps the street would be 200 feet 
long and about 50 feet wide. 

Mr. FINLEY. My reason for asking the gentleman is simply 
that this is the beginning of a project, and I think that the 
House ought to know what will be the ultimate cost of the im- 
provement should we go into it—whether it will be reasonable 
or not; but if the gentleman does not know that, of course he 
can not answer it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. There are gentlemen on this floor who 
could answer the question as to what it would cost to grade a 
street 200 feet long and 50 feet wide. 

Mr. FINLEY. That is grading and paving? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman tell me this? I find here, 
on page 4, lines 9 and 10, the following: 

When the hearing is concluded, the jury, or a majority of them, shall 
pac to said court, in writing, its verdict of the amount to be found 
and so forth. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman this: Is 
that not an unusual proposition—I do not mean here in the 
hear of Columbia, but generally speaking—as to verdicts of 
uries? 

Why the necessity for taking away unanimity in the con- 
clusion of the jury and giving a majority verdict of a jury in a 
ease like this? I would like to have some explanation of that. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, I will say that this form of bill is the 
outgrowth of years and years of experience in the District of 
Columbia, and that the greater part of it has been drafted by 
the best legal minds and approved by the courts. Now, I am 
not a lawyer, and do not propose to get into any discussion of 
any legal questions involved. 

Mr. FINLEY. If the gentleman will pardon me, I do not 
think my question involves a legal discussion, but as I under- 
stand all other verdicts here in the District of Columbia require 
unanimity on the part of the jury, and this permits a majority. 
Now, does the gentleman know whether or not this provision 
for a verdict of a majority of the jury applies to any other pro- 
cedure in the District of Columbia than land-condemnation pro- 
ceedings? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I do not think it does apply to any except 
condemnation proceedings. 

Mr. FINLEY. Then the gentleman knows of no reason why 
it should apply to this, except the practice and custom has 
grown up in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, it is a practice that has been found to 
be necessary, and found to be efficient; and I do not think there 
has ever been a person appearing before the committee with 
any criticism as to the legal machinery of this form of bill. 
All concede that it has protected the rights of the District and 
of the property owners. 

Mr. FINLEY. If the gentleman will pardon me, I will call 
his attention to the remarks of the distinguished gentleman 
from Iowa this morning, who spoke of some very exorbitant 
verdicts that were rendered by juries operating under this pro- 
vision of permitting a verdict by a majority. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I do not think he was speaking of the open- 
ing of streets. I think he referred only to the ground taken 
for the site of an office building for the Senate, in which he 
stated the verdict was three times what it should have been. 
That will appeal to every gentleman of the House as not being, 
perhaps, an unusual thing in cases where the Government con- 
demns ground for sites for public buildings. 

Mr. FINLEY. In my half-dozen years here in the House I 
have heard the charge frequently made that the verdicts of 
juries in assessment cases were exorbitant. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will permit me, I will 
say that it was shown at the time of the condemnation of the 


property across the river for a lunatic asylum that the only 
salvation of the District in the matter of condemnation was to 
require a verdict of the entire jury and not permit five or six 
men to get on a jury and join together to charge the Government 
more. 

Mr. FINLEY. 
his statement. 

Mr. BABCOCK. In answer to that proposition, the gentle- 
man is talking about an entirely different subject. That was 
a real-estate proposition, a speculative proposition. This is 
something demanded for the public, and for the publie conyen- 
ience. This proposed street extension does not relate to a 
speculative property, but is simply for the convenience of the 
people who live in that neighborhood and of the general public. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why, Mr. Chairman, if there is one 
thing above all other things in the development of the District 
of Columbia that is speculative—and everybody knows it—it is 
the taking out of the pockets of the people of this District and 
of the country the money to open streets out in the country to 
develop and enhance the value of the outlying property there. 
The only public interest that grows up is after the speculator 
has despoiled the Treasury of the country. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that this pro- 
posed extension is not out in the country; it is hardly beyond 
the confines of Florida avenue—only about a thousand feet be- 
yond that. 

Mr. FINLEY. Would the gentleman have any objection to~ 
an amendment striking out this provision for a majority verdict 
on the part of the jury? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes, I would; because this provision has 
been found to work satisfactorily, and under it I do not think 
there is a single case of injustice that has been done either to 
the District or to the property owners. If there were I would 
be glad to yield for an amendment. But before the gentleman 
offers an amendment I desire to say that this form of law was 
prepared by three of the ablest lawyers in this body; that it has 
been used satisfactorily for years, and that a large number of 
bills identical in form with the one now under consideration 
have passed the House without debate or amendment. It has 
also been before the court several times, and its provisions were 
upheld. Before any amendment should be offered to that law 
its effect should certainly be very carefully considered. 

Mr. FINLEY. This is not a general law of the District of 
Columbia affecting the general law of verdicts of juries, but 
Simply applies to these procedures for the condemnation of 
lands, and we would not be amending any general law to require 
a unanimous verdict. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Does the gentleman forget that this method 
has been in operation for years and years? 

Mr. FINLEY. And during every year the attention of the 
House is called in the debates and statements made and figures 
given as to the exorbitant prices that have been obtained in 
this way, and numerous instances have been shown where it has 
not worked out to the best interests of the people of the District 
of Columbia or the Treasury; and that is what I have in mind, 
and what I wish to protect, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, just a word. If my 
friend from South Carolina [Mr. Frytrey] has a suit pending 
in one of the courts of the District of Columbia to recover the 
value of a horse and buggy, he must have the verdict of twelve 
men before he can get his money, although only twenty-five or 
fifty dollars may be involved; but when it comes to a question 
of taking the people's money and handing it over for the pur- _ 
poses for which we have enacted, you can get a majortiy of a 
jury to find a verdict. I say that is unfair. 

Mr. FINLEY. A majority of seven men can do what other- 
wise requires twelve men. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Exactly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Wis- 
consin will permit a question, I should like to ask one. I find 
that section 2 provides— ? 

That of the amount found to be due and awarded as damages for 
and in respect of the land condemned for extension of Kalorama road 
as herein provided, such amount thereof shali be assessed by the jury 
hereinafter provided for as benefits, and to the extent of such benefits, 


against those pieces or parcels of land on each side of said road as 
extended, 


Section 5 provides— 

That if the use of a part only of rat plece or parcel of ground shall 
be condemned, the jury in determining its value shall not take into con- 
sideration any benefits that may accrue to the remainder thereof— 

What is the méaning of that? 

Mr. PALMER. Read the rest of the section. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why hold out the idea that there is to 
be 

Mr. BABCOCK. Read it all. 


I am obliged to the gentleman from Ohio for 
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ent shal 
parcel of land as may not be taken as 

Mr. BABCOCK. ‘That answers the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, it does not answer the gentleman’s ques- 
tion. I want to know why you want that particular verbal jug- 
gling in there. Why should not these lands be considered just 
as the others are? Why do you make a special provision with 
regard to them, unless it be for the purpose of confusing and 
clouding the question that is to be submitted? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, now—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is another question I should like to 
ask the gentleman. Why is it that he is so solicitous for the in- 
terest of these people who are on the opposite side of one of these 
parallel streets that is now cut off from access to the railroad by 
the location of this long strip of territory that he says intervenes, 
and that now compels these people to go around the end of it in 
order to get to the cars? 

When they bought that property upon the opposite side of 
this long intervening strip of ground, did they not know of 
that situation and did they not get the benefit of it in the lower 
prices that they paid because of the inconvenience? And hav- 
ing selected that place, and being willing to submit themselves 
to the inconvenience for the sake of the compensation they had 
in the lower price, is it fair for them to come in now and say 
that the Government must wipe out this inconvenience and 
place their property in the condition of higher value that it 
would have been in when they bought their lands if this work 
had been completed at that time? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the Clerk to read 
the letter of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
submitting this bill. That will answer many of the questions 
which have been asked by gentlemen. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE COMMISSIONERS DISTRICT OP COLUMBIA, 
Washington, November 21, 1905. 


DEAR Sm: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the 
bonor to forward herewith draft of bill to authorize the extension of 
Kalorama road NW. from Eighteenth street to Champlain avenue, with 
request for its enactment. 

A map is inclosed, showing In red the land necessary to be condemned 
for the extension, the estimated cost of which is $6,000. The alley 
shown on the plat was recently condemned under the provisions of a 
general law authorizing such condemnation, and the entire cost of 
opening same, together with the expense of the proceedings, was 
assessed on property benefited. It is only necessary now, in order to 

t the 50 feet proposed by the bill, to condemn a strip of land about 30 
eet wide at one end and 34 feet at the other. The opening of this 
street Is of extreme importance for the reason that in the long block 
between Eighteenth street and Champlain avenue and extending from 
Florida avenue to Columbia road, a distance of about 2,000 feet, there 
is no means of access from east to west, so that those living to the 
east are cut off from convenient aecess to the street-car connection to 
the west. This section of the District is Seep building up, several 
houses hav been built In the immediate vicinity of the pro 
extension within the last year, and unless the land is condemned in a 
short time it will probably be built upon, which would of course In- 
crease the cost if it is determined to open such a street at a future date. 

The bill proposes that not less than one-half of the amount awarded 
as damages should be assessed against the abutting property, the other 
half to be borne by general taxation. The reason for this provision in 
this case is that the alley having already been condemned, and the cost 
assessed entirely on abutting property, and the street being a conven- 
jent means of access to the general public as well as to those imme- 
diately adjacent, the Commissioners believe that it Is only just and 

uitable that the general public should bear a portion of the expense 

opening this street. 
Very respectfully, Henry B. F. MACFARLAND, 
President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 

bp W. Ba 


hairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will ask for the read- 
ing of the bill under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the 
floor for a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 
to the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Minnesota rise? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I should like to have the opportu- 
nity to say a word before the chairman of the committee closes 
debate. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yielded to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asked to be 


recognized and the gentleman from Wisconsin yielded, 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, the letter of the Commis- 
sioners has thrown some additional light upon this subject, to 


the extent of showing that there is a general statute under 
which this condemnation can be had, as I assume, from the fact 
that it tells us that an alleyway that will form a part of this 
highway has already been condemned under the general statute. 


Mr. BABCOCK. If the gentleman will permit me, I will 
explain that in just a word. The last Congress passed an act 
authorizing the Commissioners to open minor streets and alleys, 
and they have opened an alley there 20 feet wide. This is an 
addition of 30 feet in width, making a 50-foot street. They 
have no authority under the general statute for making it more 
than 20 feet wide. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understand the gentleman to say there is 
authority for opening minor streets and alleys? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is there a limit given to these streets? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 3 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, another point I want to make. In the 
opening of this inferior highway that would not be so beneficial— 
we have a right to assume—to the owners of this property, a 
mere alley, in order to have that convenience the property own- 
ers were compelled to meet with the entire expense. Now, 
when we propose to open a street that will have a frontage of 
more than 400 feet, making more valuable lots, why should we 
limit their contribution to one-half of this expense? In the ex- 
pense of establishing the alley, where the benefit would be in- 
considerable, they must pay all; here, where the special benefits 
are large, where there will be a frontage of 400 feet, they are 
» pear ooy one-half of the expense. Is there equity or justice 
n that 

Mr. BABCOCK. There is equity and justice because it is a 
great public benefit. 

Mr. HEPBURN. A public benefit! It is a public benefit to 
those persons who bought their lots on the side of this parallel 
street that is cut off now from the free and easy access to the 
street railway, these gentlemen who have had the benefit of this 
isolated position that they selected for the lesser price, we assume, 
that they paid for their lots. Having had that, they now pro- 
pose that the Government shall pay for these improvements that 
would place their property in a position that it would be in when 
it is no longer subject to this disability that resulted in the de- 
preciated price that they were the beneficiaries of. A great 
public benefit! Does it extend, will this contemplated street ex- 
tend, back to create a great thoroughfare? Surely not. It sim- 
ply takes a piece of property that lies in front of property of a 
few persons who will be the beneficiaries for an alleged public 
use. 

Mr. BABCOCK. It does extend the benefits to the public. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If it were a part or would form a part of a 
great thoroughfare, that would be one thing; but after you get 
this street, if they want the benefit of a public thoroughfare, the 
gentleman will come here compelling the people who travel in 
that vicinity to traverse this road whether they want to or not, 
or whether it will be a convenience or otherwise. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I do not believe in this kind of legislation. I do not 
want any more streets about the city of Washington until we 
have better streets. I do not want the duty imposed on the 
Commissioners of surfacing vast areas of the country here in the 
District until they can properly surface those streets that we 
now have jurisdiction over, and which they ought in some way 
to make passable and comfortable. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I now yield to my colleague on the commit- 
tee [Mr. Sts]. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, with reference to the criticism 
that has been made on the extension of streets cut through 
unimproved country being paid out of revennes for the District, 
and asphalted, and improvement made, etc., I feel as strongly 
against that as does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
or the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor]. Perhaps some- 
thing of that sort has been done in the past; I do not know. 
But because something of that sort has been done that was 
wrong, should this House stand here and refuse to make needed 
improvements simply on that account? There is a street-car 
line running up and down Eighteenth street that brings hun- 
dreds and thousands of people to the city and back to the 
country, or to that portion through which the cars run. 

Kalorama avenue comes along at right angles and intersects 
Eighteenth street, so that the people living on Eighteenth street 
have Kalorama avenue to come down. The people in Champlain 
avenue, which runs parallel with Eighteenth street, have no 
way of getting out of it without going away round the end of 
the block, and it makes it almost inaccessible. Here is a small 
piece of property—if gentlemen can see these red lines on the 
map that I hold up—there is a small portion between Eight- 
eenth and Champlain avenue, 34 feet at one end and 30 at the 
other. If purchased now, while it is vacant, it will open Kalo- 
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rama ayenue down to Champlain avenue so that people can come 
through to this street car line without going around out of the 
way. Now, after that property, which is now vacant, is built 
upon, the necessity for opening this street will be greater in the 
future than it is now, and after it is opened it will cost three or 
four times as much as it will now. To condemn that property 
now will cost $6,000. This bill provides that one-half shall come 
out of the property owners and the other half out of the reve- 
nues of the District of Columbia. Gentlemen will remember 
that no part of that is provided by the United States Govern- 
ment. The people of the District of Columbia are benefited as 
well as those who happen to own this vacant piece of property. 
Now, gentlemen will notice that lots are laid off fronting Cham- 
plain avenue and Eighteenth street. Consequently, the improve- 
ment to this vacant property here when this is taken off will not 
equal what it would if these vacant properties abutted on a 
great street like this street car line occupies. Consequently, it 
is inequitable to take from the owners of these two vacant 
pieces, who had already furnished the 20-foot alleyway, the 
entire cost of opening that street that they have no particular 
interest in. The owner of this lot fronts on Eighteenth street, 
and the owner of that block on the east side fronts Champlain. 
Therefore, they can not possibly be benefited individually and 
personally as much as the public who want to go through to 
Champlain, and the public on Champlain and east, in order to 
go through to this street car line. I have never seen in the 
District of Columbia a street-opening proposition that had more 
equity in proportion to the cost than this has. 

As to the general condemnation laws of the District, I am not 
here to defend or commend them. It is only up to the com- 
mittee as to what we are going to do with this identical bill. 
Are you going to refuse a large number of people a needed 
convenience because the law may have been, in some instances 
in the past, abused? Now, it is true that when this street is 
opened, or these condemnation proceedings take place and dedi- 
eation is authorized, then the city will improve by asphalting 
or otherwise, and that expense comes out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia and also out of the half paid by the Gov- 
ernment, as I understand it. Therefore, to that extent, the Gen- 
eral Treasury is indirectly interested in such improvements as 
they may make in the way of paying hereafter. But that is 
done and has to be authorized or paid for by separate authori- 
zation, and so far as this bill goes, we do not provide how it 
Bhall be improved, whether the street shall be asphalted or 
paved in some other way. We simply authorize the opening of 
a street which is as much needed as I can conceive could pos- 
Sibly be anywhere in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What has been the observation 
of the gentleman, who is now on the District Committee, with 
reference to the oppressive prices that the Government, either 
the District of Columbia or the United States, has had to pay in 
these condemnation proceedings? 

Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman have reference to condemna- 
tion proceedings by the Government for public buildings? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes; or any other public con- 
cern. We will say a public building. 

Mr. SIMS. These streets here are paid for by the city and 
not by the Government. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I understand. That is indi- 
rectly the Government of the United States. 

Mr. SIMS. No; we do not directly or indirectly contribute 
to it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The revenues come out of the 
District of Columbia to pay for these street improvements. 
What has been the gentleman’s observation with reference to, 
say, land for public buildings? 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I never have had an opportunity 
to observe but one instance and that was the case of the con- 
demnation of the property on which the office building for the 
House is being built. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What has been the gentleman’s 
observation? 

Mr. SIMS. I never have bought or sold any property in 
Washington. I never priced it, but from the price paid in the 
case referred to I thought those people got in a commercial way 
every cent that they ought to have had and perhaps more. 
But there is something to consider besides the mere market 
value of the property when you go in and take a man’s home 
from him and deprive him of it and put him in the way of being 
compelled to hunt up another place and make the best bargain 
he can for it. There is something in the nature of damages 
in such a case outside of the commercial value. He may easily 
get a great deal less than he would have been willing to take 
for it, whether in the nature of a home or a homestead. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman know 
whether any appeals were taken in these cases? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes; I think there were many appeals taken. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. By whom? 

Mr. SIMS. Well, exceptions to the report, which are in the 
nature of an appeal. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. By whom? 

Mr. SIMS. The property owners. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Was any lawyer there, any 
United States district attorney, or any law official, representing 
the District of Columbia—representing the Government or Dis- 
trict of Columbia—in making these condemnations? 

i Me SIMS. Wel, the District of Columbia had no interest 
n 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, I put my proposition both ways. 

‘ Las as And the property owners were the only ones in- 
e — 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Was there any United States dis- 
trict attorney there? 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I do not know just how the pro- 
ceedings were taken—whether the Attorney-General of the 
United States or an assistant district attorney or an attorney 
of the United States was present. I do not know how the inter- 
ests of the Government were protected in detail, but I know 
they were protected. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Protected how? 

eee SIMS. Why, that the Government was properly repre- 
sen 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman permit? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I want to say in connection with that that 
an attorney is detailed by the Commissioners specifically to 
look after street openings—Mr. Sinclair. I understand the Ap- 
propriations Committee appropriates especially for his salary 
and he is detailed. 

Mr. SIMS. He is the assistant district attorney, but the 
gentleman from Tennessee was asking about this office building. 
Now, I want to ask you if you can see any objection whatever 
to this bill? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to say to my colleague 
that the main trouble is because the bill was not explained at 
first. Then the second trouble is that there is a general objec- 
tion to the bill because of the general nature of it. It does 
not seem to guard the interests of the public, whether it is the 
District of Columbia or the Government of the United States, 
as thoroughly as it should. For instance, it provides seven 
jurors. Now, I understand they can condemn land possibly 
without any jury, but then that is not fair, that is not just. 

Mr. SIMS. Does my colleague recognize the necessity for 
that improvement? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, I do not know anything 
about real estate in Washington. 

Mr. SIMS. Do you not recognize the necessity of it, as ex- 


_| plained to you? 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I confess to my friend I am a 
little bit prejudiced against it because it is out on the edge of 
town. I have seen so much of paving and asphalting and gut- 
tering out on the edge of my beautiful city, which you love as 
well as myself, while our streets in the very heart of the city 
were in holes, so I confess I am somewhat prejudiced in this 
ease. 

Mr. SIMS. There is no use getting away from this question. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am showing you-— 

Mr. SIMS. Eighteenth street is highly improved, Champlain 
avenue is improved and Kalorama is improved, and there is 
this little connection in the heart of a thickly settled portion 
of this city on Washington Heights. It is not in the suburbs; 
it is not out of the town, but it is in a place where property is 
as high in value almost as any part of Washington City. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You mean high in value? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes, sir; and the trouble is that 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do you think this work ought to 
be done by seven jurors—this work of condemnation? 

Mr. SIMS. I think, as to condemnation proceedings, they 
ought to proceed in the interest of the publie as rapidly as 
possible. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, that does not answer the 
question. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not propose to wait now and change the gen- 
eral law in order to get this bill passed. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You say specifically in the bill 
seven jurors, and that five can make a report and condemn a 
man's property. You can try with seven and decide with five. 

Mr. SIMS. It seems, Mr. Chairman, neither the owners of 
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the property nor the public nor the District of Columbia have in 
any way objected to this, and only those haye objected-—— 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. They have no representative in 
the House, and we are, as I said a while ago, the common coun- 
cil of the city of Washington. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Hepsvurn] protested against this form; the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] protested, and I am trying my best to do 
it myself. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, this matter was considered by the 
committee. Not a mortal man in the District of Columbia 
offered one objection to it or made any criticism whatever, and 
it is highly recommended by the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Who ever heard of it while it was being 
considered by the committee? What did you know about it? 
Who had heard there was such a bill pending? 

Mr. SIMS, It was introduced like any other bill introduced 
into this House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How many witnesses appeared before the 
committee? 

Mr, SIMS. There was not one. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Exactly like the process by which 
we got protection for the poor street-car drivers. The committee 
came in and reported a bill which did not compel the street rail- 
roads to protect the motormen, and said that none had appeared 
before the committee. I made an investigation, and found they 
were afraid to appear before the committee for fear they would 
lose their jobs. 

I asked a number myself and took their names. That is why 
they did not appear before the committee. It seems there were 
no persons who appeared before the committee in this matter. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Does the gentleman think any- 
body was afraid to appear? 

Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman think that the property 
owners were afraid to appear? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The property owners ought to 
have a chance to appear here. 

Mr. SIMS. Suppose they do not know about it? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I can suggest to the gentleman how. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. They know that the bills are 
pending, and if they do not like them they can appear before the 
committee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Have any of them appeared? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. No. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then how does the gentleman 
know? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. It is a simple procedure that has 
been going on for a long while. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then why reenact it? Why re- 
enact a proceeding here and leave out the proposed amend- 
ment—the gentleman eyen refused to agree to an amendment to 
the bill providing for a city attorney to represent the District of 
Columbia there—why do you reenact the old law and leaye out 
a provision about a city representative being required to repre- 
sent the District of Columbia? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I assume that one of the attor- 
neys connected with the District government is always here, one 
especially detailed. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Not a single man in this debate 
has said that there is a single representative to represent the 
District of Columbia or the United States in any of these pro- 
ceedings. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. If my brother will pardon me, I 
will say that if I were going to prepare that law to practice 
under in Michigan I would have provided for twelve jurors. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why would the gentleman haye 
twelve jurors? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Because that is our practice there. 
They are entirely satisfied to have a majority here. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I think the House is convinced by 
this time that the opposition to this bill it not specific, but gen- 
eral, and I can not see any use in wasting more time of the 
committee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I would like to waste a little 
more time in looking out for the hereafter. 

Mr. SIMS. I decline to waste any more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BAB- 
cock] is recognized. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, I hope the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Bascock] will give me a little more time. I want 
to be heard for a few moments. I will be brief. 

- Mr. BABCOCK. I will yield to the gentleman in a minute. 
I promised to yield to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Davis]. 


art GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield to me 
en 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. All right. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Davs] now. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, if the House will 
indulge me for just a few moments I would like to say a few 
words not only concerning this bill, but concerning other meas- 
ures of a similar character which have passed heretofore, and 
some which will probably be urged for passage during the pres- 
ent session of Congress. The bill now under discussion is al- 
most identical with those that have previously passed the Con- 
gress. I hold in my hand a bill (H. R. 17585) introduced during 
the third session of the Fifty-eighth Congress by the present 
chairman of the committee [Mr. Bascocx]. It is a bill author- 
izing the extension of Rhode Island avenue NE. The provi- 
sions of that bill, although it never became a law, are almost 
identical with the provisions of the present bill under discus- 
sion. As the chairman said, the bill now under discussion is 
the bill that received the greatest favor, at least during the last 
session of Congress. I will read, on the subject of expense, 
section 10 of the bill, previously introduced at the third session 
of the Fifty-eighth Congress, as follows: 

That the sum of $300 e hereby 1 to provide the neces- 
sary funds for the costs and e condemnation proceedings 
taken pursuant hereto, one-half out of the revenues of the District 
of Columbia and the other half out of any money in the United States 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

That, as I am informed, is the character of the bills that 
have passed this Congress for years and years previous to the 
Fifty-eighth Congress. In other words, that the Government 
of the United States was to pay one-half of the expense of the 
condemnation proceedings for the opening of any new street or 
roads within the District of Columbia. 

During the last session some members of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, of which I was then a member, but 
of which I am not at the present time, objected to that portion 
of the bill, and it was changed to read as follows: 

That the sum of $300 is mey 89 out of the revenues 
of the District of Columbia, to the necessary for the 
eee expenses of the eee proceedings taken pursuant 

You will notice from the reading of the bill that the costs 
and expenses are taken out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia instead of half out of the reyenues of the United 
States and half out of the revenues of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, it has been 
the policy of Congress for years, one that has been fought out 
and decided on this floor before Congress was honored by the 
presence of the gentleman from Minnesota, that in all street- 
opening matters the entire expense should be borne by the 
District or city property, and that the bill the gentleman is 


reading from is such as was sent to me officially, all of them 


containing a clause that one-half of the expense be paid by the 
General Government, 

Now, if the bill that has been reported by the committee has 
that provision it was a clerical error. The clerk of the com- 
mittee informs me that all street-opening acts are in accordance 
with the policy of this House and committee—that is, that the en- 
tire expense should be borne by the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Then, Mr. Chairman, my informa- 
tion is wrong. Still, I do not doubt, I do not like to doubt the 
chairman’s word; but my information, positive and direct, upon 
the subject is that that was the way until the Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress, when the form of the bill was changed, so that the prop- 
erty owners should pay a portion and the District the other por- 
tion. But my information is, and I shall still believe that to be 
correct until proof is presented to me, that previous to the 
Fifty-seventh or Fifty-eighth Congress all bills that passed 
this House were to the effect that the Government of the United 
States should pay one-half of the condemnation proceedings on 
any land in the District of Columbia. Mr. Chairman, where do 
you get information about the District from if you can not get 
it from the chairman of the committee? I go to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia itself, where the information was 
given to me, because I objected to the proposition saying that 
where a man’s land was benefited he should not receive damages 
at the expenses of the Government. An agitation was then had, 
and this new form of bill gotten up. I was one of the sub- 
committee that reported it to the committee. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I understood you to say the Dis- 


trict of Columbia? 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The District of Columbia Com- 
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mittee. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know what the meaning 
of these lines are which I read from section 10; 

That the sum of $300 is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia. 

It has been my understanding heretofore that the revenues 
of the District of Columbia were made up of taxes collected by 
direct taxation and an amount equal to the estimated revenues 
of the District was placed there by the Government of the 
United States. If I am wrong about that I certainly desire to 
be corrected. : 

Mr. BABCOCK. If the gentleman will look at the report sub- 
mitted to Congress, he will find that these specific amounts are 
paid out of the revenues of the District of Columbia and not out 
of the Government Treasury. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Will the gentleman tell me what 
constitutes the revenues of the District? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Moneys raised from licenses and taxes on 
real and personal property in the District. The annual supply 
bill is handled by the Committee on Appropriations. When they 
bring in District of Columbia appropriation bills they appro- 
priate for current expenses of the District government, to be 
paid one-half out of the United States Treasury and one-half 
out of the District of Columbia revenues, or to be. paid entirely 
out of the District revenues, in some instances, 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I am seeking infor- 
mation, and when I do that I generally go to the chairman of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia on all matters per- 
taining to the District, because his greater experience enables 
him to answer all questions. But my understanding is that 
there are but two sources of raising revenue to supply the 
District government, one by taxes and licenses in the District 
proper, the other, an equal amount which the Government of the 
United States added, which put together constituted the reve- 
nues of the District of Columbia for all purposes. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill up for consideration, while I do not 
approve of some features of it, still I wish to say that it is the 
least offensive of any street-opening bill that I have seen during 
three sessions of Congress. It is the least offensive in this 
regard, that the public is more benefited by the provisions of 
this bill in proportion to the length of the street that is opened 
than by any other bill for a street of equal length. Usually these 
bills extend for blocks—I believe sometimes half a mile—and 
into territory. that is not very well built up. Hence, as the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HErBURN] says, it certainly savors 
of real-estate speculation rather than the public benefit. 

The bill under consideration I am familiar with; at least par- 
tially. It was introduced in the third session of the Fifty-eighth 
Congress, but never got out of committee. I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims], who says he personally 
went aa the route, what length of territory is proposed to be 
open 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. The gentleman from Tennessee 
does not appear to be here, but the chairman has passed over 
the ground, and I haye no doubt that he can give you the infor- 


mation. 
Two hundred feet. 
That is the length of the street? 
Yes; 200 feet. 
What is the other length of it? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The block is about half a mile long; it is some- 
thing like 2,000 feet. : 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. This bill is less offensive than 
any bill of its nature that I haye ever seen, because it is appar- 
ent from this—I think the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Stas] has made it plain—that the public generally will be bene- 
fited and to a greater extent than is usually the case in street- 
extension bills. 

Mr. Chairman, there is a provision in every one of these bills 
that no property except that fronting upon the street, and only a 
small portion of that, shall be assessed for benefits. Ordinarily, 
under all condemnation laws in the different States with which 
I am familiar the property benefited by the location of a public 
ditch or highway, whether it absolutely touches it or not, usu- 
ally has to share in the burden of taxation. That is one objec- 
tion to this form of bill, but in this particular case the distance 
is so small that I think we ought not to quibble simply for the 
purpose of defeating it. 

Mr. Chairman, a proceeding is provided in this bill, and I 
think it is universal in proceedings of this kind in this District, 
that the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall insti- 
tute proceedings in the supreme court of the District for the 
purposes of this condemnation; that a notice shall be pub- 
lished for a certain length of time; that upon the expiration 
of that time, upon proof of due publication and notice, the court 
shall direct the marshal to subpœna a jury of seven men to hear, 
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try, and determine the matters in issue in this condemnation. 
After receiving evidence they assess the benefits and the dam- 
ages. I agree with the gentleman from Iowa, and I have here- 
tofore contended that the two methods employed, namely, in 
assessing only a part of the benefits at one time, which is in the 
nature of a juggle, and another matter which I am about to 
refer to, should be corrected. I have repeatedly attempted to 
get that done, but unsuccessfully, and I am glad that the gentle- 
man has referred to the matter. 

Mr. Chairman, after the verdict of the jury is rendered—and 
a majority of the seven jurors may find a verdiet What then 
happens? There follows a very peculiar proceeding, in my judg- 
ment. The Commissioners of the District of Columbia may, in 
their discretion, reject the award and assessment of said jury and 
all proceedings thereunder shall be null and vold. In other words, 
if the verdict of that jury does not suit the Commissioners, who 
are not a court, but laymen—if it does not suit the Commission- 
ers they may in their discretion set it aside. Therefore, this 
verdict of the jury is a farce. You might as well submit it to 
the Commissioners of the District. without -the trouble and 
expense of impaneling a jury at $5 per day. When the proper 
time comes I propose to move to strike out of line 16 the 
words“ may in their discretion” and to insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ shall; so that it will read shall reject the award 
and assessment of said jury.” i N 

If the law is to remain as written here, I should like to in- 
quire what is the necessity for the verdict of a jury. In all 
orderly proceedings in court, after the trial of a case the judge, 
upon proper case made, on an application for a new trial, may set 
aside the verdict for various reasons: First, because it is con- 
trary to the evidence; second, that it is contrary to law; but 
under this peculiar jugglery of words—I get that expression 
from the gentleman from Iowa, and I am much obliged to him 
for it—they have a farce of a trial by jury, a verdict which 
may be rendered by four out of seven men, and then the Com- 
missioners may, in their discretion, set it aside if it does not 
suit them. There is no appeal from that. The only appeal 
provided is a technical appeal upon questions of law alone, 
where objection is made. You can not review the facts except 
by m to another similar jury. It is wholly within the 
discretion of the District Commissioners, and that ought to be 
remedied. È 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Does not this procedure seem to 
be quite satisfactory to the people here? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The gentleman from Michigan has 
asked me a pertinent question. I will say that while a member 
of the District Committee I have never heard anybody object to 
it. I do not know whether they know of the proceeding or not, 
but I can say to the gentleman for his information that a very 
reliable gentleman on the outside, one who is not a Member of 
Congress, informed me very recently that it was only a favored 
few who got street extensions in the District of Columbia, and 
that other portions which had no influence could never get any. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I want to ask my brother if he 
was not a member of that committee during the last Congress? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes; I was a member of that 
committee, and I objected to 90 per cent of all these street ex- 
tensions, and you laid over several of them because I did object. 

r. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Do you know of anybody during 
the Fifty-eighth Congress who wanted to be heard before that 
committee upon street-opening cases who did not have an op- 
portunity? , 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I never heard of anybody asking 
to be heard. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. You never did? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Never on these matters. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Certainly, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I have been listening to this 
colloquy and I am anxious to find out where in the world this 
committee gets so much information and reports so many ex- 
tensions if no one comes before the committee to ask for them. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I can answer that question, Mr. Chairman, 
if the gentleman from Minnesota will allow me. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will yield to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin. ' 

Mr. BABCOCK. The property owners always appear before 
the Commissioners of the District, sitting as a board of com- 
missioners, and the Commissioners make a report to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, which report is considered 
some of the interested parties request a hearing. 
If no request is made, the committee takes it for granted that 
no one wishes 


be heard further. j 
Minnesota. I am obliged to the gentleman 
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from Tennessee for asking the question, and to the chairman of 
the committee for answering it, because, as I said, I neyer knew 
of a property owner to appear before the committee and object 
to any of these street extensions when I was a member of the 
committee. I now ascertain that the Commissioners sit some- 
where in the District, get up hearings unbeknown to Congress, 
the residents appear before them, and then the Commissioners 
report the result to the District Committee. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Why should Congress be bothered 
with these hearings? Why is not that a proper action? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Why should not the District of 
Columbia be governed like other cities? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. There is no reason why, if a 
property owner desires, he should not go before the District 
Committee and be heard in person if he wishes. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Is there anything in the bill or 
report which shows that the property owner or anybody did 
appear before the committee or Commissioners? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. No. Did the gentleman ever see 
a bill in a State legislature that showed who appeared before 
the committees at the preliminary hearings? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnsota. Oh, no. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Then there is no reason why this 
bill should show it, and there is no reason why any property 
holder who wishes should not, either by himself or by his at- 
torney, appear before the District Committee if he so desires. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, this simply carries 
out my view, and I am glad that I am getting the information 
now that this city is run almost directly by three Commissioners 
and not by the citizens or by Congress. It now appears here 
that the ipse dixit of these Commissioners is sufficient for the 
committee to report upon and for Congress to act. That is the 
way it appears at the present time; that is the way I thought 
it was when I was on the committee, but I never obtained the 
information before. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman find any pro- 
vision in the bill for the District of Columbia to appeal from 
this proceeding? 

‘Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I do not. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And yet the revenues of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia are trenched upon to pay a part of these ex- 
penses. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. It would seem so. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And yet they have no appeal from 
the condemnation proceedings. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, as I say, I am not 
particularly objecting to this bill except upon principle. But, 
Mr. Chairman, there is another question that I do object to, and 
have strenuously objected to ever since I have had the honor to 
be a Member of Congress. I do not think, however, that this 
discussion will result in much good in that direction, but it seems 
to me that it is a question that Congress ought some time in-the 
future to take in hand and deal with as it should be. The ques- 
tion is this: I know of no municipality, no city,or government in 
the United States, where property is taken and condemned for 
street purposes, or where the streets, after having been lo- 
cated and laid out, are ordered to be paved with brick or with 
asphalt, or where there is a sewer laid in front of it, that the 
property itself does not at least carry a large proportion of the 
expense for that improvement per front foot. If there is any 
government or municipality in the United States that is not 
charged with that burden to some extent, if there is a Member 
on the floor that knows of such a city, I would like to bave it 
made known. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that that is the way that all cities 
are governed in this respect. I know of no reason why now in 
this city the property owner who has property that is improved 
many fold by the location of a street in front of it, or by having 
it asphalted, or by the putting down of a sewer whereby it is 
enhanced in value—I know of no reason why that property should 
not be held to pay a part of the expense. 

Now, take this particular bill. If it is passed, the District 
Commissioners will, under the law, open this street or they will 
order it to be opened, and next year, or possibly during this 
session, you will find before this House an item in the general 
appropriation bill appropriating money for the District of Co- 
lumbia—a sum from ten to twenty thousand dollars—for the 
purpose of asphalting or paving this particular street. Who 
pays that expense? The United States pays one-half of it and 
the District of Columbia pays the other half, and the owners 
of the lots and property do not pay a dollar. That, to my 
mind, is the worst possible principle that is involved in the 
street extension and the improvements in the city of Wash- 
ington. This city is the only place of which I have any knowl- 
edge on earth where property that is largely benefited many 


times its present value does not contribute anything toward 
paving the streets in front of it. Millions of dollars of this 
Government have gone to pave streets out in various portions of 
this District upon the plea of the public good, that simply, in my 


Judgment, was for the purpose of enhancing the value of real 


estate owners who own large tracts of land in the vicinity. 

That is the principle that I war against; that is the principle 
that I object to—extending a street six, eight, or ten blocks 
out into almost unimproved territory, knowing that in the near 
future Congress will be called-upon through its Appropriation 
Committee to appropriate hundreds of thousands of dollars for 
asphalting and paving that street. That is my main objection 
to the system here. These condemnation proceedings, while 
they haye stood the test of the courts, would not be endured for 
one moment in any municipality in the United States outside of 
the District of Columbia. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a small bill and, as I have said in 
the beginning, the least objectionable of any bill that I have 
seen emanating from the District. of Columbia Committee. 
Therefore, I myself shall vote for this bill, but reserve the 
right hereafter to express my opinion and vote the other way 
when I think that it is a real estate transaction instead of one 
for the public good. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, this debate has 
already taken up so much time that I shall not undertake to 
discuss this bill fully, and shall only make a few suggestions 
that I utter for the purpose not so much of amending this 
present bill as that the committee may think along the lines I 
suggest in the future. One of the propositions that is funda- 
mentally erroneous in this bill and absolutely wrong is this: 
That they charge up benefits in common to the abutting owner. 
They should charge the abutting owner with a special benefit. 
The abutting owner has already paid for a good highway when 
he pays his taxes. For instance, I own a lot, I pay taxes, 
and the city comes along and builds a highway in front of that 
lot without hurting the grade at all, without hurting me what- 
eyer. I have already paid for that in paying my taxes to the 
city government; but if it comes along and there is a big 
sink hole in front of my property, and they cover that up and 
make the highway perfectly safe, why, I would say that pos- 
sibly might be a special benefit; or if the house were so situ- 
ated that you could not get down to the road, and they made 
some adjustment in making the street which I have already paid 
for in my taxes, by which I can get in and out of my house, 
why, that would be a special benefit. But where, as it seems to 
me is suggested in this bill throughout, you simply come in and 
make a street in front of A B's house, and then charge him up 
with the benefit of making that street in front of his house, 
when he has already paid for making that street when he has 
paid his taxes, that makes him pay twice for it. Now, that is a 
precedent that is not just; it is not good law; it is bad policy; 
and yet it is throughout this whole bill. The words “ special 
benefit” are not alluded to or taken into consideration in this 
bill; and for the future edification of the distinguished commit- 
tee that reports this bill I shall refer them to a very noted case 
decided a number of years ago in my own State, the case of 
Woodfolk v. Railroad, where that exact question came up. 

There they undertook to build a railroad in front of a man’s 
house and cut off his property and paid him for it in benefits. 
His house was near the battlefield that my distinguished friends 
from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] and Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] helped 
to make a number of years ago at Nashville. It destroyed his 
property and the railroad tried to pay him off in benefits. They 
appealed the case, and Judge Carruthers, one of our great jur- 
ists, for the whole supreme court, said you can not pay him in 
benefits in common, you must pay him in money ; if you specially 
benefit him then charge him up with that, but you can not take 
his land and pay him in benefits. In short, do not charge him 
taxes to build the street and when you build it burden him 
with benefits growing out of makiug a good street in front of 
his house. He paid his taxes to get that kind of street. This 
bill burdens the abutting owner with benefits in common and 
taxes, too, to get what his taxes entitle him to have. Lewis 
on Eminent Domain, and other authorities, cite this Woodfold 
case as a leading authority on this point. 

Now, there is no right of appeal in this bill that I can find, 
and I called on my distinguished friend the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moon] to look through the bill, and he can 
not find any appeal. On the contrary, you will find at the end 


of the bill a provision that blocks or rather prevents an appeal. 
I believe that is the way my friend from Pennsylvania con- 
strues it. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania, 
through. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. None of us have had a chance to 


I haye not read the bill 
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do that. These bills are heaped in on us just like taking a 


pitchfork and throwing hay off a wagon. No chance to know. 
No chance to study. This bill was reported on January 4th— 
this in the 8th. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gentleman 
if he has read section 11 of the bill, that contemplates appeal as 
a matter of course and provides that such appeals shall not 
delay the proceedings? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennesseee, That is what I said just now. 

Mr. FINLEY. Then, as I take it, the right of appeal is not 
taken away by the bill. It is recognized here in section 11 that 
there is a right of appeal. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, it is very doubtful. You 
haye some doubt about it, and I am satisfied my friend on my 
right has some doubt, and I have doubt. Gentlemen, unless 
you give the right of appeal on the merits of the case injus- 
tice may be done. In some States no appeal is allowed; they 
let the twelve jurors settle the matter, and whatever they ad- 
judge, why, that practically settles it. Now, there is no provi- 
sion here for an appeal on the merits. Some one has suggested 
there is possibly a technical appeal on questions of law or errors 
of law. There are seven jurors to sit here. They do not know 
anything about the law, and the chances are they will exclude 
testimony that ought to be included, and unless you have an at- 
torney there to represent the District of Columbia the District of 
Columbia will be prejudiced, and unless the abutting owners 
have their lawyers there they will be prejudiced. You turn 
the suits over to seven jurors and let five of them settle that 
without giving any right of appeal to a jury of twelve men, which 
they ought to have, when you undertake to take any man’s 
property away from him, whether he lives in a log cabin or in 
a mansion. That is the moral law. Whether we have any 
Constitution or not, whether we have any statutes or not, the 
moral law, upon whieh all our laws are built, says a man is 
entitled to just compensation. 

I remember reading away back in some Turkish history 
where they wanted to build a sewer, I believe. All the people 
gave the right of way except one man, and he did not give it 
possibly because he was a poor man. He said, “ No, that is my 
property, and I can not give it away;” and the ruler of that 


country called his lawmaking body together and appropriated. 


just compensation for him and took the land. That was in a 
heathen country where there was no constitution, and that is 
the law of this country, and the courts here uphold it. Here, 
gentlemen, you are fixing to take the people’s property, yet 
there is not a word appearing here that a single, solitary man 
has been before this committee and asked for this proposed 
law—not one. It developed in the course of a colloquy here 
that somebody had come before the District of Columbia Com- 
missioners here. How many Commissioners were present? 
One, a minority, or a majority? Is that a board of condemna- 
tion? It certainly can be a board of recommendation. There 
may be no objection to this bill further than pointed out, and 
what I have said may not be tenable, as I haye not had a chance 
to investigate, it being a long bill, etc., but this thing of going 
along here and making laws for the District of Columbia be- 
cause A B down town has seen the committee or because the 
Commissioners recommend it, without giving the people of this 
District a chance to be heard before the committee is wrong. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Let me tell this and then I will 
yield. 

I want again, Mr. Chairman, to allude to this street-car 
matter. I do not know whether my friend from Michigan [Mr. 
SmirH] was here or not, but the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. Bascock] was here and he reported the bill. They 
said the reason why they did not give a coyering out in 
front to protect the street-car driver, or motorman, was because 
they did not have room to get the street cars in the street-car 
shed if a vestibule was put on the car. They had room enough 
for the poor fellow out in the graveyard, but they did not haye 
room enough in the street-car shed for a vestibuled car. It was 
contended that these poor street-car fellows did not want this 
vestibule because they did not come up here and appear before 
the committee. As I say, I felt sorry for these poor people, 
and I got on every car I could and asked the motorman if he 
was in favor of these vestibules. Why, all said, “ Of course we 
are.” I said, Lou are?” “Yes.” Then I asked. Why did 
you not go before the committee?” They said, “ We dared not 
go because we were afraid we would lose our jobs.” I think 


that was so in every case. I took a little book in my pocket, 
and took the names down of the men. Now, here we are open- 
ing this street. My colleague [Mr. Sms] says it is all right. 
My friend over here [Mr. Davis] says it is a little bit of a thing; 


better let it go this time; but how do you know, gentlemen, that 
you are not outraging some poor little Turk out on that street, 
who does not know the way even to the House, like the driver 
who brought me up here this morning. Now, that is true. If 
he was in Tennessee he would vote the Republican ticket. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I would like to ask the gentleman 
why he claims that these people have not the right to be heard, 
when they have the right to appear before three Commissioners 
of this District, who are able gentlemen, and if they do not 
get a fair hearing there, they can appear before the District 
Committee. I have been a member of the latter committee for 
two or three Congresses, and I have yet to know the time when 
the humblest citizen in this District did not haye the fullest 
right to be heard before that committee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will tell the gentleman. The 
men on that committee do not give them a chance. You do it 
so quickly. You are fine business men, and you draw up bills 
one day and report them here the next day. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. The gentleman is drawing on his 
fertile imagination just now. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do not mean to reflect. upon 
the committee. I am talking about the swiftness with which 
the gentlemen resolve themselves into a mayor and common 
council for this District. The people hardly know how to legis- 
late in this place. They leave it all to us. It is not the busi- 
ness of the Commissioners to see that legislation of this sort is 
passed without giving the people that are to be benefited or 
damaged a chance to be heard by the committee that draws 
the bill that takes their little home and turns them out into the 
street. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Garnes] yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BAB- 
cock]? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I desire to say to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. GAINES], Mr. Chairman, that no request for a hear- 
ing before the District Committee has ever been ignored, or no 
bill has ever been reported by that committee as long as there 
was a request there for hearing from the humblest citizen of 
the District. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I aye not any doubt but that 
the gentlemen would hear the humblest citizen in this District, 
Mr. Chairman, but as a matter of fact neither the humble nor 
the exalted have been before the committee in this case. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Is not that the best proof that 
they are satisfied—the fact that they have not appeared before 
the committee? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Take the street-car case. After- 
wards we raised a row here in the House about turning the 
people out to the ravages of that horrible snow. I remember it 
was several feet deep. I saw those poor men with frozen hands 
and unprotected. We raised a row here in the House and that 
bill was taken back to the committee. They heard the people, 
and we got the vestibuled cars. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. The gentleman does not think 
that is a parallel case to this, does he—the case of a man work- 
ing for a corporation? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It is a worse case with those 
poor fellows who do not haye where to lay their heads, possibly. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Will the gentleman tell us who 
is going to be injured in this District if they appear before the 
committee and let their wants be known? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why do you not giye them the 
chance in here when the time comes? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. They know when the District 
Committee meets. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman is recommend- 
ing a bill here to require some sort of a court for the property 
owners when they proceed to take their property, and yet there 
is not a single bit of testimony here that a single abutting 
owner, a single citizen, has come to the committee and asked 
the committee to enact this bill or this particular kind of a bill. 

Mr. SIMS. In this kind of a case, where the Commissioners 
have-recommended and where there is no objection filed by 
anybody, will the gentleman please tell us who he would send 
for to interrogate? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. My colleague from Tennessee 
has not given the people a chance. He has admitted that not 
a single man has been before the District Committee. How 
does he know that they want this particular bill? How does he 
know that they want any bill? 

Mr. SIMS. I deny emphatically that the dear people have 
not had a day in court. 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How does the gentleman know? 
Has he been out to see these men? 

Mr. SIMS. The bill was introduced. It was published and 
printed, and every man that wanted it could get a copy of it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman has to send his 
speeches to his constituents, and they are printed. I hope he 
will send some of his speeches to his people, and to mine too. 

Mr. SIMS. My constituents seem to get along better without 
my speeches than they do with them. S 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this committee is accused of not giying 
the people a chance. 

3 GAINES of Tennessee. It is hoped that you are going 
0 80. 

ie AS: What will we do? Sit down and write each one 
a letter : 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Who asked the committee to in- 
troduce this bill? 

Mr. SIMS. The Commissioners. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How does the gentleman know 
that? The Commissioners said it, but I want the people to 
say it. l 

Mr. SIMS. .The gentleman makes a pretty serious charge 
when he says that the committee has denied the people the right 
to be heard. a 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I have not said that, 

Mr. SIMS. I know the gentleman will not say it, because it 
is not a fact. We endeavor to give everybody in this District an 
opportunity, because they do not enjoy the benefit of having a 
Member on this floor to represent them. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do you personally know that the 
abutting owners know that this bill has been introduced? 

Mr. SIMS. I did not ask any of them if they did and never 
will be foolish enough to ask them such a question. I will not 
presume that the abutting owners do not know when a public 
bill has been introduced, has through the committee 
where hearings have been had on it, that they do not know it. I 
have not found any man that is interested t did not seem to 
know it and know the justice and equity of it. I think the 
gentleman is not entirely serious when he says that the com- 
mittee were engaged in a star-chamber proceeding. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I did not say that. 

Mr. SIMS. I have heard the people of the District of Co- 
lumbia until I am worn out hearing them. Still I say that no 
man shall be denied a hearing so long as I am on the committee 
if I can prevent it. We-hear them in our committee, at our pri- 
vate residences; they come to us through letter and by organiza- 
tion, and I have neyer heard anywhere that a hearing has been 
denied them. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, I do not believe that my col- 
league would do the slightest injustice to anybody, but the 
trouble is that when the gentleman gets down to the District 
Committee his information ceases. He says the Commissioners 
haye asked for it; but I asked him who asked the Commission- 
ers, and he says he does not know. I asked him if he had been 
out at this place and seen any of the people who are interested 
in this, and it appears there is not a single man who has been 
over the locality or knows anything about it. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Oh, no; the gentleman is mis- 
taken when he says that nobody has been out on the part of 
the committee. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sis] 
was over the ground. f 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I asked my colleague if he had 
been out there to see these people. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. He did not go to the people. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How do you know he has been 
out there? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Because I heard him say so. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will ask my colleague and 
friend again if he has ever been out there and located the 
premises? 

Mr. SIMS. I have been out there and passed over this prop- 
erty. I have not located any premises, because there are no 
premises. I looked over the ground where Kalorama avenue 
comes into Eighteenth street and where this extension will be. 
In all candor, I have never seen a proposition for opening a 
street better than this one. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did you see any of the people 
who owned this property? f 

Mr. SIMS. I did not. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do you know any member of 
this committee who saw the property owners? 

Mr. SIMS. I did not go and ask them. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is a great plea for a great 
Congress, legislating for a people who are stripped of the right 
of suffrage- as these people are. Think of me undertaking to 


introduce a bill in the common council of Nashville (for we are 
the common council of Washington) chaining my people’s hands 
and they not knowing a word about it. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, bills are not introduced, as a rule, unless 
somebody comes and asks that it be done, and there is not a 
single individual, as the record shows, who has asked for the 
2 of this law. That is the point of the criticism I am 
making. =m 

Mr. BABCOCK. Just one moment there. I want to explain 
to the gentleman from Tennessee that the demand is universal 
with the people living in that neighborhood, and I believe that 
they would not impose on the Commissioners or the committee 
or think for a moment they would permit that to be done. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Are the people living along this 
road asking for this? 

‘Mr. BABCOCK. There arè no people living on this road. It 
is people living adjacent to it—the people in the neighborhood. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman from Tennessee permit me 
a question? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. FINLEY. Does the gentleman know how many owners 
there are of this property through which this extension will go? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will say to the gentleman that 
he has had every chance I have had of getting information 
about this. 

Mr. FINLEY. I am sure of that. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. So far as has been shown, there 
is not a single owner of this property that has ever asked for 
the passage of this law, and the only authority for it is the 
request of the Commissioners. They are not here. The Dill 
has been presented here without the consent of one of the abut- 
ting owners, and yet here is a bill that comes in without any 
right of appeal, providing a jury of seven, and that five men 
may pass upon questions of eminent domain in this District in 
a manner that has been denounced by the gentleman from Iowa 
and the gentleman from Ohio in a manner that makes us all 
shudder and feel that we should be more careful than we have 
been in the past. 

Mr. FINLEY. This is an old field, a piece of unimproved 
property, and this is for speculatiye purposes, I suppose, is it 
not? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do not know whether it is for 
a speculative purpose or not. That is what I am trying to find 
out, who wants this law. No abutting owner has asked for it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it does seem to me that the gentleman 
from Wisconsin ought to amend this bill and give the District of 
Columbia the right of appeal, giving the abutting owner the 
right to appeal, and say it literally, otherwise the court may 
rule that none is allowed. Let him go to the higher tribunals, 
where there are twelve jurors and where the court can look 
somewhat after the troubles which the gentlemen from Ohio 
and from Iowa alluded to this morning. But it does not do 
that. 

Another thing. I asked the gentleman if he would not accept 
an amendment directing that the attorney for the District of 
Columbia be required to be present and represent the District 
and protect its rights in this matter. 

When I asked my colleague [Mr. Sims] if he knew of any dis- 
trict attorney or legal officer, representing the Government of 
the United States or the District of Columbia who appeared in 
our condemnation proceedings he said he had not heard of any. 
I have not heard of any. Gentlemen, are we going on in this 
slipshod way, picking up seven men off the street, making them 
jurors and letting them collect the testimony? -That is the pro- 
vision of the law as I understand it, that these seven men are to 
gather up the testimony. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. The gentleman makes the state- 
ment that he does not know of anyone who appears to represent 
the District. I am reliably informed that in all these proceed- 
ings there is an attorney whose special duty it is to represent the 
District. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What makes me weary about the 
matter, and more or less distressed as a public official, is that 
the gentleman from Wisconsin refuses to allow his bill to be 
amended so as to compel that attorney to be there. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. It would seem to be a novel pro- 
ceeding to write into the law a provision that this attorney 
should do his duty, when there is no reason to doubt that he 
does his duty. : a 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do you think it is a novel pro- 
ceeding to compel an officer to do his duty? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Oh, no; but the gentleman as- 


sumes that he is not doing his duty without any evidence to 
support that assumption. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, You say this whole thing is a 
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reenactment of the law to a large extent. Why do you not re- 
enact the part of the law compelling the legal adviser of the 
District to appear and represent the District? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. If we had any reason to sup- 
pose that he was not doing his duty there might be some rea- 
son for such an amendment, but there is no evidence of any- 
thing of that sort. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What harm can possibly be done 
by putting it right into the statutes? My dear sir, let us make 
the law plain. Let us not leave these statutes open to construc- 
tion. Why, the Supreme Court reports show that on the anti- 
trust act of 1890 and on the railroad cases the judges stood 
five to four each time, from the very first case down to the 
merger case. It was simply because that great statute is open 
to construction. Why not say literally what we mean? 

Mr. PALMER. I suppose the reason why the committee do 
not favor any such amendment is because they presume that 
the District Commissioners and other officers representing the 
District have common sense. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That may be true, Mr. Chair- 
man, and yet people of common sense sometimes do not know 
their duty, and if they know it they do not do it. I have been 
trying to find out whether the practice is for this legal adviser 
of the District of Columbia to be present. I have tried all the 
morning to find out, and there has been nobody who has opened 
his mouth and said either voluntarily or in reply to my in- 
quiry that the district attorney has ever appeared in one of 
these cases. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill by sections for 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That of the amount found to be due and awarded as damages 
for and in respect of the land condemned for extension of Kalorama 
road as herein provided such amount thereof shall be assessed by the 
jury hereinafter provided for as benefits, and to the extent of such bene- 

ts, against those pieces or parcels of land on each side of said road as 
extended, and also on any or all pieces or parcels of land which will be 
benefited by the opening of said road as said jury may find said pieces 
or parcels of land will benefited ; and in determining the amounts to 
assessed against said pieces or parcels of land the jury shall take 
into consideration the respective situations of such pieces or parcos of 
land and the benefits 1 may severally receive from the extension of 
said street as aforesaid: Provided, That if the aggregate amount of the 
benefits to be assessed, as determined by said jury pursuant to the pro- 
visions hereof, is less than one-half of the amount of the damages 
awarded for and in respect of the land condemned, the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia may, in their discretion, reject the award 
and assessment of said jury, and all proceedings hereunder shall be null 
and void. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend line 14, 
on page 2, by striking out the word “ one-half,” and in line 16 
by striking out the words “may, in their discretion,” and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the word “ shall.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

»The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 14, strike out “one-half of; in line 16 strike out 
“may, in their discretion,” and insert in lieu thereof “shall.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. So that the section will read—I ask the 
Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That if the aggregate amount of the benefits to be assessed, 
as determined by said jury pursuant to the provisions hereof, is less 
than the amount of the damages awarded for and in respect of the 
land condemned, the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall 
reject the award and assessment of said jury, and all proceedings here- 
under shall be null and void. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want this in such shape that the gentle- 
men who want this road shall pay for it. That will effect it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. This would defeat the very intention of this 
act—to strike out the word“ one-half” in line 14. I ask that the 
question be divided. There is no great objection to striking 
out the words “ may, in their discretion,” and inserting the word 
“shall.” That language is used to give the Commissioners a 
little latitude. Supposing the jury assessed benefits of 45 per 
cent or 48 per cent or 49 per cent, then they would have to re- 
ject it and go through with the whole proceeding again, under 
the amendment of the gentleman. That is the only objection 
I have to that. But if you strike out the word “ one-half,” you 
defeat the very object of the bill, which is to have the property 
benefited pay one-half and the District pay one-half of the 
amount found for damages. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is just what I want, to test the sense 
of this House with regard to this class of improvements. I am 
fully convinced that where improvements of this kind are to be 
made, those who are to be the beneficiaries should pay for the 
improvements. There is no reason why the Government should 
pay any portion of it. Everybody who has given any attention 
to this debate, or who is familiar with the topography and geog- 


raphy of the country out there, knows that this is a benefit to 
a very few people. 4 

There is no general benefit that would result to the people of 
the District by the construction of this highway. It is to a 
few, largely those who are owners of this strip of territory, 
and in addition to them there are a few in the immediate vi- 
einity that will have their property enhanced in value and con- 
venience promoted. Now, these people I am perfectly willing 
should have this convenience and should have this addition to 
their value, but I want them to pay for it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division of the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be divided, as sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Wisconsin, and the Clerk will 
read the first portion of the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 14, strike out the words “ one-half of.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to this 
amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. HEPBURN) there were—ayes 52, noes 43. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chair appointed as tellers 
Mr. Bascock and Mr. HEPBURN. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 69, noes 61. 

So the amendment was agreed to. x 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the second section 
of the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 16, on page 2, strike out the words pay in their discretion ” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ shall.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, there is no objection to that. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

Sec. 4. That after the return of the marshal and the filing of proof 
of publication of the notice provided for in the preceding section, said 
court shall cause a 5 of seven judicious, disinterested men, not re- 
lated to any person Interested in the p ings, and not in the sery- 
ice or employment of the District of Columbia or of the United States, 
to be summoned by the marshal of the District of Columbia, to which 
jurors said court shall administer an oath or affirmation that they are 
not interested in any manner in the land to be condemned nor are in 
any way related to the paraa interested therein, and that they will, 
without favor or partiality, to the best ef their judgment, assess the 
damages each owner of land taken may sustain by reason of the exten- 
sion of said road and the condemnation of lands for the purpose of 
such extension and assess the benefits resulting therefrom, as berein- 
before provided. The court before accepting the jury shall hear any 
objections that may be made to any member thereof, and shall have 
full power to decide upon all such objections and to excuse any juror 
or cause any vacancy in the jury when impaneled to be filled; and 
after said jury shall have been organized and shall have viewed the 
premises, said jury shall proceed, in the presence of the court, if the 
court shall so direct, or otherwise, as the court may direct, to hear 
and receive such evidence as may be offered or submitted on behalf 
of the District of Columbia, and by any person or persons 3 
interest in the proceedings for the extension of said avenue. hen 
the hearing is concluded the jury, or a majority of them, shall return 
to said court, in writing, its verdict of the amount to be found due and 
payable as damages sustained by reason of the extension of said road 
under the provisions thereof and of the pioco or parcels of land bene- 
fited by such extension and the amount of the assessment for such 
benefits against the same. 


Mr. WEBBER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the words, in 
lines 9 and 10, “or a majority of them” be stricken out. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Ohio. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 4, in lines 9 and 10, strike out the words “or a majority of 
u 


them;” so that it will read “ when the hearing is concluded the jury 
shall return to said court,” ete. 1 


Mr. WEBBER. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that a foot 
of land should be taken from any person without first the 
intervention of the jury, and, secondly, not by a majority, but 
by the unanimous vote of the jury. That is in the spirit of all 
institutions. It is the law, I think, practically throughout the 
whole country, and it is right as a principle not to take one foot 
of land away from a freeholder in the District of Columbia 
without the verdict of every man impaneled upon the jury. 

As a principle, I am against anything that will rob any citizen 
of this Republic of that constitutional right. It is a constitu- 
tional right, whether it is found in the letter of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States or not. It is the unwritten law of 
our institutions from the formation of the Government. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio increase the jury from seven to twelve? 

Mr. WEBBER. No; it leaves it at seven. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, some of the Mem- 
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bers here will remember that in the codification of the Alaskan 
laws the committee reported a provision fixing their trial jury 
at six. Mr. Moody, now Attorney-General, and myself protested 
and secured an amendment fixing it at twelve. The Senate must 
have changed this back to six, and it was enacted, although I 
was informed the Senate made no material“ changes in the 
House bill. The next I heard of it the Supreme Court of the 
United States, last session in a criminal case, held this law was 
void, and that the defendant was entitled to be tried by twelve 
jurors, no more, no less. 

Now, in this kind of a proceeding—eminent domain—we can 
provide for seven jurors. But, gentlemen, if you keep trenching 
on the old common law, abandoning the old-fashioned principles, 
as my friend from Ohio says, after a while we will be like the old 
darky was who had a very dissolute daughter. Every time the 
negroes had a religious meeting in the nighborhood she would 
“get religion,” and in the course of a few weeks she would 
backslide. She became a chronic backslider. One day, in 
passing the negro chapel, I heard the “sisters” shout that 
“ Mary Jane has got religion.” I rode on home, pushed my sack 
of meal off my pony, and went to the bottom of the hill to water 
my horse, and there I saw “old Aunt Mary ” washing clothes. I 
said: “I have some good news for you, Aunt Mary.” She said, 
“What is it, my son; what is it? God knows I am always 
glad to hear something good.” I said, Mary Jane has got re- 
ligion.” She said, “Has she?” And I said “Yes.” She said, 
“How, do you know?” I said, “I heard them say so a while 
ago as I came along by the church.” “ Yes,” she says, “she 
keeps gittin’ religion and gittin’ religion and blacksliding and 
er blacksliding, and after a while she will get right back in 
hell, whare she ought to be.” [Laughter.] 

Now, gentlemen, if we keep on evading the Constitution, dis- 
crediting its principles, crushing its spirit, after a while we will 
have no Constitution and we will be back exactly where we 
ought to be, and have to fight for its reestablishment. A jury 
at common law and as written in the Constitution “ means 
twelve jurors, no more, no less,” says the Supreme Court. I am 
unalterably opposed to seven jurors. After a while, only a 
while, we will be “taking” property and life everywhere with- 
out any jury. There is a mysterious strength and sacredness 
about a jury of twelve; “no more, no less.” Do not trifle with 
this sacred byword of home and liberty. If you can do thus 
in a plain highway case you can have seven jurors in a plain 
little log-cabin case, or a mansard case, or any other civic case. 
Start the ball rolling from the top of the hill and it will go on 
to the bottom. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. What constitution does the gen- 
tleman refer to whereby the people of the District of Columbia 
are entitled to get a jury of twelve? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will not undertake to discuss 
the proposition at this late hour in the day. I will refer the 
gentleman to the Callan case and the Thompson case, from the 
District of Columbia, and to the recent Alaskan case, where he 
will find more law on the subject than I can tell him in the 
time I ought to take on this floor just now. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I believe if this amend- 
ment, offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WrnnEn], is 
agreed to, and I think it ought to be, the bill will be perfect in 
that respect. I quite appreciate what the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. GAINES] has said about the decision of the 
Supreme Court, but this is a special procedure, created by a 
special statute, and my object in having the entire verdict of 
the seven men grows out of the fact that here is a proceeding 
to take another man’s property, and the marshal of the District 
may pick the jurymen without any limitation whatever. He can 
go out and pick up seven men anywhere, and I think we ought 
to have the verdict of the seven men—the entire jury. I do 
not think the objection made by the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Garnes] is applicable in a case of this character. It 
might be like an order in partition, which the court may send to 
three men. It might be like any order of appraisement in a 
dead man’s estate, where the court can select any number that 
it sees fit, and in this case we provide for seven men. The only 
question is whether we will compel the verdict of the seyen men 
or divide it up so that a majority of three and a half men or 
four men to three may render a verdict. I think if this amend- 
ment is agreed to the bill will be in that particular entirely sat- 
isfactory. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] misunderstood me. I did not say, 
and I do not contend, that we can not create a jury of seven in 
this special proceeding, and especially where we allow an appeal 
and trial by a jury of twelve. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then I misunderstood the gentleman. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Possibly I was not as clear on 


that point as I should have been, but I do say that we ought 
to stop having juries of less than twelve. Twelve is the 
common-law jury. It is the law of history and safety. It has 
protected us in our lives and liberties for more than a century 
and far beyond that. Yet you come in with this, your new- 
fangled way, your quick way, your short way, and abandon 
those old precious principles. To me this is distressing. If 
there is any virtue in twelve, there must be less virtue in seven, 
and if we have lived safely in these matters with juries of 
twelve men, why should we at this day abandon the common-law 
jury of twelve? Of course I know the courts hold we can do 
this, but I think it is reprehensible and dangerous, and especially 
so when Congress sanctions it. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I will state to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. GAINES] that in a city like this there is a great 
deal of this sort of proceeding going on from time to time, and 
it so happens often that rich men buy property and hold it for 
speculative purposes, If it is possible for a man to be corrupted, 
when you require a unanimous verdict of the jury, all the prop- 
erty owner has to do is to haye one juror hold out for what 
the property owner thinks he ought to get, and then possibly 
by holding and preventing a verdict from time to time the 
property enhances in value and the necessities of the case are 
such that he will get two or three times what it is worth, 
whereas in a majority verdict you are more likely to bring in 
what is a more reasonable verdict. ; ; 

Mr. SULZER. Isit not a fact that the Government can take 
condemnation proceedings to acquire title to this property? 

Mr. SIMS. But it is not a Government proceeding. 

Mr. SULZER. Is it not begun under that provision of the 
Constitution, the right of eminent domain? 

Mr. SIMS. This is for the city and the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SULZER. It can be done in the same way. If it is too 
much, the Government can resort to condemnation proceedings. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What I reprehend is cutting down 
the jury from twelve to seven. 

Mr. SULZER. And the gentleman is right about that. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And then going a step further 
and allowing four out of seven to pass judgment on the citizens’ 
property. It is a bad precedent. Now, there you have four men 
instead of twelve to take my house from me, whereas if some 
one maliciously takes my life you try the man who assaults me 
with a jury of twelve. 

There is not much difference when you take a man’s home 
away from his wife and little children—there is not much differ- 
ence between that and going along and taking his life. They are 
sacred; home, life, and liberty go along together. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Are we operating under the five-minute rule? [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. We are working under the five-minute 
rule, and the five minutes of the gentleman from Tennessee ex- 
pired as he closed his remarks. s 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word in ref- 
erence to this jury. Time and experience in a great many cases 
have proven that this form of law—the one you are discussing 
now—has worked in all respects equitably and justly not only to 
the District but to property owners, and I desire to say that if 
you require the unanimous verdict of a jury you put the power 
in the hands of one man to hang the verdict. If, for instance, 
a verdict should be equitably $6,000, one man on that jury can 
say,“ You must make this $10,000 or I will not sign ;” and to my 
mind it will work out an injustice—an injustice to the District, 
an injustice to those who are paying for these street-opening 
eases, and I want to state further, gentlemen, that it will be a 
dangerous precedent to adopt this amendment. Now you are 
acting and you are abiding by a majority vote. This is not a 
case of a trial before a court at law for murder or for a crime, 
but it is a question as to the valuation of property to be taken 
for public uses, and I tell you, gentlemen, it is a dangerous 
amendment. I confidently believe, if you adopt the amendment, 
the result will be to stop all street-opening cases in the District 
of Columbia or the Commissioners will have to come back to 
Congress with the statement that it is not safe and it is impossi- 
ble for them to go ahead with any further improvements of this 
character. 

Mr. WEBBER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. WEBBER. Do you know of any State in the Union 
where a jury of less than twelve is authorized in condemning 
property? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And that by unanimous verdict. Every 
State in the Union. 

Mr. WEBBER. And that by unanimous verdict. > 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will say that this action, as I understand 
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it, is not a law proceeding under eminent domain to take prop- 
erty, but this is a special proceeding, the operation of which has 
been demonstrated by experience of many years in the District 
of Columbia to be the best and most equitable method in the 
condemnation of land in street-extension cases. 

Mr. WEBBER. That does not answer the question. Do you 
know what State? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I want to state further to the gentleman 
that in many cases the court appoints commissioners of three or 
five, as the case may be, to assess damages and report to the 
court, 

Mr. WEBBER. I will ask the gentleman what State—— 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Michigan is one. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The court has to approve the verdict before 
it goes into effect, and I say to the gentleman from Ohio that 
in my judgment this would be a dangerous amendment, and 
would operate directly in opposition to what he intends it should. 

Mr. WEBBER. If I understand, Mr. Chairman, the point 
the gentleman makes is this, that some of these jurors niay be 
corrupted and therefore proceedings blocked. Am I right? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I stated that one man could hang the other 
six. 

Mr. WEBBER. You said, if I understood you corerctly, 
more than that. 

Mr. BABCOCK. This provides for a jury of seven and a 
majority controls the verdict, and that verdict is rendered to 
the court and the court has to approve it before it goes into 
effect. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his amendment, 
because I consider it a very serious question. 

Mr. WEBBER. Mr. Chairman, I can not see it that way. 
The chairman of the committee says it is a very serious ques- 
tion, and to that I accede. It is an exceedingly serious question, 
if things are in that condition in the District of Columbia 
where proceedings are liable to be blocked because of corruption. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I never mentioned the word “corruption,” 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. WEBBER. Well, the record will show. I do not want 
to misquote the gentleman at all, but I know that throughout 
the States of the Union—there may be some exceptions, but 
practically all of them—it is understood by all present that a 
jury of twelve and all of the twelve are required to take one 
foot of land from anybody, and I think this is a very dan- 
gerous precedent, It may have been the practive heretofore 
to allow a proceeding of that character, but for one I protest 
and register my vote against this. I can not see it in any 
other way, and I still insist upon the amendment, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I am very much surprised 
to hear the gentleman from Wisconsin express astonishment at 
an amendment of this character. 

Why, this matter of requiring a unity of action on the part of 
jurors is as old as our civilization. It comes down from Magna 
Charta; it is a part of our judicial system that every man re- 
gards as the one particular jewel in the crown of our civilization. 
The requiring of this unanimity of action is not new, but the 
experience of centuries acquiesces in its wisdom and justice. 
Why should we make an exception here? This is not a trivial 
matter. Under this proceeding that is now contemplated there 
may be a sum of eight or nine thousand dollars involved, a sum 
that the people of this District may be contending for in order 
to secure their rights. Why should we not observe that pro- 
cedure that all of these centuries have determined to be wise 
and just? 

I want to make still another amendment to this section and 
to strike out the words, when the time comes, “if the court 
shall so direct, or otherwise as the court may direct,” and com- 
pel this proceeding to be had in the presence of the court. I 
want to give all the dignity possible to the adjudication of this 
question, that involves eight or nine thousand dollars to the 
people of this District. It is an important suit. If you can 
not take from a man his property to the amount of $20 without 
giving him the benefit of a jury in the presence of a court, pre- 
sided over by a court with all the power possible to give respect 
and dignity to that proceeding, ought we here, in the interest 
of the stockjobbers in real estate in this District, to waive all 
that and allow a man to be despoiled, as he may be, under this 
proceeding? I think it ought to have all of the dignity with 
which we can surround it. And, more than that, I want this 
section further amended so that all that testimony that may be 
offered may not necessarily be received. These gentlemen have 
so worded this section that whatever testimony is offered, with- 
out regard to any of the questions usually involved in the e- 
curement of testimony, shall be received. Note what the lan- 
guage is: 

Said jury shall proceed in the presence of the court if the court 
shall so direct. or otherwise as the court may direct, to hear and re- 


ceive” such evidence as may be offered or submitted. 


That is what the testimony must be. Whether it is compe- 
tent or incompetent, whether it is relevant or irrelevant, 
whether it clouds the issue or whether it makes it clearer, it 
has all got to be “ received” under the peculiar wording of this 
bill. Why should that language be in there? If this is to be 
a fair proceeding, if it is to have some relation to the dignity of 
ordinary proceedings in court, why should the judge have the 
power to send the jury off into some dark room and then com- 
pel them there to receive any testimony that anyone, no matter 
what his cupidity may be, no matter what his interest may be, 
no matter how vile he may be, may wish to offer. I confess 
that in all the experience that I have had with statutes, with 
questions that have been submitted to Congress, I have never 
yet seen one that compelled the jury to “receive” that testi- 
mony which any interested or any person might see fit to force 
upon its attention. 

„„ The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
exp 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope this 
amendment will be defeated. In the first place, this procedure 
seems to be entirely satisfactory to the people living in the Dis- 
trict, where this practice has been followed for the last six or 
seven years. And I have yet to learn that any proceeding of this 
kind, either upon the part of any property owner or any at- 
torney acting for a property owner, is not entirely satisfactory. 

Now, as to the contention of the gentleman that it ought to be 
in the presence of the court, I will say that this proceeding is 
in the nature of a proceeding held before commissioners of 
estates. In that case the testimony is not taken before the 
court. Neither has the verdict to be unanimous. For instance, 
here is an estate in which a party has a claim, for example, 
$50,000 against the estate. In Michigan when there is no doubt 
as to what commissioners will do the attorneys, in selecting the 
number of commissioners, usually select two, simply for the 
purpose of saving expense, but where there is likely to be a con- 
test they select three, and a majority of the three determine 
what the verdict shall be. That is precisely what is done in this 
ce and I earnestly hope that this amendment will be voted 

own, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WEBBER]. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Division! Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 41; noes 43. 

Mr. WEBBER. Tellers! 

The question was taken on ordering tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not a sufficient number, and tellers are 
refused. The noes have it, and the amendment is rejected. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out, in lines 
4 and 5 on page 4, the words “if the court shall so direct, or 
otherwise, as the court may direct.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, lines 4 and 5, strike ont the words “if the court shall so 
direct, or otherwise, as the court may direct.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The questien is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, just a word in reference to 
that. That is on old practice here of the court, and this is tak- 
ing away one of the rights and privileges of the court, which, I 
think, it will hardly be good judgment to do. I hope that the 
amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is not a prerogative of the court. We can 
authorize a court, if we see fit, not to perform this duty; other- 
wise it will be the duty of the court to perform it. I think 
that there is no reason why a matter involving an amount of 
money that this case may involve should not receive the atten- 
tion of a justice of the court. There is no hardship to anybody, 
and it certainly will have a good effect to have a judge there 
to determine interlocutory questions that may arise during the 
presentation of the proof. I think it is a wise thing to have 
this adjudication and that it shall be under the surveillance 
and in the presence of and with the aid of a competent judge. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amend- 
ment will prevail. While, as I said a few moments ago, this 
is a small matter compared with many others, and while there 
is but five or six thousand dollars involyed in the opening of 
this little street of 200 feet, yet within the memory of many 
Members of Congress bills of this kind have previously been be- 
fore Congress where it extended a distance of a quarter or half 
a mile, where many ‘thousands were involved. Therefore it 
seems to me that a court would not waste its time in sitting and 
hearing the matters in controversy, especially where the pro- 
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posed law simply orders and directs that the evidence of every 
person shall be received without any judge or judicial officers 
sitting there to determine upon the competency of this evi- 
dence. It is more in the nature of a marshal's or commis- 
sioner’s court, without any judge presiding, as to the rules of 
evidence. Evidence of an illegal character, contrary to law, 
may be admitted without the presence of a court, where hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars worth of property are passed upon. 
The court should at least pass upon the competency of the evi- 
dence received and would then be in better position to determine 
the legal questions which might arise. I hope the amendment 
will prevail. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, the right of a 
jury in the appraisement of the value of property taken under 
the right of eminent domain, in the original proceeding, does not 
exist in any considerable number of States of the Union. Al- 
most universally the practice is that commissioners or apprais- 
ers are appointed by the court, in some jurisdictions three, and 
some five, as the court may direct. In some States the number 
is provided by statute, The object is to have appraisers or 
commissioners in the first instance to appraise the property to 
be taken. In nearly all jurisdictions the right of appeal lies to 
a court, where the whole question may be gone over de nova, 
testimony offered upon the one side and upon the other, in the 
presence of a court, before twelve jurors, where the rights of the 
contending parties may be fully adjudicated under the direction 
of the court. So that, in this instance, it is unfortunate that 
this bill calls these appraisers or commissioners “ jurors” 
instead of commissioners or appraisers, as is usual in many of 
the States of the Union. 

The people whose property is condemned under the provisions 
of this bill are not deprived of the right of a trial by jury. 
Under section 11 of the bill an appeal by an interested party 
may be taken, and there lies the right of a trial by jury. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; that is 
exactly what it does do—to deny a trial by jury. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I think that the right of a trial 
is given here. Under the common law there is a right to 
trial by jury. If there is not in the bill, there should be, and 
an amendment of that kind should be offered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If you do that I will withdraw my ob- 
jection to the bill. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. It is the practice now. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It can not be the practice under this bill. 
It is artfully drawn to prevent a trial or a possibility of a trial 
by jury. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I am informed that that is the 
practice in the District. 

Mr. eines There is no trial by jury to be had under 
this bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. If it is not the practice in the 
District of Columbia now, in all cases of appeal from awards 
by appraisers, I say that it ought to be, and I understand that 
it is. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will read the upper part 
of page 5, he will find what the procedure is in case the court 
sets aside the verdict. It will simply be a repetition of what 
has been had already—another jury. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. But the question now before the 
committee is that of the right of a jury of twelve before a court 
in the original appraisement. I think there is no question that 
this amendment should be voted down and that the practice 
followed in other jurisdictions should be followed here. Then 
if this bill does not already permit an appeal, and if it is not 
the practice within this District to give that right, I favor 
giving it, so that the question shall be tried de novo on such 
appeal before a court and jury. 

Mr. PALMER. That is expensive for the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, before that amendment is 
voted on I want to say just a word in reference to this. It 
seems that a wrong impression has been conveyed here. That 
is, that there is a denial of the right of appeal after this verdict 
has been rendered. There is nothing of the kind. Cases haye 
been held over and over again, where parties dissatisfied with 
the amount of a verdict haye gone into court and had a trial 
before a jury, the same as they would in a case of any other 
claim. Now, what does this do? This is enacted to provide 
that no appeal shall estop the opening of the street or prevent 
others from receiving their awards. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. You mean to cut the head off and 
give the remedy afterwards? 

Mr. BABCOCK. It does not prevent anyone from going into 
court and establishng his rights, 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman had read 
his own bill, I am inclined to think he would not have made the 
statement with which he last astonished the House. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The gentleman has read the bill a great 
many times. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let me read section 6: 

That the court shall haye power to hear and determine any objections 
which may be filed to said verdict or award, and to set aside and vacate 
the same, in whole or in part, when satisfied that it is unjust or un- 
Droneed ta EEEa the DAMASE OE DAISNE ue the cane eae te eee 
or Noo as to which the verdict may be vacated, ae in the case of the 

In other words, when the court wishes to set aside this pro- 
ceeding, then it may enter such an order that there shall be a 
repetition of the same thing. That is the remedy; that is the 
appeal; that is the possibility of getting a common-law jury, 
and that is the only one. 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is the remedy when the court sets aside 
the verdict of the jury 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It goes right back to another jury. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The proceedings have to be gone over again. 

Mr. HEPBURN. When a case is heard in court before a judge 
and jury it is tried according to the common law. There every- 
thing is open and aboveboard. There the witnesses who appear 
are subjected to cross-examination. Interlocutory questions are 
raised and decided by a competent court. There a man has some 
of the benefits of being heard and of haying his day in court 
before he is deprived of constitutional rights. Here it is not so. 
This may be a matter of comparatively little importance in this 
case; but the gentleman from Wisconsin astounded us a little 
while ago by assuring us that this provision was a reprint of the 
general form that they use in all these matters of a similar 
character here in this District. 

Mr. BABCOCK. It is a copy. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then if it is a copy it is time for the House 
of Representatives to set its seal of condemnation upon that 
class of procedure. It may be inconsequential here. It may be 
of vast importance in the next case, where gentlemen will repro- 
duce the same procedure in the name of justice. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from 
Iowa would read the first line of section 11 of the bill he would 
see what this is intended for. 

That no appeal by any interested party— 

Now, what does that do? 

That no appeal by any interested rty from the decision of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia confirming the assessment or 
assessments of benefits or damages herein rovided” for nor any other 
proceeding at law or in equity by such against the confirmation 
of such assessment or assessments shall delay or prevent the ment 
of award to others in respect to the property contemned nor delay or 


prevent the taking of any of said property sought to be condemned nor 
the extension of such road. 


In other words, that no appeal by any interested party shall 
delay or prevent the payment of awards to others. That is all. 
The very language of the bill itself shows the right of appeal 
under the law, and not only that, but case after case has been 
conducted in the District of Columbia where appeals have been 
taken. This simply provides that where perhaps fifty persons 
are given awards that the appeal of one or two of them shall 
not estop the others from receiving their money. ‘That is all it 
does. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the chairman of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia tell the House what the practice is on 
appeal from a decision of the court? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I prefer not to get into a legal discussion, 
because while I know what the practice is I am not a lawyer 
and I do not want to attempt to describe in legal terms the 
details of the procedure to be taken, 

Mr. SHERLEY. I want to know whether such a bill would 
raise questions of fact as well as law or whether it would sim- 
ply review the law. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I can not answer the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, if the Members of the 
House will possess themselves of this bill and give to it a very 
brief attention they will discover by the argument of the gen- 
tleman himself, repeated over and over again, that there is no 
possible avenue by which the owner of real estate sought to be 
condemned in this way can ever have a trial by jury. The gen- 
tleman has repeatedly—although I do not think he quite under- 
stood the force and effect of what he was saying—said that this 
was a special proceeding, a term which lawyers pretty well 
understand the meaning of; that it was of its own character a 
proceeding to condemn land, and that it was not of a character 
that could command the authorization of a common-law jury, 
but was a commission; and finally our friends have planted 
themselves on that ground. 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is in the condemnation proceedings. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman does not understand the 


question at all. Now, this bill—and I ask the attention of every 
intelligent man—contains all the law there is on the subject of 
condemnation of this particular kind of land. < 

Mr. STERLING. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Ohio if there is an eminent domain law in the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I presume so. If there is, they ought to 
proceed under it, and there would be no necessity for this. 
That is what I have been claiming all the time. But, assuming 
that there is or is not, I assert—and no lawyer will contradict 
me—that all the rights and all the remedies that the owner of 
real estate has is given to him by this bill that I hold in my 
hand if it should become a law. 

Now, what is there of it? The gentleman says that because 
in section 11 the words used are, “ No appeal by interested par- 
ties shall” do so and so, that that carries a provision for an 
appeal. Why, that is far from it. The appeal contemplated 
there is an appeal provided for in the form of exceptions fo the 
ruling of the court in setting aside the finding of the commission. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not going to worry any further with 
this bill. It is ill formed and absolutely defective in every par- 
ticular. If there is a necessity for this legislation, this committee 
ought to take this bill back and examine it, and then come here 
with a perfected bill, when we can readily pass it. But this bill 
is defectve and ought not to be passed, and the House will make 
a great mistake if it should permit this bill to become a law. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
hear the amendment read again. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, line 4, after the word “court,” strike out “if the court 
shall so direct, or otherwise as the court may direct.” 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, there is no more 
reason why this procedure should be in the presence of the 
court than there is that the commissioners should sit in the 
presence of the probate judge. It is not the practice to do that, 
nor when a circuit judge sits as a probate judge. When you and 
I come to die and have an estate to settle, the commissioners 
who are appointed will not sit in the presence of the court un- 
less there is some special reason for it, but they will sit by them- 
selyes, and it will be in the power and discretion of the probate 
judge to say whether or not it is necessary for him to be pres- 
ent when the jury or commission is proceeding with its work. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Hersurn), there were—ayes 55, noes 39. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out, in line 
6 on page 4, the words “and receive.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, line 6, strike out the words and receive.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. There is no objection to that, Mr. Chairman. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, in line 9, 
page 4, by inserting, after the word “avenue,” the words “the 
evidence so presented shall be preserved as a record of the 
court.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, after the word “ avenue,“ in line 9, page 4, the words“ the 
evidence so presented shall be preserved as a record of the court.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, there is no objection to that 
amendment, 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. That if the use of a part only of any peo or parcel of 
ground shall be condemned, the jury in determining its value shall not 
take into consideration any benefits that may accrue to the remainder 
thereof from the extension of said road or highway, but such benefits 
shall be considered in determining what assessment shall be made on 


or against such part of such piece or parcel of land as may not be 
taken as hereinbefore provided. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the chairman of 
the committee, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Bancock], to 
kindly explain the necessity for this section. Why should not 
those parts that are immediately adjacent or abutting to these 
lands stand just as the others do? Why should there be this 
fifth section at all? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, there have been numerous instances 
where parts of property have been taken that practically de- 
stroyed tbe value of the portion not taken, as compared with 
pieces that have not been touched at all, and this provision has 


been deemed necessary on the part of the Commissioners, who 
have recommended and approved of that section in these bills. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is not that an innovation on the 
common-law practice? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, I do not think that itis. It reads but 
such benefits shall be considered in determining what assess- 
ment shall be made on or against such part of such piece or 
parcel of land as may not be taken as hereinbefore provided.” 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, why should not the advantages 
be set off against the disadvantages and the results certified? 
That is the usual course. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think the last three lines do that. 

Mr. PALMER. No; I do not think the last three lines fix it 
at all. Now, the usual, ordinary legal method is to set off the 
advantages against the disadvantages, and if the advantages ex- 
ceed the disadvantages the landowner is given a verdict in 
accordance therewith, and if the damages exceed the advantages 
he gets a verdict for that amount. I can see no reason why 
this peculiar method should be adopted. It practically comes 
to the same thing, but it only tends to confuse and make not 
clear that which ought to be clear. 

Mr. Chairman, I move that this section be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out section 5. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I do not think there is any 
objection to that. I do not think the section is vitally important. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 11. That Interested fr the decisi 
of the supreme 3 the etre of Colum — — the —.— 
pur oiler ONAE at law or Sx conte ty once IDAT EAIN the 
confirmation of — —̃ or Pra ab ln A shall delay or prevent 
the 8 of award to others in respeet to the property condemned, 
nor delay or prevent the taking of any of said 8 sought to be 
condemned nor the extension of such road: Provided, however, That 
upon the final determination of said appeal or other proceeding at law 
or in equity the amount found to be due and payable as damages sus- 
tained reason of the extension of said road under the provisions 
hereof shall be paid as hereinbefore provided. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I move the following 
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 7, line 8, after the word “condemned,” strike out the words 
“nor delay or prevent the taking of any of said property sought to be 
condemned nor the extension of such roads; and at the of line 
14 add the following: “Provided further, That in all cases of appeal 
the same shall not operate to suspend the er aes, ge in said case as 
to the property covered unless a sufficient bond shall be giyen by said 
appellant form and for the sum and upon such conditions as may be 
ordered by the court from which said appeal is taken.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. 

Mr. BABCOCK. As to whether this amendment would, in 
effect, delay the opening of a street in case one party should 
appeal from a decision and commence suit to have it set aside? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If his property was necessary to the 
opening of the street it certainly would. 

Mr. Chairman, this proposition looks to conform to the law of 
the United States, the constitutional provision that private 
property shall not be taken for public use except by due process 
of law. As long as a man has a right to insist that his property 
has not been taken by due process of law he ought to have the 
right to hold on to his property. This provision is that if he 
wants to appeal, if he is given the right of appeal—and the gen- 
tleman says he is, though I do not know where it is myself—if 
he will give a bond to indemnify the public for any damages 
they may sustain by reason of his appeal in ascertaining his 
rights he may hold on to his property until his rights are adjudi- 
cated. ‘That, I think, is a fair provision and I haye offered it 
in perfect good faith. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I think that amendment is all 
right, so far as this bill is concerned; but this provision in the 
bill was intended to operate in such cases as Sixteenth street 
and Fourteenth street, where there were a great many parties 
in interest and where one party has been the cause of holding 
the matter for a period of at least two years in a case where 
forty or fifty other interests were involved, where they could 
not mortgage or sell or dispose of their property nor borrow, 
money on it nor have a loan renewed, and which has worked a 
great hardship to those in interest. That was the intention of 
this provision. However, it will not affect the purpose of this 
bill, and I have no objection to the amendment. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I think it had better go 
In. It certainly recognizes a fundamental principle of our hold- 
ing of property in the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
rise, with a favorable report to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Densy, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 130) 
authorizing an extension of Kalorama road NW., and had 
directed him to report said bill, with amendments, with the 
recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and the 
bill as amended do pass. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Congress of the United States: 


I transmit herewith, as a case not acted upon by the Fifty-eighth 
Congress, a report from the Secretary of State and accompanying 
papers relating to the appeal for rena vie! addressed to the equitable 
consideration of the Government of the United States by the owners of 
the Norwegian steamer Nicaragua, 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


Tue WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, January 8, 1906. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President; which was read, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of State resubmitting 
the claim, which was not acted upon by the Fifty-eighth Congress, of 
Messrs. Sivewright, Bacon & Co. for damages sustained by their vessel, 
the British steamship Fastry, in consequence of collisions at Manila in 
June, 1901, with certain coal hulks belonging to this Government. 

I renew the recommendation which I made to the Congress on Janu- 
ary 19, 1903, that, as an act of equity and comity E be made 
for reimbursement to the firm of the money expend by it in making 
the repairs to the ship which the collisions rendered necessary. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tun WHITE House, January 8, 1906. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President; which was read, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives: 

In compliance with the resolution of the House of Representatives of 
December 16, 1905, requesting the President “to cause to be prepared 
as soon as may be practicable and to communicate to the House infor- 
mation as to the number of clerks and other civil employees in the 
classified service, male or female, in each of the Executive partments 
of the Government and in the Government Printing Office and under 
the Smithsonian Institution, and in the aggregate, in the city of Wash- 
ington who have reached the age of 70 F ta or more,” transmit 
herewith reports from the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, the Secretary of War, the Attorney-General, the Postmaster- 
General, the Secretary of the Navy, the Secretary of the Interior, the 
Secretary of Agriculture, the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, the 
Public Printer, the Acting Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, 
the 5 the or mr 3 ans Sal 8 

1 Sommission, giv. e information ues n said resolu s 
3 sos £ — ROOSEVELT. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, January 8, 1906. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, 
referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: ; 
lose herewith the annual report of the Isthmian Canal Commis- 

BRR yra annual report of the Panama Rallroad Company, and the Sec- 

retary of War's letter transmitting the same, together with certain 


apers. 

x The work on the Isthmus is being admirably done, and great progress 
has been made, especially during the last nine months. The plant is 
being made ready and the organization perfected. The first work to be 
done was the work of sanitation, the necessary preliminary to the work 
of actual construction; and this has been pushed forward with the ut- 
most energy and means. In a short while I shall sp before you the 
recommendations of the Commission and of the board of consulting engi- 
neers as to the proper plan to be adopted for the canal itself, together 
with my own recommendations thereon, All the work so far has been 
done not only with the utmost expedition, but in the most careful and 
thorough manner; and what has been accomplished gives us good reason 
to believe that the canal will be dug in a shorter time than had been 
anticipated and at an Sel i er within the estimated amount. All 
our citizens have a right to congratulate themselyes upon the high 
standard of efficiency and integrity which has been hitherto maintained 
by the representatives of the vernment in doing this at work. If 
this high standard of efficiency and integrity can be maintained in the 
future at the same leyel which it has now reached, the construction of 
the Panama Canal will be one of the feats to which the people of this 
Republic will look back with the highest pride. 


ime to time various publications haye been made, and from 
tiene to ae in the future — — similar publications doubtless will be 
made, purportin 
efficiency, or 


to give an account of jobbery, or immorality, or in- 
— — obtaining on the Isthmus. I have carefully 


examined into each of these accusations which seemed worthy of atten- 
tion. In every instance the accusations have proved to be without 
foundation in any sha or form. They spring from several sources. 
1 they take the shape of statements by irresponsible investi- 
tors of a sensational habit of mind, incapable of observing or repeat- 
ng with accuracy what they see, and desirous of obtaining notoriety by 
widespread slander. More often they originate with, or are given cur- 
rency by, individuals with a personal grievance. The sensation mongers, 
both those who stay at home and those who visit the Isthmus, may 
und their accusations on false statements by some engineer, who, 
aving applied for service on the Commission and been refused such 
service, now endeavors to discredit his successful troy Agi or by 
some lessee or owner of real estate who has sought action or inaction 
by the Commission to increase the value of his lots, and is bitter be- 
cause the Commission can not be used for such purposes; or on the 
tales of disappointed bidders for contracts; or of office holders who have 
proved 8 or who have been suspected of corruption and dis- 
missed, or who have been overcome by panic and have fied from the 
Isthmus. 8 specific charge pentue to jobbery, to immorality, or 
to inefficiency, from whatever source it has come, has been immediately 
investigated, and in no single instance haye the statements of these 
sensation mongers and the interested complainants behind them proved 
true. The only discredit inhering in these false accusations is to those 
who originate and give them currency, and who, to the extent of their 
abilities, thereby hamper and obstruct the completion of the great work 
in which both the honor and the interest of America are so deeply in- 
volved. It matters not whether those guilty of these false accusations 
utter them in mere wanton recklessness and folly, or in a spirit of sinis- 
ter malice to gratify some personal or political grudge. 

Any attempt to cut down the salaries of the officials of the Isthmian 
Commission, or of their subordinates who are doing rine inde work, 
would be ruinous from the standpoint of ee ng the work 
effectively. To quote the words of one of the best observers on the 
Isthmus, “ Demoralization of the service is certain if the reward for 
successful endeavor is a reduction of pay.“ We are undertaking in 
Panama a gigantic task—the largest piece of engineering ever ‘do ê. 
The ge nn of the men engaged thereon is only temporary, and 
yet it will require the highest order of ability if it is to be done 
economically, honestly, and efficiently. To attempt to secure men to 
do this work on insufficient salaries would amount to putting a pre- 
mium upon inefficiency and corruption. Men fit for the work will not 
undertake it unless they are well paid. In the end the men who do 
undertake it will be left to seek other employment with as their chief 
reward the reputations they achieve. Their work is infinitely more 
difficult than Ta private work, both because of the peculiar conditions 
of the tropical land in which it is laid, and becanse it is impossible 
to free them from the peculiar limitations inseparably connected with 
Government employment; while it is unfortunately true that men 
engaged on public work, no matter how devoted and disinterested their 
services, must expect to be made the objects of misrepresentation and 
attack. At best, therefore, the positions are not attractive in propor: 
tion to their importance; and among the men fit to do the task, only 
those with a genuine sense of public spine to do the at work for the 
work's sake can be obtained; and such men can not kept if they are 
to be treated with niggardliness and parsimony, in addition to the cer- 
tainty that false accusations will continually brought against them. 

I repeat that the work on the Isthmus has been done and is being 
done admirably. The organization is good. The mistakes are extraor- 
dinarily few, and these few have been of practically no consequence. 
The zeal, intelligence, and efficient public service of the Isthmian Com- 
mission and its subordinates have been noteworthy. I court the fullest, 
most exhaustive, and most searching investigation of any act of thei 
and if any of them is ever shown to have done wrong his punishmen 
shall be exemplary. But I ask that they bo asonu paid, and that their 
hands be upheld as long as they act decently. n any other condi- 
tions we shall not be able to get men of the right type to do the work; 
and this means that on any other condition we shall insure, if not 
failure, at least delay, scandal, and inefficiency in the task of digging 
the giant canal. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tue WiIrn HoUsE, January 8, 1906. 


BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bill: 

H. R. 99. An act to aid the Council City and Solomon River 
Railroad Company. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leaye of absence was granted to Mr, 

GRAHAM, for four days, on account of sickness. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. Jones of Washington was given 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, the papers in the case of German M. Rouse, Fifty-eighth 
Congress, first session, no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Does not the report of the Committee of the 
Whole House recently made have precedence that would enable 
us to conclude that business now, if it is practicable? There 
are many gentlemen who would like to dispose of that at this 
time. 

The SPEAKER. In answer to the parliamentary inquiry, the 
Chair will state to the gentleman from Iowa that this is Dis- 
trict day, and there is unfinished business before the House. 
If the House does not conclude consideration of it to-day, it will 
go over until the next District day. 

Mr, HEPBURN. I am assuming that my friend from New 
York [Mr. Payne] is about to move to adjourn. I hope he will 
withhold the motion. 


1906, 


Mr. PAYNE. I was about to move to go into Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 

The SPEAKER. 
order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 


Let us conclude this matter now. 
Does the gentleman call for the regular 


Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the first amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. SAMUET. 
W. Samar] desires a vote for each amendment separately, does 
he not? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I was about to say to the House 
I bad stepped out of the Chamber, and just before I did so I 
was informed by the chairman of the committee [Mr. BABCOCK ] 
that this was on the Calendar as unfinished business, and he did 
not desire to take it up to-day. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If there is any expressed wish about the 
matter I do not desire to interfere with it. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. In the absence of the chairman 
and under those circumstances I would not like to take it up. 


PHILIPPINE TARIFF, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 3. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Otmsrep in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 3—the Philippine tariff bill. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, no doubt 
the Members of the House were astonished last Saturday at the 
speech of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lawrence] 
in favor of tariff revision. I believe that they will recover from 
their astonishment somewhat when they learn the respective 
positions upon this question of the Republican voters of Massa- 
chusetts and the Republican leaders. The former are tired of 
paying tribute to the trusts and are clamoring loudly for relief 
for their industries. The Republican leaders are reducing the 
pressure upon themselves by making only such concessions as 
they are forced to while standing pat as much as they dare to. 
They did make a declaration in their platform last year, with 
the usual qualifications, that seemed something like a statement 
in favor of tariff revision at some future time not yet definitely 
ascertained. That declaration was appropriately characterized 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] as “a 
straddle and a bluff.” They made that statement after the 
Democrats had elected a governor by a plurality of 35,000 votes 
in a State that is normally Republican by 60,000 votes. 

This year they elected their candidate for governor by nomi- 
nating an exceptionally popular man, who believes in low tariffs, 
by the small majority of 22,000, while the Republican candi- 
date for lleutenant-governor, who was a high protectionist, was 
able, by means of stooping considerably and opportunely, to 
barely escape defeat by the small plurality of less than 2,000 
yotes. 

Mr. TIRRELL. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will yield 
for a question, I will ask him if he will state to this House what 
the Republican majority is in the house of representatives in 
Massachusetts and the Republican majority in the senate of 
Massachusetts and the gains in Republican senators made in 
the city of Boston alone? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I am ready 
to answer any question that will contribute even a little to the 
elucidation of the subject that we are considering, but I can 
not discover a connection between the increase in the number 
of senators from the city of Boston and the tariff question. I 
will say for the information of the gentleman, concerning his 
question of the increase of Republican senators and representa- 
tives throughout the State, that the Republican party has so 
gerrymandered the State of Massachusetts that they have an 
overwhelming majority in the legislature that does not at all 
represent the proportions of the two political parties. [Loud 
applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. TIRRELL. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts when that gerrymander occurred, and if 
the same division of districts has not been in force in Massa- 
chusetts for the last ten years and a new reapportionment is to 
be made this year on that account? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
must decline to answer that question, not out of any discour- 
tesy to the gentleman, but because I am unable to see that it 
has the slightest relation to the subject in hand, and as I believe 
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this House would like to rise at 5 o'clock and my speech will 
take until that time, I must decline to yield to any question 
that does not throw some light, at least a small ray, upon the 
subject which we are considering. 

So you see, Mr. Chairman, that the people of Massachusetts. 
regardless of party, are practically united in favor of tariff 
revision. The intensity of that feeling is not adequately ex- 
pressed in Republican platforms or Republican speeches. The 
tariff-reyision sentiment has gone beyond the control of the 
Republican leaders of Massachusetts; and it is certain that 
the crow which the Republican party ate in their last con- 
vention is not their final experience with that unsavory dish. 
They will be compelled to eat more and more of it eacli year 
until they go the full length of the Democratic demand for 
honest tariff revision, not in the interest of its friends, the 
swollen trusts, but in the interest of the millions of consumers 
in this land. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

And as it is often argued by the Republicans of Massachusetts 
that we can not have free raw materials because of the alleged 
position of some members of my party in the Southern States, 
I am glad to be able to state, after consultation with many of 
them, that they are ready to vote for a bill for free hides if we 
will also support a bill that will give them free boots and shoes 
and a substantial reduction of the tariff upon products of 
leather. So, now, Mr. Speaker, that you have a better under- 
standing of the tariff sentiment in Massachusetts, I trust that 
you will not be too severe upon my colleagues during their 
transition from the high-protection caterpillar state of political 
development to the low-tariff butterfly condition. [Laughter.] 
They are in an awkward dilemma, for upon one hand the peo- 
ple of Massachusetts are goading them to insurrection, while 
upon the other hand the Speaker of the House frowns sternly 
upon such unruly conduct. As political navigators they are 
doing their level best to steer the party boat clear of the Scylla 
of the Speaker’s censure and the Charybdis of an indignant 
constituency. [Applause and laughter an the Democratic side.] 
Theirs is truly an embarrassing position, and you should com- 
miserate rather than condemn them. They are really victims 
of circumstances over which they have no control. If, Mr. 
Speaker, you are moyed toward harsh measures for these recal- 
citrants, I trust you will remember that “ the quality of mercy 
is not strained; it droppeth as the gentle dew from heaven.” 
And when you remember that, I know that you will forgive 
them. If you do not, Mr. Speaker, then, as an upright judge. 
you are bound to take into consideration their previous good 
conduct, for, you know, they have been good on the whole since 
the Dingley bill passed. 

Beyond the silent introduction of a few free-hide bills by 
Members from shoemaking districts and a few free-coal bills 
during the excitement of the coal sriké, which conduct may 
reasonably be excused upon the ground of pardonable local 
interest, they hgve been truly loyal to those great pillars of the 
Republican party, the beef trust, the steel trust, the coal trust, 
the lumber trust, and all the other trusts. [Applause and laugh- 
ter.] And do not forget, Mr. Speaker, that they will come 
around all right again, provided the Republican party carries 
the next election by a substantial majority. So do not cut them 
off their committees, do not cut down their appropriaions for 
rivers and harbors and public buildings. Deal with them kindly. 
Treat them as lost sheep. 

Just let them alone and they'll come home, 
Wagging their tails behind them. 

[ Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with your indulgence, I will discuss 
briefly the pending bill. Democrats should welcome the oppor- 
tunity of discussing this measure, for it affords them a chance 
to declare their positions upon two important questions—our 
governmental relations to the Philippine Islands and the ques- 
tion of tariff reform. The minority report states clearly the 
Democratic position upon both of these questions. We believe 
that our governmental relations to the Philippine Islands violate 
both the Constitution of the United States and the genius of 
American institutions. Therefore. we favor a severance of 
those relations at the earliest possible moment, because we are 
convinced that while we retain the islands they will afford a 
standing argument for a larger Navy and for increased ex- 
penditures generally. Furthermore, it will leave upon us the 
stain of the sin of maintaining control of a people who aspire to 
be free men. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The Democratie position in favor of free trade with the Phil- 
ippine Islands is also in harmony with the Federal Constitu- 
tion, which declares that all imposts, excises, and duties shall 
be uniform throughout the United States. If, however, the sub- 
stitute bill offered by the minority fails to pass, then I will 
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gladly vote for the pending bill, believing that the Democratic 
party ought to embrace eyery opportunity for tariff reform that 
is presented. 

Now, I admit that a system is not a wise one which would 
Include all the men of a country in a single enterprise. If 
instead of depending largely upon agriculture as we do we 
depended solely upon it, some great blight of nature might bring 
calamity to us, even as the failure of the potato crop brought 
famine upon Ireland. Therefore it is well that our industries 
are diversified and that our manufactures haye grown to their 
present great dimensions. Although our abundant supplies of 
coal, iron, lumber, copper, silver, and gold would have made us 
successful in manufacturing without the aid of a tariff at all, 
still no one will quarrel now with the policy of those statesmen 
who in the early days laid small taxes for the encouragement of 
American manufactures. Yet the singular result of that small 
beginning is that while the manufacturers of this country have 
grown immensely wealthy, the taxes upon competing products 
have constantly increased. Still stranger is the fact that al- 
though these taxes had their origin in the patriotic desire to 
possess those articles in time of war which were needed for its 
prosecution, they have operated to enable American manufac- 
turers to sell their products more cheaply to foreigners than to 
American citizens. Now, we have a country that is marvelously 
wealthy, wonderfully developed, and filled with a people of high 
intelligence. 

There is no longer any need for the maintenance of a system 
of high protection. Its friends admit that many duties are too 
high that ought in justice to be lowered, but the reason they 
advance for noninterference with the existing schedules is that 
if one item is discussed then the entire schedules must be con- 
sidered, and that it is better, therefore, to forego a consideration 
of any schedule rather than endanger the whole system. 

Now, while this may furnish a sufficient motive for selfishly 
interested manufacturers, and those who represent them in 
Congress, it is not a good reason to give for nonaction to the 
American public. So other plausible pretexts had to be urged. 
A familiar one is that the Government should encourage diver- 
sity of occupations. A sufficient answer is that the Almighty 
provided for that when He gave us our broad acres of fertile 
lands, our vast stores of mineral wealth, our great forests, our 
mighty rivers and lakes, placed us between two great oceans, 
gave us our position in the temperate zone, and peopled our 
land with ambitious, intelligent, and industrious men. I am 
aware that credit to the Almighty for this beneficence is denied 
by the Republican party [laughter], and that they assert all 
our prosperity is due to the tariff, but I will not, at this late 
hour, go into a profitless discussion of the relative merits of 
these two sources of prosperity, for I believe that political 
necessities have made at least a portion of my audience some- 
what biased. [Laughter.| 

Another familiar argument is that the tariff is necessary in 
order to protect labor. Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe that Ameri- 
can labor is sufficiently progressive to prosper without Govern- 
ment aid, but there is no need of debating that proposition now. 
If we accept the Republican ground for the continuance of the 
tariff schedules—namely, their desire to protect labor—an ex- 
amination of the law will fail to disclose any justification for it. 
If they sought the protection of labor alone, then the rates 
would be only high enough to equalize the labor cost of articles 
produced in the United States and competing articles produced 
abroad. But an examination of the schedules will disclose that 
many articles are protected by tariff rates which exceed the 
entire labor cost of production. There is a bill pending in 
this Congress, introduced by the minority leader, which provides 
that no rate of duty shall exceed by 100 per cent the price of the 
foreign competing article. And yet I venture to predict that the 
Republican party, which bases its noninterference with the 
schedules upon its alleged desire to “ protect” American labor, 
will not pay the slightest attention to this bill. But, Mr. 
Chairman, we have seen this “protection to labor” theory 
dealt a severe if not a mortal blow by one of its own friends. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], the chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, discussed the Philippine 
tariff bill for nearly four hours last Thursday, and I state 
confidently that he proved that American labor needs no protec- 
tion. He anticipated the arguments of his Republican friends, 
who t the sugar and tobacco interests affected by this 
bill, by declaring that the Filipino could not compete success- 
fully with the American farmer. I cheerfully pay him the com- 
pliment of stating that he proved his case abundantly. He 
showed to us that the Filipino who is paid only a few cents a 
day, who frequently goes without shoes, without a hat, and 
without a cost, and sometimes without other unmentionable 


articles of his dress, is no match whatever in competition with 
the highly paid American farm laborer. 

Now, here we have a demonstration by one of the gentlemen 
who has steadily opposed tariff reduction; by the gentleman 
who, in point of fact, as the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, sits effectively upon the lid of tariff discus- 
sion, that American labor need fear nothing in competition with 
Filipino labor. 

Now, those who adopt his reasoning will see that it follows 
from this demonstration that we need not fear competition from 
the labor of Canada, Mexico, South America, or Europe, because 
the scale of wages is much higher in each of these countries 
than it is in the Philippine Islands. Therefore, we must con- 
clude that the Republican cry of “ pauper labor,” which has be- 
come so familiar to us in political campaigns, has been raised 
for the sole purpose of frightening the American workman into 
supporting the policy of high protection and voting the Repub- 
lican ticket. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

Seite CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. WEEKS. As to whether the gentleman himself thinks 
that American labor needs no protection. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I think 
that American labor needs no protection from stich labor as has 
been mentioned in the case of the Philippine Islands, or from a 
great deal of the labor of the world. I think that the American 
farm laborers and mechanics are abundantly able to take care 
of themselyes. I know we must have a tariff, because we must 
have revenues, and in imposing duties upon articles to raise a 
revenue we must afford incidental protection. I say that any 
tariff which will raise sufficient revenue under our existing sys- 
tem to run this Government will yield sufficient protection to 
American labor. [Applause on the Democratie side.] 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Then, as I understand it, in 
levying this tariff the gentleman would levy it with reference 
to revenue, regardless absolutely of protection? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, if it were 
the beginning of this country I would so levy the taxes. If we 
had an opportunity of providing another system, I would an- 
swer “Yes,” but there is no need of making an affirmative 
answer at this late day. I believe it would be entirely proper 
for any party in power in levying tariffs to take into considera- 
tion American labor if it could be shown, and clearly shown, 
ti there was any necessity for the protection of American 

abor. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. But the gentleman contends 
that there is no such evidence at this time. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, if the gen- 
tleman will follow my speech he will find out exactly how far I 
go in this particular, and as we are near adjournment I will 
thank him if he will not interrupt at this stage. Later on I 
will be glad to answer any questions. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I understood the gentleman to 
invite interruptions if they were pertinent to his remarks. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I stand on that ground 
now. Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe no more significant admis- 
sion has been made on the floor of this House in the last twenty 
years than that of the chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, the great tariff-making committee of the United States, 
for just as soon as it is discovered that there is either no need 
for protecting American labor by tariff schedules or need only 
of levying slight duties for its protection and that the tariff 
duties are levied for the purpose of enriching the manufacturers 
of this country then the people of this land will rise up and 
drive from power the party that perpetuates such a system. 

We always contended as Democrats that the labor which was 
paid $1 per day was not necessarily cheaper than that which was 
paid $2 a day, for we argued that if the $2 a day labor actually 
produced four times as much as the $1 per day labor, then the 
$1 a day labor was actually twice as dear to its employer as the 
$2 a day labor. So I do not criticise the statements of the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, for I find they 
are based upon sound economic principles, which have long been 
recognized and acted upon by the Democratic party. Now that 
tariff reduction has begun for the benefit of the Filipinos, how- 
ever, why should not we continue the benefits of tariff reduction 
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in order to help American citizens. Surely, if there is no fear 
of the cheaply paid labor of the Philippine Islands, there is no 
fear of the competition of the labor of the Canadian wheat 
raiser, the coal and iron miner, and the lumberman? Why 
not, therefore, give us a 75 per cent reduction of the rates upon 
coal, iron ore, lumber, wood pulp, fish, wheat, and other farm 
products that we get from Canada? You can confer no greater 
boon upon the people of the United States than to give them 
cheap food and clothing. Instead of depending for increases of 
wages upon the fear or whim of individual manufacturers, 
which increases would inevitably be unequal, the very moment 
you reduce the cost of food and clothing, that moment you in- 
crease the prosperity of labor by increasing the purchasing 
power of the wages of labor. On the other hand, the very 
moment that by tariff enactment you increase the cost of food 
and clothing, that moment you decrease the prosperity of labor 
by curtailing the purchasing power of the wages of labor. Now, 
why should we not put the Canadians, who are our brothers in 
blood, in speech, in customs, and institutions, upon terms of 
equality with the Filipinos, who are unlike us in all these re- 
spects, who are thousands of miles distant from us and who 
came to us solely as the accidental result of war? Why not go 
further and adopt reciprocal relations with France. The senior 
Senator from Massachusetts based his objection to the French 
reciprocal treaty, as I remember it, upon the ground that 
French jewelry might compete injuriously with the cheap 
jewelry manufactured at Attleboro, Mass. Now, in order to pro- 
tect that interest of comparatively slight importance we sacri- 
ficed a market which, according to Hon. W. A. Harris, of the 
National Live Stock Association of the United States, would be 
worth $40,000,000 annually to the farmers of this country. 

Why not go further and adopt reciprocal tariff relations with 
Germany and with South America? The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GrosvENor] asked the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARK] the other day what would a great food-consuming nation 
like Germany do without the food stuffs of the United States, 
and he indicated by his manner that he was confident that the 
retaliatory tariff which will be adopted by Germany in March 
will speedily be abandoned in order to admit at lower rates of 
duty American farm products. But I tell the gentleman that he 
would not be so serene in his conclusions if he had examined the 
history of recent meat exportations from the United States to 
Germany. If he did, that examination would disclose to him 
that since these discriminatory meat-inspection laws have been 
in force the prices of hogs, oxen, calves, and lambs haye in- 
creased marvelously, and that as a consequence the importa- 
tion of them from the United States has fallen off tremendously. 


He would find that hogs which sold at wholesale in 1900 for 9, 


cents a pound sold in 1904 for 14 cents a pound; that fat oxen 
which sold for 11 cents sold in 1904 for 15 cents; that calves 
which sold for 14 cents sold in 1904 for 18 cents, and that lambs 
which sold for 11 cents sold in 1904 for 14 cents; and he will find 
that in 1898 we sold to the Germans twenty times more pork, 
fifty times more hams and shoulders, and fourteen times more 
bacon than we did in 1904. Now, then, Mr. Chairman, this does 
not indicate that the Germans had to buy our beef and pork 
and lambs from us, and I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Ohio, in the light of that experience, why will they be compelled 
to buy their breadstuffs from us when the retaliatory tariff goes 
into operation? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I presume the gentleman does not want 
me to reply at this particular time, but with his leave I will 
answer that question at a later date. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I will be very glad to 
give the gentleman the unlimited time he will require to answer 
that question. Now, Mr. Chairman, the United States is not 
the sole producer of cattle, corn, and wheat. There are other 
sources of supply that are available to the Germans. The 
Argentine Republic is raising a choice quality of cattle. They 
have built packing houses, and they are shipping dressed meat 
to the markets of Europe in competition with us to-day. The 
Argentine Republic has a great field for the raising of wheat, 
and they have begun to raise sheep also upon an extensive scale. 
When the people in the Argentine Republic learn that they are to 
be permitted to trade upon preferential terms under the favored- 
nation clause of the German tariff, their raising of those arti- 
cles will be stimulated by the prospect of a larger and a more 
stable market, and they will compete with us more injuriously 
than they are doing now. Furthermore, Canada is prepared to 
become the great wheat field of the world. She will raise an 
immense quantity of wheat in the next few years, and she will 
undertake to compete with us for the markets of Europe. 
Russia, Austria-Hungary, and Roumania raise wheat upon a 
large scalo, and the farm products of these countries will come 


into competition with ours. There are other sources of sup- 
ply available to the Germans, and I believe that these people 
will loyally support the policy of their Government, which is 
to compel the favorable introduction into the United States 
of German articles of export. The Germans, I believe, will be 
willing to curtail their supply, both of bread and meat, when they 
find the increased prices of the American products compel them 
to economize. That reduced consumption follows increased 
prices is the history of the whole world. Now, I trust that the 
Members of this House will not rush the country heedlessly into 
a tarif war with Germany or any other country, for if they 
consult the pages of history they will learn that tariff wars 
are always unprofitable. That idea can be best illustrated, 
perhaps, by the story of the two dogs that were contending so 
furiously for a bone that they did not observe a third dog who 
came along and seized the bone and made off with it. France 
enjoyed friendly commercial relations with Italy, but the pro- 
tectionists of both countries forced the governments to abandon 
friendly relations and enter upon a tariff war. 

A short experience convinced them that it was unprofitable 
for both countries, for while they were contending neutral na- 
tions came in and took possession of their markets. Therefore, 
as sensible people, they adopted reciprocal relations as speedily 
as possible. The same is true of the tariff wars between France 
and Switzerland and France and Russia. In the event of a 
tariff war between Germany and the United States undoubtedly 
both countries would suffer tremendously, and no interest would 
suffer so much as the agricultural interests of the United States. 
They would find a very profitable source for their exports cut 
off, and it would be extremely difficult to dispose of this new 
surplus upon terms favorable to themselves. Now, perhaps, 
some good may result from this scheme of things, for the Ameri- 
can farmer may awaken to a sense of the inequalities of the 
Dingley tariff, and drive out the party that perpetuates that 
system. 

What do the farmers receive from the tariff? They get no 
more for their cattle now than they got in 1897, when the duty 
of 15 per cent was placed upon hides, yet that duty has increased 
the cost to them of the shoes they wear and the harness they 
place upon their horses. The tariff has not increased the price 
of the wheat and the corn which they export, for the prices 
are fixed in the great free-trade market of Liverpool and are 
based upon the yisible supply of these commodities and the 
probable demand for them. Yet that tariff has increased to 
thein the cost of farming machinery, of agricultural implements, 
of supplies, of materials that enter into their farm buildings 
and their dwellings, while the excessive cost of steel rails has 
imposed an additional handicap upon them by increasing the 
cost of the transportation of their products to the markets. 
Surely there is no one in the United States who ought to com- 
plain more loudly of the abuses of the present tariff than the 
long-suffering American farmer. 

Now, I will conclude this discussion, Mr. Chairman, in a few 
moments. I have noticed in this debate a tendency to regard 
the excess of exports over imports as the best evidence of our 
national prosperity, and, of course, that excess is attributed to 
the operation of the Dingley tariff. The Republican party is 
resourceful in expedients. It is ingenious in framing plausible 
excuses. In the years when the Republican tariff failed to 
cause an excess of exports over imports—when, in fact, our 
imports, year after year, exceeded our exports—we never heard 
this present-day theory that the prosperity of the nation was 
based upon the excess of the exports over imports. It was not 
until the last few years, when our exports exceeded our im- 
ports, that this new theory was devised as a pretext for con- 
tinuing the existing schedules. 

Now, that theory can be sound only upon the assumption 
that every time we sell we make gains, while every time we 
buy we suffer loss. That theory disregards the fundamental 
principle that all commerce is barter, and that money balances 
are merely the instrumentalities which close the aggregate of 
commercial transactions. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HErBURN] pointed with pride 
to the fact that our exports this year were $1,491,744,000, while 
our imports were $1,117,512,000. He triumphantly referred to 
this excess of $374,232,000 as a vindication of the policy of 
protection and as the sole criterion of our national prosperity. 
Now, suppose, Mr. Chairman, that we sold $187,000,000 less and 
bought $187,000,000 more, so that our exports and imports 
would exactly balance, would the gentleman from Iowa state 
then that our national prosperity had departed? Why, if the 
people of the United States instead of having in their pockets, 
or in the pockets of a few of them, rather, the three hundred 
and seventy-four millions represented by the excess of exports, 
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had in their possession $374,000,000 worth of foreign articles 
which they needed and which promoted their comfort and hap- 
piness, would they not be quite as well off as they are now? 

Why, the excess of exports over imports is only a drop in the 
bucket compared with the total of our commercial transactions. 
This year the value of the products of the farms of the United 
States was $6,415,000, of our manufactories $16,000,000,000, of 
our minerals $1,289,000,000. The excess of exports was only 6 
per cent of the total value of the agricultural products, only 23 
per cent of the total value of manufactures, and only 11 per 
cent of the total value of our factories, farms, and mines, leav- 
ing out of the calculation entirely the value of the products of 
our fisheries and our forests. 

No, it is not the excess of our exports that gauges our national 
prosperity, but the great volume of commercial transactions that 
are absolutely unrestricted by tariffs in the forty-five States and 
four Territories of this Union. [Loud applause.] 

Some idea of the immensity of these internal transactions may 
be gained from the statements that we have now 211,000 miles 
of railroad, and that the net earnings of the railroads of the 
United States were $659,000,000 last year. Out of the total 
value of our farm products we exported only 12 per cent last 
year and had 88 per cent left for domestic uses. Out of the 
total value of our manufactures and our mines only 4 per cent 
were exported and 96 per cent were left at home for domestic 
consumption. 

No, Mr. Chairman, it is the great system of free trade through- 
out the whole domain of the United States which has built up 
the prosperity of this nation. I trust that that system will be 
extended so that it will include Canada on the north of us and 
Mexico upon the south. I trust that it will be extended still 
further to embrace the whole American continent, so that stand- 
ing together, with the cry of “America for the Americans,” we 
will confidently face the outside world. [Loud applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. OLMSTED, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 3 and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
2 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
schedule of claims allowed by the several accounting officers of 
the Treasury Department under appropriations the balances of 
which have been exhausted—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
W. R. Henson, administrator of estate of John Henson, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. , 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting an estimate of deficiency appropriation for temporary 
barracks—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submit- 
ting an estimate of deficiency appropriation for certain eon- 
tingent expenses of the consular service—to the Committee on 
Appropriations and Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Postmaster-General sub- 
mitting reasons for certain changes in estimates as to salaries, 
ete.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a report of 
the expenditures of the Department and the use of the contin- 
gent fund—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Postmaster-General submit- 
ting an estimate of deficiency appropriation for the Post-Office 
Department—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, a draft of a bill to ratify an agreement with the Indians 
of the Colville Reseryation—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1972) granting 
an increase of pension to Stephen Gillon, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 27) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7408) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph W. Price, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 28); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2800) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Manahan, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 29); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3368) 
granting an increase of pension to William McNair, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 30) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1868) granting 
an increase of pension to Perry Egge, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 31); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7662) granting an increase of pension 
to Barney Schultz, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 32); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1789) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Shade, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 31); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1810) granting 
an increase of pension to James E. Post, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 34); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6186) granting 
an increase of pension to William Harvey, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 35); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
7952) granting an increase of pension to Detrick Nortrup, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 36); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1505) granting a pension to William 
Birmingham, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 37); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8550) granting 
an increase of pension to John Bierer, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 38); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8403) granting 
an inerease of pension to James L. Rector, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 39); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 520) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry C. Stern, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 40); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
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Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
1752) granting an increase of pension to Hugh N. Lokerson, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
41); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7230) granting 
an increase of pension to John M. Wells, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 42); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1971) granting 
an increase of pension to Melville A. Smith, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 43); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6446) granting an increase of pension 
to Silas N. Bradshaw, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 44); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1330) granting 
an increase of pension to William A. Hildreth, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 45); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6113) granting 
an increase of pension to Moses Schoonmaker, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 46) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7888) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles W. Sutherlin, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
47); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4991) granting 
an increase of pension to William R. Glisan, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 48); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6191) granting 
an increase of pension to Martin V. B. Bachman, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 49); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7423) 
granting a pension to Rachel Dailey, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 50); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7509) granting 
an increase of pension to John N. Stone, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 51); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5653) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry W. Wells, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 52); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6172) granting 
an increase of pension to Abraham K. Van Tine, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 53); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5208) granting 
a pension to Susan J. Rounds, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 54); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the biil of the House (H. R. 7735) granting 
an increase of pension to James Hartzel, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 55); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3758) 
granting an increase of pension to George Nulton, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 56) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4643) granting 


an increase of pension to Orlena F. Seaver, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 57); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3428) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to S. E. Chamberlain, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 58); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1381) granting 
an increase of pension to David H. Quigg, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 59); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1074) granting an increase of pension 
to Benjamin F. Bean, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 60) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
6917) granting an increase of pension to Edmund R. Strang, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 61); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar, 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1511) granting 
an increase of pension to Cornelius A. Hallenbeck, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 62) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4223) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick Schultz, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 63) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 749) granting 
an increase of pension to Elkanah M. Wynn, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 64); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1199) granting 
a pension to Lydia A. Jewell, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 65); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
1288) granting an increase of pension to S. D. Platt, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 66); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8071) granting 
a pension to Mary Mitchell, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied*by a report (No. 67); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1339) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James Kelley, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 68); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5631) 
granting an increase of pension to Leonard F. Simmons, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 69); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4682) granting 
an increase of pension to James Whiteman, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 70); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3010) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas C. Meadows, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 71): which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3573) grant- 
ing a pension to John V. Sanders, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 72); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2770) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Ephraim Plumpton, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 73); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calender, 
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Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2435) granting 
an increase of pension to Hilia Ann Connor, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 74); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2785) granting an increase of pension 
to Samuel Foster, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 75); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1772) granting 
an increase of pension to James C. Plybon, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 76); which 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1960) granting 
an increase of pension to Conrad Laukenman, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 77); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1548) granting 
an increase of pension to Emma Leviness, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 78); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
2012) granting an increase of pension to William Wilson, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 79); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1361) 
granting an increase of pension to Camillus B. Leftwich, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
80) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, .to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1378) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry H. Hobart, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 81); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9659) granting an increase of pension 
to Abraham Y. Smith, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 82); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3006) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Crites, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 83); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6120) granting 
a pension to Harriet M. Smithers, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 84); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
6447) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Davenport, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 85); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2990) granting 
a pension to Felix G. Walker, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 86); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1073) granting 
an increase of pension to William J. Castlow, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 87); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 10832) for the current de- 
posit of public moneys, for the issue and circulation of national- 
bank notes, and for the gradual conversion of the United States 
notes into gold certificates—to the Committee on Banking and 


Currency. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10833) to amend section 5200 of the United 


States Revised Statutes, in relation to bank loans—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10834) for the 
erection of a public building at Cynthiana, Ky.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Bulidings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10885) to amend an act providing when 
plaintiff may sue as a poor person, and when counsel shall be 
assigned by the court, as passed July 20, 1892—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10836) extending the provisions of an act 
of June 27, 1890, to the Kentucky State Militia and the Pro- 
eee Kentucky Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 10837) fixing the compensa- 
tion of the customs inspectors at the ports of Boston, New York, 
and Chicago—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 10838) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of an additional district judge in the northern dis- 
trict of California—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 10839) 
for the relief of claimants for desert lands in the State of Wash- 
ington, under desert-land entries made after January 1, 1902, 
and prior to June 24, 1903—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 10840) to provide for 
the investigation of controversies affecting interstate commerce, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 10841) authorizing the 
construction of dams across Spring River and Grand River, in 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 10842) authorizing the Secretary 
2 mie Navy to accept a yawl—to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 10843) au- 
thorizing the extension of Kenyon street NW.—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 10844) to cre- 
ate retrenchment commission, to reorganize Departments, to 
abolish unnecessary bureaus, to reduce salaries and expenses, 
to reform pension list, to regulate our system of internal im- 
provements, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 10845) to provide for the es- 
tablishment of a life-saving station at Half Moon Bay, south of 
Point Montara and near Montara Reef, California—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 10846) providing 
that the Interstate Commerce Commission shall declare and 
publish a uniform classification of freight—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 10847) to treat the findings 
of the Court of Claims in certain cases as judgments, and to 
provide for the payment of the same—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10848) au- 
thorizing the President to negotiate commercial treaties with 
foreign countries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ` 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 10849) to 
increase pay of mail carriers on rural free-celivery routes—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 10850) to prohibit aliens 
from fishing im the waters of Alaska—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 10851) to aid in the erec- 
tion of a statue of Commodore John D. Sloat, United States 
Navy, at Monterey, Cal.—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10852) to divide the State of California 
into three judicial districts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 10853) to prohibit 
gambling in the Territories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCGUIRE (by request): A bill (H. R. 10854) to con- 
fer jurisdiction, legal and equitable, upon the Court of Claims 
in the matter of the claims of certain Shawnee Indians to be en- 
rolled as Cherokees, under treaty of July 19, 1866, agreement of 
June 7, 1869, the act of October 1, 1890, and decrees of the 
courts thereunder, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 10856) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a post-office and custom-house at Rich- 
ford, Vt.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WALDO: A bill (H. R. 10857) to establish a uni- 
form rule of naturalization throughout the United States of 
America—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
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By Mf. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 10858) to establish a naval 
militia and define its relations to the General Government—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 10859) authoriz- 
ing a public building at Kinston, N. C.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10860) to prevent removals from State 
courts into courts of the United States by nonresident corpora- 
tions—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10861) to limit removal from State courts 
into courts of the United States in certain cases—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A resolution (H. Res. 129) for the in- 
yestigation of the recent violent expulsion of an American 
mother from the White House offices and grounds—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A resolution (H. Res 130) order- 
ing the Public Printer to print 500 additional copies of maps to 
accompany House Document No. 263, Fifty-ninth Congress, first 
session—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 131) 
directing the Interstate Commerce Commission to transmit to 
the House certain information—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A resolution (H. Res. 132) inquir- 
ing as to delays in deliveries of materials and armor for use 
in construction of the United States ship Connecticut—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 133) inquiring as to changes and 
cost thereof of the United States ship Louisiana—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHALL: A resolution (H. Res. 134) referring 
to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 10855—to the Committee 
on Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SOUTHALL: A bill (H. R. 10855) for the relief of 
Charles A. Miner—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 10862) granting a pension 
to Mary E. McCracken—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10863) granting an increase of pension to 
James Pomeroy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10864) granting an increase of pension to 
J. P. Kleckner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10865) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Caldwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10866) granting an increase of pension to 
William Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 8 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10867) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Stevens —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 10868) granting 
a pension to Alice Bosworth—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 10869) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the naval record of Thomas Parr—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10870) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Andrew Jackson Oatman—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDRUS: A bill (H. R. 10871) to refund legacy taxes 
illegally collected from the estate of Julia A. Shaw—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. BANNON: A bill (H. R. 10872) granting an increase 
of pension to Abram J. Hill—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 10873) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret Shea—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 10874) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederick Pfahl—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10875) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos B. Horton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10876) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel W. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10877) granting an increase of pension to 
Howell B. Treat—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10878) granting a pension to George F. 
Center—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10879) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas E. Myres—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 10880) granting an increase 
of pension to Jeremiah F. Hanley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 10881) granting a pen- 
sion to Jerry Hdwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10882) granting a pension to Frederick 
Wulff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10883) granting an increase of pension to 
William Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 10884) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lorenzo D. Libby—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10885) granting a pension to Henrietta R. 
Young—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 10886) granting an increase 
of pension to Martha S. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 10887) granting a pension to 
Isaiah Crouch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 10888) granting a pension 
to Burton Walters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10889) granting a pension to William H, 
Garrison—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10890) granting a pension to Effie J. Wolf— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10891) granting a pension to James J. 
Sim—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10892) granting a pension to Philene 
Burns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10893) granting an increase of pension to 
James K. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10894) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Riley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10895) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas P. Griffith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10896) granting an increase of pension to 
Polly Ann Napper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10897) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Deems—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10898) granting an increase of pension to 
Shadrack Waters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10899) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Alderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10900) granting an increase of pension to 
Arthur R. Dreppard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10901) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Marcum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10902) granting an increase of pension to 
James Holderby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10903) granting an increase of pension to 
Lovell E. Cropper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10904) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Richard Dove—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10905) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of William Ridge—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10906) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Joseph F. Bryan—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10907) 
granting an increase of pension to John N. Boyd—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 10908) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Andrew J. Drake—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10909) to correct the military record of 
Joseph Van Valkenburgh—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10910) to correct the military record of 
Henry W. Knapp—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10911) to correct the military record of 
Richard Foster—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10912) granting an honorable discharge to 
James M. Rogers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10913) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Joseph B. Riley—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 10914) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Hamiiton—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. z 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10915) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan Foreman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10916) granting an increase 
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of pension to Charles H. Shreeves—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. \ 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 10917) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 10918) granting an increase 
of pension to Nathan Webster Josselyn—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 10919) granting a pension to 
Abbie G. Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (II. R. 10920) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Edna Cammeron—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 10921) for the relief of 
Joel Glover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 10922) granting an increase of 
pension to John McDonald—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10923) granting an increase of pension to 
Matilda Reckwell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER. A bill (H. R. 10924) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas J. Sizer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California. A bill (H. R. 10925) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Isaac C. Dennis—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10926) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 10927) for the relief of F. A. R. 
Scott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10928) for the relief of the estate of David 
Pangle, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10929) for the relief of the estate of John 
North, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 10930) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary H. Wareham—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A Dill (H. R. 10931) granting a pension to 
Ellen M. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, à bill (H. R. 10932) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Keinborts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10933) granting a pension to Lillian P. 
Beaudin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10934) granting a pension to Josephine D. 
Jones—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10935) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. J, L. Boone—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10936) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Matthew Totten—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10937) granting a pension to Henry W. 
Fietcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 10938) granting an increase of 
pension to David C. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10939) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Gingrich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 10940) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James S. Wilson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10941) granting an increase of pension to 
French L. Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10942) granting an increase of pension to 
Jessie Raynor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 10943) for the relief of 
W. J. Winsett—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10944) for the relief of the Cumberland 
Presbyterian Church, of Tullahoma, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10945) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of the estate of Lewis M. Maney, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 10946) granting a pension to 
Miller C. Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 10947) 
granting a pension to Belle V. Shaw—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10948) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Wheeler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 10949) granting an increase of 
pension to Patrick Moloughney—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10950) granting a pension to Charles An- 
derson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 10951) to promote and retire 


“OR John W. Dillenback, retired—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 10952). for the relief of W. C. 
Waldrop, administrator of the estate of Millington. Waldrop, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10953) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of William A. Henderson, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 10954) granting an increase of pension to 
Letitia D. Watkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 10955) for the relief of the 
heirs of Lawrence M. Spann—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 10956) to cor- 
rect the military record of William E. Morris—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10957) granting a pension to Horatio Nel- 
son—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10958) granting 
an increase of pension to Levi Dodson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 10959) granting a pension to 
George H. Bryner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 10960) for the relief of 
Charles Cox—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10961) granting a pension to Nancy Tay- 
lor—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 10962) for the re- 
lief of Isaac Easterly—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 10963) granting an increase 
of pension to Gabriel G. Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10964) granting a pension to Angeline W. 
Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE: A bill (H. R. 10965) granting an increase 
of pension to Mortimer F. Sperry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 10966) granting a pension to 
Christian Schmidt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10967) granting a pension to George Dar- 
son—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 10968) for the relief of 
the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, at Waverly, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10969) granting an increase of pension to 
C. G. Tucker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 10970) for the relief of the 
estate of David Ledwith—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 10971) for 
the relief of the estate of George W. Reeves, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10972) for the relief of S. K. McAlexan- 
der—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10973) for the relief of John B. Warren— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10974) for the relief of the estate of Hiram 
Howell, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10975) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam Stidham, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10976) for the relief of the Overton Hotel 
Company, of Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10977) for the relief of the estate of Ben- 
jamin D. Gates, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10978) for the relief of the estate of D. C. 
Wells, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10979) for the relief of the estate of James 
Crews, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10980) for the relief of the estate of Ausley 
Dean, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10981) for the relief of the heirs of James 
C. Anderson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10982) for the relief of the estate of W. H. 
Neel, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 10983) granting an increase 
of pension to Ezekiel W. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 10984) granting an increase 
of pension to John Wilkinson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 10985) granting a pension 
to Emma C. Fenno—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 10986) granting an increase of 
pension to James Cupps—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 10987) for the relief of George 
W. Stamps—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvanla: A bill (H. R. 10988) 
granting a pension to Jane Barr—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10989) granting a pension to John S. 
Barr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10990) granting a pension to B. F. Zell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10991) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Lapoleon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10992) granting an increase of pension to 
S. E. Bish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10993) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10994) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Hetrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10995) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10996) to correct the military record of 
Mark G. Harris—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 10997) granting 
a pension to Clara Belle Barr—to the Committee on Invalid 
Peusions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10998) granting a pension to Helen G. 
Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 10999) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth R. Porter—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 11000) granting an increase 
of pension to Martha J. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 11001) 
for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, at 
Beaufort, Carteret County, N. C.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 11002) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jay Badgley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WALDO: A bill (H. R. 11003) granting an increase 
of pension to James E. Reilly—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WELBORN: A bill (H. R. 11004) to correct the 
military record of John M. King—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11005) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Langston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11006) for the relief of the First Baptist 
Chureh, of Springfield, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COCKS: A bill (H. R. 11007) granting an increase of 
pension to John Vogler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11008) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to adjust the claim of the Merritt & Chapman Wrecking Com- 
pany—to the Committee on Claims. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R, 11009) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to adjust the claim of the Merritt & Chapman Wrecking Com- 
pany, and making an appropriation to satisfy such claim of 
$1,800, or so much thereof as may be necessary—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 11010) to correct the record 
of Martin Lunsford and grant him a pension—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN (by request): A bill (H. R. 
11011) for the relief of the estate of Esidore Cohn, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11012) for the relief of the estate of Rich- 
ard A. Bynum—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11013) for the relief of Henry Tull, heir 
at law and distributee of the late John Tull—to the Committeé 
on War Claims. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1885) granting an increase of pension to J. B. 
Van Petten—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9490) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam W. Fergusen—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 4666) granting an increase of pension to David 
A. Carpenter—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10756) granting an honorable discharge to Den- 
nis Case—Committee on War Claims discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the American Shorthorn Cat- 
tle Breeders’ Association, favoring a commercial treaty with 
Germany and other European nations favorable to the prod- 
ucts of American farms and ranches—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of citizens of Medway, Pa., fa- 
voring rsetriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania Tobacco Growers’ Associa- 
tion against bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of the Cutler Desk Company 
and others, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring bill H. R. 7079—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of the Baxter Molding Com- 
pany, of St. Louis, Mo., for favorable consideration of Dill 
H. R. 7079—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Frank Z. Curry— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Georgia and Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union No, 471, of Macon, Ga., favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: Petition of retail grocers and tea dealers 
of Chicago, against a tax on tea—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Civic Federation of Chicago, against 
careless naturalization customs—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Daniel Covington—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Current 
Events Club, of Westchester, Pa., against commercial spoliation 
of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Derrickson Company, of Chester, Pa., for 
repeal of the duty on hides—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, papers to accompany bill (H. R. 5274) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William T. Brannan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of James Anderson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ` 

By Mr. CAPRON: Protest of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Rhode Island, against the repeal of the anti- 
canteen law—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Current Topics Club of Newport, R. I., 
indorsing the model child-labor law—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry 
P. Will—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylyania: Paper to accompany Dill 
for relief of John N. Boyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Joseph R. Boger— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Elijah Johnson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Grindstone Council, No. 689, favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Nancy Rose—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL;: Petition of General McClellan Council 
and Hoboken Council, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Petition of Jacob Gallatin and 61 others, 
against bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of the German Veteran Society 
of Davenport, Iowa, against spoliation of Niagara Falls—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Clinton (Iowa) Retail Grocers’ Associa- 
tion, against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Charles H. Shreeyes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Nathan Foreman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of 170 union cigar workers of 
Davenport, Iowa, against bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Cigar Makers’ International Union of 
America, against reduction of the Philippine tariff on tobacco 
and cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. ESCH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Electa 
E. Brooks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of New York State, for a Federal judicial circuit court in 
the Orient—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the American members of the Educational 
Association of China, for free admission of Chinese students to 
America—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of the Minnesota Good Roads 
Association, fayoring Federal aid—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. FOSS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
McDonald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Manufacturers and Ship- 
pers’ Association of Rockford, III., favoring power of Interstate 
Commerce Commission over railway rates—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas J. Sizer—- 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 6228) 
granting an increase of pension to Jonathan H. Terrell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
8. Weldy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
North, of Jefferson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James R. Moore, of 
Knox County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of S. Long, adminis- 
trator of estate of Nicholas H. Long—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Jose- 
phine D. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
asking that the United States participate in the Milan Exposi- 
tion—to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, petition of N. A. Beake et al., favoring restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 
Also, petition of the Bar Association of Northern California, 
for additional district judges—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry W. Fletcher— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Matthew Totten— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Lorenzo Boone—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Miller & Lux (Incorporated) et al., for a 
modification of the interstate-commerce law relative to live 
stock—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Lillian P. Beau- 
din—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to Accompany bill for relief of Daniel Kienborts— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Ellen M. Wood—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of the United Presbyterian Pres- 
bytery, of Keokuk, Iowa, for prohibition in Oklahoma and 
Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of G. W. Woolley & 
Son, for repeal of the tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Unity Council, No. 11, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Southington, Conn., favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, petition of the Connecticut State board of agriculture, 
favoring bill H. R. 345—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Connecticut State board of agriculture, 
favoring a law for the suppression of the gypsy moth—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Lexington Lodge, No. 72, Independent Order 
of Odd Fellows, of New Britain, Conn., favoring restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of citizens of the Fourth Ne- 
braska Congressional district, favoring the Hepburn-Dolliyer 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Petition of Jacob C. Herndon, of Ruther- 
ford County, Tenn., praying reference of his claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of Anthony Wayne 
Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Newark, 


N. J., and Washington Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, 
urging restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Petition of James A. 
Moore, Frank Dabney, and H. K. Owens, for a special act of 
Congress for relief of desert-land claimants in the State of 
Washington under entries made after January 1 and prior to 
June 24, 1903—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of Bell V. Shaw—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of citizens of Superior, Wis., fa- 
voring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of the Commercial Club of 
Omaha, the National Home Trade Society, the Wright & Wil- 
helmy Company, the C. W. Hull Company, the United States 
Supply Company, Cartan & Jeffery, E. H. Sprague, the Lee 
Broom and Duster Company, J. R. Lehmer, ©. B. Shackleford, 
and the Bradford-Kennedy Company, favoring two classes of 
mail only—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Ronds. 

By Mr. KLINE: Petition of New Tripoli Grand Couneil, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of citizens of Oklahoma, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LEE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Melitta 
Long—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William J. Willis— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James Wright—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Isaac Sewell—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Isaac Sewell—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Celia A. E. Joiner 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Hartwell Jones— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James W. William- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Sarah E. Jones—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Dillard M. Young— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Simpson Gunn—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of William H, Rice— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John B. Hender- 
son, executor of the estate of William A. Henderson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Isaac P. Small— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of W. C. Waldrop, 
administrator of the estate of Millington Waldrop—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEVER: Petition of Fort Sumter Lodge, No. 223, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Conductors of America—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, papers to accompany bill (H. R. 8122) for a public 
building in Sumter, S. C.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 


By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: Petition of the Connecticut 


State board of agriculture, favoring bills H. R. 285, 286, and 
345, appropriating $250,000 for suppression of thé gypsy and 
brown-tail moths—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, favor- 
ing restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of citizens of North Dakota, 
for drainage of land in Cass and other counties—to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
Bolivar Shield—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, Paper to accompany bill for relief of James Brough- 
ton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of heirs of E. R. Chaltin, of Meigs County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOORE: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Mortimer F. Sperrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. NEVIN: Petition of W. C. Chamberlin and 54 others, 
David C. Pierce and 55 others, C. P. Kern and 64 others, C. A. 
Coler and 40 others, and E. D. Miller and 796 others, citizens of 
Ohio, against the Philippine tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of H. Stern, jr., a wholesale dry 
goods firm of Milwaukee, favoring two classes of mail only— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Cumberland Presbyterian Chureh—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, petition of S. II. Lawson, with paper to accompany bill 
for relief of estate of Thomas J. Lawson, late of Wayne County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of H. H. Cromwell, with paper to accompany 
bill for relief of the estate of W. F. Cromwell, late of Wayne 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of C. G. Tucker—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina: Petition of cifizens 
of North Carolina for a law prohibiting catching fish in the 
Atlantic Ocean below the mouth of the inlet into which the 
waters of the Cape Fear River flow—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of John A. Moon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Mrs. L. E. Coopwood, R. V. Taylor, Sallie J. 
Valentine, A. P. Young, and John H. Gray, deceased, all of Fay- 
ette County, Tenn., asking reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
J. Levi Roush—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mary A. Huff- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Dison Ramsey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Levi Kegg—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Joseph J. Mish- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James F. Howard— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RHODES: Petition of John L. Beveridge and 100 
others, for creation of a Volunteer Army retired list—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the American Chamber of Com- 
merce of Paris, favoring a commercial treaty of reciprocity be- 
tween the United States and Germany—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 60,000 Americans in Alaska, for representa- 
tion in Congress—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the National German-American Alliance, for 
a reciprocity treaty between the United States and Germany— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petition of the Printing Pressmen 
and Assistants’ Union, for the creation of the position of fore- 
man of presswork in the Government Printing Office—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Thomas J. Steyens—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: Petition of Sergeant Wy- 
ant, Junior Order United American Mechanics; Bellevue Lodge, 
No. 214, Knights of Pythias, of Delance, Pa.; O. C. Fritchman 
et al., Knights of Pythias Lodge No. 185, and citizens of Sykes- 
ville, Pa., and Mahoning Council, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. SOUTHALL: Paper to accompany bill (H. R. 10855) 
for relief of Charles A. Miner—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of the State board of agriculture 
of Connecticut, favoring bill (H. R. 345) to extend experiment 
stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the State board of agriculture of Connecticut, 
for bills H. R. 285 and 286, for extermination of gypsy moth— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the International Silver Company, of Meri- 
den, Conn., favoring bill H. R. 7079—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of the Methodist Church of South Beaufort, S. C.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. TOWNSEND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Henry Good—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Petition of John Zimmerman et al., against 
putting tea and coffee on the dutiable list—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 


Turspay, January 9, 1906. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 


AGREEMENT WITH INDIANS OF COLVILLE RESERVATION, WASH. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, together with the 
draft of a bill to ratify and confirm an agreement with the In- 
dians of the Colville Reservation, in the State of Washington, 
concluded by United States Indian Inspector James McLaughlin, 
under date of December 1, 1905, etc.; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNINd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 58) to prevent the unlawful wearing of the 
badge or insignia of the Grand Army of the Republic or other 
soldter organizations ; 

A bill (H. R. 4459) authorizing the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to make regulations respecting the rights 
and privileges of the fish wharf; 

A bill (H. R. 4461) to provide for the abatement of nuisances 
in the District of Columbia by the Commissioners of said Dis- 
trict, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 4463) to amend section 2 of an act entitled “An 
act to provide for the appointment of a sealer and assistant 
sealer of weights and measures in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes. 


VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Scorr and Mr. BLACK- 
BURN members of the Board of Visitors on the part of the Sen- 
ate to attend the next annual examination of cadets at the 
Military Academy at West Point, N. Y., under the requirements 
of section 1327 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented petitions of the annual con- 
ference of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Deming, N. Mex.; 
of sundry citizens of the State of California, and of sundry citi- 
zens of the State of New York, praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of West Philadelphia, Pa., and a petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Blanchard, Iowa, praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which 
were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Blections. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pitcairn, 
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immi- 
gration; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of the Arizona Miners’ Associa- 
tion, of Phoenix, Ariz., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation providing joint statehood with New Mexico; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of Burnside Council, No. 
26, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Chester, N. H., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented petitions of Lincoln Council, 
No. 4, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Windsor; of 
General Stark Council, No. 35, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Springfield, and of Minnehaha Council, No. 5, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Springfield, all in 
the State of Vermont, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
restrict immigration; which were referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

Mr. SMOOT presented a petition of Local Union No. 1370, 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Bingham Canyon, 
Utah, and a petition of Cigar Makers’ International Union No. 
224, of Salt Lake City, Utah, praying for the enactment of legis- 
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lation to restrict immigration; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

Mr. WARNER presented sundry papers to accompany the 
bill (S. 567) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to make 
an examination of certain claims of the State of Missouri; 
which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a petition of the Black Hills Mining 
Men’s Association, of South Dakota, praying for the enactment 
of legislation for the establishment of mining experiment sta- 
tions and to promote the mineral resources of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 986) 
granting an increase of pension to Caroline M. Doan; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 315) 
granting an increase of pension to George Pike, jr.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented papers to accompany the bill (S. 985) 
granting an increase of pension to Daniel J. Smith; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Watertown, Minn., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Minnesota State Art So- 
ciety, praying for the enactment of legislation to remove the 
duty on works of fine art; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the Religious 
Liberty Bureau of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation looking to the foundation for a 
union of church and state; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the District 
of Columbia, praying for the enactment of legislation to restore 
the name of California avenue; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of A. P. Tasker, department com- 
mander, of James A. Garfield Post, No. 7, and of George G, 
Meade Post, No. 5, all of the Department of the Potomac, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Washington, D. C., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to establish a temporary home for the 
ex soldiers and sailors of the late wars; which were referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of the State Board of 
Health of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the passage of the 
so-called “ pure-food bill;” which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Trinity Council, No. 50, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Trinity, Ky., 
and a petition of True Blue Council, No. 14, Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics, of Phillips, Me., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Crown 
Hill, W. Va., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict 
immigration; which was referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. 

He also presented a petition of Glade Valley Council, No. 46, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Glade Valley, 
W. Va., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict 
immigration and for the revision of the laws governing naturali- 
zation; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1160) to correct the military record of 
John McKinnon, alias John Mack, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. MALLORY. On behalf of the minority of the Committee 
on Commerce, I beg leave to submit the views of the minority 
on the bill (S. 529) to promote the national defense, to create a 
force of naval yolunteers, to establish American ocean mail 
lines to foreign markets, to promote commerce, and to provide 
revenue from tonnage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The views of the minority will be 
printed and appended as a part of the report of the committee. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ALLEE introduced a bill (S. 2836) granting a pension to 
M. Elizabeth Kent; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2837) for the relief of the widow 
and children of Daniel McDonough, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 2838) authorizing the extension of T street (for- 
merly W street) NW.; and 

A bill (S. 2839) for the protection of producers, manufactur- 
ers, and venders of milk and cream, and of lawful milk bever- 
ages composed mainly of milk, in the District of Columbia (with 
an accompanying paper). 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2840) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George L. Jaquith; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 2841) granting a pension 
to Lucy L. Bane; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 2842) for the relief of 
John H. Dawe; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2843) granting an increase of 
pension to Philester S. Elliott; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2844) to prohibit gambling in 
the Territory of Arizona, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Indian 
Territory ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Territories, 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 2845) making an appropria- 
tion for the purchase and installation of machinery, for the erec- 
tion of new buildings, and for the reconstruction and repair of 
other buildings for a central agency school at the Tulalip Indian 
Reservation, in the State of Washington; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2846) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Eliza Jane Cameron; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2847) for the relief of the estate 
of Adam Schweitzer; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I introduce a bill for the relief of Alex- 
ander Moore, late captain, Third Cavalry, United States Army, 
and ask that the bill, with the accompanying paper, be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. I have not had time to 
examine the facts in relation to the bill sufficiently to commit 
myself to it, and I make this statement at the time I introduce it. 

The bill (S. 2848) for the relief of Alexander Moore was read 
twice by its title, and with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 2849) granting an increase 
of pension to James H. Street; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. FLINT introduced a bill (S. 2850) granting a pension to 
Benair C. Sawyer; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2851) granting an increase of 
pension to George Chambers; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 2852) granting a 
pension to Bridget Manahan; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2853) granting an increase of 
pension to Bridget Quinn; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NIXON introduced a bill (S. 2854) for the relief of 
Chris Deiss; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bil] (S. 2855) for the relief of B. 
Klueny; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2856) granting an increase of pension to Edwin P. 
Pierce; 

A bill (S. 2857) granting a pension to Augusta D. Murdock ; 

A bill (S. 2858) granting a pension to General M. Brown; 

A bill (S. 2859) granting a pension to Ann E. Hack; 

A bill (S. 2860) granting a pension to Thomas H. Reynolds; 

A bill (S. 2861) granting an increase of pension to Aimé M. 
Dobbelaere ; 

A bill (S. 2862) granting an increase of pension to Cornelius 


r; 
A bill (S. 2863) granting an increase of pension to Garrett 
Rourke; 
A bill (S. 2864) granting an increase of pension to Asahel C. 
Washburn; and 
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an bill (S. 2865) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
eney. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 2866) to correct the 
military record of William T. Rominger; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2867) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
E. Dawson; 

A bill (S. 2868) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Flick; and 

A bill (S. 2869) granting an increase of pension to Rachel A. 
Foulk (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2870) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Charles W. Adams, deceased; which 
8 77 read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 2871) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph Brunnell; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. HALD introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 18) authoriz- 
ing the appointment of J. O. Johnson as a commander on the 
retired list of the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GAMBLE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $7,500 for extension of sewer and repair and rebuilding 
of same at the Indian Industrial School at Chamberlain, S. Dak., 
intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


FINANCIAL REPORT OF THE GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL FOR INSANE. 
On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary be instructed to take from the files of 
the Senate the ach manuscript copy of the financial report of the 
Government Hospital for the Insane for the l year ended June 30, 
1905, and return the same to the Department of the Interior for the 
files of that Department, the report having been printed as Senate 
Document No. 61, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session. 


CLASSIFICATION AND GRADING OF CEREALS. 
On motion of Mr. McCumouer, it was 


Ordered, That there be print for the use of the Senate doeument 
room, 2, copies of Senate bill No. 151—* to 8 for fixing a 
uniform standard of classification and grading wheat, flax, corn, 


oats, barley, rye, and other grains, and for other purposes. 
EMPLOYEES OF PANAMA CANAL COMMISSION, ETO. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I offer a resolution which I ask may be read 
and that it may lie on the table. It is my purpose to call up 
the resolution to-morrow in the morning hour. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed 
to send to the Senate the names, and compensation received by each, 
of every officer, agent, pve counsel, solicitor, or other employee 
of the Panama Canal Commission and the Panama Railroad Company 
as of date December 1, 1905, where the salary or compensation is 
$3,000 per annum or over; also the names, salaries, allowances, and 
expenditures of the board of consulting engineers. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed, and 
will lie on the table. 
MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolwed, That the Committee on Public Lands be, and it is hereby, 
authorized to employ a messenger at an annual salary at the rate of 
$1,440, to be id from the contingent fund of the Senate until other- 
wise provided by law. 

THE PANAMA CANAL, 

Mr. MILLARD submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, be, and are hereby, authorized to investigate all matters 
relating to the Panama Canal and the government of the Canal Zone 


and the management of the Panama Railroad Company, to send for per- 
sons and papers and to administer oaths and nog mye a br S29 er 
to report such hearings; and that the committee autho: to sit 
during the sessions or recess of the 8 and that all expenses 
thereof be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. KEAN subsequently, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the foregoing resolution, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to amend the resolution by inserting 
after the word “authorized” the words “and directed.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maryland. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BEGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 


Mr. MORGAN. If I am in order at present, I call for the sec- 
ond reading of Senate bill 2828. 

The bill (S. 2828) to provide for the regulation, by judicial 
authority, of the freight rates of railroad companies and other 
common carriers and the preferential advantages granted by 
such common carriers to certain persons and places, to the 
wrong and injury of others was read the second time by its 
title. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to submit some remarks upon the 
bill and will proceed now unless the Senate otherwise orders. 
I ask leave, without reading it, to introduce a copy of the bill 
as a part of my remarks. 

The bill introduced by Mr. Morean January 8, 1906, is as fol- 
lows: 


A bill to ponas for the regulation, by judicial authority, of the freight 
rates of railroad companies and other common carriers, and the pref- 
erential advantages nea by such common carriers to certain per- 
sons and places, to the wrong and injury of others. 


Be it enacted, eto., That all railroad corporations or companies and 
all other corporations, companies, and persons engaged as common car- 
riers in transporting, 51 land or water, freight or passengers among or 
between the States, or in or through the District of Columbia, are pro- 
hibited from demanding or receiving more than a reasonable compensa- 
tion for such service on their respective lines of transportation, or any 
part thereof on which they are so en directly or by agreement 
with any other corporation, company, or : and they are likewise 
prohibited from giving unreasonable preferences in rates or Te for 
transportation services, or in the facilities of transportation, to any 
8 to or between any place or places on such routes 


shipper or 
= ation to other shippers or passengers. 


or lines of 


brought under or in accordance with the provisions of said section the 
cour 
laintiſt 
0 or more. 


Sec. 3. That appeals to the Supreme Court of the United States may 
ts of error may issue from the Supreme Court of the 
United States for the review of a final t in any suit author- 
1 and 2 of this act on application of any of the 
t without reference to the amount of the judgment 

in a district court of the United States, and in such 
cases district courts and the Supreme Court of the United States 
shall advance the same for trial or hearing over other civil causes on 
their dockets if, in the opinion of the court, the public interests are not 
injuriously affected by such order. 

Sec, 4. That if the plaintiff in a suit in the district court of the 
United States institu under or in accordance with this act shall 
obtain Ean rage for a sum less than $50 the costs of such suit may be 
taxed equally between the parties plaintiff. and defendant therein. If 
the recovery in such suit by the plaintiff shall be as much or a sum 

eater 50 the entire costs shall be taxed against the defendant 


erein. 

Sec. 5. That any citizen of a State may make complaint to the 
governor thereof, setting forth the facts which show a ch of the 
provisions of this act by Say common carrier engaged in the business 
of transportation d n the first section hereof, and thereupon 
such governor, if he determines that it is proper and expedient for 
the Ee of the State that suit should be instituted, and is empowered 
by the laws of such State to institute suit for the determination of the 
questions and matters mentioned in the first section of this act, is 
hereby authorized to Institute and Kryan a suit against any of 
the common carriers referred to in this act, in the name of the State 
of which he is governor, in any court of the United States hav juris- 


diction thereof, for the ore of any such demand, or for the re- 
oer of any damages that citizen may be entitled to recover or 
è 


prop of such State or of any defined locality in such State 
have suff through the unlawful conduct of such common carrier. 
Such sums as may be recovered in such suits in the name of the State 
are to be at the disposal of the legislature of such State. The State 


institu such suit shall be rega in all respects as the plaintiff 
in the action: Provided, That such a suit shall not be apn ng in any 
State in a district court of the U cial district 


nited States for 75 5 judi 

of the United States within such State; but such suit in a district court 
of the United States may be instituted in any other State or district 
of which the defendants are citizens, or in which any of them are lia- 
ble to be sued in the district or any other courts of the United States. 

Sec. 6. That the service of process upon any director or officer of a 
corporation, or company, mentioned in the first section of this act, at 
any place in which he is Hable to be sued in any court of the United 
States, shall be sufficient service as to such corporation or 5 
and as to all the members thereof, to compel their appearance to abide 
nt IR sare perform its orders and the final 955 the court when 
rendered. 

SEC. 7. That nothing in this act contained shall be construed as de- 

rson who sues in his own ——9 and name from instituting 
any suit un its provisions, or any other suit, at law or in equity, 
in any State court or in any court of the United States, against any 
common carrier. 

Sec. 8. That in all suits instituted under the provisions of this ac 
or in accordance therewith, against common carriers in the distric 
courts of the United States the question of the reasonableness of rates 
or compensation demanded by or paid to a common carrier for the 

rtation of freights or rs, and the question of the reason- 
ableness of any preference piven by a common carrier to shippers of 
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freights or of passengers over other shippers or passengers, or to any 
lace over any other pisce, shall be considered as mixed questions of 


aw and fact, to be determined and decided by a court and jury. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in all the great number of sug- 
gestions and propositions to regulate, by statute, the rates of 
compensation that common carriers may lawfully demand and 
receive for the transportation of passengers or property, there 
are two that can not escape final decision by the Supreme Court 
of the United States. Unless Congress cuts off from the parties 
to a suit the right of appeal or writ of error, for review by that 
court, of the judgments of inferior courts, such cases as are 
the subject-matter of this bill, they will reach that court and 
will be finally decided by it through some channel. But the 
journey will be slow. 

It is by no means certain, if Congress should deny the right of 
appeal or writ of error in such cases, that the Supreme Court, 
in its constitutional power and right of review, prohibition, and 
mandamus over inferior tribunals, can not compel them to obey 
the Constitution of the United States. 

But the occasion for the discussion of such a proposition is so 
very remote that I only allude to it to call the attention of the 
Senate to the supremacy of the original jurisdiction of the 
Supreme Court of the United States as the final arbiter of all 
suits for all causes of action brought by a State of the Union in 
that court. 

The two causes of action to which the provisions of this bill 
relate that I now have the honor to offer in the Senate involve 
the contract rights that may be claimed by carrierg as being 
beyond the final control of the powers of Congress—rights that 
are so protected by the Constitution that Congress can not law- 
fully impair them if they are, in fact, reasonable and just— 
contract rights that can only be decided to be reasonable and 
just by the judgment of a court of competent jurisdiction. 

There is a contract, express or implied, in every lawful act or 
engagement of a common carrier in the transportation of pas- 
sengers or freight. No phase or form of legislative enactment 
can extinguish this essential element that inheres in such en- 
gagements between a shipper and a common carrier. 

A common carrier can not lawfully transport freights against 
the consent of the shipper. Such an act is a conversion of the 
property so transported. As to a passenger, such wrongful 
transportation against his will is a tort. If the transportation 
is with the consent of the parties it is lawful as to them, and 
the right to demand compensation and the amount of it is only 
governed by the reasonableness of the charge. If the amount 
of the compensation for such service is not settled by agree- 
ment, the law implies that it shall be reasonable. If it is fixed 
by agreement between the parties, the law, for reasons of public 
policy founded in justice, requires that the rate or compensation 
shall be reasonable; otherwise, the recovery for the service is 
limited to the quantum meruit, or the sum that is reasonably, 
and therefore justly, due to the carrier from the shipper, with- 
out regard to the price stated in the contract. 

The test of reasonableness, which is an equitable phase or 
form of justice in the contracts of public carriers and other like 
employments, has grown out of a public policy that has the 
effect of law, and is practically inviolable. This public policy 
is based upon the necessity of placing restraints upon common 
carriers and some other classes of persons who, in virtue of 
their business occupations, in which not a great number of per- 
sons are usually engaged, have monopolistic advantages over the 
general community, and are yet indispensable to the success of 
commercial pursuits. If such advantages are not checked by 
active competition or by some principle of law that is of uni- 
versal application to persons so employed in the service of the 
people, monopoly and extortion will necessarily exist, to the 

` serious detriment of trade and commerce. These interests are 
sedulously guarded against such wrongs and evils in all civil- 
ized countries, and especially by the common law of England. 

In official service the officer, great or small, who practices 
extortion is denounced by the common law and by many highly 
penal statutes as an enemy of society, and is weighted down 
by courts and juries with just and severe punishments. 

The situation with which Congress is anxiously trying to 
deal at this time closely resembles extortion by public officials, 
and it deserves and requires the check and punishment of severe 
laws. It is difficult in the present state of public feeling on 
this subject to resist the inclination of lawmakers who are free 
from partialities to enact laws by State legislatures and by 
Congress to treat the officers of railroads, whether engaged in 
transportation among the States or within the States, as hold- 
ing their offices in those corporations in trust for the people, as 
if they were governmental officers, by adoption of law. I am 
not quite sure that Congress and the State legislatures can not 
so regard their public service and hold them to the full respon- 


sibilities of such officers as are elected or chosen to the per- 
formance of governmental service and punish them for official 
extortion. But it is not yet necessary to make any new de- 
parture in legislation to reach this class of public extortioners. 
In the Elkins law there is as near an approval of this prin- 
ciple as is necessary at present, and if amendments to that ex- 
cellent law are found necessary to prevent its evasion, Congress 
should make them. 

Returning to the two questions with which this measure is 
intended to deal, they both arise out of the question of tlie rea- 
sonableness of contracts, express or implied, as to the compen- 
sation that common carriers may justly demand for transporta- 
tion of goods or passengers, and the reasonableness of any 
discriminations or preferences in the rates or facilities of trans- 
portation as between different shippers or passengers or be- 
tween different places on the same lines or routes of transporta- 
tion. 

Contracts, express or implied, are of the essence of such op- 
erations, and as contracts these matters are to be dealt with. 
I have selected these features of the situation that includes 
other evils, because they are very comprehensive in character, 
including other resulting or dependent evils, and because they 
are the most prominent and earnestly contested points that are 
being urged upon the consideration of Congress. 

If these abuses can be corrected by Congressional legislation 
through methods that are not entirely new, and are not expen- 
sive to those who are being wronged by the railroad companies, 
and by decisions that are finally conclusive of all the ques- 
tions involved, such a line of procedure must certainly engage 
the careful study and examination of Congress, as it will com- 
mand the confidence of the people. I believe that such a result 
will follow the enactment of this bill into a law substantially 
as it is formulated. 

While this measure removes some existing statutory difficul- 
ties to its successful operation, chiefly such as relate to the sum 
in controversy, as an element of jurisdiction in the district 
courts of the United States, and as to the amount of the judg- 
ment that carries the right of appeal or writ of error to remove 
causes in the appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court, and as 
to the costs of the suits in the cases provided for in this bill, 
there is not a principle of law upon which this bill rests that 
is not well established. It only brings to the support of justice 
methods and forms of procedure in the courts that are appar- 
ently being overlooked in our anxiety to deal summarily with 
widespread and dangerous combinations and extortionate mo- 
nopolies that seriously oppress many of the productive, indus- 
trial, and commercial classes of our country. 

The course of this proposed legislation in this bill is antici- 
pated by and is marked out plainly in the history of the juris- 
prudence known as the “common law of England” from the 
beginning and also as it is extended and amplified in our courts 
and applied to the genius of our Government. It will stand 
as a reaffirmation of that great body of laws, both customary 
and statutory, and it is not in the way of any new and experi- 
mental system that has been presented for arriving summarily 
at results that are in the end the same that are reached by the 
provisions of this measure. 

‘It can be stated with perfect confidence as a fact that no 
leading question that relates to the rights of shippers or rail- 
roads, or as to the rights, duties, and liabilities of the railroad 
companies that engage in the transportation of commerce and 
passengers among the States, can be finally settled until it has 
been passed upon by the Supreme Court of the United States. 
As that is the bourne to which all such questions are destined and 
must finally reach, the choice of routes can only be a question 
of expediency. It is especially a fatuous mistake on the part of 
those who seem to believe in threatening the railroad companies 
into submission to the will of the people by summary proceed- 
ings of commissions or by harsh and aggressive legislation, that 
their measures can escape trial by jury in the courts of first 
instance or that they can escape the powers of prohibition, 
mandamus, or injunction of the Federal courts or the final 
judgment of the Supreme Court. 

This bill is not designed to defeat or embarrass any such 
experimental methods, and need not be framed with such a 
purpose, for the reason that all legislation affecting the con- 
tracts of shipment and transportation between common carriers 
and their employers, when its validity or its effect is finally 
settled as to the principles of law involved in any such contro- 
versy, will be settled in the Supreme Court of the United States. 

As we must all seek the same forum of final arbitrament, the 
question of the route we shall take to reach it is merely one of 
public convenience. 

In the first section this bill declares a settled principle of 
common law by act of Congress. Why is this apparently con- 
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ceded principle of law reaffirmed in this bill? There are several 
reasons why it is appropriate to the occasion, such as showing 
a common agreement among the States to settle its application to 
the provision in the Constitution for regulating commerce among 
the States, which is new in our present plan of government and 
was directly the reverse in the Articles of Confederation. 

The prohibition ef unreasonable charges or rates of transporta- 
tion as being un!awful or extortionate by force of the statute law 
reaches to validity of an oppressive contract or bargain driven 
by a railroad company that has an opportunity to force a ship- 
per into terms who has no other means of reaching a market 
with his produce. This form of duress, when it is practiced by 
a railroad company, as, for example, in the shipment of fruits 
from the Pacific States to the Atlantic States, greatly impairs, if 
it does not check or destroy, an industry of enormous value. 

In the English common law precedents may not be found to 
meet the case of shipments to very distant markets of perish- 
able fruits, and it might be answered to a suit for redress that 
the common law does not impose the doctrine of reasonable 
rates upon a carrier who might undertake to carry and deliver 
such goods in good condition at points so unreasonably distant. 
Our present condition as to transportation to great distances is 
so altered that the common-law rule as to the reasonableness of 
freight charges by common carriers should be extended by stat- 
ute over the entire country. 

As for the common law of England, the Supreme Court does 
not admit that it necessarily obtains as a rule of decision in our 
Federal courts, and some of the States have never adopted the 
common law. Without such a declaration, in some form, the 
decree or rule of reasonableness as applied to the freight 
charges of common carriers should be uniform throughout our 
Union and all of our possessions; but it may not be so held in 
nll the State courts, and it should be the general law of the land. 

Such a declaration by Congress will establish the rule as one 
of publie policy in respect of interstate commerce and will 
necessitate the participation of juries in the law courts in 
ascértaining the facts, at least, which properly enter into and 
properly control the question of the reasonableness of such 
demands, which is the basis of their lawfulness. 

The prohibition of any other than reasonable charges by com- 
mon carriers of interstate commerce will establish, also, a predi- 
cate for penal legislation in cases where the intent of the car- 
rier is extortionate. 

There is a necessity for such laws that grows out of the enor- 
mous powers of railroad companies in controlling oppressively 
the handling of the commerce of the people. Their powers are 
so great and the just control of them is so difficult that if it 
was permitted by the Constitution Congress would institute, in 
the place of the common law, a statutory code that would ex- 
tend to every question among the vast number of new ques- 
tions that have arisen and are to be settled by new applications 
to them of the rules and principles of the common law. 

The frightful tendency of such a code, shaped and controlled 
by partisan polities as it would be to the end of government 
ownership or the manipulation of all railroads and all lines of 
ocean transportation by acts of Congress, is quite great enough 
to admonish the friends of our present form of government that 

‘such a departure would be fatal to it. 

The new situation, not contemplated when this great plan of 
government was ordained, that common carriers have become 
the exclusive owners of the routes over which interstate com- 
merce is conducted, accounts for all the difficulties we are now 
endeavoring to provide against. The navigable water courses 
are still in the ownership of the people, and are free to all, like 
the ordinary public roads, but the railroads and the reluctance 
of Congress in keeping the water courses open to safe and con- 
yenient navigation have well-nigh destroyed their usefulness to 
the people. 

The railroads have the field and the mastery and, as to the 
justice and reasonableness of their exactions, the courts alone 
can afford any real security to the people. The right of trial 
by jury as to the-reasonableness of such exactions is the true 
palladium of the safety, the rights, and the liberties of the 
people as against the corporations. I say the rights and the 
liberties of the people because the seventh amendment of the 
Constitution was ordained to preserve the right of trial by jury 
in all actions upon contracts, express or implied, as well as for 
many other purposes. It was a barrier, made necessary by the 
aggressions of the great English judges, against the exclusion 
of juries from their courts as an embarrassment of justice. 

The Anglo-Saxon founders and builders of the common law 
resisted these aggressions of the great chancellors of England 
with trembling and yielding opposition, and with little suc- 
cess, but the American people interposed the seventh amendment 
as an inviolable barrier to the aggressive spirit of the English 


judges and placed their right of trial by jury among the essen- 
tial liberties of the people. 

I am a devotee to the right of trial by jury, esteeming it 
among our most valuable liberties, and I oppose every measure 
yet offered in Congress, or that may be offered, to have the 
reasonableness of freight and passenger rates settled by a com- 
mission, or by a court from which trial by jury is excluded, 
and every such measure that attempts to define by statute, or 
by a special tribunal acting in virtue of a statute, what are rea- 
sonable rates and to make such definitions conclusive upon the 
courts and the people. 

Trial of such questions by juries is the only safe and proper 
method of reaching just results. 

The railroads are public servants of all the people, and their 
usefulness is so great and so universal that the people can not 
afford, with justice to themselves, to inflict any serious injus- 
tice upon them, and will not do so through their representatives 
in the jury box. 

There is also an element of equity in every controversy in 
the courts as to the reasonableness of railroad freight rates and 
preferences in transportation that appeals to the judicial con- 
science. Such a sense of justice and right is not. more. com- 
pletely exercised by any tribunal than it is in a law court, of 
which a jury is a constituent and indispensable part. This is 
a grand theme for the consideration of an American Congress, 
which I must leave to the more enlightened judgment of .the 
Senate, without further comment at this time. 

This bill aims to place a remedy, by suit in a district court 
of the United States, in reach of every person whose rights are 
violated by unreasonable charges or unreasonable preferences 
by any common carrier engaged in transportation among the 
States, without regard to the amount that may be recovered in 
the suit, where the sum claimed by the plaintiff is at least $50. 
And if the sum recovered is less than $50 the court is required to 
Sue the cost equally between the parties, plaintiff and de- 

endant. i 

This provision is intended to create some degree of equality 
between a poor suitor who has a just ground of complaint and 
a rich and powerful corporation that has wronged a citizen. 

The inducement that is thus offered to several or many per- 
sons who are interested in the questions presented in the com- 
plaint to assist the plaintiff in bearing the burdens of the liti- 
gation strongly recommends this feature of the bill to my sup- 
port. 

In one such suit it is possible to settle questions that affect 
extensive communities. 

The appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in such cases is also required to be exercised under the 
existing general laws and regulations without regard to the sum 
claimed in the complaint or recovered in the judgment by either 
of the parties to such suit, and all of the courts are required to 
advance such causes on their dockets, unless the public conven- 
lence is thereby obstructed. 

This plan seems to me to be quite sufficient to reach conclu- 
sive results with reasonable speed. But there is to me a much 
more attractive feature. It is to leave in the hands of the peo- 
ple the initiative as to the proceedings that they believe are 
necessary to secure justice to them, instead of leaving such mat- 
ters to the discretionary and arbitrary determination of law 
officers of the Government. 

The advantage and justice of such a provision needs not to be 
discussed before legislators who have the experience in such 
matters, as Senators must have had. When a just cause is 
denied a hearing by reason of an adverse governmental policy, 
or through the partiality or indifference of a law officer of the 
Government, the situation is even worse than if a stranger sat 
in the seat of judgment. 

The next feature of the Dill is a provision that brings the 
States into active cooperation with the Federal Government in 
giving judicial protection to the rights of the people who have 
grievances to redress against interstate common earriers, and, 
likewise, to protect such carriers against popular indignation 
and hasty injustice in consequence of their conduct in conducting 
such transportation. It empowers the governor of a State to 
bring suit in the district court of the United States in another 
State, and in the name of the State he represents, based upon 
causes of action such as are described in the first section of the 
bill, when he is thereto requested by a citizen, or citizen of the 
State of which he is governor, to whom the cause of action 
thereby enures. The request of the citizen to whom the cause 
of action belongs, that the State should bring suit in its own 
name against the carrier, transfers the cause of action to the 
State and makes the State the party plaintiff when the governor, 
being thereunto empowered by a law of the State, consents to 
bring such suit. The use to which the recovery shall be ap- 
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plied, if a judgment is recovered, is to be declared by a law of 
the State, and if it is not so declared the recovery will be for 
the use of the State. 

The jurisdiction of the district court of the United States to 
entertain a suit by a State against the citizen or corporation of a 
different State is clear under section 2 of Article III of the Con- 
stitution, “ that the judicial power shall be extended to all cases 
in law and equity arising under the Constitution, the laws of the 
United States,. and to controversies * * be- 
tween a State and citizens of another State.” 

In all such cases “the Supreme Court shall have appellate 
jurisdiction.” 

If this bill becomes a law, the right of trial by jury in the 
cases provided for in the first section arises under the provisions 
of the seventh amendment. It is also “a case arising under a 
law of Congress ” that enables the governor of a State to sue on 
a cause of action in the name of the State, on the request of a 
citizen to whom the cause of action enures or belongs. It is 
also a controversy “ between a State and the citizens of another 
State“ where the citizens of one State are wronged or oppressed, 
as to interstate commerce, by the citizens or corporations of an- 
other State. : 

In any of these characters, and for the adjudication of the 
Federal questions that are stated in the provisions of this act, 
the State has the right to sue in the United States district courts 
of other States, they being so empowered by this act and by the 
laws of such State. No plan, it seems to me, could be more pro- 
pitious for the control of the enormous powers of the railroad 
corporations and of the nayigation companies and combines than 
through the cooperation of the States and the Federal Govern- 
ment in the manner presented in this bill, and nothing could 
more effectively promote the general welfare. 

It is a painful and alarming fact that a political issue that 
was joined between great contending parties in the first years 
after the adoption of the Constitution, and was at daggers 
drawn as a party question in Jefferson’s candidacy for the of- 
fice of President, and reached its climax in the time of the great 
triumvirate—Calhoun, Clay, and Webster—should still be the 
cause of suspicious jealousy between the States and the Federal 
Government. And whatever may tend to bring our country 
under the benign influence of a more generous regard for all the 
rights and powers of the Federal Government and of these 
forty-five sovereign States should be welcomed with joy by 
every true American. 

In the presence of the great questions respecting the powers 
and duties of the common carriers, that have become the great- 
est combination of wealth and commercial power that has ever 
existed and are a controlling factor in political contests, it is 
our duty to bring about the friendly cooperation of the States 
and the Federal ‘Government, all of whose combined powers 
will be needed in the adjustment of these new conditions, that 
owe their origin almost exclusively to the acts of State legis- 
latures in the promotion of commercial rivalry. between the 
States, 

If Congress should be so wise and so fortunate as to check 
the power and subdue these combined aggressions of interstate 
common carriers, there will still follow a retinue of questions 
that will breed still more dangerous contentions between the 
States and Congress. The States can and will control the 
corporations created by them as to commercial transportation 
within their respective limits, but that field will be too nar- 
row for any national benefit, and its limits will be constantly con- 
tracting. The States will attempt to tax the property of their 
own corporations and to forfeit their charters for violation 
of their charter duties and of State laws; but they will be put 
down by the laws of Congress if the exertion of such positive 
rights shall in any manner interfere with interstate commerce 
or with any authority they may choose to exercise over the 
instrumentalities of commerce, which are already being defined 
as including everything that is appurtenant to a railroad, 
from its right of way and roadbed and tracks up to palace 
cars and “Jim Crow”. cars and leased cars and refrigerator 
ears and all their paraphernalia, and all their crews, from engi- 
neers and conductors down to the scrub women. 

In this wide and constantly expanding field of conflict there 
will be no end of controversy until the Federal Government has 
become the owner of all the connecting railroads in the United 
States. When that is accomplished the Government of the 
country will be in the hands of the common carriers and their 
officials, and Congress will only register their edicts. No elec- 
tion will be carried against their nominees. 

If it is possible to point out a constitutional forum provided 
by the builders of the Republic that has the power to bring the 
States and the Federal Government into harmontous action in 
conducting this tremendous task no man will be accused of an 


immodest ambition who will venture to perform so high a duty 
to the country. 

A brief consideration of the fact that such a forum was estab- 
lished in the Constitution and of the reasons for its existence 
and of the breadth of its powers should not be heard with impa- 
tience or rejected because it may dispense with the considera- 
tion of some favorite plan of procedure that others are advo- 
cating with honest zeal and great ability. Let us not reject any 
remedial legislation that promises good results and is not in 
conflict with the Constitution. 

I do not object to any law that will reach the evils we are 
trying to suppress if it is foursquare with the Constitution. 
In the end all the measures that may be enacted by Congress 
ou this subject must pass the ordeal of final trial as to their 
constitutionality in the Supreme Court of the United States, to 
stand or fall by the judgment of that great tribunal. 

While I may support other measures that are offered, I will 
give the preference to the measure that is the most direct, the 
most speedy, with the least cost to the people and the least 
embarrassed with doubts, and is broad enough to cover the real 
causes of the evils that we are trying to cure. 

This is no proper occasion for the exploitation of party pol- 
ities, for trying to get the lead of excited people for party pur- 
poses, or to gratify a prurient ambition to sit in the focal rays 


of “the lime light,“ which is the coveted apotheosis of the 


demagogue, 

Next to the sovereign will of the people, the greatest and 
most potent power of the Government ordained in the Consti- 
tution is the original jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. It is a court in which alone sovereigns or their 
representatives are the complainants, and in which a hearing 
in that character is never refused on account of the character 
of the party summoned to answer at its bar if the complaint 
is for causes occurring within the jurisdiction of the United 
States, or on account of the sum in controversy or the charac- 
ter of the suit if it comports with the peace and dignity of the 
United States and with its laws that are constitutionally en- 
acted. 

The original jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United 
States depends upon the character or office of one of the parties 
to the suit, either as plaintiff or defendant, and is limited to 
two classes of cases, as follows: 

In all cases affecting ambassadors or other public ministers or con- 
suls, and those in which a State should be a party, the Supreme Court 
shall have original jurisdiction. (Constitution, section 2 of Article ILI, 
second paragraph.) 

The force of this supreme ordinance is intensified and its 
scope is more clearly defined in the second clause of section 2 
of Article TIT, as follows: 

In all other cases before mentioned— 

As in cases of “controversies between State and citizens of 
another State“ 
the Supreme Court shall have appellate jurisdiction, both as to law 
ana race dees such exceptions and under such regulations as Congress 


When the suit of a State has relation only to its sovereign, 
governmental rights, powers, or duties, or when it chooses to 
invoke the aid of the original jurisdiction of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in a case in controversy with its own citi- 
zens or with the citizens of another State, or with another State, 
or with an ambassador or other public minister or consul, or in 
cases “in which a State may be a party,” as in the case of the 
removal of such a suit pending in the district court of the 
United States into the Supreme Court for trial on the motion of 
either party, it is within the option of the State to bring its 
suit in the Supreme Court, at least as to all parties defendant, 
except ambassadors and other public ministers and consuls. 

The original jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United 
States had an august origin and was clothed with its supremacy 
by the authority and right of thirteen sovereign American 
States, now increased to forty-five in number, that were recog- 
nized by Great Britain, their former sovereign, in the treaty of 
peace, and by other great powers as being each a sovereign 
and independent State. That treaty was made with each of the 
thirteen States, by its name and in its independent character, 
through their diplomatic agents, who were chosen and com- 
missioned by their common representatives, the Congress of the 
Confederation. After years of anxious conference and discus- 
sion the delegates of these separate States met in convention and 
ordained the Constitution of the United States, which was sub- 
mitted to and finally ratified by all these sovereign powers. 

In their delegation of powers to the new government they cast 
about to devise and create a supreme arbiter of all controversies 
of a judicial nature that might arise between them, or between 
a State and a citizen of another State, and as to foreign ambas- 
sadors and other ministers and consuls. 


1906. 
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Probably it was not the purpose of the Constitution to create | go into a district court of the United States with his suit against 


a tribunal to decide any political controversy between the States, 
or between a State and the citizens of another State, or as to 
foreign countries, except as to the interpretation of treaties, 
which function is included in the appellate jurisdiction of the 
Supreme Court, but in all other controversies such a tribunal 
was necessary to settle questions that might arise where a 
sovereign power was a party. 

In this great conception of an arbitral tribunal there was the 
assurance of peace, with justice and honor, and the further 
assurance that the citizen, when sued by a State, should have 
the safeguard of a tribunal that represents all the States. 

The sovereign State enters this tribunal as a party to a suit 
as a demandant of justice for its people, and the court decides 
upon the convenient form of procedure to reach the merits of 
the case. It may proceed as in equity cases, or as in common- 
law cases, and may call a jury to decide the facts, as has been 
several times done. It may formulate writs and processes to 
meet the exigencies of the litigation, and impose costs according 
to its judicial discretion upon the litigants. It is not confined 
in the exercise of its jurisdiction to statutory provisions of law, 
either as to the scope of its powers or as to the method of their 
exercise or of compelling obedience to its decrees, except by 
the principles of the Constitution of the United States, which 
the justices are sworn to observe, protect, and defend. Its 
decrees are final—without appeal. No other court has shared 
in its judgment or participated in its opinions, or can do so. 

In a suit brought by a State in the Supreme Court of the 
United States, asking the exercise of its original jurisdiction for 
the correction of abuses by a railroad company, in the demand 
of unreasonable freight rates, or in giving unreasonable prefer- 
ences to certain shippers, it requires no trained mind to see that 
such original jurisdiction would include in its rightful authority 
all the judicial powers of the court to establish justice in that 
and in all other cases of a like character. Such a decision from 
that tribunal would be alike conclusive on all courts and legis- 
latures and on all interstate and common carriers. 

That high tribunal would not exercise legislative powers to 
prescribe freight rates to all railroads, for that is not within 
the competence of any judicial tribunal. Neither can Congress 
prescribe to the Supreme Court that, in the exercise of its 
original jurisdiction, it shall consider a freight rate, established 
by its act, as being just and reasonable, for political reasons 
or any reason of public policy. Congress has no power to com- 
pel the Supreme Court, in the exercise of its original jurisdic- 
tion to follow its decisions, by statute, upon the construction or 
validity of any contract that was valid when the Constitution 
was ordained. And no tribunal, constituted by act of Congress, 
ean settle, judicially, that a freight rate is unreasonable and 
unjust and prescribe, legislatively, that a different rate shall, 
in the future, apply to all railroads; for that is an unconstitu- 
tional blending of the powers of the separate departments of 
the Government. 

In the present state of our organie law no separate depart- 
ment into which the powers of the Government are distributed 
can have or exercise all the requisite authority to adjudicate 
upon, and to legislate so as to establish and execute a uniform 
law to prescribe the charges of common carriers that shall be 
held to be reasonable or just, as an absolute rule of law. 

The present system, much as it may be criticised or con- 
demned, is safer than any result that is to be expected from 
such a tearing up of the solid foundations of the Republic. 

Trial by jury is the institution by which natural justice will 
in a large and uniform method be introduced into the judgment 
of the courts in deciding upon the reasonableness of freight 
rates. This we have, and the courts will see to it that it is not 
abrogated. 

If a State prefers to bring its suit in a court that can not ren- 
der judgment except upon the verdict of a jury and to resort 
to the appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court for the cor- 
rection of errors, it will bring its suit in the district court of 
the United States. If a State prefers to invoke the original 
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United States, where it 
is in the discretion of the court to summon a jury, it will sue in 
that court and in such form of civil action as it may direct. 

If it is necessary to sue every corporation in the lines of 
transportation from Portland, Me., to Galveston, Tex., or from 
Miami, Fla., to Seattle, Wash., for the purpose of settling a 
freight rate or contract in which they are all interested through 
a common agreement as common carriers, such corporations, or 
the States under whose laws any of them are acting, may be 
summoned as defendants in a single suit in the Supreme Court 
of the United States, exercising its original jurisdiction. 

The citizen, suing in his own right and in his own name, can 
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a railroad company, where he will find a jury to pass upon his 

claim, if it is as much as $50, and will divide the costs with his 

Ber asa. antagonist if he obtains a verdict for a sum that is less 
at $50. ` 

Some jurists are in doubt as to whether the right of a State 
to sue in the Supreme Court of the United States and invoke its 
original jurisdiction is not exclusive of its right to bring a suit 
in any other Federal court. 

I take it that this question depends upon the character of the 
cause of action upon which the suit is founded and not upon the 
sovereign character in which the State acts in bringing the suit. 

I think the rule on this subject is well stated and supported 
by authority in the language of a careful and able law writer, 
which I will quote: 


Where the character of a cause gives appellate jurisdiction, and the 
character of the 2 (an ambassador or State) gives original juris- 
diction, the appellates jurisdiction is not thereby ousted. 


Citing Cohens v. Virginia, 6 Wheaton, 392 et seq.; Martin v. 
Hunter, 1 Wheaton, 337; Curtis Commentaries, S. 109; Story’s 
Constitution, S. 1697 to 1792. 

The existence of this doubt has caused the insertion in the 
bill of a separate section providing for suits, in certain cases, 
by States, in the Supreme Court of the United States. 

It could not have been intended by the framers of the Consti- 
tution that a State should be excluded from the right of appeal 
to the Supreme Court in all cases, and that being so restricted 
it could only sue in the Supreme Court of the United States on 
such cases of action as relate to its rights, powers, and duties 
as a government. 

The Supreme Court, in the exercise of its original jurisdic- 
tion, is a supreme council of state, discretion, and judgment, as 
to the right of the matter in controversy between a State, rep- 
resenting its people, and other States and their citizens, corpo- 
rations, or municipalities. It can annul or sustain acts of Con- 
gress and of State legislatures, and it can issue mandates to the 
executive officers of the States and of the Federal Government 
to restrain them from the usurpation of unlawful powers, or 
the abuse of lawful authority. In that court only the States 
can demand to be heard as plaintiffs, representing citizens or 
the body politic whose rights are in jeopardy. 

I am glad to quote the following statement on this point from 
the distinguished constitutional lawyer of Alabama, Hon. Han- 
nis Taylor, LL. D., who has the sincere respect of the American 
bar for his abilities and his learning: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., January 8, 1906. 

My DEAR Senator: I have been reflecting upon the interesting ques- 
tion propounded in your letter of the 3d instant. By reference to my 
book on the Jurisdiction and Procedure of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, I find that I have stated the matter in this way: 

23. Original jurisdiction not exclusive.—tIn settling the doctrine 
in Marbury v. Madison that the original jurisdiction of the Supreme 
Court can not be enlarged by Congress the court went so far as to 
deny the right of that body to give appellate jurisdiction where the Con- 
stitution confers original. That proposition was modified, however, a 
few years later in a suit in which Virginia and one of its own citizens 
were parties (Cohen v. Virginia, 6 eat, 397, 398; 5 L. ed., 289), 
the question at issue involving the construction of an act of Congress. 
When it was argued that as the Supreme Court had original jurisdic- 
tion in cases in which a State is a party, that fact excluded its ap- 
pellate jurisdiction, the court held otherwise on the ground that the 
original jurisdiction in cases in which a State is a party refers only 
to those cases in which the Supreme Court obtains jurisdiction by rea- 
son of the character of the parties, and not at all to those cases in 
which the Federal jurisdiction attaches, because the question in- 
volved arises under the Constitution, treaties, or laws of the United 


States.” 
test, therefore, supports the view you now put forward. In 
d in Cohen v. Virginia I find that Mr. Pinkney 
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said : 

“4. Lastly. It is insisted, for the defendant in error, that this 
court has no jurisdiction in the present case, because a State is a 
party to the original controversy which the writ of error brings befo: 
the court. That the jurisdiction of this court in all cases where a State 
is a party is original, and therefore it can not have original juris- 
diction in this case. The obvious answer to this argument is that the 
jurisdiction now claimed does not arise under that part of the Consti- 
tution which gives original jurisdiction to the Supreme Court in cases 
in which a State is a party; but the jurisdiction is asserted under that 
clause which gives the Federal judiciary cognizance of all cases aris- 
ing under the Constitution, laws, and treaties of the United States, 
without regard to the character of the parties.” 

That view. the court adopted. In a note to the case in the Law- 
yers’ Cooperative Edition South Carolina Reports I find this: 

“Federal courts have jurisdiction of cases arising under the laws 
and Constitution of the United States whoever may be parties, and 
even when a State is a party and the proceedings a writ of error to 
the State court.” 

As ever, faithfully, yours, 


Hon. Jonn T. MORGAN, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Evidently the power to sue in the Supreme Court was a priy- 
ilege extended to or reseryed by the States that created that 
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court, in consideration of the fact that they were independent 
sovereignties, as to each other, and could not properly be com- 
pelled to sue in courts subordinate to other States, or in Federal 
courts within the limits of other States, whose judges and jurors 
might be controlled by local influences. There is no restriction 
as to the nature of the cause of action, or as to the amount in 
controversy, that affects the original jurisdiction of the Supreme 
Court when a State appears at its bar to demand justice. 

There is no attempt in this bill to do more than to qualify a 
State as a plaintiff who may bring a suit and recover for the 
wrongful acts of common carriers of interstate commerce, as to 
freight rates and preferences done to the citizens thereof. 

This declaration does not add to the exclusive classes that may 
sue in the Supreme Court of the United States under its original 
jurisdiction. It only defines certain cases in which the State may 
sue as the real party in interest. When a sovereign State appears 
in that court as a plaintif in an action it would be assumed, 
most probably, that the State has authority to control the de- 
mand sued upon in its own name and that it has the duty of 
giving aid to its citizens in obtaining justice as to all their con- 
stitutional rights and equities in the claim sued upon. Such is 
the universal rule of international law under which the govern- 
ments that are parties to treaties and conventions for the set- 
tlement of private claims alleged to be owing to their citizens or 
subjects assume a right to have a decree or award made to them, 
as governments, in case of recovery, whereby the claim of the 
real owner of the demand or cause of action is merged in the 
finding of the commission and is barred, as to a further recovery 
by the claimant, although the real owner never receives com- 
pensation from his own government for the amount of the award 
recovered by it. But this rule of international law may not 
extend to the States of the Union that have no interstate code, 
unless Congress declares their right to represent their ciitzens 
in all cases in which the States may sue in the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 

It is a cautionary provision in this bill intended to prevent a 
failure of justice. 

This bill does not rest solely on that principle of international 
law, although it might be done safely. It goes further and 
requires a law of a State or the petition of the claimant made 
to the governor to enable him to accept contro] of the claim 
as governor and to sue upon it in the name of the State. This 
is intended as a security to the defendant against further suit 
in any court upon the claim that is sued upon in the name of the 
State in any Federal, court having jurisdiction to hear and de- 
termine it upon its merits. 

In such original suits in the Supreme Court of the United 
States the court would not be obstructed by rules of practice, 
statute laws, or precedents as to the consolidation of suits or 
as to setting down for hearing many suits involving like ques- 
tions or other questions depending for their decisions on the 
same or like principles, so that the speedy and final settlement 
of a wide variety of cases and questions might be considered 
and decided at the same hearing. In the vast amount of liti- 
gation that is likely to arise out of any view of this sea of 
railroad troubles it is well that we have a court of supreme 
constitutional powers, that no legislature can fetter with rules 
of procedure, that can take original cognizance at the suit of 
a State of any and all questions of a civil character in respect 
of common carriers of interstate commerce and settle them 
speedily and economically to all concerned. 

I earnestly appeal to all Senators, who desire to compose these 
public troubles that threaten to become public calamities, to give 
earnest consideration to the great powers provided for such 
emergencies in the original jurisdiction of the Supreme Court 
of the United States that is created by the Constitution. 

I can not look forward hopefully to any event of the future 
that will more benignly bless our country than will be realized 
when the States and our Supreme Court take up these vexed 
questions and threatening conditions and work together patri- 
otically for their speedy and just settlement. 

Congress can not compass this great national evil by the ex- 
ertion of all its powers, with all its wisdom, and the occupation 
of all its time in devising and executing schemes of legislation. 
In its power to define and provide for the punishment of crime 
it can, in a large degree, prevent extortion and other abuses of 
justice and public policy by railroads and navigation companies, 
but that phase of the subject is not touched by this measure. 
A predicate for such legislation will be established in its pro- 
hibitory clauses, if this bill is enacted into a law, that will serve 
as the broad foundation for the punishment of such crimes. 

I do not agree with those who essay to cure these public evils 
through Congressional legislation in fixing rates of trans- 
portation that must at last pass under the judgment of the 
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Supreme Court, weighted with a heavy load of intermediate em- 
barrassments, as to the constitutionality of the laws and of the 
tribunals created to administer them; but this bill does not ob- 
struct their plans in the slightest degree. It is only an addi- 
tional way or facility for reaching the same results, that should 
be opened to the service and assistance of the people. 

It should be the desire of all that controversies between the 
railroads and the people should never take on a political aspect. 
It is not the right or the province of political leaders to force 
into partisan caucuses or conventions or into the ballot box 
questions of such immense magnitude, which are purely judicial 
5 me character and can only be finally settled by courts of 

justice. 

The measure I have the honor to offer is intended to open the 
doors of the courts of justice to the people where they can get 
speedy redress for their grievances on terms that, to a great 
extent at least, equalize the powers of litigants, so that the rich 
and powerful corporations will not be able to force weaker 
men to the wall, and thus enforce, through the delays and costs 
of litigation, that power of duress and oppression which their 
combinations are employing to increase their power and riches 
and to oppress the people. - 

If the States and the Federal Government act in concert, 
through their courts, to repress these evil conditions they will 
cease, and the railroads of the country, instead of being oppres- 
sors of the people, will become the useful and honored instru- 
poesia Sv of good government and of progress in our splendid 
country. 

It is worthy of most serious examination, whether the needful 
reform in present conditions should not begin with the people 
and the States in the courts of the country, under the final 
supervision of the Supreme Court of the United States, to which 
such questions must come for final settlement, rather than with 
Congress, where no great economic question can escape entan- 
glement with partisan politics. 

In my judgment it is better for the public health to drink 
the pure waters from their fountains rather than from the 
contaminated brooks after they have wandered through the 
marshes and infections of political camps. 

I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 58) to prevent the unlawful wearing of the 
badge or insignia of the Grand Army of the Republic or other 
soldier organizations ; 

A bill (H. R. 4459) authorizing the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to make regulations respecting the rights and 
privileges of the fish wharf; 

A bill (H. R. 4461) to provide for the abatement of nuisances 
in the District of Columbia by the Commissioners of said Dis- 
trict, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 4463) to amend section 2 of an act entitled “An 
act to provide for the appointment of a sealer and assistant 
sealer of weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes. 

MONETARY AGREEMENTS WITH PANAMA AND OTHER GOVERNMENTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by 
Mr. Battey, as follows: 

Be it resolved 9 the Senate, That the Finance Committee of the 
Senate be instructed, and it is hereby instructed, to Inquire— 

1. Into all of the facts and circumstances concerning certain mone- 
tary and exchange agreements made by the Secretary War with the 
Government of Panama and others, and to report such facts and cir- 
cumstances to the Senate, together with their opinion as to the author- 
ity under which said agreements were made; and 

2. Into all of the facts and circumstances under which certain bonds 
of the Panama Railway 5 were recently sold, and report such 
facts and circumstances to Senate, together with their opinion as 
to the authority for the sale of said bonds. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President, the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals has under consideration the subject-matter of 
the second paragraph of the resolution, and I suggest to the 
Senator from Texas the propriety of amending his resolution by 
striking out that part thereof. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, when the resolution was intro- 
duced the Senate had not received the report of the Secretary 
ef War, which report relates to the sale of the Panama railroad 
bonds. I recognize that it is not desirable to have two commit- 


tees of the Senate concurrently pursuing an inquiry with refer- 
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ence to the same subject, and I have no particular care that the 
Finance Committee shall pursue that inquiry. If there be no 
other objection to the resolution, I am entirely willing to accept 
the suggestion of the Senator from South Dakota; and I ask 
leave to strike out the second subdivision of the resolution. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas has the 
absolute right to amend his resolution by striking out the second 
subdivision. 
Mr. BAILEY. I will ask the clerks to strike out that part 
of it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be changed as 
the Senator desires. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion offered by the Senator from Texas, as modified by him. 
The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


AFFAIRS OF MOROCCO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolutions coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 
The resolutions submitted by Mr. Bacon yesterday was read, 
as follows: 


Whereas it has of late been announced in the public press, both of 
Euro) and the United States, that for the purpose of considering 
certain graye questions relative to the commercial and political affairs 
of Morocco, and of reaching an agreement and determination thereof, 
the governments of the leading wers of Europe, including Germany, 
France, Great Britain, Italy, Austria, and Spain, have agreed an 
arranged to hold in the near future, apes delegates to be a 
pointed by each of said Governments, a conference at Algeciras, 

pain, and that the Government of the United States has, by sai 
European Governments been invited to participate through duly ap- 
pointed delegates in the said paca ar and 

Whereas it is further announced in the public press that the Presi- 
dent of the United States has, in compliance with said invitation, ap- 
pointed delegates of the United States to and in said conference; and 

Whereas the questions at issue relative to the affairs of Morocco, and 
the relation of European governments thereto, are reputed to be of 
such gravity, and the antagonistic demands of European governments 
to be so acute as to endanger the peace of Burope, as is evidenced by 
the 8 announced preparations for war in the dispositions of 
roops an 


n 


fleets, and in the gathering of war material by several of 
said European wers, and as is also evidenced by press dispatches 
from the capitals of said ponen such as the follow 5 which have 
. and publish in the newspapers of the United States, 
o wit: 
“ PARIS, December 81. 
“Sensational papers here continue to publish lengthy telegrams from 
frontier towns reporting extraordinary activity of the military author- 
ities. The evening edition of the Intransigeant to-day reproduces the 
alleged declaration of a superior Belgian staff officer concerning the 
military precautions cio te is taking in order to preserve neutrality, 
and also a 8 spec 
the main frontier points. 
“Deputy Jaures reflects the pessimistic view of the socialistic ele- 
ment, writing in the Humanite that ‘the antagonism in which France 
and Germany .enter the Morocco conference causes a terrible uneasiness 
to weigh upon Europe, 


al dispatch showing the defensive strength of 


as the slightest untoward incident might un- 
chain a catastrophe.” Most of the serious journals take a more con- 
servative view, although all recognize the existence of widespread feel- 
ings of inquletude.“ 

* LONDON, January 6. 


“According to official information received in London from Berlin, 
Germany not only demands that all the powers shall participate in the 
execution of reforms in Morocco, but that the work of watching the 
frontier shall be divided among them, thus realizing the fears expressed 
by an official of the foreign office in an interview last Thursday that 
the German Sig Spat might insist on regulations clashing with what 
rance considers her special privileges—for instance, the policing of the 
rontier. 

“If Germany rsists in this attitude in the conference, it is be- 
lieved a most serious situation will arise, as France is certain to resist, 
and Great Britain will support France. The British Government, while 
believing the conference will finally reach a satisfactory settlement, 
realizes that persistence by Germany in her demands will cause irrita- 
tion which will require all the efforts of the delegates to remove, and 
in this it expects the support of the United States, Spain, and Italy.” 


“Romp, January 6. 


“ Interest here In the conference on Moroccan reforms is growing. 
This is due to the predominant position that Italy will assume because 
of the importance of her delegate, the Marquis Visconti Venosta, who, 
when he was Italian minister of fore affairs, concluded an agree- 
ment with France by which Italy abandoned her claims on Morocco in 
favor of France. This agreement was completed later by Foreign Min- 
ister Prinetti, who pledged Italy's help to France in Morocco, receiving 
in exchange the help of France in Tripoli. 

“At that time Germany had shown no interest In Morocco, while 

Italy considered herself free to so act, Morocco not being included in 
the agreement of the triple alliance concerning the equilibrium of the 
Mediterranean. Now, Germany, it is said, maintains t any question, 
even if it were not contemplated by the triple alliance, comes within 
the terms of the treaty, and that if Germany is attacked w any other 
poner the other two members of the triple alliance—. finn 45 and 
taly—are compelled to assist her with arms. Thus the situation of 
Italy in the conference is becoming more delicate, as the conference 
may lead to war, though the prospects at present point toward peace; 
an 


Whereas our only legitimate concern with Moroccan affairs relates to 
the very limited commerce between that country and our own and is in 
no matter connected with the grave political controversy which has 
been carried on for some time past between Germany on the one side 
and France and England on the other as to the future political con- 
trol of Morocco, it having been the settled policy of this Government 
since its foundation to abstain from taking in such political con- 
troversies between European nations: It is therefore 


I. Resolved 


the Senate, That the President be respectfully re- 
uested, if not 


neompatible with the public interest, to furnish the 
nate with copies of the following papers: 

(a) Such invitation or invitations as were received by this Govern- 
ment to participate in said conference, and of the reply or the replies 
of this Government thereto ; 

(b) Of any protocol, agreement, or other paper setting forth the ob- 
jects of said conference, and the subjects with which it is expected 


deal ; 

(c) Of all instructions sent to the delegates designated to represent 
this Government at said conference, with the names of said delegates; 
(d) Of any agreement fixing the time and place for the meeting of 
said conference. 

II. It is further resolved, That the President be respectfully re- 
quested to inform the Senate whether under the terms of said invitation 
and the acceptance thereof, or under the Instructions given to said dele- 
gates on the pars of the United States, they are limited in their author- 
ity to a participation in the deliberations, judgments, and awards of 
said conference to questions concerning commercial and business matters 
in which the Government and people of the United States have an inter- 
est, either present or prospective; or whether the said delegates on the 
part of the United States have authority to participate in the delibera- 
tions, judgments, or awards of sald conference relative to the political 
affairs of Morocco and her political relations to one or more of the said 
foreign governments, and to the respective rights and powers of any one 
or more of said foreign governments relative thereto. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if the Senator from Georgia 
desires to haye the resolutions referred to the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee without discussion, I have no objection to 
make. If they are to be discussed, I think I shall be obliged 
to move that we discuss them behind closed doors. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, it is the right, not to say the 
privilege, of the Senator from Massachusetts, if he sees fit to 
do so, to move that this discussion be behind closed doors. 
Why he should do so I am at a loss to determine. This is nota 
matter which relates to a treaty 
Mr. LODGE. Ishall take pleasure in explaining to the Sena- 
tor why I do it after the doors are closed. 

Mr. BACON. I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that I have the floor. The Senator from Massachusetts has 
not made the motion. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Georgia has not the floor 
against that motion. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Massachusetts did not make 
a motion. He said—— 

Mr. LODGE. 'Then I make the point of order, and move that 
the doors he closed. 

Mr. BACON. I am entitled to be heard on the point of order. 
I have the floor. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no; 
him to read the rule. 

Mr. BACON. I was not proceeding to discuss the resolutions, 
Mr. President. I was speaking of the suggestion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts being made in the alternative, if the Sena- 
tor had permitted me to proceed to that extent. 

The Senator had said that if I would consent to the reference 
of the resolutions to the Committee on Foreign Relations with- 
out discussion he would not object to action upon them at this 
time, but that if I would not so consent he thought he would at 
some future time—I presume in the near future—move that 
the discussion be had behind closed doors. If the Senator had 
məde that motion of course I would have been out of order in 
saying anything whatever, provided the motion had a second, 
which I suppose it would have had. I am quite familiar witb 
the rule to which the Senator kindly refers me. 

I was proceeding to say that I was at a loss to understand 
why, when that emergency should develop into an actuality, 
the Senator would be induced to make such a motion, as this 
was not a proceeding which related in any manner to a treaty, 
but to a matter in which the entire public of the United 
States 

Mr. LODGE. That is the precise question which I think 
ought to be discussed behind closed doors. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the doors of the Senate be closed. Is there a 
second? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. I second the motion. 

Mr. BACON. I do not understand that the Senator had 
made the motion or that he now has the floor for that purpose. 
Mr. LODGE. The motion can be made at any time. I have 
been taken off the floor in the middle of a speech to have such 
a motion made, 
Mr. BACON. 
situation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Massachusetts, while having the floor in his own right, to 
move that the doors be closed. There is a second, and the gal- 
leries will be cleared and the doors closed. 

The doors were thereupon closed, and at the expiration of 


I beg the Senator’s pardon. I ask 


I think the Senator is quite right. I see the 
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three hours and fifty minutes were reopened; and (at 5 o'clock 
and 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, January 10, 1906, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
BHeecutive nominations received by the Senate January 9, 1906. 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 

Robert Treat Whitehouse, of Maine, to be United States at- 
torney for the district of Maine in the place of Isaac W. Dyer, 
whose term expires January 12, 1906. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 
Lieut. Commander Francis H. Sherman to be a commander in 


the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, vice Commander Dan- 
iel D. V. Stuart, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Ewecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 9, 1906. 
CONSUL. 


Chester C. Mercury, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the 
United States at Managua, Nicaragua. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


Asa P. French, of Massachusetts, to be United States attor- 
ney for the district of Massachusetts. 

Thomas B. Latham, of Indian Territory, to be United States 
attorney for the central district of Indian Territory. 

James L. Martin, of Vermont, to be United States attorney for 
the district of Vermont. 

Samuel Platt, of Nevada, to be United States attorney for the 
district of Nevada. 

Lunsford L. Lewis, of Virginia, to be United States attorney 
for the eastern district of Virginia. 


MARSHALS, 


John W. Overall, of Tennessee, to be United States marshal 
for the middle district of Tennessee. 

Leo E. Bennett, of the Indian Territory, to be United States 
marshal for the western district of Indian Territory. 

John E. Kendrick, of Rhode Island, to be United States mar- 
shal for the district of Rhode Island. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


Ret Millard, of Oklahoma, to be agent for the Indians of the 
Osage Agency in Oklahoma. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Hiram P. Mackintosh, of Massachusetts, to be collector of 
customs for the district of Newburyport, in the State of Massa- 
chusetts. 

Frank L. Shaw, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Machias, in the State of Maine. 


PROMOTIONS IN TITE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Asst. Surg. Louis P. H. Bahrenburg to be a passed assistant 
surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of 
the United States, to rank as such from June 26, 1905. 

Asst. Surg. John T. Burkhalter to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States, to rank as such from June 25, 1905. 

Asst. Surg. Bolivar J. Lloyd to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from April 16, 1905. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


First Assistant Engineer Robert Edward Wright to be a 
chief engineer with the rank of first lieutenant in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such from 
August 23, 1905. 

Second Assistant Engineer Quincy Bogardus Newman to be 
a first assistant engineer with the rank of second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from August 23, 1905. ; 

Third Lieut. George Clayton Alexander to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
rank as such from July 1, -1905. 

Third Lieut. Muller Stuntz Hay to be a second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from June 7, 1905. 

Third Lieut. William Thomas Stromberg to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
rank as such from October 30, 1905. 

Third Lieut. Hiram Rex Searles to be a second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from April 29, 1905. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, January 9, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve. 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 3. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
yo House on the state of the Union, Mr. OLMSTED in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 3—Philippine tariff bill. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, in discussing the bill now 
under consideration I shall not weary the committee with cita- 
tions of a vast mass of statistics. I prefer to discuss this bill 
and to base my opposition to the measure upon what I conceive 
to be the fundamental principles involved in its consideration. 
I shall undoubtedly have something to say about the possible 
effect of this legislation upon the beet-sugar industry, an indus- 
try of vital importance to the district which I have the honor to 
represent upon the floor of this House. In the First Congres- 
sional district of Colorado there are to-day seven beet-sugar 
factories in operation. These factories have all been erected 
during the past seven or eight years, and, in my judgment, 
they stand as monuments to the wisdom of the sugar schedule 
of the Dingley tariff bill. Deeply interested as are my people 
in that industry, both because of the pride they feel in the 
present proportion that it has assumed in the industrial life 
of the State and because of the hope that they entertain for its 
future growth and development, I prefer to base my opposition 
to the passage of this bill upon more fundamental grounds than 
even the selfish interest, if you please, of the people of my dis- 
trict in their local industry. 

I approach the discussion of this question, Mr. Chairman, as a 
protectionist and as a Republican. As a protectionist I have 
been taught to believe, and I still believe, notwithstanding the 
speech of the eminent chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, that it is within the power and it is the duty of the 
National Government to protect and encourage and to uphold 
the growth of the infant industries of this land where they are 
capable of such development, and to protect American labor 
against the cheap labor of alien people, who do not live accord- 
ing to the standards of American life and American citizenship. 

As a Republican I have been taught to believe, and I still 
believe, notwithstanding the views that have been announced 
upon this floor in the advocacy of this measure, that when the 
Constitution of the United States was ratified a new nation 
came into existence, clothed with all the inherent powers of 
nationality and fully equipped for the discharge of its duties, 
both domestic and international. 

I believe that this measure is Democratic in principle and 
in theory upon both of these fundamental principles. I believe 
that if it shall be enacted into law it will mark a departure 
from Republican principles and Republican theories upon both 
of these principles that are fundamental to the existence of the 
Republican party. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I was very much amazed the other day when 
I listened to the argument of the distinguished chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee [Mr. Payne]. I was amazed to 
hear fall from the lips of so strong a protectionist as our chair- 
man has always been the statement that American farm labor, 
receiving $1.50 and $2 a day, could successfully compete with 
the cheapest paid labor on the face of the earth—Philippine 
labor. I was more amazed, sir, when the chairman based that 
argument upon the proposition that American labor engaged 
in the beet-sugar industry did not receive a larger proportion of 
the wealth that it produced than does Philippine labor. I deny 
the statement, Mr. Chairman. I submit, sir, that the statistics 
are abundant to disprove that statement, and to establish the 
fact indisputably that American labor is not only paid more in 
dollars and cents, but that it is relatively paid more in the pro- 
duction of the wealth that it produces than any labor upon the 
face of the earth. I was not surprised when yesterday after- 
noon the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN], in mak- 
ing an attack upon the tariff system of the United States, re- 
ferred to that argument of the chairman of our Ways and 
Means Committee. It seems to me that it does not require a 
prophet or the son of a prophet to predict that in the future 
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when attacks are made upon our tariff system the speech of 
the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee [Mr. PAYNE] 
will be the speech to which the opponents of that system will 
turn for comfort and for ammunition, If any attack is to be made 
upon our tariff system as the result of the agitation of this ques- 
tion, all true protectionists should remember that in this House 
the attack is being made upon it, not by the enemies of the 
tariff system, but by the friends of that system. And if it 
shall be destroyed let it be remembered that it was the Samson 
of this House, the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, 
who tore down the pillar that supports the entire structure. 

I have said, Mr. Chairman, that this measure would be a 
reversal of our policy both in regard to the tariff system and in 
regard to the relation that exists between our new insular pos- 
sessions and the United States Government. Let me briefly 
refer to what has been the policy of this Government heretofore 
in regard to infant industries, and particularly in regard to the 
beet-sugar industry. As the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. 
MoxNpELL] said the other day, the beet-sugar industry is one that 
lias engaged the attention of the best statesmen of the world. 
The Republican party, recognizing that this was a country of 
vast agricultural possibilities and that so essentially an agri- 
cultural product as sugar could be produced in this country, 
very wisely passed in a Republican Congress, in the McKinley 
tariff bill, signed by a Republican President, a provision which 
granted a bounty to the producers of sugar upon American soil. 
In addition to that the McKinley bill contained a provision 
exempting from the payment of tariff duties all machinery 
imported into this country for the purpose of being erected in 
the beet-sugar factories. 

When the Democratic party came into power in the legis- 
lative branch and in the executive branch of the Government 
it passed what was known as the Wilson tariff bill, repealing 
the provision of the McKinley bill granting the bounty. | 

When the next Republican national conyention was held, in 
1896, the party adopted a platform condemning the Democratic 
party in unmistakable terms for what it charged to be a breach 
of faith to the sugar producers of the country and pledging 
itself to the enactment of such legislation as would enable the 
people of the United States to produce upon American soil and 
by American labor all the sugar consumed by the American 
people, and for which the people of the United States at that 
time were annually paying something over a hundred million 
dollars. The first measure passed by the Republican Congress 
elected upon that platform was the Dingley tariff bill, a bill 
which, in my judgment, has contributed very largely to the 
prosperity that this nation has enjoyed from that time to the 
present. In the Dingley tariff bill the present sugar schedule, 
still upon the statute book, was enacted for the purpose of en- 
couraging and promoting the growth of beet sugar. 

There were a good many people, both in Congress and out of 
it, particularly in my State, who either opposed or refused to 
give their support to the Dingley tariff bill, but I am glad to 
say that they have now become ardent supporters at least of 
the sugar schedule in that bill; but I regret to say that there 
were a great many in Congress who were earnest and honest 
supporters of that measure, and of the sugar schedule, who, by 
changes in regard to the importation of sugar from foreign 
countries and from our insular possessions, have been gradually 
but surely destroying the efficacy of that measure so far as the 
beet-sugar industry is concerned. The beet-sugar industry has 
grown from 1896 to the present time, but it has not grown any- 
thing like as rapidly as it would have grown had it not been 
for the free admission of sugar from Porto Rico and the reduc- 
tion of duty on sugar from Cuba and from the Philippine 
Islands. As the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee 
[Mr. Payne] said when discusing the Porto Rican bill, there 
were at that time 51 beet-sugar factories—not 100, as the gen- 
tleman said in his exaggerated statement the other day, but 51 
beet-sugar factories—then arranged to be constructed in this 
country, only 5 or 6 of which have since been erected. 

The reduction of duty on sugar from Cuba may not have shut 
up any of the beet-sugar factories in my State—I do not know 
how it was in Michigan—but unquestionably, in my mind, it has 
retarded the growth and development of that industry. I have 
said also, Mr. Chairman, that if this bill should be enacted into 
law it marks the reversal of Republican policy in regard to the 
relation existing between our new insular possessions and the 
United States Government. That question, sir, to my mind, is 
the most important one involved in the consideration of this 
measure. It rises far above any local interest in any domestic 
industry. It is one fraught with possibilities that affect all of 
the industries of the United States. 

For the first time, Mr. Chairman, upon the floor of this House 
since the Spanish-American treaty was signed, the argument has 


been made in advocacy of this bill that although this Govern- 
ment has the legal right to impose a tariff duty for protection 
upon imports from its insular possessions into the United States 
and upon imports from the United States into its insular pos- 
sessions, although it has that legal right, as determined by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, yet we have no moral right 
to impose such a duty. It is urged now for the first time, I say, 
Mr. Chairman, that when we have any possessions in any part 
of the globe, no matter what may be the conditions that may pre- 
yail in those possessions, no matter what may be for the welfare 
of the people of those possessions, no matter what may be for 
the welfare of the people of the United States, yet we must ex- 
tend to all of those possessions the same tariff laws that we have 
in force governing our importations into our own country and 
governing our own market. 

Mr. Chairman, I deny that we have any such limitation in 
governing our possessions. I would rather go back to what was 
the principle and policy of the Republican party when we ac- 
quired these possessions. At that time it was the declared pur- 
pose and policy of our party, declared repeatedly on the floor of 
this House, declared in its platform, that when we acquired pos- 
sessions we had not only the legal right but the moral duty to 
impose such tariff upon imports from these possessions into our 
own country as might be best for the welfare of the people of 
those islands and for the welfare of the people of the United 
States. 

I can well conceive, Mr. Chairman, that it may be possible in 
the course of time that the United States Government will have 
some possessions where it may be necessary, not only for the 
welfare of those possessions that the tariff duty shall be a 
protective tariff duty, a duty that shall be imposed upon the 
imports into those possessions, but it may also be necessary to 
protect the industries of one possession against the industries 
of another possession. No other nation on the face of the earth, 
so far as I know, as I now recollect, has ever felt that it was 
bound to treat all of its possessions by one fixed and unalterable 
rule. All the nations of the earth that have had possessions 
have gone on the theory that the mother government has a right 
to legislate as will be best for each possession, taking each case 
alone, and governed by the conditions and circumstances that 
exist in that possession. That was the rule of the Republican 
party. I do not think, Mr. Chairman, that if it had been urged 
at the time we acquired the Philippine Islands or Porto Rico 
that we would be compelled, either legally or morally, to extend 
our tariff laws to them, and to make it possible that the indus- 
tries of those tropical countries should come into competition 
with the industries of our country, that the cheap labor of those 
semicivilized countries should come into competition with the 
highly civilized labor of this country, that any political party 
would bave been found that would have been in favor of annexa- 
tion of those islands, or any respectable number of people of the 
United States would have indorsed such a policy. It was not 
the view of our leaders at that time, as I shall attempt to dem- 
onstrate to you. In quoting from the speeches of these gentle- 
men I do not do it, Mr. Chairman, in any critical spirit, not for 
the purpose of showing that they have changed their views, 
because I well know that all men change their views as condi- 
tions may change, but this is a fundamental principle that I am 
discussing, and I cite these gentlemen and the speeches made 
by them because I believe they are eminent authorities upon 
such a proposition. 

The first gentleman whose speech I desire to quote from is the 
gentleman who now so ably presides over the Committee on 
Ways and Means of this House. I want to quote from the 
speech made by the gentleman upon the floor of this House on 
the 19th of February, 1900, at the time the Porto Rican bill was 
under discussion. The gentleman from New York at that time 
said, Mr. Chairman, after telling the part that he had taken in 
putting the bounty in the McKinley bill, and after telling the 
House of the pride he felt in having secured the sugar schedule 
in the Dingley bill, for all of which I most cheerfully pay my 
gratitude to the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee 
he then used this language: 

I want to go a step farther than that and declare to the country and 
to the world that when we legislate for this island, when we propose 
the tariff, we have the duty and the power and the privilege, under the 
Constitution, of imposing a tariff on all articles coming to the terri- 


tory belonging to the United States from the United States, or coming 
to the United States from the territory belonging to the United States, 


You will notice that he says not only that we have the power 
under the Constitution, but that we have the duty under the 
Constitution. It was not simply a question of power, it was a 
question of right or wrong, a question of duty, and the chair- 
man of the Ways and Means Committee said we not only had 
the power, but that we had the duty of imposing this tariff 
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upon the importations from those possessions. He went further 


than that. He also said: 
I want to make a precedent that all men can read with reference to 


the Philippine Islands; and if Cuba shall come, I want to give notice 
to Cuba that we propose to protect this industry— 


And he meant the beet-sugar industry— 
when it comes to the question of admitting 1,000,000 tons that will 
come from Cuba. 

You will notice that he linked the Philippine Islands and 
Cuba together in that statement. “I want to give notice,” says 
the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, “that if Cuba 
shall come I propose to establish this precedent both for Cuba 
and for the Philippine Islands.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to what another 
member of the Ways and Means Committee said, a gentleman 
who served then and serves now with very great ability upon that 
distinguished committee, the gentleman from Pennsylyania [Mr. 
DALZELL]. He delivered upon the floor of this House upon the 
same day a most able argument upon the constitutional power 
and the legal proposition involved in placing the duty upon 
Porto Rican sugar. It was one of the ablest speeches that was 
delivered at that time upon that weighty question. It was one 
that I am sure I have read with interest and with instruction. 
It is one that I would have every Member, and particularly 
every Republican Member, of the House read, and read often. 
He not only discussed the legal power that this Government 
had, but he, like the chairman of the Ways and Means Cominit- 
tee, went farther and discussed what was our duty in the 
premises. Let me now call attention to what he had to say 
upon this question: 

And yet, attempting now for the first time to legislate for one of our 
new possessions, we are met with the proposition that all of our new 
possessions must be governed by one fixed, unvarying system, and that 


the system which applies to ourselves, the freest and the most intelli- 
gent people on the face of the earth. 


Is not that the argument which is now being made on this 
bill, that we must extend free trade to the Philippine Islands 
because we have granted free trade to Porto Rica and to Ha- 
waii, and that we must have but one rule to govern all of our 
possessions? Was I wrong when I said that it never before 
was urged upon the floor of this House by any Republican— 
yes, by a Democrat, many of them, but never by a Republican— 
that we must treat all of our possessions in exactly the same 
way? What further did the gentleman say upon that occasion? 
How did he characterize this proposition? I shall let him speak 
for himself: 

An amazing 8 involving free trade with the Phillppines, 
the extension to them of our navigation laws, and the incorporation 
into the body, politic of from six to twelve millions of semisavages. 
How do you like the problem? 

How do you like the problem? That was the question that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELIL] then pro- 
pounded to the House and which I now propound to the Repub- 
lican Members on the floor of the House. That was not all 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania had to say upon that 
occasion. Let me read a little further: 

The question of free trade or protection with reference to this 
little island is one of absolutely no importance, but when you come 
to say that under the limitations of the Constitution you must fixe 
free trade to the 3 you must incorporate into the body politic 
12,000,000 Malays as citizens of the United States, and must extend to 
that archipelago our Legh, reco laws, I call a halt. In behalf of my 
own people I am not willing to see the wage-earner of the United 
States, the farmer of the United States, put upon a level and brought 
into competition with the cheap, half-slave labor, savage labor of the 
Philippine Archipelago. 

[Applause and laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, I indorse his language and appeal now to the 
Republican Members on the floor of this House to see to it that 
the cheap, half-slave, semisavage labor of the Philippine Islands 
shall not be brought into competition with the American farmer 
and the American laborer. ‘The issue is here, gentlemen; you 
ean not escape it or evade it. You must mect it, and meet it as 
men. From one of our own leaders you have had the prediction 
that this question would arise and that he would stand up 
against such competition. Now, as a good Republican, believ- 
ing in the doctrines of your party, I ask you to follow the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] when he made that 
speech and see that this competition is not brought about. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, it was not alone some of our leaders who de- 
clared what the Republican policy was upon this question. 
After the Porto Rican question had been before the House of 
Representatives a Congressional election came before the people 
of the United States. The Republican party was anxious—and 
properly so, as I was also—to see that Republican Members 
were elected. I was unfortunately a candidate at that time, 


and I was not able to convince a majority of the people of my 
district that it was to their interest to elect a Republican, but 


in that campaign the party to which I was then proud to owe 
allegiance, and to which I am prouder now than ever before— 
for I do not believe my party will ever commit this wrong 
against the farmers and laborers of the United States issued 
a campaign text-book which was intended as a guidebook, with 
which the speakers should go to the people of the United States, 
and that had something to say about this Porto Rican measure. 
Let me tell you what is contained in that text-book : 

The first thought which came to the minds of the farmers, when the 
events following the war for the liberation of Cuba brought under our 
control certain tropical areas, was whether or not the possession or 
control of tropical territo by the United States would injure, or, 
perhaps, destroy the opportunities which they believed they had al- 
most within thelr grasp for supplying the $100,000,000 worth of 
sugar which the ple of the United States annually consume. This 
fear, if it reach a stage in which it could be called by that name, 
was answered in the negative by the Republican party when it passed 
the Porto Rican bill. The Democratic party fought with all its 
power to prevent the enactment of that measure which placed a duty 
upon articles coming into the United States from Porto Rico. That 
duty was small— 

But, said this text-book— 

It was an explicit declaration 

Mark this language, gentlemen— 


It was an explicit declaration by the Republican party that it pro- 
posed to retain the power to fix such tariff as it might deem judicious 
against the products of cheap tropical labor wherever located and 
under whatever conditions. 

Listen to this also— 


It was a distinct promise to the farmer that he need not fear that 
the Republican party would permit the cheap labor and the cheap 
sugar of any tropical territory to be brane in a manner which 
would destroy the infant industry of beet-sugar production, which the 
farmers of the United States have, under the fostering care of the 
Republican party, been building up during the last few years. 

Will you keep your promise, gentlemen? I believe you will 
when you vote upon this measure. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
think I have demonstrated this measure is a Democratic meas- 
ure, and not a Republican measure; that it is what the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. Witt1aMs], in his report, as minority 
leader, said—a step, from the standpoint of Democracy, in the 
right direction, a step in favor of free trade, and, consequently, 
from the standpoint of Republicans, a step in the wrong direc- 
tion. It ought to be voted down by every Republican member 
of this House. 

I have talked with little effect so far if I have not also demon- 
strated that the passage of this bill involves a complete reversal 
of the policy of the Republican party in regard to its treatment 
of our insular possessions. It is not a question of legal power, 
it is not a question of moral duties that is involved. It is, sirs, 
merely a question of policy—a policy as to whether it is best 
for the interests of the people of these islands and best for our 
eighty-odd millions of people in continental America that this 
bill should pass. In the consideration of that question there 
are three matters involved. First, will the legislation, if enacted, 
benefit the Filipino? Second, will it injure any domestic indus- 
try? Third, will any possible benefit to the Filipino be offset by 
any possible injury to American industries? I want to discuss 
those three questions. In doing so, Mr. Chairman, I shall not 
refer very freely to the testimony taken before the Ways and 
Means Committee. I think it is a perfectly fair statement to 
make in regard to that testimony that you can prove anything on 
earth in regard to this question you want from that testimony. 
I do not know anything about the truth of the story that my 
friend from Michigan told on the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee the other day. I do not know and do not be- 
lieve that he occupied the position that gentleman said he did; 
but I do know, and I say so after attending practically all the 
sessions of the Ways and Means Committee, that the sugar-beet 
industry did occupy the position before that committee that the 
gentleman said, viz, that of a defendant. I am satisfied that the 
gentlemen upon that committee—a majority of the majority 
members—in fact, all of them—honestly believe that this legis- 
lation will not injure the beet-sugar industry; but I was con- 
vinced from the first day I timidly entered the room of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means that the majority members of that 
committee had then determined upon the bill that they would 
bring into this House, and that the testimony taken before that 
committee was not for the purpose of getting information upon 
the question, but practically for the purpose of getting argument 
in support of the bill that they had predetermined they would 
report to this House. 

I listened, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, to the profound and 
technical arguments that were made before that committee both 
at the last session of Congress and at this session of Congress. 
I confess that at times that testimony was somewhat unintelligi- 
ble to me. It was in a language with which I am not familiar. 
I heard a great deal about pesos, centavos, carabaos, quintals, 
kilos, ratoons, and piculs, and other digestible and indigestible 


In other words, it was a distinct promise— 
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It may have been that the other gentlemen understood 
all of the testimony, but I took consolation in my ignorance 
when I found the chairman of the committee or some other dis- 
tinguished member of the committee asking one of the witnesses 
to translate his testimony into the English language. I submit 
that that testimony -is full of contradictions and of conflicts. 
You can prove from that testimony that it does not cost but 
a little over half a cent a pound to raise sugar in the Philippine 
Islands. You can prove from that testimony that it costs a 
cent and a half a pound to raise sugar in the Philippine 
Islands. You can prove from that testimony that the Filipinos 
will never be able to produce to exceed two or three hundred 
thousand tons of sugar, and you can prove from that testimony 
that there are 50,000,000 acres of land in the Philippine Islands 
capable of producing from 24 to 3 tons of sugar an acre—far 
beyond the total world’s consumption. You can prove from 
that testimony that a ratoon crop, which I learned to be a subse- 
quent crop grown from the first planting of the cane, is rarely 
raised in the islands. You can prove by other witnesses that 
were called before that committee that ratoon crops are of fre- 
quent occurrence in the Philippine Islands, and that each ratoon 
crop is better than the original. And so it is not my purpose 
to refer very much to that testimony in support of my argument. 

The first question that I have taken up in considering the 
policy of this legislation is whether or not the legislation will 
benefit the Filipino. You will remember, gentlemen of the 
committee, that after the chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee concluded his argument upon the floor of the House 
the other day I asked him the explicit question, “ Will this 
legislation, in your judgment, benefit the Filipino?“ What 
was his answer? I may not quote him exactly, because I am 
speaking from memory, but the effect of it and the substance of 
it, as I recall, was this: “I am somewhat doubtful myself as 
to what, if any, benefit the Filipino will derive from the legisla- 
tion.” And then I said, “ What is the purpose of this legisla- 
tion?” “Oh,” said the gentleman, the Filipinos think it will, 
and I am governed somewhat by sentiment in this matter.” 

And then I asked the gentleman if it were from a sentimental 
rather than from an economical standpoint that he proposed this 
legislation, and he burst forth in one of those vigorous announce- 
ments of his, “ Why, no; it is right. Can you not comprehend 
it? That is why I am for it. It is right.” That is an argument 
that is always made when you can not think of anything else to 
say in support of your position. Right? Was it right when the 
Porto Rican question was under consideration? Not then. Right 
does not change, whether gentlemen change their views or not. 
Will it benefit the Filipino? I believe what the gentleman who 
presides with such dignity and ability over the destiny of this 
House proyed to my satisfaction when he discussed the Porto 
Rican bill was right, and that was that the reduction of duty 
to Porto Rico, or rather the admission of sugar from Porto Rico 
free of duty, would go to the benefit of the sugar trust and not to 
the poor Porto Rican. I think it was the distinguished gentleman 
who described that trust in that debate as that damnable, in- 
fernal, red-eyed, baldheaded, brimstone-eating sugar trust, and 
proved that the benefit of this legislation would go to that trust 
instead of to the Porto Ricans. 

And so I submit to you, gentlemen, that if this legislation is 
passed you are not helping the Filipino. You are helping that 
trust so graphically described, and the benefit of this legislation 
will go into the pockets of the sugar trust and not into the pock- 
ets of the poor Filipino. Why, even the President of the United 
States—and I yield to no man upon the floor of this House in 
my admiration for his ability, for his patriotism, for his cour- 
age, and for his wisdom—but eyen he, in recommending this leg- 
islation to the House, seemed to be very doubtful as to what 
benefit, if any, the Filipino will receive from the legislation. On 
page 50 of his message as it came to the House you will find 
the following language: 

I do not anticipate that free trade between the islands and the United 


States will produce a revolution in the sugar and tobacco production of 
the Philippine Islands. 
* * s . * > s 

The enactment of a law by the Congress of the United States making 
provision for free trade between the islands and the United States, how- 
ever, will be of great importance from a political and sentimental stand- 
point; and while its actual benefit has doubtiess been exaggerated by 
the people of the islan they will accept this measure of justice as an 
indication that the people of the United States are anxious to aid the 
people of the Philippine Islands in every way, and especially in the 
agricultural development of their archipelago. 


Undoubtedly, as I think, I hear the gentleman from the Ways 
and Means Committee now whisper, he got his suggestion of 
5 from the message of the President of the United 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman evidently did not hear “the 
gentleman’s” suggestion. 


— — ee rE 


Mr. BONYNGE. May be I misunderstood the gentleman. 
But at all events it is suggested that this legislation would be 
wise from a political and a sentimental standpoint. I think, 
gentlemen, before we enact it we ought to stop to consider what 
the effect will be upon the local industry before taking that 
step. 

Now, let me say in conclusion, about the first proposition, rela- 
tive to the benefit to the Filipinos, that the best conclusion I 
can arrive at upon that phase of the question is that it may do 
the Filipinos some good; how much, nobody knows. But cer- 
tainly, according to the chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, and even according to the President of the United States, 
and according to every witness who has been heard upon this 
proposition, certainly very much less benefit than the Filipino 
himself expects he will get from this legislation. We know that 
it will disappoint the Filipino, and necessarily trouble will 
arise from that disappointment. Now, what will be its effect 
upon the home industry? I am not a beet-sugar expert; I am 
not: interested in any beet-sugar factory or in any farm upon 
which beets are grown; but I speak upon this phase of the ques- 
tion as a protectionist and as a Republican. I do not believe 
we can determine from the testimony taken in the hearings 
before the Ways and Means Committee what its future will be. 
I think we can determine that question far better by considering 
what has been the effect of similar legislation that has been 
enacted in regard to other tropical countries. We have had a 
treaty of reciprocity with the Hawaiian Islands for something 
like thirty years. I think the treaty was ratified in 1875. At 
that time these islands produced, as I remember the figures, a 
little over 11,000 tons of sugar a year. To-day they are produc- 
ing nearly 400,000 tons of sugar annually. What has been the 
effect in Porto Rico? Prior to the passage of the Porto Rican 
bill the island of Porto Rico did not produce more than 66,000 
tons of sugar a year. Last year it produced 116,000 tons, I 
believe it was; and if I remember the statement made by the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, it will produce 
this year 210,000 tons of sugar. Now, what has happened in 
Cuba? Prior to the reduction of the duty upon Cuban sugar 
they produced, as I remember the figures, last year something 
like 600,000 tons of sugar. This year it is estimated, as I got 
the figures yesterday from the chairman, as I remember his 
figures, 1,100,000 and some odd tons. 

Mr. FORDNEY. One million three hundred thousand. 

Mr. BONYNGE. The gentleman says that Willett & Gray 
make it 1,100,000. 

Mr. FORDNEY. One million three hundred thousand. 

Mr. BONYNGE. The chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means says it is 1,100,000 tons. It does not make any 
difference whether it is 1,100,000 or 1,300,000; I de not care 
which it was; the effect of the legislation was to increase 
enormously the production of sugar in Cuba, in Porto Rico, and 
in the Hawaiian Islands, and with the Philippine Islands or 
any other tropical country it can not be other than that. I 
find that I am getting close to where my time will expire. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman be allowed to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has eleven minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. BONYNGE. I thank the gentleman. I do not think I 
will consume more than twenty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Colorado be per- 
mitted to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems incredible to 
me that a great committee of the House of Representatives 
should seriously propose a measure purporting to be for the 
benefit of the Filipinos and purporting to be introduced for the 
purpose of encouraging and promoting the development of the 
cane-sugar industry of those islands and then argue that it is 
impossible to expect any growth or any increase in the produc- 
tion of sugar that will amount to anything at all. I do not 
believe that the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 
or a great committee of this House would eyer say so futile 
and absurd a thing as that. To enact legislation for the pur- 
pose of promoting and encouraging an industry in the Philippine 
Islands and at the same time to say that they are handing the 
Filipinos a “gold brick” and that there will not be any in- 
creased production or do them any practical good is a proposi- 
tion I can not comprehend. It stands to reason, I think, that 
if we enact this legislation there will be an enormous increase 
in the production of sugar in those islands, just as there has 


been in every tropical country for which we have opened the 
markets of our country for their sugar. 
But they 


tell us that even if there should be an increased 
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production we need have no fear of it, for the sugar will go 
to Hongkong, and that the market for Philippine sugar is 
China and Japan and not the United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to what some 
witnesses for the Government have said, and I believe this is 
the only time I have quoted from this testimony upon any 
proposition. There was one witness called, a very voluble 
gentleman from Mississippi, a free-trade Democrat, as I re- 
member, who liked “a little protection on the side,” and he 
made this statement in reference to where the sugar of the 
Philippines would go: 

I think we can well afford to take this risk, because I have always 


believed myself that the reduction in duty which we ask for will send 
a large part of our suyar—- 

Where—to Hongkong? Not much— 
to the United States, where there is and always will be a market for 
much more than we will ever grow. 

Another witness, called by the Goyernment upon these hear- 
ings, was the governor of the Philippine Islands, Governor 
Wright, who came, 1 suppose, from the Philippine Islands pur- 
posely to testify before this committee. Here is what he said: 

I have heard the argument advanced by Mr. Hathaway or Mr. 
Humphrey, I am not sure whicb, probably both of them, that in view 
of the Brussels treaty the signatory wers will regard the reduction 
of the tariff here as a bounty to the Filipino 2 815 growers, and there- 
fore will impose a differential against them. am not prepared to 
say—of course we must be frank about these matters—that the result 
of passing this bill will not be very pare to cause the sugars that 
grow in the Philippine Islands to come to the United States. I rather 
think, and certainly hope, this will be so. 


That was the testimony of the governor of those islands. 
Why do gentlemen tell us that we need not fear competition 
from the Philippine Islands if they have an increased produc- 
tion of sugar? Why tell us that, when their own witnesses, 
those who ought to know about this subject if anybody does. 
say that if there shall be an increased production of sugar in 
the Philippine Islands the sugar will come, and they hope it 
will come, to the United States? 

It occurs to me, as I now proceed, Mr. Chairman, that in dis- 
cussing one other branch of this subject I omitted what seems 
to me to be a very essential point. While I was discussing the 
relation that this Government bears to Porto Rico I attempted 
to show you that it had never been the policy of this Govern- 
ment since the Spanish-American treaty to establish the prin- 
ciple that we must have one fixed and invariable rule for the 
government of all these possessions. I want now to show you 
that we never have treated them alike, that we never propose to, 
nnd that the bill now under consideration by this committee, 
if it shall be enacted into law, does not propose to treat the 
Philippine Islands as it treats Porto Rico and the rest of the 
` possessions of the United States. I want to show you that it is 
not only a gold-brick proposition in reference to the production 
of sugar and the benefit that the Filipino will get from the 
increased production of sugar, but I want to show you also that 
they will not have free trade with the United States in 1909, 
after this bill goes into effect; that this bill is adroitly drawn 
for the purpose—no, I will not say that, because I do not know, 
but that this bill is adroitly drawn—so that the result of it will 
be that while the Filipino may think he is treated exactly the 
same as the other States and Territories and as a part of the 
United States in all respects in regard to tariff, it will not be 
so. Let me call your attention now to this language; and, 
gentleman of the committee, both Republicans and Democrats, 
I want you to listen to this language. Here is what it provides: 

That on and after the 11th day of April, 1909— 

Now, mark you— 
all articles and merchandise going from the United States into the 
Philippine Islands 

Shall be admitted free of duty. Free trade upon all articles 
and merchandise of every kind and description going from the 
United States into the Philippine Islands. Is the relation to be 
reciprecal? Listen now to the language of the bill that we are 
considering: 

And all articles wholl 
Islands coming into the 
be admitted free of duty. 

Note the distinction. All articles and merchandise, of what- 
ever kind and description, going from the United States into the 
Philippine Islands shall be admitted free of duty; but not all 
articles and merchandise coming from the Philippine Islands 
into the United States. No; not much, 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BON INGE. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Is the Dingley tariff in force in the Philippine 
Islands? 

Mr. BONYNGE. Certainly not. Therefore you are not treat- 
ing the Philippine Islands as you are treating the rest of the 


the growth and product of the Philippine 
nited States from the Philippine Islands shall 


i States. That is my contention and that is the reason 
W. — + 

Mr. MANN. The Philippine tariff is less than the Dingley 
tariff, is it not? 

Mr. BONYNGD. I do not know; I think it is. I think it is 
an ad valorem tariff. : 

Mr. MANN. So that this is to protect articles from an oriental 
country coming to this country by way of the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Undoubtedly; showing that you are not 
treating the Philippine Islands as you treat the rest of the 
United States, because you have given the Philippine Islands an 
entirely different tariff bill that governs importations into the 
United States from foreign countries, When you ship goods into 
the Philippine Islands from any country upon the face of the 
earth except from the United States you pay a different rate of 
duty than when you ship those goods into the United States or 
into any other possession of the United States, and that differ- 
ence in treatment of the Philippine Islands has made necessary 
this distinction in this bill. That is just as useful for the pur- 
poses of my argument, and even more so, and I thank the gen- 
tleman from Illinois for calling my attention to the fact that 
there is a separate and distinct tariff bill for those islands. The 
purpose of my argument was to show, and I think I have shown 
conclusively, that the same sort of relations do not exist in the 
tariff laws with those islands, and will not exist after 1909, as 
with the other possessions of the United States, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think I have also demonstrated that 
there is but little if any benefit which will go to the Filipino 
from this legislation, and from what we have seen occur in 
other tropical countries there is certainly, to put it mildly, at 
least very grave danger that not only may the sugar-beet indus- 
try be menaced, but be seriously crippled in its growth and 
development in this country. I hope I am wrong. I hope the 
gentlemen of the Ways and Means Committee who have pro- 
posed and advocated this bill are right, and that no injury will 
come to this industry; but I do say, and I say it as forcibly and 
earnestly as I am capable of, that it is not the duty or the right 
of this Government, when no benefit is going to the Filipino or 
2 part of the benefit is going to the sugar trust, that this legis- 
lation should be enacted even if it is only a menace and a threat 
to the beet-sugar industry of this country. I fear it will be 
more. 

The American farmer, Mr. Chairman, is entitled to as much 
consideration from the American Congress as the little brown 
man across the Pacific. The people in my district are patriotic 
people. If they believed that it was necessary for the honor of 
their country that the beet-sugar industry of which they are so 
proud should be menaced or even destroyed they would sacrifice 
it gladly upon the altar of patriotism. They do not believe that 
it is etiher necessary or wise that they should be subjected to 
such a risk or asked.to make the sacrifice. 

We listened the other day to a most eloquent and entertaining 
description of the trip taken last summer by certain Members of 
this House to the Philippine Islands. I would take you gentle- 
men with me to-day upon another trip. I would take you to 
fair Colorado, where the sun shines the brightest, the sky is the 
clearest, and the air is the purest, where all life is one continual 
joy from the rise of the early morning sun until it sinks below 
the snow-capped peaks of our eternal mountain range, the very 
treasure house of the nation’s wealth. I would take you to the 
farms that have been tilled by American farmers who left their 
homes in the East, traveled across what you knew in your boy- 
hood days as the great American desert, and who bave by their 
indomitable will and their indomitable courage converted that 
desert into rich and fertile farms, the home of American citi- 
zens, rearing American families and American children for the 
discharge of American citizenship. I would take you to the 
beet fields of Colorado and-show you the wonderful change and 
improvement that this new industry has brought about. 

I would take you to the proud city of Denver, that no Ameri- 
can has ever visited without feeling the blood flow a little 
faster in his veins, when he realizes that his sons and his 
daughters have built that magnificent city in the very center of 
what was once the despised American desert. I would have 
you see its costly public edifices; I would have you see its 
stately structures of mart and commerce; I would have you see 
its churches, its universities, its schools, its palatial homes of 
the rich, its comfortable homes of the men of moderate means, 
and even its cozy homes of the few poor we have in our city. I 
would have you see these and many other things that are far 
beyond my power of description. And then, gentlemen, I would 
have you legislate so as to make it possible under the reclama- 
tion act that there shall be not only the farms that now exist on 
that desert, but that all of that great region shall be converted 
into the homes of happy and contented people. I would baye 
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you so legislate that not only the city of Denver but many cities 
like Denver might grow up in the Rocky Mountain region. 

Oh, my Republican friends, I appeal to you as Republicans, be- 
lieving in the fundamental principles of your party, to defeat 
this un-Republican measure. I appeal to you, my Democratic 
friends on the floor of this House, I appeal to the entire mem- 
bership of the House, to defeat this un-American measure. 
[Prolonged applause.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Moon of Pennsyl- 
vania having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message 
from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced 
that the Senate bad passed a bill of the following title; in which 
the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested : 

S. 2558. An act authorizing the Washington Bridge Company 
to construct a bridge across the Columbia River near the city 
of Wenatchee, Wash. 

PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chairman, during my service in this 
House no bill has been presented to this House that in my judg- 
ment presents so many difficulties to the candid, honest legis- 
lator as does this bill now under consideration. While I have 
reached my own conclusion as to how I shall vote on this bill, 
I am frank to confess that in my judgment either a Democrat or 
a Republican can vote either for or against the bill and logically 
defend his action. This fact grows out of the character, the 
essential nature of legislation itself, and the peculiar position of 
the two countries which are to be affected by the legislation. 

I learned long ago as a law student that law is “a rule of 
action ;” that it presupposes permanency, that it seeks to estab- 
lish and extend precedent, that it contemplates fixed relations, 
and seeks to establish rules of conduct for the permanent control 
of those to whom the legislation applies. 

How can either a Democrat or a Republican vote on this 
question from that basis? Are there any fixed relations known 
and read of all men subsisting between the United States and 
the Philippine Islands? Are lawyers or statesmen, either or 
both, agreed as to what the condition is or as to what it will be a 
year, two years, three years, ten years, a generation, or a hun- 
dred years from now? 

It strikes me as irresistible in logic that a man who is honestly 
and intelligently on the tariff question either a Republican or a 
Democrat must find a difficulty in determining how he should 
vote on this bill. If a Democrat, he believes in the doctrine of 
“tariff for revenue only; “ he believes that the tariff is a tax 
levied upon the consuming masses of the country to furnish a 
revenue sufficient to meet the needs of an honest government 
economically administered. He knows no protection to any 
section, class, or industry in any part of the country to which 
the Constitution applies. If a Republican, he believes in that 
economic theory which says it is better and wiser to use the 
taxing powers of the Federal Government to build up the manu- 
facturing classes and increase the wage of the employees of 
those. Both these definite and settled views on the tariff ques- 
tion came into being, were taught and fixed by great men, 
when no man dreamed that we would plunge out into colonial 
conquest and have dependencies or colonies, or whatever you 
desire to call them, that would be a now-you-see-them and now- 
vou-don't-see-them when you come to legislate on the tariff. 

No man here is bound to support this bill by any Democratic 
platform, or by any caucus expression. I am in favor of treat- 
ing them now as I hope them ultimately to be, and that is as 
foreign territory. I hope to see them ultimately become that 
when we can cut loose from all the pestiferous gang over there 
that afflicts us, and I am willing to treat them now no better 
and no worse than we treat other and more civilized and en- 
lightened nations. I see no reason in logic why we should dis- 
criminate in their favor with tariff and against France, Eng- 
land, or Germany, or any other country with whom we have 
trade relations. I see no Democracy in that, no business sense 
in that, and yet I am so much a Democrat, so much a lover of 
the Constitution of my country that if you will say by Con- 
gressional enactment, if you will fix by the will of the people 
that the status of the Philippine Islands is to be a part of 
American territory, then I will vote cheerfully to support the 
Constitution and hence for free trade absolutely between the 
8 and the United States. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

But so long as you fix no status, so long as a man is free to 
choose for himself, whether they shall be American territory or 
foreign territory, whether we shall take them in and make 
them ultimately States and clothe them with all the powers and 
duties and responsibilities of American citizenship, whether we 


shall hold them perpetually in vassalage as a colony, or whether 
we shall ultimately turn them loose to some foreign government 
or by the establishment of an independent government there 
so long as these three views are open I feel free to take the one 
which I think most logically tends to the result I hope to pro- 
duce and which I know to be decidedly most in the interest of 
the people which I represent. 

Mr. Chairman, I am weary, I am tired of all this talk and all 
this voting to reduce Philippine and Cuban tariffs while the 
trusts, organized under the Dingley bill, milk the American con- 
sumer to the limit and sell their surplus abroad cheaper than 
they sell to the American consumer. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

I am for an honest revision of the tariff; for the revision of 
the tariff which does not extend to the trusts an increased for- 
eign market at the expense of the agriculturists of the land 
and allow them to milk the home market to the limit by organi- 
zation under high protection under the Dingley bill. I tell you 
the country is tired of this standing pat on the domestic tariff 
and whittling away the interests of the agricultural masses with 
treaties and Philippine bills, reducing the tariff which touches 
the products of the American farmer. I do not think this bill 
will ruin either the sugar, the tobacco, or the rice industry in 
the United States. I do not think that and I do not say that, 
but the tendency is to hurt them. About that there can be no 
question. Take the sugar schedule. The differential remains. 
It bars off European competition with refined sugar in the 
American market. Men who do not know that ought to go home 
and find out something from their wives. They know it. Every- 
body that frequents the grocery store knows that. We tried that 
with Cuban reciprocity and we got a dose, and the Government 
has been losing from ten to twelve millions in revenue, the 
American consumer has got no manufactured product any 
cheaper, and the Cuban is still crying for bread. 

This bill is like that. Reduce the sugar schedule between the 
Philippines and the United States and what will be the result? 
Why, if we leave the differential, which bars off competition 
with refined sugar in the American market, the sugar trust will 
only bring the raw material from the Philippines cheaper into 
the American markets and pocket the difference, and the con- 
sumer will pay the same old price, and you can console yourself 
with talking about taking a step in the right direction; but I 
have no use for steps that never go anywhere. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] Take the rice situation—a great grow- 
ing industry in Texas, in Louisiana, and in other parts of the 
country, contributing rapidly more and more to the untold 
wealth of American products. This rice schedule will operate 
this way. Why, they say they must import rice into the Phil- 
ippine Islands. Why, surely they do, and under the Philippine 
tariff they can import rice there and eat imported rice and send 
the Philippine rice over here and make 98 cents a hundred on 
the deal. That is what this bill permits on rice. 

It will not do to say it will not hurt the rice raiser in the 
United States because they import rice into the Philippines, 
because the Filipino is not a fool when it comes to a trade, and 
if he can sell the rice he raises at bigger price and import under 
a lower tariff rice to meet his necessities in place of it, of 
course he will do it. More than that, likely some shrewd spec- 
ulators who see a great opportunity to organize a corner in the 
Philippine rice crop will buy at a slight advance and import 
in lieu of it Japanese rice into that market and sell to them at 
a slight advance, then export the Philippine rice into the mar- 
ket of the United States and pocket the profits which this 
legislation will permit. I do not believe that is Democratic. 
You take the tobacco schedule. I frankly admit that I do 
not know if that cuts very much ice; but I do know that the 
rice and sugar propositions are serious ones. Oh, my friend 
CHAMP CLARK, with that distinguished air which character- 
izes this brilliant man from Missouri, in reply to Bon Bnoussanb's 
question, said, “ Why, the sugar they raised in the Philippine 
Islands did not amount to a drop in the bucket,” yet you will 
find in his speech this morning that he says that the Filipino 
people the year before the war raised within a few hundred 
tons of as much cane sugar as all the United States raised. 
That is a fact. 

You remember after the Cuban war the Cubans did not raise 
so much sugar, because agriculture and everything was broken 
up by the war, and so in the Philippines; but they ‘will raise 
it faster when you give them a start, and it will pour into the 
coffers of the trust the difference between existing tariff now 
and this cut. Will they manufacture it into refined sugar and 
Sell cheaper, to the benefit of the American consumer? Not on 
your life. They will use the benefits of that trade to crush out 
the beet-sugar industry in this country, and the cane sugar also 
to the extent they think it is a business proposition to do it. 
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Now, the difficulty which presents itself to my mind and which 
must present itself to the mind of every thinking man here is, 
Can I fix any fundamental view upon which I can determine 
how I ought to vote upon this bill? And this only illustrates 
the continued difficulty which arises in this House upon every 
subject of legislation which touches the Philippine Islands. 
They bring in a bill here that fixes a coinage, banking, and cur- 
rency system for the Filipinos. 

Take a Democrat who believes in a bimetallic coinage of in- 
trinsic value money and a paper money redeemable in such coin 
or a Republican who believes in metallic money, gold money 
alone, and a paper money redeemable in such coin, both believe 
that every dollar ought to be equal to every other dollar every- 
where the Constitution applies, and that the system should be 
fixed, and yet we are up against the same trouble. Are the 
Philippines to be a part of us or not; are they to be colonies 
with independent legislation or not; are we to turn them loose 
finally or not, and until that is decided how can you legislate 
in a successful business way? [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] Take another illustration 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman from Texas permit an 
interruption now? 

Mr. BURGESS. Surely. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I take it that the gentleman will agree 
with me that whatever the Philippines ought to be, they are on 
equality with the American Government at present? 

Mr. BURGESS. ‘That is about the size of it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Before the American revolution we were 
colonists of Great Britain. Would the gentleman have deemed 
it right, just, and fair at that time, with the legislation which 
Great Britain had upon its statute books, putting up tariffs 
against all sorts of products from America, so that Great 
Britain, the home country, could manufacture and sell to us 
everything? Was it not one of the grievances of which we com- 
plained that they did not give English money in America the 
same trade rights that they gave English money in Great Brit- 
ain? Does the gentleman think, in other words, that under a 
colonial system even, and we have it now, that it is fair to ex- 
ploit your colony by commercial discrimination? 

Mr. BURGESS. I do not seek to exploit them, but I do not 
propose to help them exploit us. I am not willing to legislate 
from the basis that we will treat these people as colonists. I 
do not believe in colonial government, and I am not willing to 
begin to legislate from that basis of assumed relationship be- 
tween them and us. [Applause.] I did not create the existing 
conditions and I will not recognize it by tariff or otherwise. 
[ Applause. ] 

More than that, the gentleman's report has shown that he did 
not do it, because he said they are a part of the American terri- 
tory, and there ought to be free trade between them and us. 
That is what the gentleman’s report says. And yet he says a 
step in the right direction is to tax them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What my report says or what the report 
of the minority of the committee says 

Mr. BURGESS. The gentlemen are mutually responsible 
for it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Is that the present condition of things, 
where they are neither domestic or foreign, and both domestic 
and foreign, is somewhat intolerable, but that while they are 
under the flag of the United States they ought to receive all the 
benefit as well as the burden of our control. 

Mr. BURGESS. Yes, sir; then the contention of the gentle- 
man, which I conceive to be Democratic, and with which I agree, 
is that, in fact, notwithstanding the decision of the Supreme 
Court, in fact, notwithstanding what any man or men may say, 
the Constitution follows the flag; that the territory is American 
territory; that the Constitution applies, and that no tariff can 
be rightfully and constitutionally levied between that country 
and ours. Does the gentleman agree with that? Yet the gen- 
tleman recommends that Democrats vote for the tariff, because 
it is slightly lower, he says, to vote to tax them as a step in the 
right direction. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will per- 
mit 

Mr. BURGESS. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The substitute bill recommends we do the 
very thing the gentleman says ought to be done. 

Mr. BURGESS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. To wit, give these people absolute free 
trade with the balance of the United States while they are a 
part of the United States. 

Mr. BURGESS. That carries with it 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And we do not recommend the enactment 
of a tariff between us and them. We do recommend, if we 
can not get absolute free trade, that the present tariff that the 
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Republican party has enacted between us and them be cut down 
as far as they are willing to cut it. So far as enacting a tariff 
is concerned, we are reducing tariff rates even if we vote for 
the Republican bill after our own bill—expressing our opinion 
of what really ought to be done—has failed. Would the gen- 
tleman say that if I was in the hands of a robber who de- 
manded a hundred dollars as a ransom, that I would be rec- 
ognizing his robbery by paying the hundred dollars in order to 
make my escape from captivity? 

Mr. BURGESS. I think not. I would not so deem it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, what we are doing, then, in this is 
that we are in the hands of these tariff robbers as between us 
and the Philippine Islands. We tried to get free trade, and if 
we can not get free trade we pay our ransom in the shape of 
reduced tariff, if we can get them to agree to it. 

Mr. BURGESS. We are agreed about that—that the deci- 
sion is wrong, that the Philippines are a part of American ter- 
ritory, that the Constitution followed the flag there, the decision 
to the contrary notwithstanding, and that under the Constitu- 
tion no constitutional tariff can be levied between those islands 
and us; and you justify voting for this bill by a piece of sophis- 
try and false logic by saying you would rather be robbed out of 
a less sum than a larger. That is your answer. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Do I understand the gentleman to contend 
that when I agree to cut down a tariff between us and the Phil- 
ippine Islands that I thereby stand in the attitude of favoring 
a tariff with the people of those islands? 

Mr. BURGESS. Undoubtedly. If you yote for a thing, my 
friend, surely you are for it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then I understand the gentleman to say 
that, having paid these robbers in the case that I supposed $50 
to let me away, that I would be justifying the principle of 
robbery? 

Mr. BURGESS. No, sir; I do not think much of your rob- 
bery illustration. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And the logical effect is to admit that petty 
larceny is as criminal as grand larceny. 

Mr. BURGESS. Sure. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And yet all the laws of civilized nations 
do make a distinction in the punishment dealt out to them; and 
so I recognize, and I am only a man of plain common sense, I 
thank God that Tom Carlyle said that mankind are not always 
logical. Sometimes they use common sense. I recognize that 
it is nearer right to have free trade in everything except to- 
bacco and sugar between us and the Philippines and only a duty 
of 25 per cent of the existing duties upon those articles than it 
is to have a tariff upon everything with the present rates now 
existing. Now, as a matter of common sense, does not the gen- 
tleman recognize that the nearer you can approach the Demo- 
cratic position—and he admits with me that the Democratic 
position as between us and the Philippine Islands as long as 
they are a part of the United States is one of free trade—does 
not he admit that the nearer we can approach that the more 
nearly Democratic we are? 

Mr. BURGESS. As applied to the Philippines, I do not agree, 
for this reason, Let me state the logical difference from the 
standpoint of the Constitution between the gentleman from 
Mississippi and myself. He frankly confesses that because he 
ean not defeat the grand larceny that he will vote for petty 
larceny, and I shall vote for neither. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman will permit me, because 
the man who has me on the grand larceny and may hold me 
there, if I can settle with him for $20 instead of $100, and I can 
not help it, then as a matter of common sense I would settle 
with him for the least amount. 

Mr. BURGESS. The gentleman can not tell whether he can 
accomplish that. There may be enough votes of Republicans to 
join with the Democrats voting against this reduction to defeat 
it and defeat the whole bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Defeat it, yes; but that would result in 
bringing about another result, that of leaving upon the statute 
books the present tariff laws between us and the Philippine 
Islands, 

Mr. BURGESS. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not want to defeat it to that extent. 

Mr. BURGESS. Yet we would have this result: We could at 
least say as Democrats we did vote for what we believed the 
Constitution teaches, and that you can not say if you vote for 
any rate of tariff between the Philippine Islands and the United 
States. You will have to abandon your Democratic contention 
that the Constitution follows the flag if you vote for a tariff, 
be it 10 per cent, 20 per cent, or 30 per cent, for if there is any 
tariff at all it will be against the Constitution of the United 
States, and you will vote for it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman surely must see that I am 
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not voting for the enactment of a tariff, but for reducing a 
tariff, and as a matter of common sense the gentleman must see 
the difference between the two propositions. Now, another 
matter, and then I will not interrupt the gentleman uny more. 
I am glad to interrupt him when I can, because we are such 
goods friends personally that we can argue and interargue mat- 
ters without any trouble. 

Mr. BURGESS. Indeed we are. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No matter what the gentleman may think 
about the Constitution following the flag; no matter what was 
contended by the Senator from Texas, then the leader on this 
floor, the Hon. JoserH W. Ball, in one of the most eloquent 
speeches I eyer heard in my life upon that point; no matter 
what you or I would have decided if judges upon the Supreme 
Court, the Supreme Court has practically decided that the Con- 
stitution, so far as the Philippines are concerned, is about as was 
expressed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND], 
“As an overcoat in the possession of Congress, and Congress 
can put it on and take it off whenever Congress in whim or 
fancy may see fit to do so, Congress being the judge as to 
whether the Filipino is cold enough to need the overcoat for a 
little while or warm enough to dispense with it for a little 
while.” Now, I want to put this question to the gentleman: 
The Supreme Court of the United States has decided in those 
cases that Congress bad a right to enact a tariff law. It upheld 
this very tariff law. Now, I can not reverse the Supreme Court 
of the United States. It was fixed by our forefathers as the 
governmental voice for this country upon the subject of con- 
stitutionalities and unconstitutionalities. It may be true, and it 
is true that I do not agree with it. It is true that you do not 
agree with it, but that is the constitutional law of the land. 

We are standing here as practical legislators, with a high- 
tariff law between us and the Philippines, and we have an oppor- 
tunity to make that tariff lower, and the Supreme Court says 
that the present tariff is constitutional. Now, how can the 
gentleman say we violate the Constitution in voting to lower 
that tariff? 

Mr. BURGESS. I want to ask the gentleman a question, 
because I do not want any misunderstanding about our position. 
Does the gentleman think the decision of the Supreme Court on 
this question binds the legislative conscience under its oath of 
office? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why, I do not contend that the decision 
binds the legislative conscience under its oath of office, but I do 
contend that every practical legislator in making laws will be 
guided by what the court has decided to be constitutional, and 
he must be guided by it if he is practical, if he is not a mere 
doctrinaire. 

For me to say that I do not believe the Supreme Court ever 
had a right to decide the Federal law to be constitutional which 
taxed State banks out of existence with a 10 per cent tax, for 
me to say that that decision was wrong, is one thing; but for 
me to go on forever butting my head up against the wall, when 
I can not change the decision, is another thing. I do not believe 
the decision was right. I do not believe the Federal Govern- 
ment had a right to tax State bank notes out of existence under 
the taxing power. Neither does the gentleman. I would not 
imitate that decision; in other words—— 

Mr. BURGESS. I would not vote for it, either, no matter 
if they did. f 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But when I come to offer an amendment 
to the present national-banking laws, I do not think I would 
take the position that because the present national-banking 
laws were founded upon what I thought to be a constitutional 
error, or what I would have decided to have been an unconsti- 
tutionality if it had been within my province to render the 
decision, that therefore I would not perfect or better or make 
less onerous the national-banking law. 

Now, the Supreme Court has decided the present Philippine 
tariff law to be constitutional. Because I do not agree with 
that, am I to be forbidden to vote for a bill which proposes to 
make it less onerous to consumers, both in the archipelago and 
in America? It strikes me that that is doctrinaireism. 

Mr. BURGESS. Now, let me restate the difference between 
the gentleman from Mississippi and myself. We are agreed 
that in spite of the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States the Philippine territory is a part of the United States. 
That is a matter of fact to which our oath of office commits 
us, to obey the Constitution, that no tariff, at any rate, can be 
levied between this country and the Philippines. Now, conced- 
ing that, you report here a substitute bill in accord with that 
Democratic contention, namely, that we strike off all tariffs 
and have free trade between the Philippine Islands and all other 
territory of the United States, and say I am with you on that 
if we are to vote on a theory. Then you say that if that fails 


we ought to vote for the Republican bill which levies a certain 
other rate of tariff than the subsisting one, and I say I can not 
do that, because the Constitution says I can not yote for any 
tariff between the United States and the Philippine Islands. 

Now, let the gentleman go and study that proposition, and 
get up against it right hot, and see whether he can answer it 
or not. If we start to vote on a theory not sustained by the 
courts or Congress, it seems we should adhere to the theory and 
not vote for any tariff at any rate. If we abandon this theory 
and vote practically recognizing existing conditions, then we can 
treat it as foreign territory and vote to let the existing tariff 
remain, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
question? 

Mr. BURGESS. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The gentleman from Texas has 
stated that there are a certain number of Republican recalci- 
trants who are willing to vote against this bill—enough to beat 
it if we will vote against it. I want to ask him if these Repub- 
lican recaleitrants are as anxious to get rid of the competition 
of Philippine sugar as they say they are, what is the reason 
they will not come in and vote with the gentleman and myself 
to turn those islands loose and cut loose from them forever and 
so remove that competition. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is that the only alternative we 
have? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; it is. 

Mr. BURGESS. I am very glad of the interruption of the 
gentleman from Missouri, because I think this purely academic 
discussion between the gentleman from Mississippi and myself 
had gone far enough so that every sensible Member can see his 
position and mine and determine for himself who is right. I 
stand on my position and he stands on his, and that is all there 
is to it. But I started out in this discussion with a view, not of 
making an extended argument about this pending bill, but of us- 
ing it and collateral measures to lead up to the discussion of a 
resolution which I have introduced, which proposes to settle all 
these vexed questions about which we differ, and I think in a 
businesslike, reasonable, correct way, in accord with all Ameri- 
can traditions, and in a nonpartisan way besides. 

I want to send that resolution up to the Clerk’s desk and ask 
the Clerk to read it; but before he reads it I wish to resume my 
argument at the point I was when the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi interrupted me. Another character of legislation which 
comes up here every year and which afflicts me is that the Naval 
Committee brings in a bill recommending an increase of the Navy 
to two, three, four, five, and six it may be, more battle ships. 
It entails an expense upon the American people of $25,000,000 
or $30,000,000 to start with, and many millions more to maintain 
it. Now, I am up against that proposition. How shall I vote? 
At once my eye runs over the country and across the Pacific, 
and takes a panoramic view of the country of which the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut had a map hung up here which re- 
minded me of a target that I used to shoot at when I was a boy. 
If we are to hold the Philippine Islands permanently, either as a 
colony or a part of this country, we may as well face the prop- 
osition and vote for ten new battle ships, because God knows 
that we shall need them in the turmoil of European politics in 
the Orient by the possession and dominion of the Philippine 
Islands. 

It is true I am a Democrat, but I am much more an American 
than I am anything in politics. [Applause.] But I am willing, 
so far as I am concerned, to fling it out to the world, from Con- 
gress or elsewhere, that so long as the fiag of my country flies 
over a single human being in the Western or Eastern Hemisphere, 
black or brown, eyery drop of American blood, every dollar of 
American money, shall, if necessary, stand behind American guns 
to protect that individual in his rights, his liberty, and his prop- 
erty. [Applause.] 

Again, the same awful condition confronts us, if we turn the 
Philippines loose, or if we neutralize them by treating with Buro- 
pean powers. There is no necessity, of course, for an increase 
of the Navy; there is no necessity for an increase of the Army; 
there is no necessity for confusing and complexing our bank 
currency and coinage laws; there is no necessity for gumming 
up our tariff situation against the interests of the American 
farmer. 

Let me ask this House one pointed question: If the Philip- 
pine Islands were people engaged in mining coal and iron manu- 
facturing and sending out their products into the markets of 
the world, show me the hair of the man in this House who 
believes any such Philippine legislation as this would ever come 
before this House! [Applause.] You stand here and ask me 
to vote for a mess of pottage while the steel and iron schedules 
of the Dingley bill afford a cover for numberless combinations 
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that are milking the South and West and the whole country 
and amassing great profits and laughing up their sleeves at what 
Barnum called the American capacity to be gulled. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me an 
interruption? 

Mr. BURGESS. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman 
this question. I agree with his position in reference to the 
Philippine Islands as being a part of the territory of the United 
States. I do not believe that under the Constitution we have a 
right to provide a protective tariff against her productions 
brought into this country; but, coming to the practical part, I 
would like to ask the gentleman if the proposition was made in 
this House to reduce the Dingley rates 5 per cent or 10 per cent 
or ZQ per cent, whether he would yote for or against that propo- 
sition? 

Mr. BURGESS. I am glad the gentleman from Kentucky 
asked the question, and I will answer it in the frank spirit it 
was asked. If a bill were introduced to reduce the Dingley 
rates, especially on the steel and iron schedule 25 per cent, I 
would vote for it. If that failed and 20 per cent were offered, 
I would vote for that. If that failed and 15 per cent were of- 
fered, I would vote for that. If that failed and 10 per cent 
were offered, I would vote for that. If that failed and 5 per 
cent was offered, I would vote for it. If that failed and one 
quarter of one per cent were offered, I would vote for that. 
But just think a moment. The tariff operates under a common 
constitution, and I do not violate the Constitution or my oath 
of office voting for a tariff; I only get in a controversy with my 
Republican friends as to whether it is for protection or for 
revenue; and the Democratic party never in its history declared 
for free trade. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. One other question. I want to 
know if the gentleman really believes that under our Constitu- 
tion any tariff law that has the least iota of protection in it 
is constitutional? How is it constitutional where there is pro- 
tection in it when it exceeds the revenue point? 

Mr. BURGESS. I will answer that fairly. I am not a 
great statesman, but I think I am sound on the tariff. I think 
I can make it ring like a bell any time. Yes, there always was 
recognized to be the vice of protection inherent in the tariff sys- 
tem from which we can no more get away than we can the air 
we breathe and everybody knows it. [Applause.] The Dem- 
ocratic position has been, and the Democrat has said to the Re- 
publican, “ We object to your taking the incidental evil of the 
system of taxation and making it the basis of its levy and oper- 
ation.” [Applause.] A Democrat never has contended that 
there would not be protection to some extent to the class manu- 
facturing the article taxed, because the Democrat has ever 
said the tariff is a tax to the extent of its levy, which bars com- 
petition and gives to the extent of its levy a monopoly to the 
home manufacturer of the article taxed. You can not get 
away from it. I stand for this. I say, give us on the tariff a 
square deal; quit cutting down the schedules of the agricul- 
turist and his products and turn your attention to iron and 
steel a while. [Applause.] 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. One other question. I think I 
understand the gentleman’s position. I do not agree with him 
fully upon that. 

Mr. BURGESS. Oh, come along and we will get together 


tly. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I do not believe the Government 
has a right to exercise the taxing power of the Government to 
build up any industry. 

Mr. BURGESS. I fully agree with the gentleman in that as- 
sertion. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I do not believe we have a right 
to pass a law that has a particle of protection in it. 

Mr. BURGESS. But you can not avoid that. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. For the purpose of protection. It 
may have an incidental protection in it, but for the sole purpose 
of protection we have no right to pass it. 

Mr. BURGESS. I agree with the gentleman entirely. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Now, then, let us take the na- 
tional-banking system, upon which, I suppose, the gentleman 
and myself agree. I want to know if the gentleman would 
support a proposition to compel national banks to pay interest 
upon their deposits? 

Mr. BURGESS. Well, what on earth has that got to do with 
what we are talking about? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Just this. 
against the national banks? 

Mr. BURGESS. Sure. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. And I understand the gentleman to 
be against the protective tariff? 


Is the gentleman 
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Mr. BURGESS. Sure. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. The gentleman is taking the posi- 
tion now that because he ean not get his views entirely he will 
vote for them partially. 

Mr. BURGESS. No, no; the gentleman forgets. I have 
stated clearly, and I will restate it to the gentleman so that 
there can be no question about it, no difference between the 
gentleman from Kentucky and myself, that when you speak of 
cutting down the Dingley rates, you speak of a constitutional 
tariff sustained by the courts and by Democrats—some of them 
voted for it, by the way, unfortunately, but they were wrong—— 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. We will agree on that. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The Lord has forgiven them. 

Mr. BURGESS. The difference between the Democrat and 
the Republican on that proposition is not that the Constitution 
does not authorize the levy of a tariff. Everybody believes 
that, but the Republican says it should be levied looking to 
protection and the Democrat says, No, it should be levied to 
raise revenue to run an honest government economically ad- 
ministered; get out, you whole horde of selfish fellows who 
want to work the Government!” But this constitutional Phil- 
ippine question is another question. The Constitution by one 
section which controls the matter provides that taxation shall 
be uniform; this tariff has to be the same everywhere, and by 
the Democratic position the Philippines are a part of the 
American territory just as Texas is a part of the United States, 
just as New Mexico and Arizona and the Territories are a part 
of the United States, and that Constitution from a Democratic 
standpoint prohibits the levy of one-millionth of 1 per cent 
tariff between the Philippines and the United States. 

My contention is, and the gentleman can settle with his con- 
science and his Democracy; my contention is, I can not vote for 
any tariff offered by anybody between the United States and 
the Philippine Islands if I vote upon the assumption they are a 
part of this country. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, one other question. 
Then the gentleman can not discriminate between the two 
propositions—voting to impose a tariff in the first place and 
voting to reduce an existing tariff in the next place. 

Mr. BURGESS. Why, the gentleman must know that is a 
schoolboy argument that does do credit to his ability. To 
vote for a lesser tariff is to vote for that tariff. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. To vote for a lesser tariff is to 
vote to impose a tariff? 

Mr. BURGESS. No matter whether reduced or increased, if 
you vote for it, can you say you did not vote for that rate? Can 
you? Suppose the proposition is to increase, and you voted 
against it? You would say, Under the Constitution, I can not 
vote for any tariff between the Philippine Islands and this 
country.” Suppose they offered to reduce it and you vote for it, 
would you say you can vote for a tariff between the Philippines 
and this country? Gentlemen, you must either get back from 
your follow-the-flag position or vote against any tariff between 
the Philippine Islands and the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, the Supreme Court has knocked out 
the follow-the-flag business. 

Mr. BURGESS. Does the gentleman take his Democracy 
from the Supreme Court? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not; but I take my law from the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and so does everybody 
else. I take my law from them. 

Mr. BURGESS. The gentleman admits under our oath of 
office we are held bound in conscience to the Constitution, re- 
gardless of what the Supreme Court has said it means. The 
gentleman has conceded that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, I want to ask the gentleman this 
question. He did not seem to catch the pertinency of the 
question put by the gentleman from Kentucky a few moments 
ago. You would vote—I know you would, and I need not ask 
the question—for a bill to compel national banks to pay interest 
upon their deposits? 

Mr. BURGESS. I surely would. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. You would do that notwithstanding the 
fact, from your standpoint of what you believe about the 
Constitution, that the whole national banking system is founded 
on an unconstitutional act of Congress taxing out of existence 
State bank issues. Now, is not that true? 

Mr. BURGESS. No; I do not agree to the whole proposition 
as the gentleman puts it x 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Do you not agree the whole national bank- 
ing system could exist for a moment except by virtue of that act? 

Mr. BURGESS. That is likely true. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then this whole system is based upon that. 
Then I say, are not the two cases analogous? When you are 
voting to diminish a burden, making less onerous burdens under 
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a system in your opinion unconstitutional, assuredly the gentle- 
man must recegnize that when we sat down here, for example, 
and voted for the Wilson bill as it left this House that we were 
not able to get every particle of protection out of the Wilson bill. 

Mr. BURGESS. ‘There is no question of that sort now. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think there is, from my standpoint, and 
for this reason, and I have pretty good Democratic authority 
for it, that any tariff levied for any other purpose than for 
revenue is unconstitutional. I think the gentleman agrees with 
me. Of course if it is levied for a revenue and incidentally 
protects that is another thing that is incidental. But the gen- 
tleman agrees with me that a schedule levied for protection, to 
hot-house an industry, from the standpoint which he and I 
and which by the way very few people else do 


Mr. BURGESS. I think that is true. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS (continuing). Is unconstitutional, because 
even Democrats in these days palter with the immorality and 
unconstitutionality of the tariff system. Then, whenever we 
yote for a bill which contains upon it any schedule that was 
protective in its character, then, though it was a reduction from 
the schedule still more highly protected the gentleman would 
say that we violate the Constitution of the United States? 

Mr. BURGESS. No; I would not say that, because the ques- 
tion the gentleman suggests can only be solved in the con- 
science of the legislator himself. But that is not the case; it is 
not the question here. It is not a question of cutting down the 
abuses of the constitutional tariff system here, but it is a ques- 
tion of whether any tariff at ail can be constitutionally levied 
between the United States and the Philippines. 

Mr. WILLIAMS rose. 

Mr. BURGESS. Now, wait a minute. The gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WIILIAus! and the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Surrzg!] interrupt, and they ask a lot of other questions, 
but this is the question, namely, Can any rate of tariff be 
constitutionally levied between this country and the Philip- 
pines? I think not, and therefore I will vote against any rate 
of tariff. 

Now, the gentleman, if by his reasoning or otherwise can 
satisfy his mind, and the gentleman from Kentucky can satisfy 
his mind, by saying that I will vote against grand larceny and 
vote for petty larceny, and let it go at that, let us consider the 
incident closed, and let me go on with my speech, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman let me ask him one 
more question? 

Mr. BURGESS. I think I have been mighty nice to the 
gentleman. He has taken up most of my time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman has also tried to be nice to 
you. If he desires to go ahead, however, I shall not ask him 
the question. 

Mr. BURGESS. Go ahead and ask your question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will take the gentleman’s standpoint now. 
He regards the present tariff between us and the Philippines as 
unconstitutional. The Supreme Court says it is not, and I 
take my law from the Supreme Court. But suppose I agree with 
the gentleman for the sake of argument. Suppose I say this is 
an unconstitutional burden upon consumers in both countries, 
then does the gentleman mean to tell me that he can not see 
the difference between bringing into existence that unconstitu- 
tional burden, and when opportunity presents itself, rendering it 
less burdensome by reducing it? 

Mr. BURGESS. I confess I do not. I confess that I face the 
same proposition when I vote for any rate of tariff. I do not 
care whether it reduces or whether it increases—that is im- 
material, I am voting for it, and I can not get away from it. 
I go on record by saying that I voted for a tariff at such a rate 
between the Philippines and this country when I believe that 
under the Constitution I ought not vote for any tariff. 

Now, let that go. Will the Clerk please read the resolution? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 44) requesting the President to consider 
the expediency of effecting a treaty with European powers providing 


for the neutralization of the Philippine Islands and to protect an 
independent government there when established. 


Resolved, etc., That it is the pu of the United States to cease 


exercising sovercignty over the Philippine Islands as soon as may be 
with justice to them, and honor to the United States, and — Be Fe 
y es sh- 


88 of the United States to accomplish this 3 
g an independent government in said islands; t in pursuance of 
such purpose and preference the President is respectfully requested to 
consider the ex ency of opening Kg YET with the Governments 
of Great Britain, Germany, France, Russia, Italy, Spain, and Japan 
with a view of effecting a joint treaty with such governments, by which 
it shall be provided that an ane TATEA government in the Philippine 
Islands, when established by the United States, shall be and 
preserved ; that pending the establishment of such mdent Philip- 
pine Government the Philippine Islands shall be neutral territory; that 
such Philippine Government, when established, shall a that ft will 
9 equality of trade relations toward all th ry powers, 
an 


e to: 
t in the event of war between any of the nations of the earth it 
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may be made the United 
independent government shall be 
ers. 


shall be neutral; that such concessions as 
States in the establishment of such 
recognized by all the 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chairman, I shall claim the indulgence 
of the House while I attempt to discuss what I conceive to be 
an American plan, nonpartisan, to which any man of any view 
in politics may subscribe, and solve once and for all the most 
difficult problem which now confronts the American people. I 
have been thinking for more than three years, with whatever 
ability I possess, more about this question than all other ques- 
tions combined. I have recognized the difficulty in the settle- 
ment of the question growing out of the political aspect which 
it immediately assumed when it came into being, and it is my 
earnest desire in what I shall say in reference to it to-day to 
utter no partisan expression, no partisan criticism, but to dis- 
cuss this matter as an American citizen, freeborn and expected 
to exercise the right of such, and as such I desire to appeal to 
every Member on this floor, regardless of what party commis- 
sion he may hold here, to consider earnestly and seriously this 
matter. 

I introduced at the last session of the Fifty-eighth Congress 
a House resolution almost identical with the one which has just 
been read. Subsequent reflection convinced me that the reso- 
lution ought to be joint, and I introduced it on the day shown 
by the resolution. I have been happy to find since that I have 
much support, regardless of party, of the resolution which I 
have presented. I notice that on the 4th day of January this 
year the distinguished and very able gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Meal, who sits on the other side of the House, 
introduced a resolution in part like mine, and which has been 
referred to the same committee. I wish to say briefly of that 
in passing, that as far as it goes I am in hearty accord with 
the resolution introduced by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts. But I think it does not go far enough; that it is not 
clear enough; that it does not protect the particular interests, 
and does not give proper direction to negotiations, if we direct 
they shall be undertaken. 

Now, I want briefly to discuss the reasons why I think this 
resolution ought to be adopted. In addition to all that I have 
said about the difficulties that confront us in every character 
of Philippine legislation—and I am frank to say that was the 
main purpose I had in view in what I have to say with reference to 
these matters—I do not attach very much importance one way 
or the other to the Philippine bill except as being a striking in- 
stance that we can not legislate intelligently at all with respect 
to those islands. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Texas may be permitted 
to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Texas be permitted to 
conclude his remarks. Is there objection? [After a panse.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chairman, first I wish to discuss the 
reasons why the first sentence of this resolution ought to be 
adopted -regardless of whether the rest is, or whether, if it 
should be, the treaty proposed under it could be negotiated. 
The first sentence reads as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That it is the 
exercising sovereignty over the 
with justice to them and honor to States, and that 
the preference of the United States to accomplish this purpose by 
establishing an independent government in said islands. x 

The adoption of that resolution involves the discharge of a 
plain duty inherent and exclusive in Congress. If you have 
read much of the political history of our country you will agree 
with me when I say that almost from the beginning, due perhaps 
to a spirit of hero worship that a few men like George Washing- 
ton were big enough to repel, we began to extend and expand 
the Presidential office. 

We have continued that straight along down the pathway of 
our history until to-day we have reached a point where Cabinet 
officers and politicians talk about the Administration policy as 
binding upon the American people. Not long ago a distin- 
guished gentleman, for whose ability and character I have the 
profoundest respect, wrote a letter in which he outlined the Ad- 
ministration policy in the Philippines. My countrymen, my col- 
leagues, regardless of what party is in power, regardless of all 
other questions, nothing can be more destructive to the per- 
petuity and safety of the American people than for the people 
to acquire the habit of acquiescing in the will of their masters. 
[Applause.] It is reversing the ancient constitutional order of 
things. The Constitution of the United States makes no men- 
tion of Cabinet officers. As a matter of fact, they are merely 
Presidential clerks to aid the President in the execution of the 


porpoee of the United States to cease 
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will of the American people as declared by the American Con- 
gress. No President, no Cabinet, no Administration, can con- 
stitutionally fix the status of the Philippine Islands toward the 
United States. No lawyer of any respectability believes that 
can be done. The question is, How long are the representatives 
in Congress of a free people charged with the duty of directing 
the Executive in the discharge of his duties under the Constitu- 
tion to sit silent and acquiesce in whatever administration policy 
the Administration may see fit to promulgate? 

I am not singling out this Administration; I have not one 
word to offer against any member of it. I am trying to discuss 
this question from the standpoint of an American and a Member 
of the American Congress, who owes his duty to the American 
people under his oath of office, which binds him to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. It is unnecessary to ask whether 
indifference on the part of the people or aggressive, steady grasp- 
ing for power on the part of the President has produced a differ- 
ent situation; the fact is that it exists. There has grown up 
in this country a false idea subversive of fundamental prin- 
ciples, a reflection on the importance, the dignity, and the 
power of this House and the Senate as well, which has become 
almost universally accepted in the current press of the country, 
constantly referred to on the stump, and seeming to have the 
indorsement of many of the great officials of our past history, 
as well as our present. You hear talk now constantly of Ad- 
ministration policies, in the sense of the President and his 
Cabinet pursuing a certain course never directed by any legis- 
lative expression, and we are rapidly drifting into the practice 
of committing the Government insidiously and indirectly and 
unconstitutionally about this or that situation. 

I would not detract from the full constitutional duty of the 
Presidential office to recommend legislation, and in every hon- 
orable way to further its accomplishment in the interest of the 
whole people, and, though a Democrat, with pleasure I commend 
that line of effort of the present Chief Executive of the nation 
to have just railroad rates, but it is of vital importance that 
this constitutional method be pursued with discrimination and 
strict attention to its limitation. No legislation has been en- 
acted, no legislation has been sought, no legislation has been 
recommended which fixes, or which tends in declared purpose 
to fix definitely, the future status of the Philippine people. A 
great secretary gravely writes a letter declaring the Adminis- 
tration policy with reference to the Philippine question, and the 
terms of the letter, as well as the servile acquiescence on the part 
of Congress, seems to indicate that such an announcement is to 
settle the question, and that the people are expected to ac- 
quiesce in the administrative will, and by appropriations and 
other similar ways not only establish this administrative will 
by legislative acquiesence, but perhaps in the great court of in- 
ternational opinion estop the American people from declaring 
through Congress that will, which is in accord with their de- 
sires, and with the present equities of the situation I offer and 
feel no harsh criticism of this Administration for pursuing this 
course. 

I will say no unkind word, and I feel none, toward Secretary 
Taft for having written such a letter. These and similar things 
are the evidences in our history for many years of the future 
and ultimate destructive policy of substituting for legislative 
expression of the people's will the views of the people's serv- 
ants. It is but one of the many indications of the fatal tend- 
ency all along in our history for a President of the United 
States constantly to overstep the boundaries of Executive duties 
and seek to become the executor of a great estate whose owners 
sleep a sleep as profound as death. No man will contend that 
the power, under our Constitution, of settling this Philippine 
problem is lodged anywhere save in the Congress of the United 
States. A great Senator, not a member of my party, but a 
man of the highest order of ability, has stated in a breath the 
constitutional situation as follows: 

We have differed upon the heer as question. Many Senators on 
the other side thought the United States ought not to have acquired 
the Philippines. There was fair ground for difference of opinion, 
pro paniy, upon that proposition. I think there is no diference 

tween the minority and the majority in this Chamber that we have 
acquired the Philippine Islands and that to-day the United States is 
titular sovereign of the Philippine Archipelago. What the people of 
the United States will choose in the long run to do with the Philip- 
pines, what the ultimate policy of the United States will be as to 
the Philippines, no man now can La There has been no committal 
ay Congress, and it is a matter entirely, under the Constitution, for 

ongress to determine as to the ultimate attitude of this country 
toward the Philippines. 


So said Senator JoHN C. Spooner March 17, 1905. 

No Congressional enactment states what the will of the Amer- 
ican people is on this subject. My colleagues, it is my deliber- 
ate belief that 95 per cent of the American people would vote 
for this resolution to-morrow if they got a chance; that 90 per 
cent of the voters in your district, regardless of party, would 


vote for it if they got a chance. We stand here afraid of 
the powers that be, afraid of this right-angled triangle order 
of things in which the hypothenuse is the White House, the 
base the Senate leaders, and the perpendicular the House 
leaders, and the square deals described on the hypothenuse are 
equal to the square deals of both the other two sides, still the 
system is wrong. I tell you the whole business ought not to 
be allowed to continue to the suppression of the American will 
on this great subject. Nor do I believe they want to. The 
expression of the President himself and the expression of two 
of the master minds of his Cabinet, and possibly of the country, 
Secretary Root and Secretary Taft, do say that ultimate inde- 
pendence is the solution of this Philippine problem. My judg- 
ment is, if Congress would declare this to be our ultimate pur- 
pose, to adopt some method by which it can be hastened and 
accomplished, that these same men will welcome any such 
programme. 

Of course I am not authorized to speak for either one of these 
gentlemen; I am not on very close political relations with either 
of them. But some of you gentlemen are. Why not talk to 
them about it? Why not let us get together as Americans and 
attempt to do something to fix a definite basis upon which we 
may with safety proceed in all of our legislation touching the 
Philippine Islands? There is not a business man in the country 
but knows that ought to be done. There is not a legislator in 
the country but knows that ought to be done. 

But there is another reason that appeals to me with the great- 
est force—why this sentence in the resolution which I have 
read ought to be adopted. I shall not to-day take the time to 
discuss all the old contentions between the two parties and 
among the two parties with reference to the rights of the brown 
man, and the consent of the governed, and the uplifting of the 
brown man in his religious life and the development of his coun- 
try and the building of schools, and all that old straw. 

Frankly, that never did worry me much. Frankly, I never 
have shed a tear and never expect to shed a tear about the 
brown Filipino. I believe that legislation, like charity, ought 
to begin at home, and let the rest take care of themselves, I 
am not especially concerned about that end of the thing, but I 
am concerned about what the effect on American institutions 
and American doctrines and American safety may be by reason 
of this or that action which we take there. And this brings me 
to this reason: I want to say to this House that there never 
has been a political doctrine asserted in the history of this 
country that has been so uniformly approved by every Presi- 
dent and every Cabinet officer since its assertion as the doctrine 
known as the “ Monroe doctrine.” Not a single President from 
Monroe down but has either directly or indirectly given his 
approval to this doctrine. Not a Secretary of State—and we 
have had many distinguished men in that high office—but has 
either directly or indirectly given his approbation to thé Monroe 
doctrine. 

Perhaps the brightest jewel in the crown that decks the brow 
of one of the greatest living Democrats is the action of Gro- 
ver Cleveland in the Venezuela controversy, when he stood for 
the Monroe doctrine though it might mean war. McKinley and 
Hay, Roosevelt and Root, Cleveland and Olney, and so on, all 
along down the line, our statesmen have approved this doctrine 
as essential to the vitality, to the perpetuity, to the safety of 
this American Republic. What is that doctrine? What is its 
scope and force? What does it say to the world? What do we 
stand for when we stand for the Monroe doctrine? I have 
seen no finer statement than this, from an editorial in the 
Washington Post of December 14 last: 

The Monroe doctrine— 

Says the editorial— 


was announced in response to a threat by a group of European natio 
known as the “ Holy Anane to aid Spain in recovering her revolt 
Spanish colonies. Monroe and Adams admitted fully the ht of Spain 
to reestablish her authority over them, but Monroe made the followin. 
declaration in his message of December 2, 1823. Referring to the alli 

wers in Europe which had indicated a purpose of aiding Spain in the 
orcible recovery of her revolted colonies on this hemisphere, he said: 

“We owe it, therefore, to candor and to the amicable relations exist- 
ing between the United States and those powers to declare that we 
should consider any attempt to extend their system to any portion of 
this hemisphere as dangerous to our ce and safety. With the exist- 
ing colonies or dependencies of any ropean power we have not inter- 
fered and shall not interfere; but with the governments who have de- 
clared their independence and maintained it, and whose independence 
we have on great consideration and on just principles acknowled , we 
could not view any interposition for the purpose of oppressing them, or 
controlling in any other manner their destiny by any European nation, 
in any other light than as the manifestation of an unfriendly disposition 
toward the United States.” 

This, and this only— 

Says the Post— 
is the Monroe doctrine. 


I understand that the Monroe doctrine, in plain United States, 
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as we would say it down in Texas, means this: We say to the 
world we will not permit European monarchies to acquire terri- 
tory and exercise dominion over it in the Western Hemisphere, 
and that is all. 

Now, it is true that a good deal of discussion has arisen as to 
the scope of the Monroe doctrine. Some great men have con- 
tended that it involves going further than merely saying this 
to Europe; that it involves the assertion of a protectorate over 
South American republics and the thrusting of our fingers into 
their internal affairs, dictating to them or them 
from contracting debts and entering into treaties with foreign 
nations. I myself do not subscribe to any such extension of the 
Monroe doctrine as that. But that is immaterial in this dis- 
cussion. For the purpose for which I use the doctrine it is 
immaterial how much you extend its scope toward a protecto- 
rate over the South American republics. The point is that all 
of us are agreed it is a Western Hemisphere doctrine. It has 
and can have no application to a single inch of territory a part 
of the Eastern Hemisphere. 

Now, let us think a minute. Every session of Congress that 
goes by without an expression of the American people as to 
our ultimate will in the Philippines constitutes a menace to the 
vitality of the Monroe doctrine. Why? Because no man with 
sense can contend for America that Europe can not acquire ter- 
ritory on the Western Continent and exercise dominion over it, 
but that the United States can acquire and exercise dominion 
over territory in the Eastern Hemisphere. This doctrine has a 
reciprocity which constitutes the heart of the doctrine, the 
equity of it, the vitality of it, the force of it, and whenever you 
strike out that you ultimately whittle away the doctrine itself. 
When we promulgated that doctrine, accentuated it step by step 
in our history, we just as good as said to Europe, “ We will not 
dabble in your affairs, and you shall not dabble in ours.” 
Whenever we abandon that position we abandon the Monroe 
doctrine. This is not a Democratic idea, this is not a Republi- 
can idea, but I am presenting to you an American argument for 
the declaration of our purpose there, in consonance with our 
Monroe doctrine, in consonance with our Constitution, in conso- 
nance with our Declaration of Independence, and, as I verily be- 
lieve, in consonance with the views of a vast majority of the 
American people. 

Whether we ever adopt the rest of my resolution or not, 
whether a treaty neutralizing the islands and recognizing their 
independence can ever be negotiated or not, if we adopt this 
much of the resolution we shall at least proclaim an honorable 
position to the world, and we shall not mortgage the future with 
reference to the Philippines by doing it. I have only said that 
it is our preference to accomplish this purpose by setting up 
an independent government there. If that can not be done 
effectually and any door opens by which other righteous dispo- 
sition may be made of the islands, it will be open to the Ameri- 
can Congress to accept any such open door. For myself, I am 
frank to say that if the Japanese Government were to intimate 
even that they would like to have the Philippine Islands I 
would offer them to them as a Christmas present, provided they 
would enter into a treaty to protect certain rights of life and 
liberty and property there. I would be glad to turn the whole 
bunch of trouble over to them, who could handle them and work 
out their destiny better than we could under all the commis- 
sions that we should be able to organize. Now, then, so much 
for the declaration which is the basis of the method by which 
I propose to solve this question. 

It will not do to adopt the scuttle policy; it will not do to 
turn the Philippine Islands loose, to sail away with our ships 
and soldiers and let chaos and anarchy reign there. Nobody 
with any sense could advocate that sort of procedure, but. why 
can not we do this; why can not we direct the President by this 
resolution to enter into negotiations with the governments of 
Europe to arrange a treaty by which these five things shall be 
fixed and agreed upon between this country and the signatory 
powers to the treaty. 

First, that pending the accomplishment of this purpose and 
this preference of the United States expressed in the resolution, 
that the islands shall be neutralized; that when it has estab- 
lished its independence, it shall be recognized; that it shall 
agree to maintain toward the signatory powers when established, 
the open-door policy, and that it shall be neutral in the event of 
war involving any other signatory power, and that such con- 
cessions as may be made to the United States by the Philippine 
people in the establishment of this independent government shall 
be recognized and observed by the treaty. 

Now, before I briefly discuss these five propositions, I wish 
to state the parliamentary history of this character of resolu- 
tion in order that the House may see that I am offering nothing 
striking or novel in the history of our country. Even if this 


were a House resolution, as my original resolution introduced 
last winter was, I would be perfectly in accord with the early 
and continued precedents in this House. 

On February 28, 1823, the House passed by a yea-and-nay 
vote of 131 yeas to 9 nays the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to 
enter upon and prosecute from time to time such negotiations with the 
Federal maritime powers of Europe and America as he may deem ex- 
pedient for the effectual abolition of the African slave trade and its 
ultimate denunciation as piracy under the laws of nations by the consent 
of the civilized world. 

This resolution was offered in the House by Mr. Mercer, of 
Virginia. An examination of the debate in the House not only 
shows no objection to the method by any Member of the House, 
but a general recognition of the duty of Congress to declare the 
will of the people for the guidance of the Executive is observed 
in all the discussions; Mr. Wright, of Maryland, voicing that 
idea in these words: 

Sir, this Congress ought to take upon themselyes the responsibility of 


this measure by their positive opinion and leave it no lon, a subject 
of doubt what is the will of the American people, 8 aec 


Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. BURGESS. Yes. 

Mr. SULZER: I would like to ask the gentleman when that 
resolution was offered. 

Mr. BURGESS. 1823. 

Mr. SULZER. Was it adopted? 

Mr. BURGESS. Yes; by the overwhelming vote of 131 yeas 
to 9 nays. There were only 9 nays against it among the dis- 
tinguished men that were Members of that House. Henry Clay 
was Speaker, and there were other big guns in the House. Webster 
and perhaps Calhoun—Webster certainly was there; I do not 
think he had then gone to the Senate. 

On December 23, 1823, Mr. Livingston, of Louisiana, offered 
the House a resolution that— 
the President of the United States be requested to negotiate with the 


Government of Great Britain for the cession of so much land on the 
island of Abaco as may be necessary for the erection of light-houses, etc. 


This was adopted without debate or objection. Henry Clay 
was Speaker; Daniel Webster and many great names in our 
history were Members. On May 16, 1826, on motion of Mr. 
Livingston, a resolution was agreed to that 
the President of the United States be requested to inform this House 
whether any arrangement had been made with the Government of 


Great Brit in consequence of the resolution of this House of the 
28d of December, 1823. 


Verily, in those days the House asserted itself! 
sage of December 3, 1833, President Jackson says: 

I have the satisfaction to Inform you that a negotiation which, by 
desire of the House of Representatives, was opened some years a 
with the British Government for the erection of light-houses on the 
Bahamas has been successful. 

On April 23, 1879, in this House, Mr. Fernando Wood offered 
the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the President be respectfully requested to consider 
the expediency— 

And from this I have borrowed the verbiage of my resolution— 
of entering into a convention with the Government of France for the 
negotiation of a treaty which shall secure a more equal interchauge of 


the products and manufactures of each country and serve to cement 
closer relations of amity, trade, and commerce. 


Many distinguished men were Members of this House, includ- 
ing such as Thomas B. Reed, W. P. FRYE, NELSON ALDRICH, both 
now Senators, Warner Miller, Frank Hiscock, Ben Butterworth, 
William McKinley, and the present Speaker of this House. The 
record shows no discussion, and the resolution was adopted with- 
out any dissenting vote of record. 

Now, such in brief is the parliamentary history of this sort of 
matters in the House. I shall quote, not at length, from Senate 
Document No. 104, which is a reprint of an article by the senior 
Senator from the State of Massachusetts, dealing with the treaty- 
making powers of the Senate, a document which I recommend to 
every Member of the House, regardless of his politics, as af- 
fording one of the most interesting, clear, and accurate discus- 
sions of the office of the Senate with reference to treaty making 
that I have been able to find anywhere. 

He cites numerous instances similar to the resolution which 
I now offer. For instance, on March 3, 1835, the Senate passed 
the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be respectfully re- 
quested to consider the expediency of opening negotiations with the 
Soviet Amecicn amt Stew GARED toe toe ewes oe ohne ce 
tecting, by suitable treaty stipulations with them, such individuals or 


companies as may undertake to open a communication betw 


een the 
Atlantic and Pacific oceans by the construction of a ship canal 
the isthmus which connects ~ * 


orth and South America, and of 
forever, such stl i h —— 


lations, the free and al ri 
such cat to all suc ie oh 


as man 4 be established, t 
in such undertaking and complete the work. 


In his mes- 
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On March 3, 1888, the Senate of the United States passed a | duced, the Washington Post published an editorial which is as 


resolution asking President Cleveland to open negotiations with 
China for the regulation of emigration from that country, and 
President Cleveland replied that such negotiations had been 
undertaken. So that so far as the parliamentary status of this 
resolution is concerned it is supported by the precedent both in 
the House and in the Senate without a break of nearly one 
hundred years. It is perfectly right and proper to instruct the 
President to open any negotiations which we conceive to be for 
the benefit of the American people. 

Now, as to the treaty method proposed, it is my confident 
belief that such a treaty could be easily negotiated. Why? If 
we should resolve here that it is our ultimate purpose to get out 
of the Philippines and that it is our preference to get out by 
setting up an independent government there, protected by treaty 
with different powers, drawing about it the magic circle of peace 
in the interest of the people as well as the peace of the world, 
any one of the European powers would hesitate not to approve 
the treaty for fear if the treaty failed we might make other 
disposition of the islands, either to Japan or to Germany or to 
Russia or to. England, and of course all the others would not 
like that and would not want that to be done. 

So that an antagonism of interest between the powers would 
force an agreement to this method which would present a com- 
munity of interests not only of Europe, not only of the United 
States, but of the civilized world. It would establish an open- 
door zone by treaty agreement between the powers of Europe 
and the United States. It would establish a peace zone where 
war could not enter. It would establish a peaceful opportunity 
without fear of outside molestation for independence to work 
itself out in the Philippine Islands. It would afford a fixed and 
definite relation upon which we could pitch all of our legislation 
so as to facilitate its accomplishment without involving any of 
our domestic institutions or theories. Nor do I take it that any 
European power would object either to neutralizing the islands 
or to preserving their independence when the goyernment was 
set up by the United States. Nor would they object to its then 
agreeing to be neutral—to the open-door policy. Nor would they 
object, in my judgment, to such reasonable concessions being 
made to the people of the United States as the equities involved 
in our relation with them suggest. I think, for instance, that 
it would be entirely right and proper in the establishment of an 
independent government there for the Philippine people to make 
certain cessions to us as part of the enormous price in blood 
and treasure which we have expended to secure for them their 
independence. 

I think no European government could or would object to 
such a provision as that. If they did, so far as I am con- 
cerned, rather than have the treaty fail and have the plan fail, 
I would freely give up any concession to us whatever and oc- 
cupy precisely the same relation to them that any other govern- 
ment did which was a signatory power to the treaty. I am not 
willing for the United States to eyer set up a protectorate over 
an independent government in the Philippine Islands. I shall 
never vote while I am a Member of Congress to expand the Mon- 
roe doctrine and then extend it across the Pacific and thrust 
it upon a European country. The doctrine of an American pro- 
tectorate over any sort of a government in the Eastern Hemi- 
sphere is, to my mind, utterly unstatesmanlike, utterly unbusi- 
nesslike, contrary to all our traditions and principles, and 
fraught with infinite danger to the American people. I would 
rather hold the Philippines in tutelage for years and years and 
years, aye, for centuries, than to give them an independent goy- 
ernment under an American protectorate. That is worse than 
a European alliance, because with an alliance there is reci- 
procity, but with a protectorate you are responsible for all they 
do, and they are responsible neither to you nor anybody else. 
But if we should have them hedged about by a treaty all these 
difficulties would disappear as if by magic. 

Nor is this idea any novel invention. It is not a new thing in 
the procedure of the nations of the earth. The history of the 
little Republic of Switzerland, lying nestled in the lap of the 
European powers for seventy-five years, is a vindication of the 
yalue to the world and the peace of the people of such a treaty 
agreement as this. Switzerland is the most advanced republic 
on the face of the earth to-day, and it draws its life, imbibes its 
progress, has made its mighty evolution under an agreement of 
the powers to preserve and conserve its neutrality and its inde- 
pendence. We can do the same thing in the Philippines. All 
we have to do is to have the courage of freeborn American citi- 
zens and yote like we believe and it will be done. 

Now, in conclusion I wish to read an editorial in the Washing- 
ton Post, which I do think throws cold water on me in the cley- 
erest, sweetest way I ever had that done to me in my life. 
On December 21, shortly after this resolution had been intro- 


follows: 
MR. BURGESS’S VISION. 

Mr. Bundxss, of Texas, expresses a happy thought in House joint res- 
olution No. 44, thus described in the oficial document: Requesting 
the President to consider the expediency of effecting a treaty with Bu- 
ropean powers providing for the neutralization of the Philippine Islands 
and to protect an independent government there when established.” 

It begins and it will end in a thought, so far as concerns the existing 
dispensation, we feel very sure; but what a bright vista of encourage- 
ment it opens spar the clouds that now obscure the prospect! We 
do not want the Philippines. We do not need them in our business. 
The possession is an incumbrance, a constant care, a bunghole of waste, 
a distributing center of embarrassment and peril. Leave out the offi- 
cials who thrive upon the harvest of salary and power—and their name 
is that of the swarm of Kansas sshoppers—what thoughtful Amer- 
ican citizen wishes to keep the *hilippines and to have his country 
entangled in its destinies? 

Mr. BurGess’s proposition is ideal. To realize it would be to undo a 
world of follies and futilities, to unload an innumerable legion of grafts 
and barnacles, to remove the United States from a sphere of unprofitable 
danger and insane adventure. But it it is too beautiful to live. Mr. 
BURGESS is a fine fellow, but he is a poet and a dreamer. 

My countrymen, my colleagues in this House, whether this 
matter is a dream or a vision or is made a real business-working 
reality, is not dependent upon me, but it is dependent upon the 
will of this House, Will the membership of this House have 
the courage to express their honest convictions about it? Will 
they for once forget the power that may operate from this or 
that source? Will they for once bend down to the earth, conse- 
crated by the blood of the bravest and best, and catch an Ameri- 
can inspiration and yote like American citizens for the preserva- 
tion and perpetuity and safety, not only of the American 
Republic, not only of the Philippines people, but take a great 
step toward the open-door policy, toward arbitration, toward 
peace by treaty everywhere on earth? [Applause.] This reso- 
lution is practical, It is common sense. There is no party 
policy involved in it. There is no reason why it should not pass, 
and I do hope that the membership of this House will take hold 
of it in the spirit in which it is offered. Think of it, and if you 
believe it is wise and right, vote for it in obedience to the situn- 
tion and the desire to benefit the American people and the 
Filipino people. 

No war could threaten the peace of the Filipino while he was 
working out his destiny nor threaten the safety of the American 
Republic while they are aiding him to do it. No war with any 
European power could affect the status which we bear toward 
them under this resolution or which they bear to the world. 
If there ever can be an independent government set up there 
it can be quicker and better done under this sort of a treaty, 
and all of you know it, than it ever could be done otherwise. 
Now, I ask you one question. I leave it with your conscience 
and then I am through. Can you give me one single, good, 
honest reason why this resolution should not be adopted? [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I had no 
intention of saying anything upon this bill, because I was confi- 
dent that my views upon it would be amply and ably expressed 
by others, until last evening, when my colleague from Massa- 
chusetts made some criticisms upon the attitude of the Massa- 
chusetts Republicans. I am aware that criticisms upon us have 
come not only from that side of the House, but also from the 
Republican side, and while we, of course, expect and, I hope, 
deserve criticism from the Democratic side, for if we did not I 
would be very sure we were derelict to our principles, yet I do 
not desire and I do not think we deserve criticism from this 
side. The position the Republicans of Massachusetts have taken 
on revision is very simple. It is the old Republican doctrine 
that no tariff is sacred, that time always makes changes, and 
we thought in the last eight years there have been such extraer- 
dinary inventions, so much improyement in methods of pro- 
duction and distribution, that it was theoretically fair to pre- 
sume there must be need of change; and when that was breught 
home to us in particular instances we thought it was good Re- 
publican doctrine and good common sense that we should now 
have the tariff revised. 

But my colleague yesterday intimated that we held a very 
difficult position here in trying, as he said, to steer between 
the Charybdis of home popularity and the Scylla of the 
Speaker’s wishes. Now, for myself, with the utmost respect and 
consideration for the Speaker, I do not think I am excessively 
anxious to always be in accord with him, but I admit that I 
am always anxious, and particularly on a question like this, to 
be in accord with the majority of this side of the House. That 
I trust will always be my position; and I do not intend, as I 
neyer have, to be tempted by any Democratic alliance to go 
counter to the views of the majority of the Republican party, 
for I am very confident that any such alliance, founded as it 
must be upon entirely different motives and different principles, 
would in the end be unsatisfactory to both parties. Conse- 
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quently my personal intention is to abide by the decision of the 
majority of the Republicans of this House; but I do not wish 
that majority to misunderstand or misinterpret our position. 

I think my colleagues from Massachusetts on the Democratic 
side haye a much more difficult task than we to keep at once 
popularity with their constituents and popularity with their 
colleagues here. What is the Democratic argument at home? 
It is free raw materials. That for years has been the Demo- 
cratic contention. 

Is that the position of the Democratic party in this House? 
Is that the position of their dominant faction? Why, the 
Democrat who spoke last on this subject before my colleague 
made this remark : 


There is just about as much justice in that proposition as there is 
in the proposition to tax the mopio of Kentucky to maintain manu- 
facturing institutions in the New England States. 


That is the ordinary Democratic doctrine which we hear in 
this House. It is not free raw materials—that is not Demo- 
cratic doctrine—but it is a reduction of the tariff. And yet my 
Democratic colleagues go home to Massachusetts and argue to 
their constituents there for free raw materials and allow it to 
be understood that the Democratic doctrine is to keep up the 
protection of our industries so that they may flourish as well 
as ever, but to give this additional boon of free raw materials 
which the Republicans are denying to them. Now, you see that 
is a difficult proposition for us to face, because every constitu- 
ency, every State, is more or less selfish—all are looking for 
their own advantage. And Massachusetts just at this time is 
perhaps in a peculiarly delicate condition, because the great 
industries that have been built up there we see gradually de- 
serting us; we see that the West and the South are becoming 
rivals, and year by year we see industry after industry going 
away, and we have got to do something to fill their places. 

Massachusetts, you know, was not originally friendly to pro- 
tection. Massachusetts, when protection was first suggested, 
fought it vigorously, because, moved by the same selfish interest 
which, as I say, influences all communities, they felt that their 
source of wealth was the sea. They felt that with our location 
and our harbors the sea was our natural source of wealth. We 
had our shipyards and we were beginning to build the clipper 
ships, distancing the world, and whitening all the seas with the 
American commerce, and we felt that freer trade meant more 
trade, and a protective tariff would tend to stifle trade and so 
tend to injure us; and therefore Massachusetts originally op- 
posed protection. But when it was forced upon her, with Yankee 
ingenuity she built up her manufacturing industries and her 
ocean trade languished, until now it is-her great manufacturing 
industries that make the wealth of the people. Therefore she is 
to-day for protection, and therefore to-day you will not be sur- 
prised that when she sees rivals growing up all over the United 
States, when she sees that the natural law which brings the 
manufacturer as near as possible to the raw material is drawing 
away from her the great wealth that she has acquired, and that 
the capital which has been a great advantage is now being accu- 
mulated in the West and South, she must strain every nerve to 
do what she can to maintain her industries. 

Therefore, when Democratic orators go to her and say, “ We 
will give you free raw materials, and then you can compete 
with the other Western and Southern States, which have the 
raw materials close by them,” is it any wonder that such in- 
genious and disingenuous arguments lead many thoughtless 
Republicans to disregard the fact that these claims will never 
be substantiated by any Democratic legislation in this House 
and to crave and work for this alluring Democratic doctrine? 
Do you not see that this theory of free raw materials, so attrac- 
tive to any manufacturing State, naturally will have the effect 
of undermining Republican principles and reducing our major- 
ity? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the 
gentleman if, given an opportunity himself, he would support 
and yote for a proposition for free hides? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. And for free coal? 

. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. And free lumber? 

. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That I am doubtful about. 
. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. And free wood pulp? 

. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That I am doubtful about. 
. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. And for a substantial re- 
duction on the products of steel? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That does not affect Mas- 
sachusetts, 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. So far as the gentleman’s 
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answers go, then, he stands on the same platform that the Demo- 
crats of Massachusetts stood on in the last election. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. But, Mr. Chairman, my 
reasons are very different. Why do we favor free hides and 
free coal? Because we say that free hides and free coal are 
both of them in strict accord with the principles of protection 
on which we stand. They are not like free wool, for instance, 
which I suppose the gentleman will advocate. They are not 
brought in competition here with any other American industry. 
I claim that one American industry is just as much entitled to 
protection as any other, and I contend that if they want it 
they shall all haye it. But talking about free hides, I do not 
believe that the protective duty on hides gives any protection to 
the American farmer. It is a mere by-product. If it could be 
proved that a duty on hides was a protective duty for the ben- 
efit of the farmer, I would not argue to strike it out. I am not 
asking for ourselves anything that I would deny to any other 
portion of the country. The duty on hides is not protective, 
and the repeal of that duty would assist our industries; and if 
so, then I will do the utmost in my power to fayor a repeal of 
that duty on hides, because it is not in violation of the protec- 
tive principle. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like the gentleman to answer why the duty upon hides is not a 
Protective duty, why a duty upon coal is not a protective duty 
equally with the products of steel, for example. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do not think the duty on 
hides has had the slightest effect upon the price of the article 
to the farmer. It does not protect him at all, and therefore it 
is not a protective tariff and is not needed. Now, as to coal, 
we would export as much as we would import. It would bè a 
matter that might affect different localities, but it would be a 
mere matter of exchange. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The farmer who sells the 
beef from which the hide is taken certainly has some voice in 
fixing the price of the article which he sells. Now, will the 
gentleman tell the House what agency exists which defeats 
the intention of the duty upon hides, namely, the intention to 
make it a protective duty in fact? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. As I have already said, 
it is because the hide is a by-product, and the tariff on hides, in 
my opinion, makes no difference to the producer. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I want the gentleman to 
explain why it does not. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Because it is a by-product. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Is not the hide of the beef 
sold with the rest of the beef? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Why, ves; but it is so 
small compared with the rest of the whole product that it does 
not enter into the price in such a way as to make a difference 
in it. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman think 
the farmer pays no attention to the value of the hide when he 
sells the whole beef? Is not that a part of the transaction? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do not suppose he thinks 
of the value of the hide when he sells it, although I will say 
this, Mr. Chairman, that I have no doubt that the farmers of the 
country generally do believe that the tariff on hides increases 
the value of their sale and I have no doubt that is one reason 
Why so many Members of this House favor the retention of the 

uty. 

Mr. LACEY. I would ask my friend from Massachusetts 
whether he regards the porterhouse steak as a by-product of 
the beef also? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Oh, no; of course not. 

Mr. LACEY. Itis much less than the hide. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do not see the parallel- 
ism. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask my friend another ques- 
tion 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do not know whether my 
friend is intending to be humorous or not. : 

Mr. LACEY. No; I am serious about it, representing, as 
I do, a locality that is interested in producing beef, and where 
the hide is a finished product. Now, as to the actual addition 
to the cost of a pair of shoes. The gentleman comes from a 
shoemaking district. I will ask him, how much does the tariff 
figure on a pair of ordinary farm shoes? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I suppose it makes a dif- 
ference of from 2 to 5 cents in the cost. 

Mr. LACEY. In the actual cost to the manufacturer does it 
exceed more than 3 or 4 cents? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. No, I think not. I think 
myself that the value of free hides is very much exaggerated in 
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the opinion of the people of Massachusetts. I do not think it 
would be of any such large importance to them as they think it 
would; but they have been brought to believe that it would very 
largely increase the prosperity of the shoe and leather industry. 

Mr. STERLING. I would like to ask the gentleman, if the 
tariff on hides does, not affect the price, what difference does it 
make to the shoe manufacturers whether it is taken off or not? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Well, it might make a dif- 
ference in the price of hides that come in. As I said, I think 
it would be very much less than is supposed. 

Mr. STERLING. It would reduce the market price that 
much to the western farmers, then, would it not? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. It might reduce it some 
fraction of that, but I do not think it affects the farmer. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts, I would like to ask the 
gentleman if he is not aware that his colleague on his side of 
the House [Mr. Lawrence], in his speech the other day, quoted 
with approval the statement of a Democratic governor of Mas- 
sachusetts that the duty upon hides increased the cost of shoes 
about 6 cents per pair? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. No; I did not see that. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the 
gentleman, further, if he is willing to answer (and if not I will 
suspend at any moment), whether it has not been the inter- 
vention of the beef trust between the farmer and the consumer, 
and the intervention of the coal trust between the coal miner 
and the ultimate purchaser, that have increased the prices of 
those articles to the consuming public? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I have no doubt they have 
largely done so; yes. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Is it not a fact that the 
igh has been organized since the Dingley bill was passed 
in 1 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. No; I think that was organ- 
ized before that. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I think the gentleman 
from Massachusetts is mistaken about the beef trust; I think it 
is since 1897. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do not know whether the 
present organization existed before that or not, but there was 
practically a combination which was effective. It is being per- 
fected from year to year. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. At all events, the fact 
that there was a tariff on coal and beef which competed with 
the products of these trusts was the factor which enabled these 
trusts to keep up the prices of the articles they sold in the 
United States? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Now, the gentleman is going 
into the old trust question. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Did I not understand the 
gentleman some time ago to say that the 15 per cent duty on 
hides operated to increase the price of hides imported into the 
United States? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Very possibly. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Would not the same be 
true of coal? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Then the fact is that the 
duties upon hides and coal have operated to increase the price 
of coal and hides to the consumer in the United States? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. It has increased the price— 
yes, it has increased it to the consumer. 

Mr. POWERS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Maine? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. POWERS. There was one year in which the duty was 
taken off from coal? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. POWERS. Can the gentleman tell us how much coal was 
brought into the country while that duty was off? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I can not; as I remember, it 
made no difference. 

Mr. POWERS. Was it not a mere bagatelle? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I think there was very 
little. 

Mr. POWERS. Now, let me ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That duty was taken off from 
coal at the request of Massachusetts. 

Mr. POWERS. Yes. Now, let me ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, does the gentleman propose to introduce a bill 
taking the duty off from hides alone? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. No; I have introduced no 
bill. 


Mr. POWERS. Does the gentleman think it would be 
wise—— 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I think various bills have 
been introduced. 

Mr. POWERS. There has been no bill reported from the 
committee, but does the gentleman think it would be wise to 
pass such a bill? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I personally would be glad 
to see it done. 

Mr. POWERS. Does the gentleman not think that any reyi- 
sion of the tariff on hides would open up a genera! revision if 
such a bill was brought in here, and does not the gentleman 
think that any revision of the tariff would leave Massachusetts 
in a position worse than she is to-day? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I will confess, Mr. Chair- 
man, that I haye great fear that it would, and still I would be 
willing to take that risk. [Laughter.] 

Mr. POWERS. Now, if the gentleman will pardon me, I be- 
lieve it is not on the products of the farmer, but upon other man- 
ufactured articles that changes in the tariff should be made— 
that we should change the duty. I think that the hide is a part 
of the product of the farm, and that the duty upon it has 
raised the value considerably to the farmer, and that he should 
have it. Why should he not have it? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That is where I differ with 
the gentleman from Maine. I do not believe the farmer gets 
any more for his hides than if there was no duty on them. 

Mr. POWERS. The only reason I ever heard given for taking 
the duty off of hides is that hides are largely used in Massachu- 
setts for the manufacture of boots and shoes and is a product 
that Massachusetts does not produce, and therefore the duty 
should be taken off. Is that the position of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The gentleman from Maine 
knows that it is not. I have stated my position. I think it 
raises the price to the consumer, but it does not raise the price 
for the original producer—the farmer. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from New Jersey? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I simply want to say to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. Chairman, that I happen 
to be a farmer, and I allow some cattle to grow up on the farm. 
I sell half a dozen steers a year. My accounts show that I used 
to be allowed from $1.90 to $2.20 for a hide. I noticed the other 
day that I had not been allowed less than $3.50 for a hide for 
the last three or four years. If it is not the duty that has 
raised the price, what is it? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Is that any more of a rise 
than other parts of the cattle have risen in the same time? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Very much greater. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I have be- 
lieved and I do believe that while the price is raised to the con- 
sumer it is not the farmer who gets the benefit of it; it is the 
middleman. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Well, I have got that dollar 
and a half on each hide, and I want to know who pays for it. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. If that comes from the 
duty of 15 per cent, then the gentleman certainly does get it, 
and if I am convinced of that fact I will not object, nor shall I 
raise my voice for free hides, for I recognize that the farmer, if 
he gets the benefit of it, is just as much entitled to it as we are 
to our manufactured articles; but I have believed that the 
farmer did not get the benefit of it; that it was all absorbed by 
the middleman, the trust; that we, as consumers, have to pay 
more, and that it was not of the slightest advantage to the peo- 
ple for whom the tariff was put on. I may of course be mis- 
taken about that. I do not pretend to any original knowledge 
or experience. 

Mr. HINSHAW. How much does the gentleman estimate 
there would be an advantage in the price of a pair of shoes 
from a factory in Massachusetts by having hides put on the 
free list? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Personally I doubt if there 
would be any difference to the consumer. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Who would get the benefit of the reduction 
in the duty on hides? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The manufacturer. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Upon whom, therefore, would the loss fall? 
Would it not fall on the farmer? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. It would be on whoever 
gets it. If the farmer gets it, which, as I say, I do not believe— 
that, of course, is the foundation of my argument, that I do not 


1906. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 867 


believe the farmer is getting the advance of the duty on hides, 
but I say frankly if he is I think it ought not to be taken off. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Massachusetts if the Republican tariff re- 
formers in Massachusetts, in order to secure free hides, are will- 
ing to take the tariff off boots, shoes, harness, and the other 
product of leather either wholly or in proportion? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. As to that I understand 
there is a difference of opinion. I understand that about 50 
per cent of the manufacturers of boots and shoes think that they 
could get on without the present tariff if they had free hides. I 
understand that the other 50 per cent think they could not go on 
without the tariff; that if they did other competition, largely 
Canadian, would beat them. 

Mr. McNARY. Does the gentleman seriously contend here 
before this House that 50 per cent of the Massachusetts manu- 
facturers of boots and shoes fee] that they need the tariff on 
that article to protect them from Canada? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That is what I understand. 

Mr. MONARY. So far as I have been able to ascertain the 
opinion of any manufacturer in Massachusetts, and acting 
upon that opinion, every one of them that I have known is 
perfectly willing to take the duty off boots and shoes if the 
duty is taken off hides, and are perfectly willing to meet com- 
petition from Canada or any other nation, and believe that if 
the duty is taken off hides not only would they be able to meet 
Canadian competition, but to flood the markets with their 
products, if we have raw materials. I think the gentleman is 
entirely wrong in respect to his opinion of the manufacturers of 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
McNary] mean the duty on hides or leather? 

Mr. McNARY. I mean hides and leather. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I did 
not yield to allow the gentleman to make a long statement. 

Mr. MoNARY. I am not going to make any statement, but 
acting upon the idea which is contrary to the idea of my col- 
league from Massachusetts [Mr. Griterr], I have introduced a 
bill hére to take the duty off not only hides, but off boots and 
shoes, harness and leather of all descriptions, and in that I am 
backed up by the sentiment of many of the manufacturers of 
Massachusetts. And I would like to ask the gentleman right 
now, if he represents the views of the manufacturers of Massa- 
chusetts and the people interested in that industry, whether or 
not he will vote with me for a bill to take off the duty not only 
on hides, but on boots and shoes and every other article of 
leather manufactured in our State? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
pretend to be a representative of the manufacturers of Massa- 
chusetts, as the gentleman does. I am representing nobody but 
my own opinion, and I will say I will not vote for the bill which 
the gentleman has introduced. 

Mr. McNARY. Allow me to ask whether or not the gentleman 
believes his colleagues on that side of the House will vote any 
bill taking duties off any article, either hides, leather, or boots 
or shoes. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I did not catch the first 
part of the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. McNARY. Allow me to ask you whether or not you 
believe the gentlemen on that side of the House will report any 
bill to this House taking the duties off hides, boots or shoes, 
or any other article of leather if we concede we are willing to 
take the duties off everything? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I am not a 
prophet, and I can not speak of what this side will do. What 
they will do on that side of the House if they have to con- 
struct a tariff bill 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts is a free trader? 

Mr. McNARY. Who said so? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I heard you make free-trade 
speeches. 

Mr. McNARY. Where did you hear me? 

Mr. MANN. Are you? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I think 1 
had better resume the floor. 

Mr. McNARY. When I have the floor I will state my posi- 
tion, to my own satisfaction if not to yours. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, let me re- 
state what I say. I am not sure about this duty on hides, 
whether it really goes to the farmer or not. I do not believe it 
does, from what I am told; and if it does not, and this is the 
foundation of my argument—if it goes to the middleman—I 
think it ought to come off. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman tell the House that the 
farmer is entitled to protection and that the middleman is not? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The middleman at the pres- 
ent time is the beef trust, and I do not care to add protection to 
them. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Then the gentleman makes a distinction as 
to what men are entitled to protection according to the busi- 
ness they are engaged in? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. When there is a large trust 
like that I do. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is the gentleman willing to vote with the 
Democrats to take off duties where the benefit goes only to the 
trusts in other matters? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. It is dependent upon the 
trust, of course. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Mr. SHERLEY. I will let it go at that. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, if there is 
a trust which monopolizes the business of the country, I be- 
lieve they are not entitled to our consideration; but if it is a 
trust, as there are so many of them, which has competition 
right here at home, then I think, of course, it is like anyone 
else. It is dependent upon whether they have a monopoly or 
not. 

Mr. SHERLEY. What does the gentleman say to the steel 
trust? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I am not going into the de- 
tails of the different trusts. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But the gentleman knows there has been a 
report made to this House by his own colleague showing the 
steel trust is selling its products at greatly reduced prices 
abroad, and that one of the reasons of our stagnation in ship- 
building is because of the exorbitant prices they are asking 
now. Will the gentleman join with us to hit the steel trust? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I am not 
going to—and the gentleman can very well see the reason—state 
just where that tariff revision ought to come and where not, be- 
cause if I say what exact article or businesses I think can stand 
reduction, of course it follows that anybody who favors them 
is not going to join with me. So I advocate simply a general 
revision, and I am willing to go into the Republican caucus and 
abide by its result, and I am not willing to enter into any alli- 
ance with the Democratic party on any of these propositions, 
for I know very well what that means. We haye all the ex- 
perience of what Democratic legislation means on this subject. 
In fact, that is the one sure source of hope in the future of the 
Republican party in Massachusetts. Against these ingenious as- 
saults we know there is one remedy which we can always 
depend upon to bring people back to their senses, and that is 
Democratic success. [Applause on the Republican side.] We 
know very well if once the Democratic party has power the 
Democrats and Republicans of Massachusetts alike will see how 
impotent in the Democratic House their Democratic Represent- 
atives are. They will see how little their interests are consid- 
ered there, and that is sure to bring a general revulsion to the 
Republican party. 

We all remember the experience of twelve years ago. The 
Democratic party in Massachusetts, on exactly this same issue, 
free raw materials, when I first ran for Congress was in control 
of the State. They had elected the governor for three years, one 
year a Presidential year, and they had seven out of twelve Rep- 
resentatives in this House. What has changed it? Why is it 
that since then the Democrats have never been able to elect more 
than four out of thirteen Congressmen? Because there was 
elected a Democratie Congress and a Democratic President, and 
a Democratic tariff bill was enacted, and from that time there 
was no doubt of the action of Massachusetts until their memories 
began to forsake them. Now, I do not believe their memories 
will forsake them long. I think they will remember what hap- 
pened then, and although they may be discontented, as they are 
discontented to-day under the pressure of competition, and 
although they may ascribe their fears to our legislation, yet 
when the critical time comes and they remember what the alter- 
native is, I do not think they will permanently leave us. 

I remember that when King Charles the Second was on the 
throne, his brother James, who was his heir and the most unpop- 
ular man in the country, one day said to him: “Charles, you 
ought not to expose yourself so freely to the public; you will be 
assassinated ;" that the witty monarch turned to him and said, 
„Jamie, they will never kill me to make you king.” [Laughter.] 
So I think the Republicans of Massachusetts, discontented as 
they may be with us, when they recollect what the alternative 
is will not destroy us to put you permanently into power. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 


868 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 9, 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him two questions? 
Mr GILLETT of Massachusetts. One at a time. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. All right. Now, if taking the duty 
off of hides is not going to reduce the price of shoes and boots, 
and so forth, made of leather, to the consumer, as you stated 
some minutes ago, it was not 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Now, let me say right there 
I do not pretend to be an authority on that. Some say it will 
and some say it will not. Personally I do not believe it will. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If it is not going to reduce the 
price of boots and shoes and harness and other articles made of 
leather, then what inducement to anybody in this House, ex- 
cept the man in Massachusetts, to vote for free hides? [Demo- 
cratic applause. ] 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. They think in Massachu- 
setts, of course, that it will. A great many people claim that 
it will, and Massachusetts is not the only home of such manu- 
factures. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to ask another question. 
I want to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts if he in- 
dorses this statement from Governor Guild. This. is in his 
letter to President Roosevelt: 


The Republican ticket, In my judgment, would have been overwhelm- 
ingly defeated if our platform, on which both Mr. Draper and I stood, 
had not contained the plank indorsing the position taken last spring 
by our delegation in Congress in favor of immediate tariff revision. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I was not 
at home in the last campaign. I was, with many others, trying 
to get information as to how to vote on this bill in the Philip- 
pines, and therefore I took no part in the campaign, und I can 
not tell whether that was a fact or not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will not ask the gentleman where 
he was last summer or when King Charles the Second was on 
the throne, but I will ask him whether at this minute he in- 
dorses that statement made by Governor Guild in his letter to 
President Roosevelt? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. No; I do not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then the house is divided against 
itself in Republican Massachusetts? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Yes; there is a great differ- 
ence of opinion. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
yield to his colleague? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do. 

Mr. McNARY. I would like to ask the gentleman two ques- 
tions. I would like to ask him, first, whether it is not true 
that the Republican Members of Congress from Massachusetts 
yoted with their Republican colleagues to put the duty on hides? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. We voted for the bill. 

Mr. McNARY. Now, I would like to ask 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. We did all we could before 
it came to a vote, but when it came to a vote we voted—I 

did, at least, and I think all my colleagues did—in favor of the 
tariff bill which included the duty on hides. We bowed, as 
I always intend to do, to the rule of the majority of the Re- 


Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 


publican party, and therefore I voted for a great many things, | 


I have no doubt, in that tariff which I did not approve: and I 
have no doubt that every Democrat here who was present when 
the Wilson bill was passed did the same. 

Mr. McNARY. I would like to ask the gentleman one more 
question. 
tariff reduction comes before a Republican caucus or comes as 


| Democrats as a free raw material. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Oh, no, Mr. Chairman; I 
do not carry these figures in my head. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will ask you if the foreign trade in 
American manufactured boots and shoes has not increased every 
year, and was it not this last year more than double what it was 
in the year prior to the Dingley bill? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. It has certainly increased 
prodigiously, but I do not know just the proportion. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But of course all gentlemen know that 
when you bring about the production of vast quantities of man- 
ufactured goods the manufacturers would not do it unless they 
were making money. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. They are making money on 
them, but of course the gentleman sees this—every business 
man wants to do everything he can to increase his business. It 
is the same everywhere. If there is brought to them a proposi- 
tion which they think does increase their business, why of | 
course they are going to welcome it no matter whether their 
business flourished before or decayed. | 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the 
gentleman another question following out the question of the 
gentleman from Ohio. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
believe that the tax upon hides helped to increase the export of 
boots and shoes from the United States to Europe? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Of course I do not. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does not the gentleman believe that it 
was the prosperity existing and growing out of the repeal of 
the Wilson bill and the passage of the Dingley bill that did it? 
[Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do not pretend that I am 
at all an expert in this matter of hides, boots, and shoes. 
I am sorry that some Member who has studied it more than I - 
is not representing that industry, so that he can bring the exact 
figures forward. I simply referred to hides as one of the argu- 
ments that have been brought forward in Massachusetts by the 
The whole free-raw-material 
doctrine, of which this is only an incident, is being advocated 
by Democrats in one part of the country and not in other parts. 
You all know that if the Democratic party came into power that 
doctrine would receive no countenance from them and that the 
duties they would be most eager and determined to reduce would 
be not on the raw material, but on the manufactured product; 
and yet in our State they still succeed in holding it out as Dem- 
ocratic doctrine and offer it as an alluring and often a success- 
ful bribe. 

There is one other question much discussed in Massachusetts— 
Canadian reciprocity. On that issue I go further than many of 
the Democrats. I would myself be glad to see absolute free 
trade between the United States and Canada. [Applause.] I 
believe that in the first place the United States would be most 
benefited by it. I believe that our industries are so organized 
and capitalized and perfected that they could invade Canada, 


| and that despite the cheaper labor there now we would gain 


very much more than she. It would, of course, temporarily dis- 
arrange business and cause some suffering, but I believe we 
would ultimately profit largely from it. I do not think she 
could successfully compete with our capital and organization 
and industrial energy. I believe also it would help us in our 
relations with Canada. I never favored the annexation of our 


| tropical possessions. I always opposed it, thinking it would be 


I would like to ask him if, when the question of | 


a result of a Republican caucus into this House, whether or 


not he or his colleagues from Massachusetts, if the Republican 
caucus decides that duty must be taken off of hides, will vote 
with them to keep it on? 


expensive and troublesome for us, and my opinions have never 
changed, and I know of no land south of us which I should like 
to be ours; but I would like to see Canada part of the United 
States. It is the only portion of the world I covet. 

But I fear it is now too late, that the spirit of nationality 
has developed there, and that it is no longer possible for us ever 


| to unite with that splendid domain, whose people are so akin 


| relations with her, and become as close to her as possible. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I will tell you squarely | 


that if that comes in as a Republican caucus measure I shall vote 
for whatever the Republican caucus decides. [Loud applause 
on the Republican side.] I speak for myself and not for my 
colleagues. I do not know what they would do. We all under- 
stand that there is no tariff bill that suits every Member. 
Every tariff bill is a compromise, where there are a great many 
items we do not like, yet we vote for it. Whatever the Repub- 
lican party decides I shall stand by. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will permit me, this 
tariff on hides that is now the subject of discussion was put 
there in the Dingley bill, as I understand. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Can you state the magnitude of the pro- 
duction of boots and shoes of the United States for the year of 
the Dingley bill, and a comparison with each year since? 


tous. But I think we should do all we can to cultivate intimate 
I 
think that free trade with Canada would tend to that result, 
and for that reason, too, I favor it. To my mind the greatest 
crime that the Democratic party ever committed was when they 
went through a Presidential campaign with the bold and taking 
cry, “ Fifty-four forty or fight,” and then after they had won 
the campaign had neither the courage to fight nor the foresight 
to keep “fifty-four forty.” We never ean repeat that mistake. 
That was the one chance when we might have owned that whole 
Pacific coast and acquired all that splendid northwest sec- 
tion of Canada. 

But the time may possibly come again, if we cultivate warm 
relations with Canada, when we may haye the opportunity to 
be united. and that, it seems to me, is an ambition that we 
might well keep before our eyes. For these two reasons, be- 
cause I think in the long run it would advantage us in the 
matter of trade, and because also I think it would increase our 
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friendly relations and might sometime bring us to a closer 
union—for these two reasons I ardently favor Canadian reci- 
proeity, although I admit that at present there is but the faint- 
est possibility that Canada would enter into any substantial 
reciprocal treaty. 

There was one other sentence which my friend from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Sura] used in his speech yesterday to which 
I wish to refer. He said that the great export trade which we 
have built up under the Dingley tariff was not the best gauge 
of the prosperity of the country. I think he depreciated the 
value of that great excess of exports over imports. I think he 
did not appreciate that those hundreds of millions of dollars 
that every year we have been sending over there beyond what 
we took back were paying back the vast amounts of capital 
which have come to the United States from foreign countries, 
which had helped to start us in our development, which built 
our railroads, which founded our great institutions, which ac- 
celerated our prosperity. i 

I think those hundreds of millions of dollars that we have an- 
nually sent over there have made America owned by Americans. 
We have been paying off our debts, and that is significant and 
valuable. But I agree with my colleague [Mr. SULLIVAN of 
Massachusetts] when he says it is not the greatest test of our 
prosperity, and I agree with this sentence, expressed with his 
usual felicity: 

No, it is not the excess of our exports that gauges our national pros- 
perity, but the great volume of commercial transactions that are ab- 
solutely unrestricted by tariff in the forty-five States and four Terri- 
tories of this Union. 

I applauded that sentence. I agree with the statement con- 
tained in it, that the great thermometer of our prosperity is our 
magnificient internal commerce. And it is that great internal 
commerce that the Republican party proposes to keep for Ameri- 
cans. It is protection that keeps it. [Applause on the Republi- 
can side.] 

We will build a wall around it and keep that prosperity for 
ourselves, and it seems to me that when he said that he at once 
admitted the value of a Republican tariff. He admitted that 
that is the best prosperity we can have, and is it not worth 
while to put a wall around it and make it dead sure that we shall 
have it? I think the wall is in places unnecessarily high, and 
I think where it is we had better lower it, but I do not believe it 
is wise to topple the wall over because here and there it is 
too high. Let us correct irregularities, never forgetting our 
main purpose. 

Mr. CASSEL rose and was recognized. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. The 
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Chair had recognized the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


Casskr.J. I have no objection to this debate going on to a 
reasonable length, but I think we ought to get back to the 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is en- 
titled to the floor, if he insists upon it. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Only a question. Free trade between Can- 
ada and the United States would result, would it not, in the im- 
na of many food products from Canada into the United 

tates 
5 ap GILLETT of Massachusetts. Undoubtedly it would at 

rs 

Mr. HINSHAW. And would they not come in competition 
with the food products from the Mississippi and Missouri val- 
leys, by reason of the fact that the distance is so much less be- 
tween Canada and Massachusetts than between Nebraska, for 
instance, and Massachusetts? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do not think itis. I do 
not think the food products are principally grown in the east- 
ern part of Canada. 

Mr. HINSHAW. I so understand. Now, let me ask the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts wherein Massachusetts is benefited 
by free trade with Canada? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I am not advocating it for 
that reason, but on national grounds. But I presume the argu- 
ment which especially appeals to Massachusetts is that, feeling 
her trade going away from her and seeing this big market of 
Canada right there at her doors, she hopes that by freer trade 
she might get a larger and advantageous trade. I think that is 
the prevalent reason. 

Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Chairman, I shall discuss for a short 
time this afternoon what I think will be the effect of the pend- 
ing Philippine tariff bill upon the interests of the tobacco grow- 
ers and manufacturers throughout the United States, but more 
especially its effect upon such interests in my own district, 
which lies wholly within the great tobacco-producing county of 
Lancaster, in the State of Pennsylvania. 

During the discussion of this question two statements have 
been made by the friends of the bill that should be contradicted 
with the utmost emphasis. On the one hand, it has been argued 
that the United States should open its markets to Philippine 
tobacco and its products for the reason that the transfer of 
sovereignty has resulted in the loss of the Spanish markets. 
The other statement, which was repeated by the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] in the course of his remarks in 
the House on the 6th instant, was to the effect that in the last 
few years there had been a heavy falling off in the exports of 
cigars. His table of exports is as follows: 


Exports of tobacco from the Philippine Islands to the countries mentioned during the fiscal years 1899-1904. 
LEAF TOBACCO EXPORTED. 
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Exports of tobacco from the Philippine Islands to the countries mentioned during the fiscal years 1899-1904. 
VALUE OF CIGARETTES EXPORTED. 


a From August 20, 1898, to June 30, 1899, inclusive. 
STEMS AND TRIMMINGS.@ 


1905. 
Pounds. | Value. 


SSC AA dota decay 
Hongkong 


aNot included in the above figures. 


With regard to the Spanish market, it is only necessary to 
refer to the latest available figures to be found in the Monthly 
Summary of the Commerce of the Philippine Islands for the 
fiscal year 1905, issued by the Bureau of Insular Affairs, to 
show that Spain is not only by far the largest customer the 
Philippine Islands have for their leaf, but that her takings of 
this leaf have increased during the past two years. In 1904, 
for example, the total exports of leaf tobacco from the Philip- 
pines aggregated 19,044,290 pounds, of which Spain took 13,073,- 
021 pounds. In 1905, when the total exports were 16,276,266 
pounds, Spain imported 13,455,065. It thus appears that not 
only was the Spanish import of Philippine tobacco actually 
larger in the fiscal year 1905 than in 1904, but it was proportion- 
ately very much greater. It is an interesting fact in this con- 
nection that the total value of the Spanish imports of Philippine 
leaf in 1905 increased fully 30 per cent. 

The gentleman from Connecticut, in his effort to show a 
depressed condition in the cigar industry of the islands, referred 
to the exports of 1902 as though they were of normal propor- 
tions, and sought to convey the impression that there has since 
been a steady downward tendency. As a matter of fact, the 
exports of 1902, which aggregated $1,666,722, were larger than 
for many years previously and were in all respects abnormal. 
In 1903 the shipments again resumed normal proportions, aggre- 
gating $947,504. -Since that year there has been a steady in- 
crease, the exports in 1904 aggregating $968,869, and in 1905, 
$971,177. 

It is significant in this connection to quote the figures compiled 
by the Bureau of Insular Affairs showing the five-year annual 
average for the quinquennial periods ending with 1894—before 
American occupation—and 1904, after the islands passed into 
the possession of the United States, The average annual value 
of the exports of cigars, cigarettes, and all other manufactured 
tebacco for the five-year period ending 1894 was but $972,805, 
while for the corresponding period ending with 1904 the ayer- 
age annual value was $1,228,019, an increase of nearly one- 
third. These figures will be found on page 623 of the Monthly 
Summary of Commerce of the Philippine Islands for December, 
1904. 


In this connection, it should be stated that there has been 
much juggling of the tobacco-export figures with respect to the 
distribution of leaf and cigars in the Orient. The fact should be 
borne in mind that up to 1900 all exports intended for Hong- 
kong were credited to the British East Indies, while from 1888 
to 1894 they were credited to China. It is not practicable to 
state the countries constituting the ultimate destinations of these 
shipments for the reason that Hongkong is a distributing point 
from which merchandise of all kinds is sent to nearly all the 
countries of the world. 4 

The Philippine Islands contain 73,345,415 acres, of which, we 
are told, 68,405,415 acres and over are public lands. One-half of 
the latter, or about 33,000,000 acres, according to Governor Taft, 
may be converted by irrigation into good agricultural lands. 
Governor Taft, before a committee of Congress, said that we 
(meaning the Philippine Archipelago) have resources for a large 
population, and compared with Japan and Java, the Philippines 
are a little less in area than Japan, but they haye much more 
arable land and much more rich soil. 

The Philippine Islands are an acquisition of the United States. 
I must differ with the gentlemen who have discussed this ques- 
tion when they say that they are a Territory of the United 
States. They are not a Territory in the sense that we refer to 
Arizona or any of our other Territories. The people of the Phil- 
ippine Islands are wards of the United States. We have taken 
them and we hold them as wards until we are able to give them 
their independence. Now, we will all agree that it is not the 
duty of the guardian to take money from his own pocket and 
place it in the hands of the ward, but it is his duty to utilize 
es. of the ward and to see that it is properly adminis- 

(5 


In discussing this question the honored chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, when we talked to him about the 
tobacco question, with a wave of his hand dismissed the whole 
subject and said, “There is nothing in it.’ I am sorry indeed 


to differ with him and with the report of the Republican major- 
ity of the Committee on Ways and Means, but representing as I 
do a district which is engaged in raising tobacco upon 5,000 
farms, utilizing about 20,000 acres of land, employing about 
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10,000 people in planting, caring for, harvesting, and marketing 


the crop—a district producing annually between twenty-four 
and twenty-five million pounds of tobacco, which sells at a price 
which nets the farmer between $2,750,000 and $3,000,000; a dis- 
tri¢t having invested in tobacco buildings over $15,000,000 ; a dis- 
trict which in 1904 produced 64,000,000 cigars, which yielded to 
the Government a revenue of two and a half million dollars, 
and which has 2,461 cigar factories, employing over 20,000 peo- 
ple—I should be recreant to my duty and misrepresent my con- 
stituents if I did not vote against this bill. 

I have here in my hand the protest of these tobacco growers, 
which I will read: 

The unders 7 
Sith the Gather’ ² thowaten ‘the, TORALO tntentsy of the Sometry 
from the introduction of Philippine cigars and tobacco at reduced tari 
rates, as has been proposed, do most earnestly Bot such 
action by the Congress of the United States. wing to our dearer 
lands and the higher cost of producing our domestic tobacco we are 
positive that such action would prove ruinous to our home industry, 
and we therefore appeal to the Ways and Means Committee and to the 
Members of Congress to prevent, by their action and votes, the possi- 
bility of such a result. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say here that I have petitions 
signed by over 6,000 tobacco growers in my district, all of which 
were secured in less than ten days. I also bave before the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and in my office at the present time 
the protest of all the cigar makers, and those employed in the 
cigar factories, in my district, numbering between 10,000 and 
15,000 people. Thus, still more do I feel that I would fail in my 
responsibility to my constituents were I not to oppose this meas- 
ure in every way possible. 

Mr. Chairman, the people of my district have always looked 
upon the member of the Ways and Means Committee from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DAIZELL] as a man whose opinion they have 
taken in important matters, and one whom they would follow. 
I want to repeat to you again an extract from a speech of this 
gentleman, made in 1900, which was quoted here this morning: 


The 
island 


It may be interesting to speak for a few minutes of the plant- 
ing, cultivating, harvesting, shedding, stripping, and packing 
of tobacco in our State; giving employment, as it does, almost 
all the year, and especially during the winter months. In addi- 
tion to the people whom I have mentioned above, there are em- 
ployed in the yarious warehouses in my district thousands of 
men who are kept busy in the final sorting of tobacco and pack- 
ing it for shipment. 

From March in one year, when our farmers plant their seed 
in some sheltered spot, until March of the following year, when 
they deliver the cured crop to the warehouse, our farmers are 
constantly employed in the care and growing of this tobacco. 
First, the seed is sown and afterwards the plants are put in the 
ground. They are cared for as any farmer would care for 
his plants. The tobacco is cut and hung in the barns; it is taken 
down in the winter time, stripped and packed in bundles, and de- 
livered to the tobacco dealers’ warehouses, thus furnishing work 
to thousands and thousands of people in our towns and villages 
who have no other employment, giving to them a subsistence 
which they could not otherwise get. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Grosvenor] calls my attention to the fact that I have 
omitted also the gathering and destroying of the tobacco worm. 
That is also a very important part of the growing of tobacco. 
We must watch, as we grow our tobacco, that the worms are 
destroyed or they will destroy the tobacco. I am a tobacco 
farmer myself, and I know all about the sowing and growing 
and harvesting of tobacco. In addition to the people I have 
mentioned, there are employed in my district many hundreds of 
people who have the care of the handling of the tobacco after it 
is delivered and put into the warehouses. 

The gentleman from Connecticut has told us there is no dan- 
ger from the growing of tobacco in the Philippine Islands, as 
there is not sufficient arable land there to produce any large 
amount of tobacco. The reports on the Philippines, the accu- 
racy of which as to their acreage, I think, is not questioned, 
state that the islands contain 73,345,415 acres. The estimate 
placed upon the arable land is 93 per cent. We believe that a 
great deal more land than this can be farmed to great advantage, 
yet, taking the percentage at 94, we find there are 6,967,781 
acres which is good farming land. 

If we take but 10 per cent of this land for tobacco raising, 
we find that we bave 696,781 acres of tobacco land. Figure 


1,500 pounds to the acre, which is about one-half the amount 
which will be produced in these islands under good conditions, 
and we find that they can raise 1,045,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The gentleman is a tobacco grower 
himself. What is the yield of the product per acre? 

Mr. CASSEL. About 1,600 to 2,000 pounds per acre. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Why does the gentleman say that 
they produce more in the Philippines per acre than in Pennsyl- 
vania, when the record shows the production in the Philippine 
Islands is from 500 to 900 pounds per acre? And why does he 
not figure the product in Pennsylvania by the number of acres in 
it multiplied by 1,700? 

Mr. CASSEL. Just wait until I get a little farther down in 
my figures and I will tell the gentleman about that. We do not 
produce, we do not farm that proportion. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Why not? The gentleman is 
figuring that in the Philippines, and why not figure it in Penn- 
sylvania? 

Mr. CASSEL. If we were to farm that proportion in Penn- 
sylvania we would. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Does the gentleman know of an 
ounce of tobacco raised within 10 miles of salt water in Penn- 
Sylvania? 

Mr. CASSEL. No. We have no salt water in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MAHON. They will raise more tobacco in the Philippines 
on 1 acre than you can in Pennsylvania on 2. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not care to take the gentle- 
man’s time, but the gentleman from Pennsylyania is entirely mis- 
taken, and the record shows it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania one question. How do you 
figure the correct acreage of the Philippines as you have just 
given it? By including all the islands of the archipelago in that 
statement? 

2 CASSEL. I am giving the figures reported by Secretary 
Ta 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That includes all the islands of 
the archipelago, of course. 

Mr. CASSEL. Oh, no; just the land. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Well, the land; I did not mean 
the water. 

Mr. CASSEL. I am figuring on taking the whole area. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Before answering the next ques- 
tion, I will remind the gentleman from Pennsylvania of this fact 
and then he can answer the question. By uncontradicted testi- 
mony we find that they do not raise in the Philippine Archi- 
pelago good merchantable commercial tobacco within 10 miles of 
the sea anywhere on the islands. Now, you draw that line 10 
miles from the sea and it excludes every island for tobacco rais- 
ing except only two. 

Mr. CASSEL. Well, my dear sir—— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That knocks out the great bulk 
of that acreage, provided your incorrect and false premise was 
true. 

Mr. CASSEL. I am only taking 1 per cent of the land of 
the entire archipelago. Further than that, the statement laid 
down here by members of the committee and gentlemen who 
have returned from these islands when they say they can not 
raise tobacco within 20 miles of the seacoast is certainly a mis- 
statement. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The statement is not that you 
can not raise tobacco, but no tobacco that is salable in the United 
States. We saw it—rank, bad-smelling, tough tobacco. 

Mr. CASSEL. Where do they raise tobacco in Porto Rico? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Near the center of the island. 
The best tobacco is raised in a certain section about Cayey. It 
— 8 80 miles from San Juan to Ponce, and Cayey is about 

alf way. 

Mr. CASSEL. The island is about 40 miles wide. It is 
about 48 miles by air line from San Juan to Ponce. Cayey is 
exactly 10 miles from the sea at the farthest point. With 
reference to the contention of the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. HL] that tobacco can be grown in only a limited area 
in the Philippines, “owing to the fact that it is a matter of 
world-wide knowledge that cigar tobacco can not be grown 
within 20 miles of the seacoast,” I offer the statement of Pro- 
fessor Lyon, of the Bureau of Agriculture, made during the 
public hearings in the Philippine Islands before the Secretary 
of War and the Congressional party accompanying him. This 
statement is as follows: : 

The statement was made in the memorandum just read, and also it is 


one that is 2 stated, that tobacco of good commercial quality is 
within 12 to = miles of the littoral of any counter, That 


is a v I am to doubt, however, as ap- 
plying to whole world. If it were true in all I am afraid that 
rule out the tobacco land of Porto Rico, as the to 


tw raised 
there is raised under just such conditions, I am very sure that it would 
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cut out a great deal of the famous Vuelta Abajo district of Cuba, which 
lies to the east of the city of Habana. I am sure that a great deal of 
that district lies between 10 and 20 miles of the seaboard. Also, in 
Mexico there is tobacco grown within that distance of the coast. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. They do raise in Cuba good to- 
bacco in Jess than 10 miles from the sea, but the fact they can 
not raise it in the Philippine Archipelago is a fact just as the 
other fact they can not raise the so-called “hemp plant” except 
in the Philippine Islands. Yet in other islands they have just 
the same soil and the same temperature and the same climate. 

Mr. MAHON. May I ask a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
who has the floor, yield to his colleague? 

Mr. CASSEL. Let me finish just a few of my figures. Com- 
paring the 1,045,000,000 pounds produced under favorable condi- 
tions on 1 per cent of the total land of the Philippine Islands 
with the total amount of tobacco grown in the United States, 
and we find at the present time there is devoted to tobacco 
culture 776,000 acres, producing annually about 800,000,000 
pounds of tobacco. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is in the United States. 

Mr. CASSEL. Yes, sir. Or, if we follow the argument fur- 
nished by the gentleman from Connecticut and limit the cigar- 
tobacco product to the provinces of Cagayan and Isabela, which 
he acknowledges produce a fair quality of cigar leaf, we find 
those two provinces have a combined area of six and one-half 
million acres; and while we may believe this land is nearly all 
adapted to the raising of tobacco, if we take but 2 per cent of 
this specially adapted land we find that there will be 130,000 
acres available for the production of cigar leaf. The entire acre- 
age in the United States devoted to the production of cigar leaf 
is 125,000 acres, producing 140,000,000 pounds. This would leave 
all the lands of the Philippine Islands, except 2 per cent of the 
area of the provinces of Cagayan and Isabela, for the production 
of hemp, sugar, etc., and may make more reasonable the fear of 
the tobacco men that the Philippine tobacco, grown with cheap 
labor, without fertilizer, and the advantages of a tropical cli- 
mate, will seriously affect the growing of cigar leaf in the United 
States, and may possibly displace it altogether. 

So the statement of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
HL] and the statement made by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Insular Affairs [Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin] that you can 
not grow good tobacco within 20 or even a dozen miles of the 
seacoast in the Philippines is not sustained by the report of the 
Department of Agriculture. 

I want to say that in all of the arguments before the Ways 
and Means Committee and in all the arguments made before 
this House there has been a misunderstanding or misstatement 
in reference to the value of domestic and Philippine tobacco. 
They take the value of the Philippine tobacco ready for the 
manufacturer, and they take the value of the tobacco in the 
United States in the field. Tobacco in my district this year is 
selling at from 10 to 12 cents a pound in the field, and that same 
tobacco is worth from 20 to 35 cents after it is packed, sweated, 
and ready to deliver to the manufacturers. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. What do you mean by the 
statement “in the field?” 

Mr. CASSEL. I mean that this tobacco of ours was sold 
before it was harvested, with the understanding that it was to 
be put into the sheds, dried, sweated, stripped, and delivered 
to the warehouse. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. And then weighed? 

Mr. CASSEL. Then weighed. 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. CASSEL. Yes. 

Mr. MAHON. I wish to say that the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee of this House do not know anything about the tobacco 
interest—not a thing. [Laughter.] They would not know if 
they would chew it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CASSEL. Now, there was an earnest attempt made to 
find out the values and the proportions of the tobacco grown in 
the Philippine Islands, and Colonel Edwards appeared before 
the Committee on Ways and Means January 27, 1905, and made 
the statement that 
the tobacco interests that have been represented here came to the 
conclusion that the price of tobacco in Manila was 5 cents a pound, 

ractically from these figures. uoting from the official returns of the 
zurcau of Insular Affairs of the quantity and value of Philippine 
exports of leaf tobacco from 1899 to 1904 and dividing the number of 
pounds into the value they got 5 cents as the value. To disprove this 
claim, presumably, the War partment sent the following cable to its 
officials in Manila. 

Now, there was a report of the Department of Insular Af- 
fairs which said that the average price of the tobacco raised 
in the Philippine Islands, delivered to the cigar manufacturers, 
was 5 cents a pound. An effort has been made to secure through 
the Bureau of Insular Affairs a positive value for the tobacco 


grown in the Philippine Islands. 


I hold in my hand copies of a number of cablegrams sent in 
January, 1905, by Colonel Edwards, together with replies to 
the same, which I will read: 

ae ic to 75 per cent reduction Philippine tobacco claim If total 
Philippine tobacco exports diverted to the United States will injure 
seriously 120,000,000 pounds annual United States domestic production 
cigar leaf. Cable immediately what proportion total Philippine exports 
unmanufactured tobacco is suitable for wrapper, proportion suitable 
for filler, suitable for other purposes, and average valuation each class 
per pound at Manila. 

To which came the following reply : 


With reference to your telegram of 18th, Shuster reports total ex- 

rts tobacco fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, 19,044,290 pounds. 
favera gives exporters’ figures 18,226,000 pounds. Malad ni r cent of 
exports for bl ai at 30 cents gold per 8 remaining 80 per 
cent used for fillings and smoking tobacco. rice, fillings, 10 cents per 
pound ; smoking tobacco, 74 cents. 

This did not appear to be satisfactory, so the War Department 
telegraphed again, as follows: 

Customs figures fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, show amount ex- 
portations from the Philippine Islands unmanufactured tobacco, nine- 
teen million odd pounds, at a value of million odd dollars. Opponents 
of our bill claim that this shows value in Manila, cigar leaf, 5 cents 
per pound. How do you reconcile these figures with price stated in 
your telegram of January 20? Consult Shuster; answer as soon as 
possible. 

Which brought this reply: 

With reference to your telegram of 22d, upon investigation Shuster 
finds his statistics as to amount of tobacco exported during the last 
fiscal year correct—as to yalue, incorrect—but based on sworn invoices 
by exporters, who, for some reason not very clear, have systematically 
and, as they claim, since 1883 undervalu tobacco exports. Figures 
given from investigation made by Tavera correct. In other words, 
value of tobacco exported last year was about $2,500,000, instead of 
$1,000,000 reported by Shuster. Made no actual investigation, for the 
reason that duties specified and no fraud on revenue committed. 

He says the value is incorrect, but it is based on sworn state- 
ments by the exporters. There is no occasion for these people 
to make any unfair or any unjust reports when they come to ex- 
port tobaccos, because there is no fraud committed uponit. This 
was supplemented by another cablegram from Manila, as follows: 

Conference with tobacco exporters this morning develops following 
unanimous opinion: If Dingley tariff removed, no wrapper tobacco, as 
it is known in the United States, will go to the United States; only 
cigars and small amount selected filler. Think value exported tobacco 
stated yesterday at 2,500,000, based on Tavera's figures, is too high; 
less than 2,000, nearer correct. Figures given result conference with 
<a and Shuster’s personal inyestigation. Difficult to get real 
values. 


Now, here we have three different valuations placed upon the 
same year’s exports by the Government experts in Manila. Is 
there any use trying to depend on any of the reports? Then 
comes another telegram. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would suggest to the gentleman 
that if he would ask the amount collected for tax he would find 
exactly the amount. Last year, in 1905, it was $16,276,266, 
about $8,000,000 less than was raised in one single county in 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CASSEL. Let me read this other telegram: 


{Answer received January 27.] 

With reference to your tel ms of 26th, further investigation by 
Shuster develops estimate of 2 cent of exports of tobacco being 
suitable for wrappers is misleading. The facts are there is only a 
small part of 1 per cent of this tobacco which would be used for wrap- 
pers by the manufacturers in the United States. It is very low grade 
tobacco used for cheap cigars made in Spain and other tobacco- 
monopoly countries. There is not more than enoun; wrapper tobacco 

rodu here to meet demands local manufacturers’ high-grade cigars. 
he most of these cigars are used here; a small proportion exported. 

Im ible to get any accurate idea of the comparative amount of 
filler and smoking tobacco exported last year. It is nearly. all very low 
grade, and little of it could be used in the United States for fillers. 

Now, they first telegraphed that there was 20 per cent, and 
then a few days thereafter said there was only 1 per cent of 
exports of wrapper tobacco. I submit that this big drop in 
their estimate demonstrates the utter unreliability of the War 
Department's reports as to the valuation of the tobacco grown in 
the Philippines and exported. 

I haye examined the samples brought from the Philippines 
by the gentleman from Connecticut, and before referring to 
them further I desire to refer to the speech of the gentleman 
from New York, the honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, in which he criticised the statement made 
by Mr. Bijur, president of the National Cigar Leaf Tobacco 
Association, when he said before the committee that the prices 
of our tobaccos, when compared with the shipping prices of 
Philippine tobacco, should be: New England, 35; New York, 18; 
Pennsylvania, 21, etc. In order to haye a positive understand- 
ing regarding Mr. Bijur’s position, I wrote him immediately 
in reference to same, and I will read his reply: 

THE NATIONAL CIGAR LEAF TOBACCO ASSOCIATION, 
New York, January 6, 1906. 


Hon. H. B. CASSEL, 
Washington, D. C. 


to your favor of 3 calling to my attention 
'AYNE’S speech on the Philippine bill 


DEAR Sin: In repl 


that part of Mr. in which 
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he quotes me as giving certain values to tobacco and using the words 
“that these should be the prices,” in the sense of “that these ought 
to be the prices,” I beg to say that it was not my intention that there 
should be any double meaning conveyed by the words I used. If you 
will look up the record of the hearing giyen the tobacco interests you 
-will see that I complained of the use of tables furnished by Colonel 

wards of the ces of our domestic cigar tobaccos, because his 
table of prices furnished the farm values of our domestic tobaccos, and 
these values had evidently been used by the advocates of a reduction of 
duty on Philippine tobacco as a basis of comparison with a table of 
market values of Philippine tobacco, also furnished by Colonel Edwards. 
I distinctly told the Committee on Ways and Means that if the table 
of market values on the 1 tobacco be used, ey. should substi- 
tute for Colonel Edwards's table of farm values the table of market 


values which I presented. In other words, instead of the prices— 


pe ae hE RE Si a es Sa a rte SE 21.6 
New Vork —— — 10 
Lennsylvania — 8.9 
Obie an TTT — Ps 
CONE a a a e E E a E ASYN 
Georgin and: ieee a a 28.8 
they must use: 

DO 4 Ct Cae ee ee ee ee eee ree oe eee 35 
New Tork 

L'ennsylvanla 

G ER SR Sn ina eld DEAT Sere Ca DMN pe ae NOTES eg 21 
e e eee 


The prices that I give in these tables are the market prices to-day, 
have been the prices for months past, and will be the prices for a lon 
time to come if the domestic tobacco business is not upset by tar 
tinkering in Washington. The affected misunderstanding by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means of so elementary a distinc- 
tion as the difference bétween values of tobacco at the farm and values 
of tobacco in condition for market is of a piece with the extraordinary 
and 5 density that has confused all the testimon e up 
by the domestic interests in connection with this Philippine reduction 
measure. The committee and the War Department as well has 

ily swallowed all the testimony, no matter how contradictory and ridic- 
ulous, that has been offered by Manila manufacturers and their advo- 
cates and has refused credence in the slightest degree to the representa- 
tions of American manufacturers, growers, and packers. 

It is more remarkable that this attitude should obtain because in 
cables received by the War Department from the governor-general of the 
Philippines it Is openly stated that for twenty years back Philippine 
exporters have 8 given false values on their exports of to- 
bacco, apparently for the mere A oy of deceiving the government, 
as no Satisfactory explanation this remarkable state of affairs has 
ever been given. Assertions, for example, that Sumatra wrapper, noto- 
riously the toughest and strongest wrapper leaf produced in the world, 
was too tender to be worked by the hands of the expert Philippine cigar 
maker have been accepted as gospel- 

In the face of the fact that Sumatra ha sgn come into the United 
States—which takes the finest and fanciest grades alone of this to- 
bacco, and gets it at an average price of 90 cents—in the face of this, 
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means indorses the state- 
ment of the Philippine manufacturers that the Sumatra they use 
costs them, Inclusive of the duty of 23 cents a pound, $1.50 a pound. 
There is not a tobacco merchant familiar with Sumatra wrappers who 
would not cheerfully undertake, if the 23-cent duty remains in force, 
to supply the Manila manufacturer with a Sumatra wrapper for the 
next five years at a cost gf 85 cents per pound, duty paid, and I for 
one would gladly pay a premium to get such a contract if it can be 
secured. As it takes about 2 pounds of Sumatra to wrap a thousand 
cigars, this would bring the cost to the Manila manufacturer who 
uses Sumatra to $1.70 a thousand, as a st a cost of using Connec- 
ticut Habana „ under absolute free trade, at $2 a thousand, using 
4 pounds to the thousand, plus double the freight cost, and of using 
broad-leaf Connecticut to $5 a thousand, plus four times the freight 


cost. 

The folly of suggesting that Connecticut wrappers, or American 
wrappers of any kind, will be used by manufacturers to whom other 
wrappers are available is spparen: when I tell you that neither I nor 
any other packer of American tobacco has ever sold a box of high- 
grade American wrappers to any foreign coun whatever. 

I am glad to see, however, in the concluding paragraph of Mr. 
Payne’s remarks on tobacco that he has recognized the force of our 
objections to having one rate on Sumatra tobacco coming into this 
country and a much lower one on Sumatra tobacco going into the 
Philippines, although at the hearings granted by the Ways and Means 
Committee he ridiculed our claims as to the possibility of fraud in 
the customs under these conditions. If a change to the pianie rates 
on Sumatra tobacco going into the Philippines is made, while it will 
in no. way alter the force of the arguments presented by us against 
the desirability of our competition with the cooly (I do not refer ex- 
clusively to Chinese) labor of the East, it will at least permit our im- 
porters to maintain their standard of honesty and honor and not com- 
pel them in order to survive to devise means for defrauding the Goy- 
ernment. 

Yours, respectfully, A. Bisur, President. 

Thus you will see that the values of the Pennsylvania tobacco 
in the market, ready for the cigar manufacturer, is at the 
present time 21 cents. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I want to ask the gentleman 
another question. I do not wish him to answer unless he feels 
inclined to do so, and I do not wish him to put the question and 
the answer in the Recorp unless he chooses, if he will tell the 
House what he sold his crop for this year. 

Mr. CASSEL. Yes, sir; I am very glad to say that I got 
for my crop this year on one field, 11 cents; on another field, 
12 cents, right through, for the tobacco as it stood in the field, 
to be delivered after it was cured. But that is the price for 
that tobacco as it comes out of the shed; it is not the price 
that it sells for to the manufacturer. It goes into the hands of 
the dealer, and the dealer puts it through a sweat, and he 
must be at the expense of handling it and at the expense of 
. e insurance and interest. This all adds largely to the cost of 
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the tobacco to the dealer, and he sells it to the manufacturer 
at an average of 21 cents a pound, against the price for 
the tobaccos shown us by the gentleman from Connecticut, 
which were delivered to the cigar manufacturers in the Philip- 
pines—some for 5 cents, some for 6 cents, some for 7 cents, 
and some for 10 cents per pound. According to the report of 
the War Department, there is not over 1 per cent of wrapper 
tobacco grown in the islands and it sells for 30 cents in gold 
per pound. While we do not believe this is correct, yet taking 
it with the other qualities of tobacco it will average the price 
of tobacco delivered to the manufacturer of cigars, at about 8 
cents per pound. Add to this the duty of 8} cents, which is 
proposed by this bill for the next three years, and you make the 
price delivered in the United States 163, and this tobacco it is 
proposed to bring here and sell against our own product at 21 
cents. Thus you see this tobacco will come into direct competi- 
tion with ours, and will force our people to a reduction in price 
of from 2 to 3 cents per pound, costing the farmers of my dis- 
trict alone a loss of from $500,000 to $1,000,000 per annum. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] has claimed 
that our cigar workers run graver danger of competition from 
the use of the Williams machine by the large manufactories 
than they do from the cheap labor of the Philippines. The 
Williams machine has been in use in this country about twenty 
years. It is a tool rather than a machine, and its chief ad- 
yantage to the cigar manufacturer has been the readiness with 
which entirely green hands could learn to make cigars by its 
use. It has enabled the large manufacturer to go to smali 
towns where there is a great number of unemployed girls and 
teach them, after a period of tutelage varying from six weeks 
to three months, to become efficient and satisfactory cigar 
makers of the lower grade of cigars. We have the testimony 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] and the gentle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. Hiri] that machinery is not used 
at present in the Philippines. When we learn that this Wil- 
liams machine, or rather tool, not only enables a green hand to 
become an efficient cigar maker in this short period of time, but 
also enables this hand, when expert, to turn out double the 
cigars that can be produced by hand work, it can readily be 
seen what an impetus the mere introduction of this tool into 
the Philippines will give their industry of producing low-grade 
cigars. It will reduce their already low wages per thousand 
while increasing the earning capacity of the operators; more- 
over and most important, figuring that it will take the native 
Filipino six months to learn what the American country girl 
ean readily absorb in six weeks, it will enable Manila manu- 
facturers to increase their cigar-making force any desired 
amount in six months’ time from any given period. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] stated that the 
Connecticut growers who came before the Ways and Means 
Committee were converted from their hostility to the Philippine 
bill at an interview which I understand they had at the resi- 
dence of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hur on the 
evening of the day of the tobacco hearing. If this refers to 
Messrs. J. H. Pierce, of Enfield, and Col. E. N. Phelps, of Wind- 
sor, the only Connecticut growers who appeared before the Ways 
and Means Committee, I can say that this statement is wholly 
erroneous. I am at liberty to quote the following extract from 
a letter from Mr. Pierce, dated December 26, in which Colonel 
Phelps concurs: 

You have probably heard from Colonel Phelps before this time, so that 
I will only say that Mr. HILL tried to make us think that we were in 
no danger Whatever from Philippine competition, but he was unable to 
convince us. He promised to try to get the 25 per cent duty on. That 
was the most we could do. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The gentleman will pardon me. I 
understand the gentleman to say that the price he got for his 
tobacco was 11 cents for one field as taken from the barn and 
sent to the manufacturers. 

Mr. CASSEL. No, no; not to the manufacturers. Sent to 
the dealer. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, yes. Will the gentleman 
kindly look at the prices, taking the average for five years, and 
there can not have been any change for five years, the tobacco 
taken from the box at the factory in Manila precisely in the 
same way as from the bale from the farm, the first quality 
sold for 18 cents, and the second 15, and the third quality 12, 
the fourth 9, and the fifth 63, and see whether it does not aver- 
age in Manila away beyond what he sold his for in Pennsylvania 
this year? 

Mr. CASSEL. I think they are getting more for their tobacco 
than we do get here, but my figure is this 

Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS. If these people can not compete 
with us, why should we drive them out of the industry? 

Mr. CASSEL. I will go further into that and answer in a 
short time from the argument of the gentleman from Connecti- 
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States are getting for doing the same kind of labor. Now, why 
are we trying to break down this interest of our farmers by 
creating a disturbance and conditions in this country 
when we are not going to give these people any benefit whatever 
by so doing? If you will take the average prices as given to us 
by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL], that tobacco 
does not average the grower in the Philippine Islands over 5 
cents at his farm. 

I will incorporate in my remarks at this point the following 
letter and table from the speech of the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. HL]: 

Wan DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU OF INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
Washington, December 21, 1905. 

Sm: Referring to conversation with reference to wages paid work- 
men in cigar factories in the Philippine Islands, I have the honor to 
inform you that the census of ds shows that prior 


the 
to 1898 and in 1902 the following wages (local currency) were paid, 
and while I regret to state that we haven't an official statement the 


rate of d now, it is very erally known t wages of 
employees do Philip} ine Tolania have, up to the pua time, in- 
creased steadily since erican occupation, and that at t the 


presen 
wages received are considerably grea than those indicated in the 


census report for 1902: 


a Take one-half of these rates for value in American gold. 
Vv pectfully, 
5 FRANK MCINTYRE. 


Hon. EBENEZER J. HILL, 
House of Representatives, 


The familiar cry of ruin, starvation, and imminent disaster of 


us that the average wage rate of the cigar maker in 1898 was 
less than a dollar per day, in 1902 it had advanced to $1, and 
that it is to-day still higher, reaching as high as $2. If this is 
correct there is no industry in the United States that has made 
such an advance in prosperity in this or any other line. It 
seems as though the cry of hard times for the Philippine cigar 
maker is rather unjustified. With these circumstances in mind, 
it must be that the advocates of reduction of duties on Philip- 
pine tobacco have in mind added prosperity for the capitalists 
who own the factories. The prosperity of the workman would 
appear to be already looked out for. 

If they get as much as our farmers, why should they ask for 
more? 

Mr. MAHON. I want to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania a question. Has a case of tobacco from any part of the 
United States ever been shipped to Manila? 

Mr. CASSEL. Yes; I will answer that question. I was 
going to answer it a little further along, but if my friend wishes 
to hear about it I will answer him now. The gentleman from 
Connecticut in his speech, on Saturday last, stated that he had 
seen 5 boxes of Connecticut wrappers in a cigar factory in the 
Philippines, and that he had seen some of the cigars made from 
the same. He said: 

I found one 0 * 

ED conte a — — and so e had from. it that a second 
hase of four cases was made at 55 cents a pound. In addition to 
a duty of 23 cents and expenses of shipment halfway around the 
world t this domestic wrapper of ours to their at a prac- 
tical cost of 80 cents a pound. 

I told him at the time he made his speech that I could find 
no record in the Monthly Summary of Commerce up to the end- 
ing of July, 1905, of any tobacco imported into the Philippine 
Islands from the United States. 


had been experimenting with 
The first case wi t at 
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that the people in the Philippine Islands are getting more 
money to-day for their labor than the people of the United 
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I want now to correct my statement and to say that the Bu- 
reau reports no tobacco to hare been received in the Philippine 
Islands during the year 1905, and no tobacco to have been re- 
ceived during 1904, and no tobacco to have been received after 
the 3ist day of July, 1903, but prior to that date there were re- 
ceived five cases, containing 1,434 pounds of tobacco, costing 
$768. This would be, according to the figures submitted by the 
gentleman from Connecticut, one case at 50 cents and four cases 
at 55 cents per pound. 

But this tobacco was shipped to the islands prior to 1903. It 
has been there ever since. It certainly could not have proved 
a profitable investment or the tobacco would have been used up 
long before this time. I have no doubt that that is the tobacco 
which the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] found in Ma- 
nila, still standing there in the factory after three years. If that 
is so, then if those people could use this tobacco in competition 
with the tobacco of Sumatra and that which they themselves 
grew, why did they keep it in their factory for three years with- 
out making use of it? 

It shows, I think, the utter fallacy of the argument of the 
gentleman from Connecticut that any of their tobacco will ever 
be used in the Philippine Islands for wrappers so long as the 
. over there can secure Sumatra at a reasonable 
price. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I have a statement from the War 
Department that there was shipped to the Philippine Islands 
last year 20,665 pounds of unmanufactured tobacco. 

Mr. CASSEL. They do not show that in their report of the 
Philippines Islands. Here is your own table, furnished you by 
the Insular Bureau of the War Department, showing the entire 
tobacco traffic between the Philippine Islands and all nations, 
which is as follows: 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is easily accounted for by 
the fact that the calendar year does not coincide with the fiscal 
year. One ends on the 30th of June and the other ends on the 
31st of December. 

Mr. CASSEL. Yes; I know that; but your own figures are 
for fiscal and not calendar years. And no figures are compiled, 
I understand, for a portion of a year. 

Mr. MAHON. That was tobacco that was shipped for the 
War Department. If you want to get statistics, you go to the 
Treasury Department. The War Department knows nothing 
about commercial affairs. 

Mr. CASSEL. Now, there is a difference of opinion, of course, 
between the two ents of the Government as to whether 
they received any, or whether they did not. I have only the 
record filed by the gentleman from Connecticut himself. 

Now, if you will bear with me for a few moments longer, I 
want to refer in detail to a few of the arguments made by the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL]. He says that there 
are to-day in the Philippine Islands seven and a half million 
people and that in fifty years from now they will have a popu- 
lation of 25,000,000, if a stable government is maintained. 
The people of the Philippine Islands grow about 50,000,000 
pounds of tobacco. They export about 20,000,000 pounds, 17,- 
000,000 pounds of which go to Spain. can grow, as I 
showed you, an unlimited amount of tobacco if they have the 
labor. The records show that they can grow the finest kind of 
tobaceo if given the proper care. Under Spanish rule when, 
we were told by the gentleman from Connecticut, they were com- 
pelled by the government to raise a certain quantity of tobacco 
as well as a certain quality, as far as they could, they raised 
the finest kind of tobacco that was grown. 

I desire here to quote the interesting statement of the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hix] regarding the cultivation 
of tobacco in the Philippines: 

The growing of tobacco was introduced into the Philippine Islands 

e 


pin 
in the sixteenth century by the Spaniards. Its cultivation and sal 
was held as an absolute monopoly by the Spanish Gov 


hundred years. 
With reference to the success of the industry and the quality of the 
roduct I shall not quote 


my individual opinion, but 
ell- authorities on the subject. 

irst, from the commissioner of internal revenue of the Islands, 
from the advance sheets of his report for the fiscal year of 1905, not 
et printed, re hey which I have fortunately had access within the 


ast few days. e says: 
In the provinces Cagayan and Isabela is produced the only to 
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bacco fit for use in the manufacture of the better quality of cigars and 
cigarettes, Except for limited local consumption by the gomm raising 
it or for purposes of blending it with the better leaf, there is no de- 
mand for the tobacco raised outside of the provinces of Cagayan and 
Isabela. The Spanish Government had a monopoly which lasted one 
hundred years in the manufacture of all leaf tobacco produced in these 
islands. The Government supervision over the planting, curing, and 
sorting of the leaf was absolute, and the quality of the tobacco was 
improved and the quantity increased by such supervision. In 1882 the 
Government monopoly was abolished and the planting and manufacture 
of tobacco become free for all. Since then the quality of the leaf pro- 
duced in Cagayan and Isabela has constantly deteriorated from season 
to season. o sufficient preparation of the soil, no care in the selection 
of the seed, of the method of planting, or of the growing of the leaf, 
crude methods in curing the leaf, and dishonest practices of middlemen 
in sorting it for sale have all contributed to discredit the former fair 
fame of Philippine tobacco both abroad and at home. A constantly 
increasing number of smokers in these islands are discarding the 
domestic cigar and cigarette and are smoking cigars imported from 
Sumatra and elsewhere, imported Chinese smoking tobacco, and even 
cigarette and pipe tobacco from the United States. On as 1905, 
some of the leading cigar and cigarette manufacturers of Manila en- 
tered into an agreement having for its object an increase in the produc- 
tion and improvement in the quality of the tobacco leaf in Cagayan and 
Isabela, as well as to secure, if 3 more uniformity in the sorti 
of the leaf by middlemen, Little effective work, however, has as ye 
been done along these lines. Meanwhile the quality of the leaf con- 
tinues to deteriorate, and the local manufacturers find it an increasingly 
difficult task to supply demands for domestic consumption. 

It is beyond dispute that the abolition of this government supervision 
and the leaving of the natives to their own devices and methods and 
crude cultivation has been exceedingly disastrous to the quantity and 
quality of the tobacco product of the archipelago. So that the general 
conclusion, quoted by Internal-Revenue Agent Brown on page 191 of the 
report referred to, may be accepted as accurate at the present time. He 


says: 

Manufacturers of cigars in these islands, dealers in native leaf to- 
baco, consumers in the islands of Manila cigars, manufacturers and 
merchants abroad who have handled in past years Philippine tobacco, 
consumers abroad of Manila cigars, and the Filipino, whether grower 
or tobacco merchant, are all of one mind on the tobacco question. Phil- 
ippine tobacco has gradually sunk to a deplorable level.“ 


We see from this that the tobacco grown upon the islands is 
inferior to what they formerly raised because of the indifference 
of the farmer. Let American capital and push once get estab- 
lished on the island and you will find not only an increase in 
the quantity, but also in the quality. Secretary Taft recom- 
mends leasing of the government lands to individuals or cor- 
porations of 5,000-acres for tobacco culture and 20,000 acres for 
sugar culture. He must expect people with capital to go there 
or he would not make recommendations of this kind. 

Testimony has been given before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee showing that 3,000 acres of land in Florida and Georgia 
covered with shade had produced last year 12,000 bales of 
wrapper tobacco, equal in wrapping capacity to one-third of 
our importations of Sumatra, and the experts have told the 
Committee on Ways and Means that it will require only 9,000 
acres, covered with shade, in the Philippines to produce as many 
bales of wrappers as our entire importation of Sumatra wrapper. 
Thirty thousand acres of shade-grown Philippine wrappers, an 
undertaking easily within the means of any of the big Dutch 
companies now settled in Sumatra, will produce enough wrap- 
pers to supply the entire cigar production of the United States, 
eliminating every leaf of Connecticut and Florida wrapper 
grown and every bale of Sumatra imported. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 

Mr. CASSEL. Yes. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I presume the gentleman is not 
familiar with the fact, but I made inquiry in regard to shade- 
grown tobacco in the Philippine Islands and was informed that 
the experiment had been made, and that it was a total failure 
and had practically been given up. 

Mr. CASSEL. Yes; and so the Department of Agriculture 
will tell you that the experiment in Lancaster, Pa., was a fail- 
ure; and so they told me a few years ago that it was a failure 
in Connecticut, when the first experiment was made; that it 
was not a success, and it is because it takes an intelligent 
grower, an intelligent man, to be in charge of tobacco raised in 
that way. Now, there is no question but that the climatic con- 
ditions in the Philippine Islands will produce the finest tobacco 
grown under the sun if properly cared for and cultivated. 

Now, the gentleman from Connecticut told us in reference to 
the people over there that if you paid a man 25 cents a day he 
would work enough days in a week to support him through the 
week; that if you doubled that amount, he would work one- 
half the time, and if you increase it to a dollar or $2, he 
would cut down the amount of his labor in proportion; that 
all his ambition was to maintain existence. 

Now, these are the people that you want to bring in con- 
tact and in competition with the sober, honest, industrious, hard- 
working, saving people of this country, and put them on a par 
with our people without giving any recompense in the matter. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him another question? 


Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. CASSEL. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I know the gentleman is thor- 
oughly familiar with and understands the growing and cultiva- 
tion of tobacco. Why do we not get tobacco from the Sand- 
wich Islands? They have the climate and soil; why do not we 
get a pound of tobacco from those islands? 

Mr. CASSEL. There are many places under the sun where 
they could produce different kinds of agricultural products which 
they do not grow because they are not accustomed to grow them. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Is the gentleman aware that in 
the Sandwich Islands they made a determined effort to grow 
tobacco, and they grew a plant 6 to 10 feet high, a magnificent 
product, but when they came to cure it they couldn’t cure a 
pound of it? It was as black as your hat; they couldn't cure a 
pound of it. It was absolutely worthless for tobacco. 

Mr. CASSEL. Yes; that is owing to the peculiar conditions 
there. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Precisely the same condition exists 
in most of the Philippine Islands. ‘There is no tobacco produced 
in the Sandwich Islands, although the soil, labor, and climate 
are as good as could be desired in the world. | 

Mr. CASSEL. But I am taking the gentleman’s own figures. 
I am eliminating from my reckoning all of the Philippine 
Islands except Cagayan and Isabela, and I am taking but 2 per 
cent of that territory, and certainly the amount of land we are 
using in the proposition is so small it is hardly worth while 
considering further. Now, Mr. Chairman, I purpose at the 
proper time 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 
moment again? 

Mr. CASSEL. Yes. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Why do we not raise good tobacco 
in southern California and make it a great product of southern 
California? Simply because of the climatic conditions, which 
make it impossible. 

Mr. CASSEL. But you say these two provinces would and 
could produce good tobacco—Cagayan and Isabela—and I am 
figuring now, and my whole contention in reference to the 
tobacco grown in the Philippine Islands is that those two 
provinces, taking only 2 per cent of their land, will produce 
more leaf tobacco than the United States at the present time. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will say to the gentleman that 
estimates are good at times, but when he has statistics—he 
can get from the Agricultural Department exactly how many 
acres were planted with tobacco last year and the year before 
and the year before, and so it is not necessary to figure in mil- 
lions when he has the actual figures in thousands before him if 
he chooses to take them. 

Mr. CASSEL. And does the gentleman mean to say the idea 
of this bill is to restrict the tobacco from there to the amount 
produced at the present time? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Of course I do not. I say the re- 
striction is made by the Almighty, and not by anybody else. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Is there any difference in the conditions 
of the tobacco raised in your district and in the district repre- 
sented by the gentleman from Connecticut? 

Mr. CASSEL. Yes. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. What are they? : 

Mr. CASSEL. The tobacco grown in my district is the filler 
tobacco. The tobacco grown in the district which Mr. HI 
represents in Connecticut is wrapper tobacco. The filler to- 
bacco sells in the market at the present time at about 31 cents. 
The wrapper tobacco which Mr. HII represents sells in the 
market at the present time at from 50 to 70 cents a pound. Is 
that right? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. At about 50 cents. I think they 
told me a month ago up there about 40 cents. The gentleman 
from Hartford can give more definite figures in regard to that 
than I can. 

Mr. CASSEL. But it is the filler-tobacco growers who will 
be specially affected by this competition. 

In considering figures of domestic tobacco values it should be 
remembered that Pennsylvania and Ohio tobacco is considered 
as entirely filler tobacco, that Connecticut tobacco contains 
both wrapper and binder, and that Wisconsin and New York 
tobacco contains binder and filler, and Florida and Georgia, 
wrapper and filler tobaccos. As less than 1 per cent of Phil- 
ippine tobacco is adjudged by the Department witnesses to be 
suitable for wrapper in this country, it is perfectly clear that 
the immediate brunt of the invasion of our market by Philip- 
pine tobacco must be borne by the filler-producing States of 
Pennsylvania, Ohio, New York, Wisconsin, and Florida. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Now, let me ask the gentleman 
why does he not raise 40-cent tobacco in Lancaster instead of 


Will the gentleman pardon me a 
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Mr. CASSEL. I would say it has been my privilege to raise 
and sell tobacco at 25 cents a pound in the field, but it requires 
a great deal of care, a great deal of fertilizing; it has an effect 
upon the land for future uses, and on that account, and because 
of certain 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Climatic conditions? 

Mr. CASSEL. Possibly climatic conditions. We have not 
been raising that quality of tobacco, and I want to say this: 
I believe our district and many other districts can grow good 
wrapper tobacco, but that the profits on it will not be as much 
in proportion as tobacco they are now growing, because we grow 
more pounds to the acre than you do. The filler tobacco weighs 
more than that fine wrapper tobacco, and the income from the 
growing of it on our land is nearly as great as you have from 
yours. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. If the gentleman will pardon me, 
I hold a supplement of the United States Crop Reporter, issued 
by the Agricultural Department here a few days ago, in which 
the yield per acre of Pennsylvania is given at 1,370 pounds and 
Connecticut at 1,725 pounds to the acre, so I would have to 
differ on the proposition that you grow more to the acre than 
we do. 

Mr. CASSEL. E have no record here to show my contention 
in that 

Mr: HILL of Connecticut. I have. 

Mr. CASSEL. But I do know we grow and get more money 
for the acre of good heavy filler than we do for an acre of fine 
wrapper, which does not bring us in the amount of money 
which your wrapper brings to you. With this explanation I 
am willing to insert here the gentleman’s own tables for the 
information they contain: 

I will insert in the Recorp here prices of the various samples 
bacco brought by me from Manila and now on exhibition in the . 07 
the House. The large — —.— were furnished — my request by the 
Insular Company, and the pea are the the take Dr es ices for the past five 
years, as taken from. their ks, and is the 

The samples in envelopes are sorted leaves, toniched by the Yebana 
Company, in Manila. 

I also put with these — extraet from the Supplement of the Crop 
Reporter of the United n ag wg of the Secretary 
of Agriculture, at Washington, pees Tr showing aver- 
— 2 Sroduction and value of the tobacco crop Sot States and 
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bales 
ig inde —— — Isabela de Luzon = 558 eents, United States gold, 
per, pound ; 


Der r pound ; cbse fa 


——.— rice during past five yea 
per pou de ‘L903. . fene a 


und; avera, 
aia’ 5.85 de 1900 oel 


“quintal (30 to 40 cen 


1 — districts, 8 Ts 


from Isabela tobacco, 


one 8 W. 


3 to 5 per cent. Le 1 obacos, Cigarrillos y Pica- 
dura. aer Senior & Co. s successors. 
2, Isabela 1900 crop, bunch filler: Selling rice, P40 (20 cents, United 


Best tobacco district, “ La Yebana,” Fab- 


poradi 
y Picadura. Baer, Senior & Co.'s successors. 


States currency, 
rica de Tobacos, 
3. Isa 


Bled Sate Sot pa e "ee Un 
n es —— u or eigare 
Kick. mmy ; f Angads danan, best tobacco district. “La 


garrillos y Picadura. Baer, Senior & 


: Selling price, P10 
pound). “La 2 
Baer, Senlor & 


tobacco, rovince of Union: Selling pee — — A P10 r 
to 5 AOR, United States currency — oY per pon “La Ye- 
ca de Tobacos, Cigarrillos y ra. Bak Senior & 
Co.’s successors. 


5. 
quin tal 
bana,” 


[From supplement of United States Crop Reporter.] 


"5, B24 1.370 80,508.80 10.8 2,287, 880 


1.175, 577 


State or Territory (1905). 


i 


288888888888 87 
2 
g 


2 
* 
SSS ne 


3 


= 
888888882888 


8 


Sie 
E 


BRRSSEQRERERS 
85 


R 


8 


8 


n 


pË 
wama a S be pogona 


CERT 
ET 


g! 
85 


82 
Bee 
#28 


EEE 


118 


Wyoming ——— ENE 
Colorado 


Now, there are a great many points which we might take up 
in this discussion. I believe, however, that I have proved to 
you, first, that the Philippine Islands will produce more tobacco 
than we grow at the present time in the United States; second, 
that they will produce a quality of tobacco which will come in 
direct competition with tobacco grown in the United States; 
third, that by leaving on 8} cents a pound you do not give 
us sufficient protection for the farmers of our country. 

The Hon. Jacob Riis, an eminent sociological writer, recently 
stated that he had not forgotten the period (under Grover Cleve- 
land’s Administration) when women and children starved in cold 
garrets and when gaunt and hollow-eyed men vainly roamed the 
streets in search of work. ‘ Lest we forget,” every protectionist 
should ever keep this before him. 

You have no right to put a free-trade clause into this bill at 
this time. And I therefore shall offer at the proper time these 
two amendments. First: 

On page 2, lines 5 and 6, strike out twenty-five" and insert fifty.“ 

When this amendment comes up I shall be prepared to explain 
to you in a few words the effect which this will have upon our 
cigar manufacturers, 

I shall also offer the following amendment: 

On page 3 strike out lines 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, and line 13 to and includ- 
i the word “ duty.“ as follows: 

ided further, That on and after the 11th day of April, 1909, 
all pert se and merchandise going from the United States into the Phil- 
ippine —— and all articles wholly the wth and product of the 

hilippine Islands coming into the United tates from the Philippina 
Islands, shall be admitted free of duty.” 

I want to say that we can not afford to allow that part of 
the bill to go through at this time. We are told it is left in 
there in order to raise revenue for these people for the next 
two or three years. No man living ean tell the condition of the 
Philippine Islands in the year 1909. We do not know whether 
they will need this revenue or whether they will not need it. 
Consequently, let us wait until that time comes and then con- 
sider that proposition. If these amendments are admitted, I 


believe that this bill ean pass this House, but should these 


amendments be voted down I shall offer the following: 


On page 3, line +3 after the word “ duty. the following: 
And on said 11th — — of — ril, 1909, the e of the United 
States is hereby 8 — the government and control of the 
Philippine Islands to toate peel e” 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would like to ask the gentleman 
if he has any idea that that amendment is germane to this bill? 
Mr. CASSEL. I have seen amendments put into a bill that 
were not germane. I have seen all kinds of tl things done in this 
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House, the wildest of which have been proposed and put through 
by the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why is not that resolution germane? The 
gentleman has said it is not. Let him tell wherein it is not. 

Mr. CASSEL. I will let the gentleman from Connecticut 
IMr. Hut] answer that, if he can. If we are defeated on 
these amendments, I shall be glad to have the assistance of the 
Democratic party in passing that amendment to the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will advocate the germaneness of an 
amendment getting rid of the Philippines on any basis, even 
under the general-welfare clause. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. During ten years’ service in the 
House of Representatives it has been my habit to support leg- 
islation whenever recommended by all of the majority members 
of the reporting committees. With this record in mind it is 
consoling to be assured that the pending bill did not have the 
unqualified approval of the Republican membership of the Ways 
and Means Committee. Nevertheless, I regret that the commit- 
tee did not agree upon a measure that with a consistent regard 
for the interests of my constituents I could support. 

The bill now being considered would be more satisfactory to 
many if amended to provide for a duty in the islands 35 cents 
on filler and $1.85 per pound on wrapper tobacco imported from 
elsewhere than the United States—in other words, placing the 
tobacco growing and cigar manufacturing industries of the is- 
lands on a common level, conferring the same privileges with 
like restrictions as in continental America. 

In this connection I may say that such an amendment was 
suggested by my colleague, a member of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, aud was understood to be acceptable to Secretary 
Taft. 

It is claimed doubtless with candor by advocates of the pro- 
posed legislation that if enacted American wrapper tobacco will 
find a ready market in the Philippine Islands. 

This is an attractive but delusive proposition, and does not 
appeal to tobacco growers in Connecticut, Pennsylvania, or 
Florida, the principal wrapper-producing States, where it is 
found difficult to compete with fine light-colored Sumatra-grown 
wrappers, although subject to a duty of nearly $2 a pound, and 
of which, despite a seemingly high duty, more than $5,000,000 
worth is annually imported. 

With this fact in view, American tobacco growers are nat- 
urally reluctant to believe that Philippine cigar manufacturers 
requiring light wrappers will purchase the American-grown arti- 
cle, when Sumatra, of superior quality in some can be 
more easily obtained from a neighboring island by paying a 
duty of only 221 cents per pound, each pound equal to wrapping 
nearly four times the number of cigars than the same weight of 
Connecticut wrappers will cover. 

If the Philippines are to remain permanently under American 
jurisdiction, as most of the statesmen, members of the Ways and 
Means Committee, and other distinguished gentlemen who re- 
cently visited the islands believe, then the Philippines should be 
recognized as American territory, alike with Hawaii and Porto 
Rico, and as Congress may direct the Constitution and laws of 
the United States should follow the national flag, for under our 
form of government there can be no place for a colonial system 
without endangering the stability of the Republic. Wherever 
the American flag is raised as a token of sovereignty the Consti- 
tution and rights of citizenship inherent in that instrument 
should speedily follow. z 

If correct in the assumption that the Philippine Archipelago 
will continue to be an American possession, the Ways aud Means 
Committee should withdraw the makeshift bill the House is 
asked to approve and report a comprehensive measure extend- 
ing to the Philippines the customs duties and internal-revenue 
laws, the merchant-marine and coastwise-shipping laws now op- 
erative in our other insular possessions. Should it be claimed 
that our treaty obligations with Spain prevent such drastic legis- 
lation at this time, then I say that until these obligations lapse 
our first duty is to protect the rights of American citizens rather 
than to consider the interests of an alien race upon the other side 
of the globe. [Applause.] 

When legislation upon the broad lines I have indicated is 
brought before Congress it will be a patriotic duty to support the 
measures proposed, but until this is done, as a representative of 
one of the largest tobaceco-growing interests in the country, a 
constituency notably intelligent, prosperous, and fair minded, a 
people who usually reach correct conclusions and who generally 
believe that the enactment of legislation proposed in the bill be- 
fore the House will be injurious to important industries, In +t, 
when a roll call is had, cast my vote in accordance with a sense 
of duty as well as in deference to the views of constituents 
whose judgment I have learned to respect. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, at this late hour it would 


look like cruelty to animals to attempt to make a thirty-minute 
address. I have no desire to afflict my associates on the floor 
of this House with a speech of that length, but I shall, however, 
before I begin, ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp, so that I may not occupy more than fifteen or 
twenty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, I listened to the very able 
address of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LAWRENCE], 
who closed with this: 


The Committee on Ways and Means has heeded the prayer of the 
dace ego qe it not now give some attention to the petitions of our 
me 


I will go a little further, and say not only the home folks but 
the industries of this country. 

In the debate which took place before the holiday recess on 
the reference of the President’s message to the proper commit- 
tees, the House was treated to a very interesting discussion on 
the deterioration of our legislative bodies, and especially the 
House of Representatives. Various general causes were as- 
signed, such as the lack of exercise of the important functions 
of the taxing power and the fear of popular government on the 
part of so-called “better citizens,” and such special causes as 
the gradual usurpation of power on the part of the Executive 
and the Senate. 

I fear the gentlemen overlooked a much simpler and more 
fundamental explanation—the suggestion that perhaps our 
legislative bodies no longer represent the sentiments of the 
actual people. In looking over these assemblies we find many 
members who are political placemen and who are obedient to 
some leader or boss. From such assemblies the people no 
longer expect legislation intended for their benefit, as experi- 
ence has proven that such favors are shown only to influential 
and wealthy private citizens or to special industries or interests 
or combines. As the people no longer expect much, if anything, 
from such bodies, they have grown indifferent to them, and by 
this means it has come to pass that the assemblies have lost 
or are losing their representative character. 

The application of this thought to the House of Representa- 
tives is very strikingly illustrated by the bill now under discus- 
sion for regulating the tariff on imports from the Philippines. 
I desire to say at the outset that I have the most profound 
respect for this House, its traditions, and its members, and I 
feel second to none in the pride of membership. If, therefore, I 
am prompted to say even a single word of criticism on its char- 
acter and tendencies, it is with the deepest regret that I should 


-| be justified by the spectacle of this House falling away from 


some of its lofty ideals. 

We have been assured by the Administration that the Philippine 
Islands are already an inseparable possession of our country, 
which the Democratic party will not be permitted to give away 
or allowed to achieve its independent existence. We are told 
that for all purposes it is as much a part of the country as 
Porto Rico or Alaska. And the majority members of the Ways 
and Means Committee admit in their report on this bill that the 
islands should have free trade, as free as obtains between all 
the States in the Union. 

Yet the very object of the bill is to continue a tariff on Philip- 
pine tobacco and sugar, not because they are in urgent need of 
the money to be raised thereby, which might have been some 
excuse, if true; but because the American tobacco and sugar 
industries must be pacified. Think of it. The products of our 
Philippine fellow-citizens are to be taxed, and incidentally we 
ourselves must pay the tax, because two private industries 
might make trouble. It is not the good of the American people 
or our Philippine wards which is being considered, but the good 
of certain private interests. Is this the way the House of Rep- 
resentatives justifies its title? 

I have listened patiently to all the arguments advanced in 
favor of the retention of these duties, but they are all frankly 
addressed to the tobacco and sugar growers without a thought 
of what the people might say of them. For instance, in the ma- 
jority report we are told that “ with absolute free trade both 
ways, it would seem that American tobacco is more likely to go to 
the Philippine Islands than that their product should come here.” 
There is a demand for Sumatra wrappers grown in Connecticut, 
and they will take the place of the real Sumatra as soon as the 
Philippine tariff is removed. The free traders should take 
heart when assured by protectionists that the abolition of tariffs 
both ways will stimulate American exports. 

But the Philippine manufacturers can not produce a cigar that 
will haye an extensive sale in this country because of the in- 
ferior quality of their tobacco and the effects of a long ocean 
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voyage. In fact, on account of the way they are made, with the 
leaf wrapped lengthwise, these Philippine cigars could not be 
given away in this country; our people would not have them as 
Christmas gifts. However, the cigar-making industry is as- 
sured that this bill is no menace to it, because there will be no 
free trade, the bill providing for the retention of part of the 
existing tariff. 

As to the effect on the cigar makers I quote from the speech 
of the distinguished gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL], 
who made two trips to the Philippine Islands for the purpose of 
studying the existing conditions: 

So far as Chinese labor is concerned, in the census of the year 1902 
out of 1,714 cigarette makers all but 2 were Filipinos, there being of 
the Chinese 1 male and 1 female. Of the 11,036 cigar makers, there 
were of Chinese 29 males and 1 female; of whites, 38 males, and of ne- 

3 males. In other words, there were 8 more white cigar makers 
han there were Chinese, and only 71 of any other nationality than Fil- 
ipino. But last February Mr. A. Determan, appointed by the cigar 
manufacturers and workmen of Manila to represent them before the 
Ways and Means Committee, made a statement in writing, found on 
page 231 of the hearings, in which he says, There is not one Chinese 
cigar maker in Manila, to correct a false statement to the contrary.” 
I am entirely satisfied from personal observation that the statement Is 
correct. I stood at the gate of the Oriente factory one Saturday after- 
noon during the t summer and saw the employees, 1,400 in number, 
pass out at the close of the week’s work, and a more clean, orderly, in- 
telligent-looking body of employees it would be difficult to find any- 
where outside of the United States. They were all Filipinos. 

It is claimed by some that the lowering of the duty on cigars puts 
the American workman in competition with a cheap class of labor in 
the Orient, and efforts have been made before the committee and in 
other places to show that Chinese coolies are N in this industry 
in Manila. A greater mistake could not have n made by the op- 
ponents of this bill. I haye heard these statements and received these 
communications with great surprise, for in four of the largest factories 
in Manila which I visited this summer I did not see one Chinaman em- 
ployed, and I respectfully refer all who entertain this fear to the cen- 
sus statistics of the islands. These persons do not seem to understand 
that Chinese exclusion and alien contract labor laws exist in the Phil- 
Serpe and that upon the demand of the Filipinos as well as Americans 
they are more vigorously enforced there than they are here. 

The main point in all this is that the American people are 
not told that the object of the tariff is to protect them from poor 
cigars or that it would menace their health if some 100,000,000 
Philippine cigars were to be admitted free; there is no indica- 
tion in the bill or the report that the hearts of the majority 
Members are throbbing with any such philanthropic purpose. 
No; only the tobacco industry, a private interest, is assured of 
the majority’s extreme consideration; they are several times 
assured that the bill is no menace to them. 

These American manufacturers are eyen assured that the 
Manila manufacturers are not at all enthusiastic over the pas- 
sage of this bill, even with the prospect of cheaper American 
wrappers, because they believe that the result will be a growing 
demand for more wages. Here is a frank admission that the 
reduction and abolition of tariffs will result in raising wages. 
Can it be that the majority members of the Ways and Means 
Committee are surrendering their whole position, the platforms 
of their party for many years, and are making a bid for a stand- 
ing in the Democratic ranks? What need of further argument 
when they admit that free trade produces higher wages? 

Then, as to Philippine sugar, the report assures the growers 
that they have nothing to fear from this bill. We are told that 
Philippine sugar can not be laid down at New York, even free 
of duty, at much less than 4 cents a pound, while the growers 
admit that the cost of refined sugar at the Michigan factories is 
less than 4 cents a pound, and at the Colorado factories is little 
more than 33 cents a pound. Since the freight charges to the 
markets will be practically the same from New York as from 
Michigan or Colorado, these growers are assured that even with- 
out a tariff conditions are just about equal and they have 
nothing to fear. 

Again, the growers are told that the sugar industry of the 
Philippines is an infant one; that its growth is bound to be 
slow because the working animals are dying off, and the Fili- 
pinos are not as strong as our workers; besides, they will have 
to learn modern methods of growing sugar, and when they have 
learned they will demand higher wages; in the meanwhile, the 
American consumption of sugar is increasing by leaps and 
bounds, and it will not wait until the Filipinos have acquired 
enough skill to furnish the supply. All this to assure the grow- 
ers that they have no fear of the Philippine sugar, even if ad- 
mitted free. 

But in order to satisfy them a duty of 25 per cent of the pres- 
ent Dingley rates has been retained, thus settling all doubts as 
to their protection against our Philippine fellow-citizens. 

Do we hear any arguments addressed to the American public 
in all this? Are they told that through the kindness of Con- 
gress in lowering the tariff our Philippine brethren will be given 
a chance to sweeten the cheering cup at about the same cost as 
at present? Are we even told that after a careful investigation 
the Philippine sugar has been found not up to the standard, and 


we must be protected against the consumption of such a demor- 
alizing article? No; nothing of the kind; only the sugar grow- 
ers are considered, and they are assured that a tariff will be re- 
tained for their special protection until 1909. 

What a spectacle is here presented! We have a bill providing 
for the admission of all Philippine products into the United 
States free of duty, with the exception of sugar and tobacco, on 
which the duty is to be lowered to one-third of the present rates. 
This is beautifully noble and patriotic, and speaks volumes for 
American brotherliness ; unfortunately, the exceptions which are 
made spoil all the beauty of the act, for it is fair to presume 
that nothing else of much consequence is imported from the 
Philippines or some powerful interest would arise to demand its 
addition to the 25 per cent list. 

It is generally conceded that if we are to keep these islands 
there must be freedom of trade; both national parties are 
united in that, and the report of the committee frankly admits 
it. A bill to establish free trade should pass unanimously and 
without discussion. 

But the sugar and tobacco men immediately raise a tempest 
and claim that such a bill would seriously hurt them. The 
Philippine sugar, of which we now import less than 1 per cent 
of the American consumption (21,000 tons to 2,750,000 tons), 
might become a dangerous rival. Philippine sugars made in the 
Cuban fashion, of which their total output is about 14 per 
cent of the American consumption, might actually be given away 
and not hurt their business. 

These gentlemen are assured that they have nothing to fear, 
that Philippine competition will have no more effect on them ; 
than the competition of one State iu the Union will have on 
another; but they will not be satisfied. Then an exception is 
made in their favor and a duty of 25 per cent is retained. This 
should serve not only as a salve to their wounded feelings, but as 
a bonus which they are permitted to collect from the American 
people for a few years more, by which time they will probably 
be so rich that they won’t care whether there is free trade 
or not. i 

Thus we have the spectacle of the House of Representatives 
turning away from its admitted “ plain duty ” in order to placate 
some few people; of the House sacrificing the general interests of 
the people for the benefit of special industries, or, to put it in 
a much-hackneyed expression, of the House legislating for the 
classes as against the masses. 8 

This bill, as I have already suggested, furnishes a striking 
example of the tendency of our legislative bodies to drift away 
from their representative ideal and to become the creatures of 
special interests or even individual bosses. I would respectfully 
request the distinguished philosophers of the House to take this 
into account when again searching for the causes of its decline 
in power and influence. 

The same reactionary tendency is observable of the treatment 
of every phase of the tariff question by the party in power. 

There is a growing demand in every section of the country 
and among all classes for some reduction or revision of the 
tariff. I need hardly speak of the attitude of the Democratic 
party, which misses no opportunity of showing the people how 
necessary is such action, but of course it is accused of being 
partisan and actuated by a desire for power. However false 
this accusation, it can not be urged against the press of the 
country, which is unanimous in advising revision in one way or 
another. And what shall be said of that wing of the Repub- 
iican party advocating the Iowa idea, which has grown so large 
and powerful that it is no longer considered heretical and which 
was accorded a half-hearted recognition in the last Republican 
national platform? The Republican party of Massachusetts, | 
in its State convention last year, made similar demands, and 
the gentleman from that Commonwealth [Mr. LAWRENCE] ably 
voiced its views on the floor of this House on Saturday last. 

Yet, in spite of this grand chorus for revision inside and out- 
side their party, the majority leaders of this House have an- 
nounced that they will “stand pat.” No measures looking to 
revision will be considered, because they fear a general discus- 
sion of the tariff. The voice of the people, the cry of the over- 
protected, the appeals from members of their own party, made 
with full knowledge that the fate of Ishmael awaits them, all 
are of no avail. A deaf ear is turned, and all attempts to 
broach the subject are sternly discouraged. It can not be that 
these worthy gentlemen are ignorant of the demand and the 
necessity for some revision, and we will not be uncharitable 
enough to believe that they mistake their own personal views 
for the opinions of the people. 

The only explanation of their attitude is that trusts and pow- 
erful interests, which have grown and fattened on the tariff, 
if not actually created thereby, will not consent to having it 
disturbed, and these gentlemen must “stand pat,” even if 
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against their will. This state of affairs is very humiliating, 
and they are perforce obliged to deny it whenever it is exposed 
in its naked truth. And yet it is the sad truth. 

The infant industries, of which we have heard so much, which 
required such tender nursing, have fed so well on the American 
people that they have grown into powerful giants, reaching out 
to grapple with the world. But the people have found them to 
be like the white elephant of the story, and they are begging 
Congress to take back its gift before it eats them out of house 
and home. But Congress would rather let the elephant continue 
its present ruinous feeding than undertake the task of toning 
down its appetite. 

A proposition for tariff revision would threaten the source of 
supply of these industrial giants and would arouse them to 
furious indignation. Their one tender spot is the fact that the 
people are always disposed to interfere in their private business; 
and a tariff discussion is such an exquisite tickling of that spot 
that they almost explode in an apoplectic fit. 

It may not be uninteresting, in this connection, to state that 
I had the pleasure as well as the honor of living in the city 
of Pittsburg for many years and know something about the 
gentlemen connected with the various protected industries. 
Away back in 1864 or 1865 two brothers and a friend pur- 
chased a half interest in a small iron mill of an old neigh- 
bor of mine, Mr. Anthony J. Kloman. The interest did not 
cost them a very large sum, and they did not have much 
money at that time. The protection afforded that industry 
by a paternal government has kept at least one of the broth- 
ers, who is now living, busy in the establishment of public 
libraries all over these United States in order to get rid of 
his surplus ‘yearly income. He is a most estimable gentle- 
man and lives in my city, has a mansion that covers a whole 
block in the most fashiouable street, and a castle across the 
water, in his native land, Scotland. I am not in a position to 
say how many hundred millions that gentleman is worth, but 
I do know that if the men in his mills had received even and 
exact justice in the matter of wages he would not be so busily 
engaged to-day in spending his money. 

In 1875, in conversation with Captain Jones, then superin- 
tendent of the Edgar Thomson Steel Works, in the town of 
Braddock, I saw and was pointed out a young man in overalls, 
working as a laborer, who had recently come from Loretto, 
Pa., where his father was engaged as a liveryman in conduct- 
ing a small stable. I find no fault with him for that; he de- 
serves a great deal of credit for it; but later he was wondering 
how to spend his millions, until he was caught in the ship- 
building trust and was obliged to take a rest for a time. 

The protection afforded him in the shape of the duty on iron 
and steel gave him the opportunity to accumulate money in a 
way which in no other industry in this land would it have been 
possible to make the millions that my good friend has been 
spending. [Applause.] In 1875 I had the honor of renting 
desk room in my office in the city of Pittsburg to a gentleman 
standing high in the councils to-day of the great steel trust. He 
paid me $10 a month. This, remember, was in 1875, when that 
gentleman was in very moderate circumstances indeed, but 
to-day could write his check for a hundred million or more 
without very much trouble. It was made in the steel industry 
and in the great steel corporation of this country and in the 
coke regions. [Applause.] Is it any wonder that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts is asking that something be done for 
the people at home and not all for the people in the Orient? It 
seems to me to be a very pertinent question, though I presume 
it might be regarded as impertinent; but why is it, Mr. Chair- 
man, that we find the tobacco and sugar interests selected as 
victims in this case? Why not take the steel, glass, lumber, 
hides, and other equally protected industries and make this 
rule applicable to them for the benefit of our own people? [Ap- 
plause.] We would find great trouble in getting Members from 
Pennsylvania and Ohio to vote for it. Now, the assertion is 
made, has been a campaign slogan for years, that you must 
have this high protective tariff to protect the laboring man. I 
say now that that is not true, for the reason that when a few 
years ago the puddlers in the steel mills of Pittsburg were get- 
ting $5.50 a ton for puddling, the same work was done in your 
section, Mr. Chairman, for $3.50 a ten, and we tried to find out 
why it was so, that in Harrisburg, Pottsville, Reading, and 
Pottstown-the rate of wages was so much less—40 per cent 
than was paid for the same work at Pittsburg, Wheeling, and 
in Ohio. We discovered that at the places named a magnificent 
labor organization, the Amalgamated Association of Iron and 
Steel Workers, was in existence, and that they held the manu- 
facturers accountable for the wages paid, whereas in your sec- 
tion, Mr. Chairman, and elsewhere in the East there was no 
such association at that time. 


Now, if the protective tariff helps tbe workingman, it should 
have protected them equally in one section with another; but 
I find that is not the case. 

But if revision had finally been agreed to, the war of the gianis 
would begin among themselves. The thousand and one pro- 
tected interests would struggle to see which would keep most 
of the present advantages, and of course the stronger would 
win; the weak ones would be offered as a sacrifice to the people, 
so that the others might continue on their ravenous way uu- 
molested. Such a picture is painted in vivid colors as a warn- 
ing to those who want revision; they are told to gaze upon it, 
and determine if they want such a war precipitated. 

But while it would create a terrible noise in the land, it would 
after all be only a rending of each other by overgorged giants; 
and when the noise had died down and the smoke of the battle 
had cleared, the people could bury the carcasses and find them- 
selves relieved of their white elephant. 

But we haye been notified that there will be no revision; 
therefore all appeals in that direction will be useless. The 
Saginaw Valley Lumber Dealers’ Association, at their last 
annual meeting, adopted some resolutions, in which they claimed 
that “the white-pine forests of this country are annihilated.” 
From other sources the same statement is made, and all au- 
thorities seem to agree that white pine has gone the way of the 
bison and other extinct things. The manufacturing industries 
depending upon a supply of this wood are demanding the re- 
moyal of the tax on it, so that they may be able to obtain 
material from Canada and prevent the ruin of their enterprises. 

This tax can not reasonably protect an interest which is prac- 
tically dead, and its continuance will kill a whole class of in- 
dustries depending on white pine. Yet it is written that they 
shall perish, for a discussion of their grievance might bring to 
light many similar ones and the whole tariff question might have 
to be taken up. This can not be thought of; therefore these in- 
dustries must perish, a sacrifice on the altar of tariff peace. 

We are all familiar with the demand of the artists for the re- 
moval of the duty on works of art. The former is an example 
where a previous excuse for protection no longer exists, but this 
latter is a case of where an excuse never existed. Here we find 
the entire protected elass vehemently denouncing the protection 
and begging to be relieved of it; and surely they are the judges of 
the effect of their protection. We know that the abolition of this 
tax would not affect the revenues, since the income it brings is 
ridiculously small, and in no way can it be defended as a just tax. 
And yet these artists will continue to be protected against their 
will, because a discussion of their grievance might serye as an 
entering wedge for a general tariff discussion. 

In March our reciprocal arrangements with Germany will ex- 
pire, and as no new arrangement is in sight we can expect Ger- 
many to place a tariff on the products we sell to her. Other Euro- 
pean nations are preparing to follow the same course, which is 
simply ourown. They are taking our own lesson to heart and are 
erecting tariff walls for the protection of their own industries. 
Germany’s action means the loss or serious crippling of some 
$40,000,000 of trade in foodstuffs. If we let down the bars a 
little to German manufacturers this trade will not be disturbed; 
if we keep up our bars Germany will also erect hers. 

Our farmers, whose products are thus threatened, will arise 
and demand protection—something heretofore unheard of on 
their part. But they will be met with a stern refusal; a recip- 
rocal tariff to favor their interests can not be considered, for it 
would mortally offend our American manufacturers, and might 
accidentally cause a general tariff discussion. How proud we 
have been of our farmers heretofore; what a fine example they 
have set their fellow-countrymen! Buying what they needed 
in the home market, necessarily the dearest because of the tariff, 
they have sold their products in the cheapest markets, because 
they had to compete with the world. They never complained, 
never asked for protection, were happy, and contented. 

But now, when they realize the need of protection, and ask a 
favor for the first time, they will immediately fall from grace 
and be covered with reproaches. How can they have the heart 
to ask for protection, when it can be given only at the expense 
of our poor manufacturers! No, they must try to make ends 
meet in some other way; perhaps they can find some other 
nation which might take their threatened food stuffs and agree 
not to adopt the iniquitous American system of raising the tariff 
against them. 

The district which I have the honor of representing is one 
which nature has most bountifully favored. It has an immense 
water frontage, with navigable rivers and fine harbors; it has 
hundreds of acres capable of a rich cultivation, with desirable 
sites for manufacturing industries, iron and steel plants, and 
many other activities. Its natural advantages have been known 
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and appreciated for years, and when New York City was little 
more than a town this district was looked to as the site of a 
future great metropolis. -The famous Morris family was es- 
pecially hopeful and enthusiastic, and gaye many evidences of 
their loyalty to and faith in the district; none more so than 
Gouverneur Morris, of reyered memory. 

Many of these hopes are in a fair way to being realized, and 
it is a particularly happy privilege to be able to represent such 
a district. But some of its finest advantages are of no use to 
its people because of present tariff regulations. Its miles of 
magnificent water front should be crowded with American ships 
and shipping, and factories and mills should be busy turning 
out American products; but the high tariff prevents all this. 

In common with the New England and coast towns generally, 
whose mills were forced to close when the tariff was raised on 
iron and steel, we ask for such reduction of this duty as will 
give us an opportunity to make another start. But the great 
steel trust will see to it that our demand gets no further than its 
mere verbal expression. 

Recent history bas shown that the only way to stimulate 
American shipping is to reduce the tariff; this produces a freer 
trade, with more freight to be carried, and a chance to make a 
legitimate profit on it; it produces a healthy commerce, taking 
care of itself, and existing of its own volition. The only 
American shipping we can have under the existing tariff will 
consist of empty boats, floating at the expense of the people; 
an unhealthy commerce, existing only by reason of subsidies. 

When, therefore, my district asks for a reduction of the tariff, 

in order that the freer trade may stimulate the shipping inter- 
ests and our water front be put to some use, we are confronted 
with the announcement that no tariff proposition will be listened 
to. The protected manufacturers of the country must continue 
to be protected, and our natural advantages and immense possi- 
bilities ean go to waste. 
- No matter from what point you approach the question you are 
met with refusal. Whether the appeal have an international 
or foreign interest, like the farmers’ appeal; a national interest, 
like that of the artists or manufacturers of wooden articles; 
like that of the Massachusetts Republicans, or only a local inter- 
est, like that of my own district, it is all one to the powers that 
be; they are going to “stand pat,” and no help need be ex- 
pected. ; 

We are sadly forced to the conclusion that this House no 
longer represents the people, whose appeals are not heeded 
therein. These people will soon grow indifferent to it and look for 
help elsewhere, and if they find it, then the day of this House 
is at an end. I trust this event will never come to pass, but 
if it does, future historians will relate that this bulwark of our 
institutions and of our liberties began to perish on the day 
that its guardians denied the voice of its people in order to pre- 
vent the warring clashes of the few, when they adopted expedi- 
ency as their guide instead of justice and truth. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OLMSTED, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 3—the 
Philippine tariff bill—and had come to no resolution thereon. 


BRIDGE BETWEEN FORT SNELLING AND ST. PAUL, MINN. 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, reported the bill (H. R. 8103) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge between Fort Snelling and 
St. Paul, Minn., and asked unanimous consent that the Dill be 
committed to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its 
appropriate committee, as indicated below: 

S. 2558. An act authorizing the Washington Bridge Company 
to construct a bridge across the Columbia River near the city of 
Wenatchie, Wash.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

KENSEY J. HAMPTON. K 


By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. Hay, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, the papers in the case of Kensey J. Hampton, Fifty- 
seventh Congress, second session, no adverse report haying been 
made thereon. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. f 


The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting 
changes of estimate of appropriation for repairs, etc., on public 
buildings—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 8 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Treasurer of the United 
States submitting an estimate of appropriation for clerical force 
in his office—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Agriculture in 
connection with the estimate of appropriation for the Bureau 
of Animal Industry—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report as to employment of 
civilian engineers in river and harbor work—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Georgetown Barge, Dock, 
Elevator and Railway Company, submitting a statement as to 
the receipts and expenditures and the distribution of the stock 
of the company—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
5293) to provide for the building of a new light-house and 
range light at Honolulu Harbor, Territory of Hawaii, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 158) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5294) for the establishment of a light- 
house at Makapuu Point, on the island of Oahu, Territory of 
Hawaii, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 159); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4348) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William McCraw, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 88); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10365) granting a pension to Emeline 
T. Hayner, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 89); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4196) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James J, Wians, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 90) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5779), grant- 
ing a pension to Hannah W. Green, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 91); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5654) granting 
a pension to Moses Eggleston, reported the same without amend- 
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ment, accompanied by a report (No. 92); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4731) 
granting an increase of pension to Robert McMullen, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 93) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6183) granting 
an increase of pension to Amanuel Russell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 94); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4644) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah J. Dickens, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 95); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4153) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry C. Wildy, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 96); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5253) 
granting an increase of pension to Greenberry Suddarth, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
97); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4876) 
granting an increase of pension to William L. Beeks, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 98) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5546) granting 
an inerease of pension to James Eastwood, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 99); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5686) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Adelle Tobey, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 100); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mx. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4747) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph C. Robinson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 101); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7237) granting 
an increase of pension to Philip Bacon, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 102); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4744) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas O'Connor, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 103); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4392) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph Miller, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 104); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4226) granting 
an increase of pension to William Painter, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 105) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
4706) granting an increase of pension to Anna M. Gardner, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 106) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
yate Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5831) granting 
an inerease of pension to Julius Zuehlke, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 107); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7309) granting 
a pension to Maj. Louis Dieckgraefe, reported the same with 
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amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 108); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7206) granting 
a pension to Nannie Frazier, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 109); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7758) 
granting an increase of pension to John L. Whitman, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 110) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8409) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George H. Stowits, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 111); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7950) granting 
an increase of pension to Emma M. Heath, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 112); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8404) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. Ferguson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 113); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7673) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Homer A. Barrows, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 114); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Priyate Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8181) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Martin B. Noyes, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 115); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9382) granting 
a pension to Mariam T. Shreve, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 116); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9352) granting 
a pension to Mary Van Blarcom, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 117); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10389) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Ellsworth, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 118) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8237) granting 
an inerease of pension to Noah Palmer, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 119) ; which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. X 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2395) granting 
an increase of pension to Christopher Clinton, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 120); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3481) granting 
an increase of pension to Wiliam H. Cranston, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 121); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
3506) granting an increase of pension to George W. McCormick, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 122) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3487) granting 
an increase of pension to Ferdinand Weise, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 123); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2266) granting 
an increase of pension to George H. Hodges, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 124); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
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which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 532) granting | 
an increase of pension to James T. Berry, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 125) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3402) granting 
an increase of pension to Sidney S. Brigham, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 126); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 723) 
granting an increase of pension to George W. Raigle, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 127) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1986) granting 
an increase of pension to Morris Bennett, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by report (No. 128); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1434) granting 
an increase of pension to Eleazer A. Patterson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 129) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3295) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Knapp, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 130) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3340) granting 
an increase of pension to William Moorhead, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 131); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred to bill of the House (H. R. 
2594) granting an increase of pension to Levi Bearss, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 132); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2262) grant- | 
ing an increase of pension to John Seymour, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 133); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1653) granting 
an increase of pension to Frank W. Weeks, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 134); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1853) granting 
an increase of pension to William J. Johnson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 135): which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8449) granting an increase of pension to Harvey Gaskill, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
136) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 486) granting 
an increase of pension to John Armstrong, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 137); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
1766) granting an increase of pension to John T. Stone, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 138) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2011) granting 
an increase of pension to John Lezenby, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 139); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3451) granting 
an increase of pension to Alpheus Alonso Rockwell, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 140); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1062) granting 
an increase of pension to George E. Brickett, reported the same 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 141) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 604) granting 
an increase of pension to Hiram F. Armstrong, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 142) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1572) for the relief of 
Thomas W. Higgins, the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 143); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 186) to authorize the readjustment of 
the accounts of Army officers in certain cases, and for other pur- 
poses, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 144) ; which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6530) fer the relief of 
David C. McGee, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 145); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10610) for the relief 
of James N. Robinson and Sallie B. McComb, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 146) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 6948, reported in lien 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 136) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of S. D. Sprinkle, accompanied by 
a report (No. 147); which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9877) for the relief of 
James P. Barney, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 148); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 7753, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 138) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of Eliza A. Fielder, 
deceased, and Benjamin L. Fielder, accompanied by a report 
(No. 149); which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1020, reported in 
lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 139) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Lee Robbins, accompanied by a 
report (No. 150); which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9569) for the relief of 
the Compagnie Francaise des Câbles Télégraphiques, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 151) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 10482, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 140) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the owner or owners of the 
barge Charlie, accompanied by a report (No. 152); which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 9098, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 137) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the legal representatives of 
John McCabe and Patrick McCabe, deceased, accompanied by a 
report (No. 153); which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 3210, reported in lieu theres 
a resolution (H. Res. 141) referring to the Court of Claims th: 
papers in the case of Sarah H. Milvaney, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 154) ; which said resolution and report were referre= 
to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5927) for the relief of the 
board of trustees of West Tennessee College, Jackson, Tenn., 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 155) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
yate Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7889) 
granting an increase of pension to Aaron Noble, reported the 
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same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 156) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8799) 
granting an increase of pension to Bartholomew Moravity, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 157) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 11014) to amend section 5278 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, on extradition—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

By Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 11015) to provide for the 
repairing, furnishing, and completing of the public building at 
St. Joseph, Mo.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 11016) for the preseryation of 
American antiquities—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 11017) in amendment of 
section 3 of an act entitled “An act granting pensions to soldiers 
and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of man- 
ual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, 
and dependent parents,” approved June 27, 1890—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 11018) to amend section 10 
of an act entitled “An act making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes,” 
approved May 28, 1890, by striking out the words “not to 
exceed two dollars per day ” and inserting “not to exceed four 
dollars per day ”—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 11019) mak- 
ing an appropriation to reward certain Indians in South Dakota 
for the rescue of certain white captives in the custody of the 
White Lodge bands of Sioux Indians—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11020) to 
promote the better distribution of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11021) to add a 
corps of dental surgeons to the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery 
of the Nayy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WELBORN: A bill (H. R. 11022) providing for the 
erection of a public building at Lexington, Mo.—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 11023) to ap- 
point an additional judge for the third division of the district 
of Alaska—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 11024) to acquire certain 
ground in Lanier Heights for an addition to the National Zoolog- 
ical Park, District of Columbia—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11025) to ex- 
tend Seventh, and Franklin, and Sixth streets NE.—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 11026) 
to authorize the counties of Holmes and Washington to con- 
struct a bridge across Yazoo River, Mississippi—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 11027) authorizing the con- 
solidation of and evidence in actions for libel—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 11028) for the advancement of 
certain officers of the Navy who served during the civil war and 
were retired prior to March 3, 1899—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 11029) to authorize the hold- 
ing of a regular term of the district and circuit courts of the 
United States for the western district of Virginia in the city of 
Big Stone Gap, Va.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 11030) 
to authorize the counties of Yazoo and Holmes to construct a 
bridge across Yazoo River, Mississippi—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 11031) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Schnectady, in the State of New York—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 11032) to prevent the 
adulteration of blue grass, orchard grass, and cloyer seed—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 11033) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building at Jersey City, N. J.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 11034) to provide a site 
and erect a publie building at Willimantic, Conn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 11035) to estab- 
lish a postal savings system in the United States, and to provide 
for the conduct and regulation of the same—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 11036) to purchase addi- 
tional land and provide additional buildings at the Cold Springs 
fish hatchery at Bullochyille, Ga.—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 1 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 11037) relating to the 
transportation of dutiable merchandise without appraisement— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 11038) to amend the 
seventh section of the act entitled “An act to establish circuit 
courts of appeals and to define and regulate in certain cases 
the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for other 


purposes,” approved March 3, 1891—to the Committee on the - 


Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 11039) to provide for the dis- 
posal of abandoned and useless naval reseryations—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11040) to authorize the receivers of public 
moneys for land districts to deposit with the Treasurer of the 
United States certain sums embraced in their accounts of un- 
earned fees and unofficial moneys—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. ° 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11041) to provide for the fulfillment of 
contracts for land surveys relet by the Government—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11042) for the relief of receivers of public 
moneys acting as special disbursing agents in the matter of 
amounts expended by them for contingent expenses, expenses 
of depositing public moneys, and expenses of hearings in land 
entries—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11043) to authorize trustees appointed 
under the town-site laws to administer oaths, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11044) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, in certain contingencies, to refund to 
receivers of public moneys, acting as special disbursing agents, 
amounts paid by them out of their private funds—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 11045) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to authorize Washington and Westmoreland 
counties, in the State of Pennsylvania, to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across the Monongahela River, in the State of 
Pennsylvania,“ approved February 21, 1903—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 67) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to return to the officers of the 
Officers’ Association of the Third Regiment of the United States 
Volunteer Engineers in the late war with Spain their national 
color and the regimental color which were forwarded to the 
War Department, Washington, D. C., when the regiment was 
mustered out of service, May 17, 1899—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIXET: A resolution (H. Res. 135) calling upon the 
Secretary of the Navy for information as to conditions at the 
United States Naval Academy at Annapolis—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A res- 
olution (H. Res. 136) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 6948—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 137) 
referring to the Court of Claims bill H. R. 9098—to the Private 
Calendar. 

By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 138) referring to the Court of Claims bill H. R. 
7753—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A resolution (H. Res. 139) referring to the Court of Claims bill 
H. R. 1020—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 140) referring to the Court of Claims bill 
H. R. 10482—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 141) referring to the Court of Claims bill H. R. 
8210—to the Private Calendar. 
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JANUARY 9, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
i following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: t 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 11046) granting an increase 
of pension to Hellen G. Heiner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11047) for the 
relief of Mary F. B. Grice—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 11048) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Richard Gogin—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 11049) for the relief of 
W. T. Strickland, administrator of John M. Strickland—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ANDRUS: A bill (H. R. 11050) granting a pension to 
Margaret Murphy—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 11051) granting a pension 
to Henry T. McDowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BANNON: A bill (H. R. 11052) granting an increase 
of pension to John P. Vance—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11053) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Salyers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11054) for the relief of William Large— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 11055) for the relief of 
Miller Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 11056) for the relief of R. J. R. 
Newcomb—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11057) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis J. Post—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 11058) granting an increase 
of pension to Orrin W. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 11059) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles V. Richards—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 11060) for the relief of 
Jacob C. Barkley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11061) granting an increase of pension to 
Reanna Pile—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 11062) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel W. Harlan—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 11063) granting an 
increase of pension to John T. Hetherlin—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 11064) granting an increase 
of pension to Perry Mullen—to, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bil) (H. R. 11065) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Pollard—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 11066) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew J. Stafford—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (IT. R. 11067) for the relief of Cornelius Cahill— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DEPMER: A bill (H. R. 11068) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Golder—to the Comreittee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11069) granting an increase of pension to 
Emanuel T. Leib—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11070) granting an increase of pension to 
Fitch Spoor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11071) granting an increase of pension to 
Allen E. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11072) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Hosley—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11073) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph M. Allison—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11074) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilbur H. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11075) granting a 
peusion to Anna C. Partlow—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11076) granting a pension to Marion W. 
Starks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11077) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 11078) granting a pension to Rosa Zurrin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11079) granting a pension to Phoebe A. 
Barnum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11080) granting a pension to Charlotte M. 
Eckstine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11081) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11082) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson Winkler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11083) granting an increase of pension to 
Herman Brunce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11084) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram N. Humphrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11085) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac A. Chandler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11086) granting an increase of pension to 
Jobn Baer, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 11087) granting a pension 
to Eunice M. Stickle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11088) to correct the military record of 
John Mix—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 11089) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Charles H. Potter—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11090) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Malette—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11091) granting an increase of pension to 
Frances W. Gravyes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11092) for 
the relief of the heirs of Nancy Montgomery—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11093) granting a pension to Martin M. 
Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11094) granting a pension to Henry Wil- 
linms—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11095) for the relief of J. D. Coleman—to 
the Committee on War Claims. tb 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 11096) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sion B. Glazner—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 11097) granting a pension 
to George W. Hale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 11098) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph A. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 11099) granting an increase 
of pension to Frank S. Bitgood—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11100) granting an increase of pension to 
John Browne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 11101) granting an in- 
erease of pension to Andrew J. Baker—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11102) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Lyon—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11103) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel M. Gring—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11104) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Hertel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11105) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Comer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11106) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Millman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill H. R. 11107) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Fritz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11108) for the relief of Benjamin F. King 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 11109) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Chureh South, at Paducah, 
Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11110) for the relief of S. Hodge—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11111) for the relief of the estate of Timo- 
thy Burgess, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11112) for the relief of the estate of 
P. F. Waterfield—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11113) for the benefit of W. H. Dupree— 
to the Committee on War Claims. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11114) for the relief of J. C. Glenn— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11115) for the relief of the estate of James 
A. Gregory, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11116) for the relief of the estate of 
S. F. Crider—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11117) for the relief of the estate of Seth 
Wright, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11118) for the relief of Allison W. Pol- 
lard—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11119) for the relief of the estate of H. 


Cothis, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11120) for the relief of the heirs of C. R. 
Young, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11121) for the relief of the estate of W. M. 
O’Hara, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KNOPF: A bill (H. R. 11122) granting an increase 
of pension to John Hopper—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KEIFER: A bill (H. R. 11123) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob N. Lott—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11124) granting-an increase of pension to 
Martin V. B. Lindsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11125) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey W. Shockey—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11126) granting an increase of pension to 
William N. Kelly—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11127) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Wall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11128) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Fleming—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11129) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Lindsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H: R. 11130) granting an increase of pension to 
Jerome B. Weller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11131) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvester B. Bloomfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11132) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace E. Lydy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11133) granting a pension to Amanda Jane 
Eyans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11134) granting a pension to Caroline 
Hettesheimer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11135) granting a pension to Theresa Kil- 
patrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11136) granting a pension to Mary Liddy— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11137) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11138) granting a pension to Laura Fer- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 11139) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry L. Armstrong—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11140) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11141) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse S. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11142) granting an increase of pension to 
James McQuade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 11143) granting an increase of 
pension to Leyi B. Noulton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 11144) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Lewis Pratt—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11145) granting an increase of pension to 
Melvin J. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAW: A bill (II. R. 11146) granting an increase of 
pension to Patrick H. Corrigan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 11147) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Margaret Thurston—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11148) granting a pension to Angeline 
Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11149) for the reference of the claim of 
the estate of Isaac P. Tice against the Government of the 
United States to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 11150) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James P. Roby—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 11151) granting an increase of 
pension to John Sirmyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11152) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore S. Currier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11153) to correct the military record of 
Robert B. Tubbs—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 11154) for the relief of 
Andrew H. Russell and William R. Livermore—to the Commit- 
tee on CloAms. 


By Mr MANN: A bill (H. R. 11155) granting a pension to 


John Eckerman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11156) for the relief of Julius Frank—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11157) to compensate E. C. Sturges for 
property lost during the Spanish-American war—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11158) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to correct the military record of Oscar B. Knight—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11159) placing Hugh F. Reed on the retired 
list with the rank of captain—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 3 granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lemuel Herbert—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A pill (H. R. 11161) granting an increase 
of pension to Michael Aaron—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 11162) for the relief of 
Benjamin P. Loyall—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11163) for the 
relief of the heirs of Dr. Samuel E. Hall, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 11164) granting a pension 
to Sarah Culp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11165) granting a pension to Katherine E. 
Kemble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11166) granting a pension to Charles C. 
Rumpf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11167) granting an increase of pension to 
William N. Gemmill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11168) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert R. Mathews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 11169) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert P. Call—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 11170) for the relief of 
Andrew Jackson Mondy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11171) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11172) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Tobias K. Brenner—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11173) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna M. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11174) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Richards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 11175) granting a pension to 
Florinda Butler Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: A bill (H. R. 11176) granting a pension to 
Charles T. Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11177) for the relief of J. W. Knox, of 
Gallatin County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 11178) for 
the relief of Mrs. E. C. McIntyre—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11179) for the relief of James Goodwin— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11180) for the relief of the heirs of Cyrus 
Ratliff, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11181) for the relief of Francois Jefferson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11182) for the relief of Mrs. Lucy Moore 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11183) for the relief of C. E. Booty—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11184) for the relief of the estate of Henry 
J. Heard, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11185) for the relief of the estate of 
Morty Lynch, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11186) for the relief of the estate of Fran- 
cois Laglaize, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11187) for the relief of the estate of H. 
Pierce, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11188) for the relief of the estate of Louis 
Baron, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11189) for the relief of the estate of Wi- 
liam Griffith, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11190) for the relief of the estate of George 
W. Dyson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11191) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. 
R. V. Packer and the estate of R. J. Packer, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11192) for the relief of the estate of Adeicn 
Vigues, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11193) for the relief of the estate of Louis 
Vuagnat, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11194) for the relief of the estate of Fran- 
cois Dormenon, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 11195) for the relief of the 
estate of Josuah Parnell, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 11196) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Joslyn—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11197) granting 
an increase of pension to Josiah Alexander—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11198) granting an increase of pension to 
E. Sandusky—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11199) for the relief of Jacob Vaught—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11200) granting a pension to Henry C. 
Shover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMYSER: A bill (H. R. 11201) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaac Rhoe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11202) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua Polen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11203) granting an increase of pension to 
Anthony Hartley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11204) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Giles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11205) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Spice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11206) granting an increase of pension to 
John Wilhelm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11207) granting an increase of pension to 
Sampson McNeal—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11208) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua Fowler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11209) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Griffith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11210) granting an increase of pension to 
John Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11211) granting an increase of pension to 
Ransom D. Lydick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11212) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Blessing—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11213) granting an increase of pension to 
Solomon D. Sturtz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11214) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11215) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin S. Moffitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11216) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison Ling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11217) granting an increase of pension to 
Jordan H. Banks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11218) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph M. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11219) granting an increase of pension to 
Gabriel G. Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11220) granting an increase of pension to 
James Knox—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11221) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses Stockdale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11222) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Mellor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11223) granting an increase of pension to 
Beal H. Bryan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11224) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas S. Stansbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11225) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan Cash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11226) granting an increase of pension to 
Marcus L. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11227) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis S. Winsch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11228) granting an increase of pension to 
Hamilton Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11229) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Ramsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11230) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Cunningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11231) granting a pension to Henry B. 
Speis—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11232) granting a pension to Aaron L. 
Packer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11233) granting a pension to William S. 
Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


JANUARY 9, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11234) granting a pension to John Ryan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11235) granting a pension to Margaret 
Robison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11236) granting a pension to Herbert O. 
Kohr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11237) granting a pension to Sarah Tagg— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11238) granting a pension to Minnie Dice— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11239) granting a pension to Eliza E. 
Marr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11240) granting a pension to Rachael 
Humphrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11241) granting a pension to Watson Ham- 
mel—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11242) granting a pension to Richard Met- 
calf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11248) granting a pension to Henry New- 
comber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11244) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11245) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Wood—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11246) for the 
relief of the heirs at law of Patrick H. Burnett, deceased—to 
the Conimittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11247) granting an 
increase of pension to Josiah Anderson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 11248) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel J. Woodward—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11249) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel D. Jennings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 11250) granting an increase 
of pension to Walter G. Dunn—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. WELBORN: A bill (H. R. 11251) granting a pension 
to Michael Boyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11252) for the relief of the Presbyterian 
Church of Glasgow, Howard County, Mo.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11253) granting an increase of pension to 
James Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama; A bill (H. R. 11254) for the re- 
lief of the legal representatives of David Weil and Henry 
Moore, who were late copartners, of Montgomery, Ala., under 
the name and style of Weil & Moore—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11255) for the relief of the estate of 
A. P. Gafford, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 11256) granting an increase 
of pension to William M. Ewing—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11257) granting a pension to George F. 
McKnight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 11258) for the relief of 
the heirs of John Patterson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11259) granting an increase of pension to 
Barnes B. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 11260) granting an increase 
of pension to James H. Van Camp—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11261) granting an increase of pension to 
James Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11262) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Langford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was discharged from the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 9541) granting a pension to Frank Klein, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the State Teachers’ Associa- 
tion, of Denver, Colo., favoring the Mesa Verde Cliff Dwellers’ 
National Park—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the mayor and city council of Sante Fe, 
N. Mex., relative to the sale of nonmineral-bearing lands to 
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ratify bonded indebtedness against certain counties—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade and Business Men’s 
‘Association of Norfolk, Va., against taking away the power of 
the States to regulate the pilotage system—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburg, against commercial spoliation of Niagara Falls—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Philadelphia 
Board of Trade, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Damascus Council, No. 536, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, fayoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Art Club of Philadelphia, favoring aboli- 
con of duties on works of art—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania Tobacco Growers’ Associa- 
tion, of Lancaster, Pa., against bill H. R. 3—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the National German-American Alliance of 
the United States, for a treaty of reciprocity between Germany 
and the United States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburg, 
against commercial spoliation of Niagara Falls—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the New Century Club, of Philadelphia, 
against commercial spoliation of Niagara Falls—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: Paper to accompany bill for 
2 of Edward G. Hansen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons, 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Ida J. Lasswell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Kurzwig and 15 mercantile firms of Water- 
town and Madison, Wis., favoring repeal of the duty on hides— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Pittsburg, against spoliation of Niagara Falls—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petitions of Honest Abe Council, No. 66; Acme Council, 
and South Side Council, Junior Order United American Mechan- 
ics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Welcom Council, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburg, 
favoring a new post-office building for that city—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 172, against 
bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. . 


44, of St. Louis, Mo., protesting against enacting the Philippine 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Miller Smith, heir of Lawrence Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petition of Harrison Council, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Pittsburg, against commercial spoliation of Niagara 
Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 172, against 
bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of masters and pilots of steam 
vessels and others navigating Block Island Sound, for a light- 
ship at Point Judith—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry 
P. Wills—to. the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of John T. Hetherlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of cigar makers of Iowa City, 
Iowa, against bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Jurgen F. Schreck and 58 others, of Daven- 
port, Iowa, against spoliation of Niagara Falls—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William Conoway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEEMER: Petition of the Williamsport Mirror and 


Glass Company and the Muncy Manufacturing Company, against 
tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the General Synod of 
the Reformed Church, in favor of excluding members of the 
Mormon Church from Congress—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, oppos- 
ing legislation excluding immigrants except criminals and per- 
sons obviously likely to become paupers—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Rice Growers’ Association, favoring re- 
ciprocal relations by treaty relative to free admission of stand- 
ard cereals—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLACK: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 10007) 
granting an increase of pension to Appleton Gibson and papers 
to accompany bill (H. R. 10211) granting an increase of pension 
to Samuel C. Whites—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of settlers of the Minidoka recla- 
mation project, for money from land sales to go into the Mini- 
doka reclamation fund—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of the Anti-Joint Statehood 
League of Arizona, in opposition to joint statehood for Arizona 
and New Mexico—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, resolution of the board of trustees of the sanitary dis- 
trict of Chicago, in favor of a deep waterway to the Gulf of 
Mexico—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Interdenominational Council of Women, 
advocating a constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: Petition of Capital City 
Council, No. 221, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Charles Town, W. Va., favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs of John 
Yeager, of Pocahontas County, W. Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Elizabeth Riley, of 
Pocahontas County, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of Success 
Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics, fayoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. GARNER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of A. M. 
Beall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Jonathan H. Terrell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: Petition of the Globe-Wernicke Company 
and the Triumph Electric Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
against tax on denaturized aleohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York, relative to shipping in the Orient—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, rela- 
tive to river and harbor improvements in and about the city of 
New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburg, against commercial spoliation of Niagara Falls—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Hoboken Council, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Reliable Council, No. 90, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 172, against 
bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Cominerce of Pittsburg, favor- 
ing a new post-office building for Pittsburg—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of the Newport Horticultural 
Society,. favoring an increased appropriation for agricultural 
experiment stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HALE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry J. 
Kinzel, of Knox County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, petitions of Jellico Council, No. 1, and Councils Nos. 
2186 and 211, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favor- 
ing restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of the board of agriculture of 
Connecticut, favoring bills H. R. 285 and 286, appropriating 
$250,000 to suppress gypsy moth—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 
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Also, petition of the board of agriculture of Connecticut, fa- 
yoring bill H. R. 845, to increase experiment stations—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Papers to accompany bill granting a pension 
to Levi B. Noulton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: Petition of Charles A. Gerasch Council, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Kutztown, Pa., 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 172, of Dayen- 
port, Iowa, against bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of the General Synod of the Reformed Church of 
America, against admission of persons to Congress engaged in 
the practices of the Mormon Church—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Protest of cigar makers of the Twenty- 
fifth New York Congressional district, against the enactment 
of bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Angeline 
Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Margaret Thurston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of Coalmont Council, No. 860, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of George H. 
Bryner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Marysville, Perry County, Pa., 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gtation and Naturalization. 5 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of Columbian Commandery, No. 
132, Knights of Malta; citizens of Middletown, Highspire, and 
Royalton, Pa.; citizens of Enders, Pa.; Jacksonville Council, 
No. 80, Junior Order United American Mechanics, and citizens 
of Loyalton, Pa., favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalizaton. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Hughes and papers to accompany 
bill granting an increase of pension to Albert Riley—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of James 
Cupps—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Phoenix and Maricopa counties, against joint 
statehood—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, for 
creation of a Federal judicial court in the Orient—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Wilford Twyman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of Lincoln Trades and Labor 
Council, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Mere- 
dith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas B. Allen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Illinois Coal Operators’ Association, of 
Springfield, III., relative to railway rates—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of J. N. Westland, 
of Center City, Minn., protesting against issuance of “ fraud 
order” of the Peoples’ United States Bank—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution adopted by the Minnesota Good Roads Asso- 
ciation in favor of the Brownlow bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, resolution from the Minnesota State Art Society, for 
removal of the tariff on imported works of art—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York, favoring establishment of a Federal judicial court 
in the Orient—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of B. Lishitz, of New York City, against bill 
H. R. 3—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the general assembly of Indiana, for an 
appropriation of $6,000 by Congress for suitable auditorium in 
the national cemetery at New Albany, Ind.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of W. L. Sanderson Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of New Albany, Ind., for better facilities for the dec- 


oration of soldiers’ graves in the cemetery at New Albany, Ind.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Bethany Grange, No. 748, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Alexander, N. Y., asking that the 
revenue tax be removed from alcohol unfit for use as a bey- 
erage—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Petition of Maynard Council, No. 61, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Petition of Carpenters and Joiners’ Union 
No. 657, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of 
America, of Sheboygan, Wis., favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WILEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of A. P. 
Gafford—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. HALE. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. DICK presented petitions of Cleveland City Council, No. 
55, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Cleveland; 
Piqua Council, No. 80, Junior Order United American Mechan- 
ies, of Piqua; Price Hill Council, No. 210, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Cincinnati; Arcanum Council, No. 149, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Arcanum; Nor- 
walk Council, No. 189, Junior Order United Ameri¢an Mechan- 
ics, of Norwalk; Pleasant Hill Council, No. 86, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Pleasant Hill; Miami Council, 
No. 7, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Dayton; 
Vienna Royal Council, No. 15, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Vienna Crossroads; Anona Council, No. 165, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Hamersville; Lew- 
isburg Council, No. 22, Junior Order United American Mechan- 
ics, of Lewisburg; Martins Ferry Council, No. 39, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Martins Ferry; Bucyrus Coun- 
cil, No. 184, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Bu- 
cyrus; Wayne Township Council, No. 227, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Good Hope; Thomas Jefferson Council, 
No. 100, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of North 
Industry; Reliable Council, No. 181, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Mogadore; G. W. Hirst Council, No. 132, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of New Weston; 
Harmony Council, No. 50, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Cincinnati; Crown Council, No. 35, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Dayton; Steubenville Council, 
No. 144, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Steuben- 
ville; Bushnell Council, No. 163, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Springfield; Benton Ridge Council, No. 321, Ju- 
nior Order United American Mechanics, of Benton Ridge; Tip- 
pecanoe Council, No. 313, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Inland; Cumminsville Council, No. 75, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Cincinnati; Magnetic Council, 
No. 231, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Bell- 
brook; Woodward Council, No. 49, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Cincinnati; Hannibal Council, No. 28, Ju- 
nior Order United American Mechanics, of Hannibal; Union 
Council, No. 76, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Bokes Creek; Diamond Council, No. 5, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Wellsville; Eagle Council, No. 4, Ju- 
nior Order United American Mechanics, of Shawnee; Tri- 
County Council, No. 47, Junior Order United American Mechan- 
ics, of Loveland; Kyger Council, No. 154, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Kyger; Madison Council, No. 17, Ju- 
nior Order United American Mechanics, of Madisonville; Bethel 
Council, No. 187, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Dunnehill; Washington Council, No. 12, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Canton; Gallipolis Council, No. 269, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Gallipolis; Copus 
Council, No. 60, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Ashland; General McPherson Council, No. 110, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Canal Fulton; Attica Council, 
No. 317, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Attica; 
St. Clari Council, No. 6, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Eaton; Wyandot Council, No. 95, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Nevada; Excelsior Council, No. 
83, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Home City; 
Highland Council, No. 204, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of New Petersburg; Mad River Council, No. 56, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Urbana; James A. Gar- 
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field Council, No. 118, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of Canton; Hampton Council, No. 77, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Cincinnati; Byesville Council, No. 73, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Byesville; Lake- 
side Council, No. 120, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of Perry; Valley Council, No. 140, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of McConnelsville; Cincinnatus Council, No. 
82, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Cincinnati; 
Amity Council, No. 87, Junior Order United American Mechan- 
ics, of South Lebanon; Bethlehem Council, No. 79, Junior Or- 
der United American Mechanics, of Cincinnati; Storms Creek 
Council, No. 108, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
R Wilmington Council, No. 34, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Wilmington; Seneca Council, No. 58, 
Junior Order United American Mechanies, of Fostoria; Western 
Star Council, No. 340, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of Sidney; Stars and Stripes Council, No. 159, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Philipsburg; Brighton Council, 
No. 324, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Cincin- 
nati; Cozaddale Council, No. 78, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Cozaddale: Lebanon Council, No. 19, Junior Or- 
dey United American Mechanics, of Lebanon; Ohio Valley Coun- 
cil, No. 21, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Bel- 
laire; Rawson Council, No. 46, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Rawson; Chester Council, No. 127, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of West Chester; Rockwood 
Council, No. 105, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Rockwood; Rushsylvania Council, No. 236, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Rushsylvania; Samuel J. Randall 
Council, No. 96, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Youngstown; Patrick Henry Council, No. 84, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Canton; Blanchester Council, 
No. 134, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Blan- 
chester; Muskingum Council, No. 40, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Marietta; Empire Council, No. 68, Ju- 
nior Order United American Mechanics, of Fletcher; Guernsey 
Council, No. 73, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Cambridge; Burlington Lodge, Knights of Pythias, of Homer; 
Galion Lodge, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Galion; 
Galion Tent Maccabees, of Galion; Mansfield Lodge of Machin- 
ists, of Mansfield; Carpenters’ Union of Cincinnati; Street 
Railway Employees of Akron; Scioto Lodge, No. 150, Interna- 
tional Brotherhood Maintenance of Way Employees, of Ports- 
mouth; Metal Workers of Lorain; Knights of Pythias Lodge 
No. 159, of Plain City; Daughters of America Council No. 99, 
of Cincinnati; Amity Council, No. 87, of South Lebanon; Iron 
Molders’ Union No. 61, of Salem; Iron Molders’ Union No. 98, 
of Columbus: Iron Molders’ Union No. 198, of Mansfield; Tron 
Molders’ Union No. 432, of Cincinnati; Local Union No. 437, 
Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Portsmouth; Standard 
Lodge, No. 702, International Association of Machinists, of 
Cleveland, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to restrict immigration; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Marion 
and Dayton, in the State of Ohio, protesting against the ratifica- 
tion of the Isle of Pines treaty; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Butler Grange, No. 993, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Salem, Ohio, and a petition of the 
Postal Progress League of San Franciseo, Cal., praying for the 
passage of the so-called“ parcels-post bill;” which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Ohio State Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, praying for the enactment of legislation to re- 
move the duty on denaturized alcohol; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Grocers’ Associa- 
tion of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called 
“ pure-food bill; ” which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Business Men’s Club of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the ratification of a reciprocity 
treaty between the German Empire and the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Coshocton, 
Ohio, praying for the ratification of international arbitration 
treaties; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Conference of the Reor- 
ganized Church of Jesus Christ, of Akron, Ohio, praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REEÐ 
SMoor, a Senntor from the State of Utah; which was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of the Ideal Club of Fremont, of 
Sunday school children of Fremont, the Board of Trade of 


Marysville, the School Principals’ Association of Columbus, the 
Cosmopolitan Club of Fremont, and of sundry citizens of Cin- 
cinnati, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prevent the impending destruction of Niagara 
Falls on the American side by the diversion of the waters for 
manufacturing purposes; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented petitions of the Board of Trade of Green- 
ville, of the Live Stock Commission Merchants’ Association of 
Cincinnati, of the Receivers and Shippers’ Association of Day- 
ton, and of the Furniture Exchange of Cincinnati, all in the 
State of Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to en- 
large the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SCOTT presented petitions of Evelyn Council, No. 39, of 
Lucile; Freed Council, No. 105, of Freed; Chapel Council, No. 
174, of Riffle, and of Young America Council, No. 201, of Mor- 
gantown, all of the Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
in the State of West Virginia, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to restrict immigration and also for the revision of 
the laws governing naturalization; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McCREARY presented a petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Nicholasville, Ky., praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Tobasco Council, No. 29, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Berwick, Me., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigra- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. FRAZIER presented a memorial of the Grain Dealers’ 
Exchange of Nashville, Tenn., and a memorial of the Federation 
of Trades of Knoxville, Tenn., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission; which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Phoenix, Ariz., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for the admission of Arizona and New Mexico 
into the Union as one State; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Territories. 

He also presented petitions of Washington Council, of Nash- 
ville; of Local Council No. 36, of Briceville, and of Major Coun- 
cil, No. 46, of Greenback, all of the Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics, and of sundry citizens of Calhoun, Morris- 
town, Coal Creek, and Christiana, and of Typographical Union 
No. 426, American Federation of Labor, of Bristol, all in the 
State of Tennessee, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
restrict immigration; which were referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of Cumberland Division, No. 
473, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Tennessee, remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation to enlarge the pow- 
ers of the Interstate Commerce Commission ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. KITTREDGE presented a petition of the Commercial 
Club, of Lead, S. Dak., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“ Esch-Townsend railroad rate bill;“ which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Wells and McComas 
Council, No. 6, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of 
East Alton, III., praying for the enactment of legislation requir- 
ing uniformity of naturalization certificates; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Granville, 
III., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigra- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Kenney, Ill, praying for an investi- 
gation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. KNOX presented petitions of Council No, 66, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Carnegie; Welcome Coun- 
cil, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Pittsburg; 
Coalmont Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Coalmont; Charles A. Gerasch Council, Junior Order United 
American Mechanies, of Kutztown; Mahoning Council, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Punxsutawney; Steelton 
Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Steelton; 
Western Council, Junior Order United American Mechanies, of 
Belle Vernon; Sherwood Council, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Pittsburg; Tunkhannock Council, Junior Or- 
der United American Mechanics, of Tunkhannock; Wanamie 
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Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Wanamie ; 
Damascus Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of Damascus; Mount Pisgah Council, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Mauch Chunk; Lewisburg Council, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Lewisburg; Ho- 
boken Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Ho- 
boken ; New Tripoli Grand Council, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Tripoli; Sargeant Wyant Council, Junior Or- 
der United American Mechanics, of Oakridge; Moses Taylor 
Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Scranton ; 
General McClelland Council, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics; Orient Council, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics; South Side Council, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics; America Council, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to restrict immigration; which were re- 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Reading, 
Baldwin, and West Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the passage of the so-called “ ex-prisoners of 
war pension bill;” which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the Ladies’ Library Club of 
Athens; of Sarah C. Neilson, of Philadelphia, and of the Dela- 
ware County Woman’s Suffrage Association, of Swarthmore, all 
in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prevent the impending destruction of Niagara Falls 
on the American side by the diversion of the waters for manu- 
facturing purposes; which were referred to the Committee on 
Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented petitions of the Young Men’s Christian As- 
sociation of Easton, of the Home Missionary Society of Mc- 
Keesport, of the Germantown Branch of the Christian Endeavor 
Society of Germantown, and of the Woman’s Home Missionary 
Society of Sewickley, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors in all Government buildings, grounds, and ships; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Young Men’s Christian 
‘Association of Easton, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Indian 
Territory when admitted to statehood; which was referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented petitions of William Spencer, of Erie; 
‘Asher Miner, of Wilkes-Barre, and of the Board of Trade of 
Bradford, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called Lodge bill, providing for the reorganization 
of the consular service; which were referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of Raymond Koehler, of Kings- 
ton; of R. P. Brodhead, of Kingston; of F. J. Coates, of Coch- 
ranville, and of sundry citizens of Philadelphia, all in the State 
of Pennsylvania, and of the International Council of Women 
for Christian and Patriotic Service, of New York City, N. Y., 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against the Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented petitions of Mooresville Council, 
No. 89, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Moores- 
ville; of Stokesdale Council, No. 91, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Stokesdale; of Reckingham Council, 
No. 131, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Rocking- 
ham; of Randleman Council, No. 31, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Randleman; of North State Council, No. 34, 
Junior Order United American Mechanies, of Burlington; of 
Cannonsville Council, No. 25, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Concord; of Greensboro Council, No. 13, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Greensboro; of Dilworth 
Council, No. 12, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Charlotte, and of Henrietta Council, No. 61, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Henrietta, all in the State of North 
Carolina, praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict 
immigration; which were referred to the Committee on Immi- 

tion. 
3 CRANE presented a memorial of the American Humane 
Education Society and the Massachusetts Society for the Pre- 
vention of Cruelty to Animals, remonstrating against an in- 
crease in the number of hours required in the interstate trans- 
portation of live stock; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a petition of Ben Miller Council, 
No. 11, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Danbury, 


Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immi 
gration; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SCOTT. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2801) 
to withhold from sale a portion of the Fort Brady Military 
Reservation, at Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., to ask that the com- 
mittee be discharged from its further consideration, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds will be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill and it will be re 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT subsequently said: In regard to the bill I just 
asked to have referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
the author of the bill would like to have it go back to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds because it is to with 
hold from sale a part of a military reservation that has already 
been authorized to be sold. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is a military reservation the sale of 
which has been already authorized. The bill proposes to re 
serve for the uses of a public building a quantity of land that 
is to be exempted from the sale and kept for a public building. 
I think it properly belongs to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill will be 
recommitted to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 92) to establish a fish-cultural station in the State 
of Idaho; and 

A bill (S. 284) to establish a fish-cultural station in the State 
of Rhode Island. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 2872) for the 
relief of the French Trans-Atlantic Cable Company; which was 
read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1345) to provide for the reorganization of the consular 
service of the United States, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Nayal Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1804) providing for the use of 
certified checks to secure compliance with proposals and con- 
tracts for naval supplies, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 577) granting to the State of Idaho 
50,000 acres of land to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and 
maintenance of the Idaho State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 608) granting to the 
State of Wyoming 50,000 acres of land to aid in the continuation, 
enlargement, and maintenance of the Wyoming State Soldiers 
and Sailors’ Home, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2873) granting an increase of pension to James 
Blue; 

A bill (S. 2874) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
S. Wainwright; and 

A bill (S. 2875) granting an increase of pension to A. B. 
Leeper. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 2876) for the relief of Elizabeth L. W. Bailey, ad- 
ministratrix of the estate of Davis W. Bailey, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 2877) increasing the penalty for certain offenses in 
the District of Columbia (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. SUTHERLAND introduced a bill (S. 2878) to establish an 
assay office at Salt Lake City, State of Utah; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
raa, twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
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A hess (S. 2879) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Hog 
A “pill (S. 2880) granting an increase of pension to James C. 
ad; 


ia Li (S. 2881) granting an increase of pension to Samuel N. 


A bim (S. 2882) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
Johnson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2883) granting an increase of pension to John Alves 
(with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 2884) granting a pension to Earl V. Williamson 
(with accompanying papers). 

Mr. GEARIN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2885) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
F. MeKkubbin; 

A bill (S. 2886) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Hoffman; and 

A bill (S. 2887) granting increase of pensions to soldiers 
and widows of the Indian wars, under the acts of July 27, 1892, 
and act June 27, 1902. 

Mr. WARNER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2888) granting an increase of pension to Philo M. 
Russell ; 

A bill (S. 2889) granting an increase of pension to John 
Dixon; and 

A bill (S. 2890) granting a pension to Alexander Ross. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 2891) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of John Esseltine; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2892) for the relief of the heirs of Jean Baptiste 
Malvean, deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2893) for the relief of the estate of Louis Malvean, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2894) for the relief of the estate of Jean Louis Mal- 
vean, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2895) for the relief of the estate of Blaize Motte, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2896) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Gra- 
dengo, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2897) for the relief of the estate of Jean Baptiste 
Rabot, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2898) for the relief of G. S. Cheves; 

A bill (S. 2899) for the relief of Florimand Izard; 

A bill (S. 2900) for the relief of the estate of Jean Marie 
Tatin, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2901) for the relief of the estate of Emile Lambert, 
decensed ; 

A bill (S. 2002) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Moncla, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2903) for the relief of the estate of George Neck, sr., 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2904) for the relief of Alonzo L. Boyer; 

A bill (S. 2905) for the relief of the estate of Oneziphor Dela- 
houssaye, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2906) for the relief of the estate of James R. Young, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2907) for the relief of Pierre Breaux; 

A bill (S. 2908) for the relief of Mrs. Katherine Smith; 

A bill (S. 2909) for the relief of the estate of Raphael Segura, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2910) for the relief of Sylvester Chevalier; 

A bill (S. 2911) for the relief of Arvillien Broussard ; 

A bill (S. 2912) for the relief of Bennett Lilly; 

A bill (S. 2913) for the relief of the estates of Henry Vedrine 
and Alexis Hebert, both deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2914) for the relief of. Julien Semere ; 

A bill (S. 2915) for the relief of the estate of Edward Sigur, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2916) for the relief of Mrs. E. C. McIntyre; 

A bill (S. 2917) for the relief of the estate of C. E. Booty, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 2918) for the relief of the estate of Louis Baron, 
deceased ; 

A bill (s. 2919) for isd Jal of the estate of R. J. Packer, de- 
ceased, and Mrs. R. V. 

A bill (S. 2920) for the relief of Mrs. Lucy Moore; 


A bill (S. 2921) for the relief of the estate of Francois La- 
glaize, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2922) for the relief of the estate of William Griffith, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2923) for the relief of James Goodwin ; 

A bill (S. 2924) for the relief of the estate of George W. 
Dyson, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 2925) for the relief of the estate of Francois Dor- 
menon, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 2926) for the relief of the estate of Morty Lynch, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 2927) for the relief of Francois Jefferson ; 

A bill (S. 2928) for the relief of the estate of Henry J. Heard, 
deceased ; 

A bill is. 2929) for the relief of the estate of Louis Vuagnat, 
deceased ; 

A bill is. 2930) for the relief of the estate of Adelon Vigues, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 2931) for the relief of the heirs of Cyrus Ratliff, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 2932) for the relief of E. A. Givens; 

A bill (S. 2933) for the relief of the estate of H. Pierce, de- 


ceased ; 

A bill (S. 2934) for the relief of the estate of Jacob A. Wolf- 
son, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2035) for the relief of the estate of Phillip Poste, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 2936) for the relief of the estate of Jacob Israel, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 2937) for the relief of the estate of Emile Rost, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 2938) for the relief of the estate of Patrick McCor- 
mack, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2939) for the relief of the estate of Francis M. Fisk, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2940) for the relief of W. G. Wheeler ; 

A bill (S. 2941) for the relief of the estates of Martha Keller 
and Jacob Keller, both deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2942) for the relief of M. W. Stewart; 

A bill (S. 2943) for the relief of the estate of John R. Temple, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2944) for the relief of Washington West; 

A bill (S. 2945) for the relief of the estate of Mary A. Mere- 
dith, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2946) for the relief of the estate of John East, de- 
ceased; and 

A bill (S. 2947) for the relief of the estate of William Burgess, 
deceased. 

Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 2948) to amend section 1 of 
the act approved March 3, 1905, providing for an additional 
associate justice of the supreme court of Arizona, and for other 


purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2949) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John D. Copps; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2950) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph E. Stines; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 2951) for the relief of 
John Scott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

Fat bill (S. 2952) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Gipson 
A bill (S. 2953) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
ey aah and 
<a A bil (S. 2954) granting an increase of pension to Hanna 

elc 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2955) granting a pension 
to Charles M. Snyder; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2956) to amend sec- 
tion 617 of the Code of Laws for the District of Columbia, relat- 
ing to corporations; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALLEE introduced a bill (S. 2957) to correct the military 
record of John C. Carroll, alias John T. Johnson; which was 
5 by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs, 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 2958) to refer the claims for the 
Saugus and Napa to the Court of Claims; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2959) granting an increase of 
pension to William R. Gallion; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2960) granting an increase of 
pension to William T. Davis; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 2961) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide for the adjudication and payment 
of claims arising from Indian depredations,“ approved March 
8, 1891; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. CRANE introduced a bill (S. 2962) to establish in the 
Department of the Interior a bureau to be known as the Chil- 
dren’s Bureau; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2963) to further increase the 
efficiency of the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2964) for the relief of the L. S. 
Watson Manufacturing Company, of Leicester, Mass.; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2965) to authorize the 
construction of a steam tug for use at the naval coaling station, 
City Point, San Francisco Bay, California; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Nayal 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2966) for the protection of ani- 
mals, birds, and fish in the forest reserves, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. FRAZIER introduced a bill (S. 2967) for the relief of 
the Church of Christ, of Lavergne, Tenn.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CRANE (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. 
R. 19) declaring the policy of the Government of the United 
States in reference to the Philippine Islands; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Phil- 
ippines. A 

ASSISTANT CLERK OF COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS. 


Mr. FULTON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the 1 of the assistant clerk to the Committee on 
Claims, authorized by resolution of December 12, 1901, at $1,440 per 
annum, be, and it is hereby, increased to $2,1 
effect January 1, 1906. 


EMPLOYEES OF PANAMA CANAL COMMISSION, ETC. 


Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, is the morning business over? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 
If not, the morning business is closed. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I move that the Senate now proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (S. 88) for preventing the manufac- 
ture, sale, or transportation of adulterated or misbranded or 
poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, and liquors, 
and for regulating traffic therein, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated by 


him. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator from 
Idaho to yield to me a few minutes for the consideration of the 
resolution which I introduced on yesterday, in reference to sal- 
aries in Panama. : 

Mr. GORMAN. It comes up in order. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It comes up in order, I think. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I understand the Senator desires to bring 
up a resolution of which he has given notice? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to make just a few remarks. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is not a matter that will result in pro- 
tracted discussion? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think not, sir. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not desire to yield for any great length 
of time, but will cheerfully yield for the consideration of a res- 
olution that will 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think this is the regular order anyhow, 
Mr. President. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I think it is in order at any 
time after the morning business to call up for consideration—I 
am not asking unanimous consent—General Orders on the Cal- 
endar. But I do not desire to antagonize the Senator for a 
reasonable length of time. 


00 per annum, to take 


Mr. FRYE. Was the Senator’s resolution offered yesterday? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. And it took its place on the table? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes. 

Mr. FRYE. Then it would this morning be laid before the 
Senate for consideration under the rule. 

Mr. SIMMONS. So I supposed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the reso- 
lution did not go over under objection. It was laid on the table 
can 2 request of the Senator from North Carolina subject to his 
call. 
Mr. FRYE. To be called up at any time? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I stated that I would call it up for consid- 
eration this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho was rec- 
ognized by the Chair and has the floor. Does he yield to the 
Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I would cheerfully yield to the Senator 
from North Carolina for anything except a resolution that will 
involve protracted discussion or proceed for an indefinite 
length of time. I am very anxious that the measure I have 
called up shall be taken up at an early day for consideration. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will say to the Senator from Idaho that I 
do not think this resolution will provoke any discussion. I sim- 
ply desire to make a short statement, and I do not believe there 
will be any opposition from any source to the passage of the 
resolution. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will yield with the understanding that if 
it involves any considerable amount of discussion I shall ask 
that we proceed under the regular order, which, as I under- 
stand it, is the bill which I have now called up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 
asks that the resolution which he introduced yesterday be now 
considered. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask, merely as a question of 
order, whether, if a Senator introduces a resolution and re- 
quests that it lie upon the table subject to his call, it is not his 
right to make that call at any time. Under the rule it would 
come up of itself; and he simply reserves that right to such 
time as he chooses to exercise it. I merely ask for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that he is of 
opinion that if the Senator from North Carolina had been first 
recognized for the purpose of calling up his resolution he would 
have been in order and his resolution would be entitled to prece- 
dence. But the Senator from Idaho was recognized by the 
Chair first and his motion was stated to the Senate, and is now 
the business before the Senate. The Senator from Idaho now 
yields his right to the Senator from North Carolina for the con- 
sideration of his resolution provided it does not lead to long 
debate. The resolution of the Senator from North Carolina 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Sramons, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is berst directed 
to send to the Senate the names, and compensation received by each, 
of every officer, agent, erorar, counsel, solicitor, or other employee 
of the Panama Canal Commission and the Panama Railroad Company 
as of date December 1, 1905, where the salary or compensation is 
$3,000 per annum or over; also the names, salaries, allowances, and 
expenditures of the board of consulting engineers. 


Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I do not desire or intend to 
enter upon any discussion of salaries and methods on the Isth- 
mus in connection with the construction of the canal. In fact, 
I do not think the Senate or the country is in possession of 
sufficiently full and reliable information upon those subjects 
to discuss them with entire fairness to all concerned. In offer- 
ing this resolution I have no desire to provoke agitation and 
discussion, and I have no desire to embarrass anybody. My 
only purpose is to secure for the use of the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals, of which I am a member, for the Senate and for 
the country such information as the records of the War Depart- 
ment may disclose upon this subject. 

Mr. President, I want it distinctly understood, so far as I am 
concerned, that while I possibly disagree with the President 
and the Administration with reference to certain things con- 
nected with the policies being pursued upon the Isthmus and in 
connection with this question of salaries, neither now or at 
any other time in the future do I intend to engage in any cap- 
tious criticism of the present or any future Administration that 
may be charged with the construction of the canal, concerning 
its policies there, or salaries paid, or anything else. My feeling 
toward that great work is one of sympathy and not of antag- 
onism. 

Now, in this matter of salaries, concerning which I have in- 
troduced the resolution, I feel, and I think the American people 
feel, that owing to the greater cost of living upon the Isthmus, 
owing to the great hardships and inconvenience that those who 
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live there have to endure, and especially owing to the great dan- 
ger to the health and to life of people of our race who live upon 
the Isthmus, the officials and the employees of the Government 
there are entitled not only to liberal consideration, but to sym- 
pathetic consideration in the matter of salaries as well as in 
many other things. 

But, Mr. President, there is a difference, there is a broad dif- 
ference, between liberality and extravagance, between gener- 
osity and waste; and there is a liberality and a generosity 
which makes for waste—which benefits nobody, neither the giver 
nor the receiver; and while I believe that the American people 
will stand for and are willing to be taxed to pay to the officials 
and employees engaged in the work salaries which under all the 
eriditions and influencing circumstances are liberally remuner- 
ative not only for the work which they may perform, but the 
hardships which they may endure and the dangers which they 
may incur, I do not believe that the American people are in any 
humor to tolerate or even to countenance any extravagance or 
waste or graft or scandal in connection with the prosecution of 
this great work. 

I hold in my hand here, Mr. President, a publication. It is 
the New York Independent, I believe a weekly publication, con- 
taining an article written by Mr. Poultney Bigelow, a man of 
character, as I am advised, who has recently visited the Isthmus 
for the purpose of studying the facts and conditions connected 
with our operations there. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator state to the Senate how long 
Mr. Bigelow was on the Isthmus studying conditions? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I am not advised. 

Mr. LODGE. I will inform the Senator that he was there 
from Noyember 29 to December 1. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I hope, Mr. President, that while be was 
there his investigations were directed in a way to find out the 
truth, more so than seems to have been, according to Mr. Bige- 
low’s statement, the investigations of the Secretary of War 
while he was upon the Isthmus. 

Mr. LODGE. He was there twenty-eight hours. I merely 
wanted to get in the length of time he devoted to the investi- 


gation. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Within that length of time reasonable in- 
formation might be obtained with reference to the conditions at 
Colon and Panama, and it is chiefly with reference to the con- 
ditions at these two cities that Mr. Bigelow speaks. 

But, Mr. President, it is not my purpose to say that Mr. 
Bigelow’s statements are true. I hope that they are not true. 
I was merely proposing to state the fact that this gentleman of 
character, who had gone to the Isthmus for the purpose of 
making these investigations, had written this article containing 
certain charges, which I hope are not true and which I am 
inclined to think exaggerate the situation; for if true, conditions 
there are scandalous and a reproach to the Administration and 
the country. 

The fact is, Mr. President, this publication became so popular 
by reason of its containing this article that on Saturday evening 
when I went into nearly every book and news store in this town to 
secure it I ascertained that the whole issue which had been 
sent here had been disposed of, and many of the stores had 
ordered extra copies, so that I only succeeded in getting it 
yesterday. I cite that fact merely for the purpose of showing 
that these and similar charges which have appeared in the press 
of the country have found lodgment in the public mind, and that 
the people are considering them, and not for the purpose of 
asserting or of attempting to support their accuracy or truth. 
If the Senator from Massachusetts will wait he will see that I 
am not in sympathy with these and similar charges and that 
my attitude toward the Administration in the prosecution is not 
hostile. 

Mr. LODGE. I have not read the article. I have read pre- 
vious articles of Mr. Bigelow, but I have not read this one. I 
merely wish to ask the Senator if he thinks that a stay on the 
Isthmus from November 29 to December 1 is really a sufficient 
time to master the whole subject thoroughly. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly, Mr. President, not the whole con- 
dition on the Isthmus. 

Mr. LODGE. Or to make a report which is of the slightest 
value. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It might be of very great value as to the con- 
ditions existing at Colon and Panama, the chief stations on the 
Isthmus, to which points this investigation was directed. In 
the three days, Mr. President, during which this gentleman was 
on the Isthmus he directed his investigations, as I gathered 


from the article to which I referred, chiefly to the conditions 
in Colon and in Panama; and he makes the statement that dur- 
ing that time he visited and inspected all the important streets 
and quarters in these cities; that he went to the camps where 
our laborers are housed; that he visited various and sundry 
employees and officials in both cities, and that he had many 
conferences with leading business men in those cities with ref- 
erence to the actual conditions on the Isthmus. Statements 
made by such a man under such circumstances are not to be 
brushed aside, and when taken in connection with other press 
criticism of somewhat similar import will receive respectful 
consideration. 

Mr. President, the charge is made by Mr. Bigelow in this 
article that Panama is full of incompetent and grossly inefficient 
officials—men in positions of authority for which they are 
utterly unfit, some of these positions requiring expert knowl- 
edge while the occupants possess no expert knowledge. He 
charges further, together with many other much more serious 
things perhaps, which I shall not allude to now because they 
are not pertinent to the line of argument I wish to pursue, 
that there are officials on the Isthmus who are overpaid, and 
that there are on the other hand some who are underpaid, ac- 
cording as the official may possess a political or an official pull. 
In general effect he charges a state of official inefficiency and 
demoralization on the Isthmus. 

Mr. President, as I said before I do not mean to assert the 
truth or accuracy of these charges, but I do mean to assert 
here upon this floor that there is in the public mind of this 
country the impression that there is something radically wrong 
in the administration of affairs upon the Isthmus, and that 
there is enough before the public to beget a wish and demand 
for a thorough and searching inyestigation into the facts, with 
a view to ascertaining the true conditions that now exist upon 
the Isthmus. 

Of course, Mr. President, I understand that in the expendi- 
ture of so vast a sum of money as will be required to construct 
the Panama Canal it is perhaps not to be expected that there 
will be no extravagance, no waste, no graft, no scandal. It 
would be very remarkable if we should escape these things in 
connection with the expenditure of this great sum of money; 
and if these things do occur, but only in isolated cases and 
infrequently, followed with frank avowal and speedy remedy, I 
do not think the American people will be disposed to be hyper- 
critical about the matter. 

But, Mr. President, it is the duty of the Administration, in 
my judgment, and especially is it the duty of the Congress, 
charged with the appropriation of the people’s money to carry 
on this work, to take every possible precaution to guarantee 
as far as possible the public service against these things. It 
is probable that no amount of vigilance on the part of the 
Administration or Congress can altogether prevent these things, 
but if they can not be avoided they can be minimized. If the 
Administration does not take the precautions, if the Congress 
does not take these precautions, then, Mr. President, criticism, 
harsh criticism, and just criticism of both the Administration 
and Congress will come from the people whose money and pride 
are involved in this great enterprise. 

Mr. President, the President of the United States has sent us 
a message, in which he assures us that these statements, with 
reference to extravagance and incompetence and general official 
demoralization in the Isthmus, are not true. I hope the Presi- 
dent is correctly informed and advised. I congratulate him 
upon the position which for himself he has taken in this matter. 
He has said to the country that, so far as he is concerned, he is 
in the open about it, that he has no concealment, that he courts 
the fullest investigation. What, then, is the duty of Congress; 
what, then, is the duty of the Senate with reference to this 
matter? When the President says that these charges are not 


true and demands an investigation, is the Senate, is the Congress 


going to refuse to make that investigation, when it is the only 
body which can make an investigation which can probe this mat- 
ter to the bottom, ascertain what the truth is, and give the pub- 
lic the benefit of that information, so that through the instru- 
mentality of publicity, which will be our best guaranty against 
graft and fraud and corruption down there, we may imine- 
diately apply the great corrective remedy of public opinion to 
the situation—not a public opinion based upon idle gossip; not 
a public opinion based upon interested and unfounded charges, 
but a public opinion based upon the facts, the real facts of the 
situation. 

In my opinion it is the duty of Congress in the existing condi- 
tion to apply the probe, to ascertain the facts and give them to 
the people, so that a just and righteous public opinion may be 
created in this country, and that our officials upon the Isthmus 
may understand that the eyes of the public in America are upon 
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them, and that if they are guilty of wrongdoing upon the Isthmus 
that wrongdoing will bring upon them the same disgrace and 
the same condign punishment that would follow similar wrong- 
doing in this country. 

My purpose in asking the indulgence of the Senate this morn- 
ing was that, while expressing my sympathy with the Admin- 
istration in this work and my wish to uphold its hands without 
eaptious criticism, I thought it the duty of Congress to make 
this investigation, to the end that the truth might be known 
and that the public service might be relieved of the embarrass- 
ment of these inisrepresentations, if they are such, and that our 
officials on the Isthmus might be put on notice that they are 
not too far away to escape notice and punishment if they shall 
prove unfaithful. 

Mr. President, in conclusion—and I have said more than I 
intended to say, for I did not expect to make a statement of more 
than two minutes when I got the floor—I wish to say that this 
great constructive work, the greatest which this nation has eyer 
undertaken, the greatest, perhaps, which any nation in the 
world has ever undertaken, was not undertaken in pursuance 
of a Republican policy or in pursuance of a Democratic policy ; 
it was undertaken at the behest of the people of this country. 
I do not think that I should be very far from the truth if I 
were to say that this Government has never undertaken any 
great work of a constructive character in all its history in 
which the people were so thoroughly united and sympathetic as 
they are as to this work. If success shall attend our efforts 
upon the Isthmus, neither of the great political parties in this 
country will be entitled to preferential credit for that success. 
If failure shall attend our efforts in this regard, neither party, 
in my judgment, will be entitled to more blame than the other, 
unless our operations on the Isthmus shall, like those of the 
French Company, be characterized by extravagance and graft 
and corruption. In that case, of course, the party responsible 
for that extravagance and graft and corruption would be justly 
saddled with the responsibility and odium of our failure. 

So far as I am concerned, I hope that nothing has trans- 
pired on the Isthmus up to this time to bring discredit upon the 
enterprise in which we are there engaged. I hope that nothing 
has occurred there to bring reproach upon this Government; and 
I want to say right now if the present Administration, or any 
other future Administration charged with the duty of building 
this canal, shall do well down there, or shall do eyen fairly well 
down there, so far as I am concerned as a member of the Inter- 
oceanic Canal Committee, as a member of this Senate, and as a 
citizen, I shall, without regard to party or party advantage, up- 
hold that Administration though it may be one to which I do not 
belong and with which upon general lines I have no sympathy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What disposition does the Senator 
desire to have made of the resolution? s 

Mr. SIMMONS. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

The motion was agreed to. 


POTOMAC RIVER MEMORIAL BRIDGE. 


Mr. HEYBURN obtained the floor. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President 

Mr. HEYBURN. I yield with pleasure to the Senator from 
Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, after conference with the Sena- 
tor from Idaho, he has kindly consented that I may call up the 
bill (S. 1873) to provide for the construction of a memorial 
bridge across the Potomac River from Washington to the 
Arlington estate property. 

This bill has several times passed this body and has the in- 
dorsement of the Administration. I ask unanimous consent that 
it may be taken up. I think it will occupy but a few moments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
named by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is an important bill to be considered at 
this time, and one which I think will lead to some debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa objects. 

Mr. DANIEL. Before the bill goes over, I wish to submit 
the amendments which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
amendments intended to be proposed by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. DANIEL] will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the bill, on page 1, 
line 5, by striking out the word “of” and inserting the words 
“upon or near;” in the same line, after the word “the,” by 
inserting the word “ old,” and in lines 5 and 6, by striking out 
the words “or adjacent thereto;“ so that if amended the bill 
will read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre' 
and directed to cause to be construct 


of War is hereby authorized 
a memorial bridge from the 


most convenient point upon or near the old Naval Observatory grounds 
across the Potomac River to the most convenient point of the Arlington 
estate property, the said bridge to be constructed on a plan to be 
approved by a board composed of the Sorrera of War, the President 
pro tempore of the Senate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
the ch an of the Committee on the District of Columbia of the 
Senate, and the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia 
of the House of Representatives, and not to cost more than $5,000,000. 
And the Secretary of War is authorized to expend so much of the 
amount hereinafter appropriated as may be necessary for the purpose 
in securing and determining on a proper plan, opening the competition 
to all who may desire to submit plans. 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $500, , or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of securing and determining on 
oe plan and to commence the construction of said memorial 

ridge. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made to the present 


consideration of the bill, it will go over. 


PURE-FOOD BILL. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I now renew my motion that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 88) for preventing the 
manufacture, sale, or transportation of adulterated or mis- 
branded or poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, and 
liquors, and for regulating traffic therein, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I submit that this bill is one 
of very great interest to all the people of the country in their 
homes and home life. I think it is only a question in this body 
as to whether this bill accomplishes what this body desires to 
accomplish. It is merely a question as to whether its provisions 
are fair to all of the people, those who manufacture, those who 
sell, and those who use the ordinary commodities of life. Com- 
mittees of this body have been endeavoring for many years to 
reach a conclusion and to formulate a bill that would accom- 
plish this purpose, and we sincerely hope that we have reached 
that point. 

It has seemed to the committee in presenting this bill that the 
first consideration was to prevent the manufacture of articles 
that were deleterious to health and to prevent the combination of 
articles that would deceive and defraud the public. That was 
the primary object of the committee in preparing this bill. 

Mr. President, I shall occupy but a few moments of the Sen- 
ate’s time in stating the general features of this bill. It has 
not been read, and perhaps it will not be necessary to take the 
time needed to read it, inasmuch as it will be considered prac- 
tically by sections. 

The first section of the bill provides that it shall be unlawful 
to manufacture forbidden or proscribed articles. It prescribes 
a fine and imprisonment against the manufacturer of such ar- 
ticles; it provides that for the first offense the party shall be 
fined not to exceed $500, or shall be sentenced to one year's 
imprisonment or both such fine and imprisonment, in the discre- 
tion of the court, and for each subsequent offense on conviction 
he shall be fined not less than $1,000 or sentenced to one year’s 
imprisonment or both, at the discretion of the court. That 
applies to the manufacturer who makes and sells such articles. 

Section 2 of the bill provides against the introduction of for- 
bidden articles from one State or Territory or district or insular 
possession into another jurisdiction, and prescribes practically 
the same fine for the introduction of the articles as it does for 
the manufacture of them. 

Then there is a new feature to this bill that has not been 
heretofore embodied in any bill that has been introduced, so 
far as I know, in regard to the manner of the execution of the 
law. Section 2, on page 3, provides: 

That in the case of any violation of the provisions of the foregoing 
two sections by any corporation, the fines and penalties imposed there- 
for may be enforced against the officers of such corporation personally 
responsible for such violation, and any violation of any of the provi- 
sions of this act by any corporation shall be deemed to be the act of 
the officer of such corporation 5 responsible therefor, and such 
officer may be punished for such violation as though such violation 
was the personal act of such officer. 

That is a new feature in bills of this kind. It was intended 
to obviate the possibility of escape by the officers of a corpora- 
tion under a plea, which has been more than once made, that 
they did not know that this was being done on the credit of or 
on the responsibility of the corporation. 

There is another innovation, or rather a new feature, in the 
beginning of section 8, which provides a different method for 
the collection of specimens from which to make a determination 
as to the character of the article. Heretofore it was provided 
that this should be done under rules and regulations made by 
the Secretary of Agriculture; but we find, as a practical 
matter, that the Secretary of Agriculture can not make and 
enforce rules in the other coordinate bureaus of the Govern- 
ment. So it is provided here— 


That the Secretary of the Treasury, the Bacay of 


culture, 
and the Secretary of Commerce and bor shall 


orm rules 
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and 8 for the collection and examination of specimens of 
foods, drugs, medicines, and liquors manufactured or offered for sale 
in the Distriet-of Columbia, or in any other district, Territory, or 
os rape hitia of the United States, or which shail be offe 

It provides that those three Departments—the Treasury, Ag- 
riculture, and Commerce and Labor—shall make rules jointly 
covering the manner of collecting specimens for determination. 
That became necessary from a consideration of the applica- 
tion of those several Departments to the subject-matter of this 
bill. We find that the Treasury Department must make its 
investigations at the custom-houses and other branches particu- 
Jarly under its control; and it would be neither right nor proper 
that any Department of the Government should undertake to 
make rules to be executed by another Departmeut of the Govern- 
ment. So that the Secretary of the Treasury, cooperating with 
the Secretary of Agriculture and the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor, will make rules sufficient for the execution of the 
purposes of this act so far as the collection of specimens is 
concerned. That was the object of requiring the joint action 
of these three Departments of the Government. It did not ap- 
pear that any other Departments of the Government than those 
three would be necessarily involved in the collection of these 
specimens. 

Then it is provided that, after such specimens are collected, 
the determination shall be made by the Bureau of Chemistry of 
the Department of Agriculture. While we have minor bureaus 
of chemistry under the Government, yet the combination of ac- 
commodations for that purpose is in the Department of Agricul- 
ture. The peculiar functions of that Department require a more 
thorough equipment than that of anyi other Department of the 
Government. So that after these specimens are collected, they 
are all submitted to the determination of the Bureau of Chem- 
istry in the Department of Agriculture. 

Another new feature in this bill is that we have separated 
liquors from foods. Heretofore the proposed measures Have 
denominated all liquors, wines, and so forth as food. It did not 
appear to the committee reporting this bill that they should be 
so classified. Liquor is not a food necessary for the mainte- 
nance or sustenance of the human frame. If anything, it is a 
luxury. But, however much difference of opinion there may be 
upon that subject, it was eminently unfair to that great portion 
of the people who do not believe that liquor is a necessity, to 
classify liquors with foods in determining a great question of 
this kind. So we have separated them, and, as an independent 
part of this bill, provided for a method appropriate to the de- 
termination of the standard of purity and helpfulness of liquors. 

Those are the new features of this proposed legislation. The 
spirit of the bill is erystallized—if that is an appropriate 
term—in the responsibility that is primarily placed upon the 
manufacturer of these forbidden articles. The first intendment 
of the bill is to prevent the making of them. Of course; we can 
not presume that the bill if enacted would be entirely successful 
in accomplishing that purpose. So we have provided that, if 
they are made and put upop the market, they may be detected 
and be driven from the market or excluded from sale. 

As to the necessity for this legislation, I think it would be a 
waste of time to do more than suggest it. Nearly every State 
in the Union, Mr. President, has a pure-food law. The States 
have undertaken to legislate upon this subject, with, I believe, 
but one or two exceptions. Some of the laws upon the subject 
are very meager; some of them are very local; some of them 
are adapted to the peculiar local interests of the people of the 
particular State, but, as a rule, the States have enacted intelli- 
gent and appropriate legislation upon this question. Their 
difficulty, which has been made plain to the committee, is that 
they can enforce the law only to the extent of the impure and 
adulterated products that are sent in unbroken packages within 
their borders from other States. There are a number of 
fraudulent articles that are under the ban of this legislation, 
not a pound or ounce of which is offered for sale in the State in 
which they are manufactured, because they sre provided 
against by the legislation of that State; but they are manu- 
factured in one State and sent to another in unbroken packages 
under the rule of law that is now established, perhaps forever. 
So that the State into which they are sent is helpless against 
the flood of these impure articles sent in unbroken packages 
under the protection of that rule of law and then offered for 
sale upon the retail market. 

It is impossible for a State effectively to enforce a pure-food 
law without the cooperation of the General Government. It 
is obvious that it is only the General Government that can pro- 
tect us from the influx of deleterious and poisonous articles 
from foreign countries. That must be done at the port of 
entry. There we stop such importations. There has been a 
law for this purpose on the statute book since 1848. That law 
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is enforced, I believe, fairly and, perhaps, as efficiently as it 
can be under existing statutes and rules, but the proposed leg- 
islation fortifies the law of 1848 in providing a better method 
and more efficient cooperation between the branches of the 
Government in carrying out the spirit and intent of that law. 

Then, again, the distribution of ports of entry in the United 
States is now such that a port of entry may be far inland, and 
to these ports come goods from foreign ports manufactured in 
foreign countries that are in violation not only of every prin- 
ciple of common honesty and fairness and against the safety 
and protection of the people, but in violation of the law of our 
land. ‘These importations go far inland to ports of entry in 
unbroken packages; there the lid is taken off and these dele- 
terious articles are abroad in the land. 

To what extent does this affect the efficiency and the ability 
to execute the law of a State having good laws on this subject? 
There are ports of entry in the West in States that prohibit 
the manufacture or sale or distribution of these impure articles 
and do so efficiently, except as against outside interference, 
There is the point of necessity for the cooperation of the Gen- 
eral Government with the States in the enforcement of this 
class of legislation. It is merely a question whether or not Con- 
gress will extend a helping hand for the enforcement of the 
laws of the States in the interest of the people so far as this 
class of imposition is concerned. 

I will not at this time undertake to enumerate the frauds per- 
petrated upon the people further than to state that, according 
to a statement which I have before me, received this morning, 
which is from an official source, in some of the great neighboring 
States more than 60 per cent of all the drugs that are offered on 
the market are fraudulent, and not only do they not possess the 
qualities for which the drug_is distinguished, or should be, but 
they are actually adulterated to such an extent that they are 
dangerous to be used. 

Perhaps during the consideration of this bill the details in 
regard to this matter may become necessary to be discussed; 
but at this time, assuming that it is obvious, that it is con- 
ceded, if the States of the Union have undertaken to protect 
their people against this kind of imposition, that Congress can 
not do less than to meet them halfway and to protect the States 
against the importation within their borders of foreign articles 
against which they deem it wise to protect their people, I do 
not consider it necessary to enter into that discussion now. 

The bill has been on the Calendar for some time, and there 
have been no amendments proposed to it other than one or two 
immaterial or small committee amendments, It is doubtless 
true that some Senators will have amendments to propose, but 
I think that with this opening statement I will submit for this 
time the bill to the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, before the Senator takes 
his seat—I am on the committee that reported the bill, but, un- 
fortunately, was not able to attend the meetings of the com- 
mittee—I will ask the Senator if in any amendments that have 
been made to the bill the provision that was so strongly op- 
posed, as I remember, by the late Senator from Connecticut, Mr. 
Platt, which, it was said, imposed hardships upon retailers of 
food and drugs, making them amenable to the law for selling 
what, in the very nature of things, they could not know were 
adulterated products—I will ask the Senator if any change has 
been made in the bill that places upon the mannfacturer the 
onus and penalizes him rather than the innocent retailer, who 
may not really haye been at fault? I have not had time to ex- 
amine the bill, Mr. President, I will say, and that is the reason 
I make the inquiry. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will say to the Senator that I think we 
have amply provided against that. The bill provides that where 
a retailer or any person other than the manufacturer can pro- 
duce a certificate from the manufacturer that the article is not 
adulterated it would be evidence of his haying purchased in 
good faith, and that he shall not be prosecuted, provided that he 
discloses the source from which he received the goods. Then 
the bill provides that the prosecution shall be against the party 
primarily responsible. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Which is the manufacturer? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Which is the manufacturer. The provision 
was introduced to cover that point, and, I think, does ade- 
quately cover it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President. 

Mr. HEYBURN. If the Senator will pardon me a moment— 
it also provides that the contents shall be disclosed upon the 
package. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Cray in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Idaho yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. HEYBURN. With pleasure. 
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Mr. SPOONER. I desire simply to ask a question. What 
different provision is made in this bill from the provision con- 
tained in the bill of last year as to imported articles? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The provision is redrawn. The Senator 
refers to medicines and drugs? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The bill contains all that was contained in 
the bill of last session with some additional provisions or re- 
strictions. But I would say to the Senator 

Mr. SPOONER. If the bill contains all—— 

Mr. HEYBURN. It contains the spirit of that bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the bill contains all that was in the bill 
of last session, I think there is objection to it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Well, it may be objectionable to the Sena- 
tor 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to be fair. I wish the Senator would 
indicate briefly, if he can, first, whether the structure of this 
bill and the theory upon which it is drawn ave the same as the 
bill of last year, and how far it differs from that bill in four 
or five particulars in which it was criticised by the then Sen- 
ator from Connecticut, Mr. Platt, and found objectionable by 
some of the rest of us. The Senator will remember the things 
which troubled us. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should be glad if the Senator would direct 
my attention to the particular part of the bill to which he 
refers. 

Mr. SPOONER. It would oblige me to direct the Senator’s 
attention to pretty much the whole bill. I thought he might 
state briefly the difference between this bill and the bill of last 

ear. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should be very glad to enter into a com- 
parative analysis of the bills, but I would suggest to the Sena- 
tor that unless there is some particular point in his mind with 
reference to the present bill it would be rather a fruitless thing. 

Mr. SPOONER.. My recollection, for instance, is that the old 
bill, so far as it, related to imported articles, made it dangerous 
for a merchant residing in the interior who had imported or 
who had purchased goods from an importer to rely upon the 
fidelity and utility of the investigation made under the Agri- 
cultural Department and by its agencies into this very matter 
of purity before the admission of the articles into the com- 
merce of this country. That was one point. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That would go to the penal clause of the 
bill. ` 

Mr. SPOONER. The whole bill went to penal clauses. The 
bill was one of penalties, as I presume this bill is, and as every 
bill upon the subject must be. The objection there was that 
it imposed a penalty which under certain circumstances was 
an unjust penalty. Suppose, under this bill, I import a box of 
drugs from a foreign country, which I understand is examined 
under existing law at the point of entry by the agents of the 
Agricultural Department 

Mr. HEYBURN. Of the Treasury Departinent. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of the Treasury Department, with refer- 
ence to its purity. Would I, under this bill, have any pro- 
tection against the penalty there, having based my subsequent 
action upon a belief that the agents of the Government had 
honestly discharged their duties, and that the fact that the ar- 
ticle had been permitted to leave the port of entry or the cus- 
tody of the Government officials, so as to come to me to be put 
into the commerce of the country, gave me good warrant, with- 
out liability of punishment, to put it on the market? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will answer the Senator that in order to 
cover just such cases this bill differs from the bill of last ses- 
sion in that in line 22, page 2, it uses the word “knowingly ” 
as applied to just such cases. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is one of the questions I wanted the 
Senator to answer and which he had not answered, but now 
has. That is a great improvement. 

Mr. HBEYBURN. Yes. The committee has been somewhat 
criticised for inserting the word “ knowingly,” but it was done 
to meet the objections made by the Senator on the former con- 
sideration of this bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. But there is a distinction as to the use of 
the word “knowingly” in that connection and the use of the 
word “knowingly in so far as it relates to the use of a product 
manufactured in this country. 

Mr. HEYBURN. We only use the word “knowingly ” as ap- 
plied to receiving within the Territories, States, etc. 

Mr. SPOONER. But there is a distinction between goods 
received from abroad, which have already been examined, or 
at least for which the Government has paid to have an exam- 
ination made, and goods going from one State into another 
State, which have not been subjected to governmental examina- 
tion. There a different rule might very well apply. 


Mr. HEYBURN. 
read the provision, 

Mr. LODGE. I suggest—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. If it would not interrupt the Senator, I sag- 
gest that the whole bill had better be read after the Senator 
has called attention to the clause he has in mind. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It has not been read. I did not ask that 
it be read. . 

Mr. LODGE. It will have to be read some time. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will understand me; I am not 
asking these questions out of any hostility to the bill. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I thoroughly understand that, and I am 
glad to have the attention of the Senate directed to these pro- 
visions in order that they may be made perfectly plain. 

I read from the provision beginning in line 18 on page 2: 

And any pemon; association of persons, or corporation who shall ship 
or deliver for shipment from any State, Territory, district, or insular 
possession to any other State, Territory, district, or insular possession, 
or shall export— 

There is no “knowingly” there. A man is bound to know 
what he himself does. The word “knowingly” is not used. 
The responsibility is upon every man to know that he is not 
going to injure his neighbor. But take the next sentence: 
or offer to export the same to a foreign country, or who shall know- 
ingly receive in any State, POETON district, or insular possession of 
the United States from any other State, Territory, district, or insular 

ession of the United States, or from any foreign country, or who, 
aving received— 

“Knowingly.” “ Knowingly ” is not in there, but the know- 
ingly ” I have used relates to the whole sentence— 
shall deliver in original, unbroken packages, or shall offer to deliver to 
— 0 other person, persons, or corporation any such article, shall be 

a SESE a misdemeanor and upon conviction for such offense shall be 

That was intended to meet the objection which was urged 
against innocent parties being made the victims of this legisla- 
tion, and the distinction was drawn clearly between the person 
whom the law presumes to know and the person who might be 
imposed upon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest in line 1, page 3, the insertion 
of the word“ knowingly ; “ so as to read, “or who having know- 
ingly received.” I think that is very important. 

Mr. HEYBURN. If the word is not carried clear through the 
sentence it might be well to repeat it, but I think on technical 
examination it will be found that the word is carried through- 
out the sentence. 

Mr. LODGE. It would do no harm to put it in. 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; and I shall not object to its insertion, 
because it is intended to be there. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course in a statute which carries penal- 
ties against the citizen, and plenty of them, we ought not to be 
so economical in the use of words as to engender the slightest 
possible doubt. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; I will move to amend it by inserting 
in line 1, on page 3, after the word “ haying,” the word “ know- 
ingly.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Idaho. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN. In reference to the importation of goods, I 
will say that our present law, so far as drugs and medicines and 
that class of articles are concerned, is a very good law, and it is 
enforced through the Treasury Department. The Treasury De- 
partment cooperates with the Bureau of Chemistry in the per- 
formance of its work, although it is equipped to a certain 
extent for the performance of independent work. I have not 
deemed it necessary, in drawing this bill, to go beyond the 
necessities outside of the provisions of existing law. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to offer three amendments to the bill, 
all to be printed on one sheet, and I ask to have them printed in 
the Record also. Then let them go over, so that they may be 
considered when the bill shall be voted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will 
printed and lie on the table. 

The amendments submitted by Mr. Loba are as follows: 

Insert on page 8, end of line 9: “ Provided further, That when in 
the preparation of food products for shipment they are preserved by an 
external application applied in such manner that the preservative is 
necessarily removed mechanically or by maceration in water or other- 
wise, the provisions of this act shall be construed as applying only 
when said products are ready for consum; tion.” 

On page 9, line 2, and after the word “character,” insert “and 
the amount of alcohol, if any, contained in them.” 


On page 10, end of line 6, after the word “ imitation,” insert “ and 
to show the amount, if any, of alcohol, contained in them.” 


With the permission of the Senator I will 


be 


` 
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Mr. SPOONER. I suggest that the bill be incorporated in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. It ought to be read. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not up for action. 
printed in the Recorp as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
asks that the bill be printed in to-morrow’s Rxconp. Is there 
objection? ‘The Chair hears none, and the bill will be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any 8 associa- 
tion of persons, or corporation within any Territory, District, or in- 
sular possession of the United States, to manufacture, sell, offer for 
sale, or deliver for shipment, or to cause to be delivered, shipped, or 
transported from within any State, Territory, District, or insular pos- 
session to any State, Territory, District, insular 88 or foreign 
country any article of food, drugs, medicines, or liquors which is adul- 
terated or misbranded, or which contains any poisonous or deleterious 
substance within the meaning of this act; and any person, association 
of persons, or corporations who shall violate any of the provisions of 
this section shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and for each offense 
shall, upon conviction thereof, be fined not to exceed $500, or shall be 
sentenced to one year’s imprisonment, or both such fine and imprison- 
ment, in the discretion of the court, and for each subsequent offense 
and conviction thereof shall be fined not less than $1,000, or sentenced 
to one year’s imprisonment, or both such fine and imprisonment, in the 
discretion of the court. 

Sec. 2. That the introduction into any State, Territory, District, or 
insular possession, from any other State, Territory, D ct, or Insular 
possession, or from any forei country, or the shipment to any for- 
cign country of any article of food or drugs which is adulterated or 
misbranded, deleterious or poisonous, within the meaning of this act, 
is hereby prohibited; and any person, ation of persons, or corpo- 
ration who shall ship or deliver for shipment from any State, Territory, 
District, or insular possession to any other State, rritory, District, 
or insular possession, or shall export or offer to export the same to a 
foreign country, or who shall knowingly receive in any State, Territory, 
District, or insular on of the United States from any other 
State, Territory, District, or insular possession of the United States, or 
from any foreign country, or who, having knowingly received, shall 
deliver in original unbroken packages, or shall offer to deliver to any 
other person, persons, or corporation any such article, shall be guilty 
of a misdemeanor and upon conviction for such offense shall be fined 
not exceeding $500 for the first offense, and upon conviction of each sub- 
sequent offense shall be fined not exceeding $500 or be imprisoned not 
exceeding one year, or both, in the discretion of the court. 

That in the case of any violation of the provisions of the fore: 
two sections by any corporation, the fines and penalties imposed there- 
for may be enforced against the officers of such corporation personally 
responsible for such violation, and any violation of any of the pro- 
visions of this act by any corporation shall be deemed to be the act of 
the officer of such corporation directly responsible therefor, and such 
officer may be punished for such violation as though such violation 
was the personal act of such officer. 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the 5 the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, and the Secretary of Commerce and bor shall make uniform 
rules and regulations for the collection and examination of specimens 
of foods, drugs, medicines, and liquors manufactured or offered for sale 
in the District of Columbia, or in any other district, Territory, or in- 
sular possession of the United States, or which shall be offered tor sale 
in unbroken packages in any State other than that in which they shall 
have been respectively manufactured or produced, or which shall be re- 
celved from any foreign country, or intended for shipment to any for- 
eign country, or which may be submitted for examination by the chief 
health officer of any State, Territory, DEEN or insular possession, and 
at any domestic or foreign port through which such product is offered 
for interstate commerce or for export or import between the United 
States and any foreign port or country. 

Sec. 4. That the examinations of specimens of foods, dru medi- 
cines, and liquors shall be made in the Bureau of Chemistry of the De- 

rtment of Agriculture, or under the direction and supervision of such 

ureau, for the purpose of determining from such examinations 
whether such article is adulterated or misbranded, or contains any 
poisonous or other substance deleterious to the health of human beings 
or domestic animals; and if it shall appear from any such examination 
that such specimens are adulterated or misbranded or contain any added 

isonous or deleterious substance or ingredient injurious to human 

ealth when used in the prescribed or usual manner of use of such ar- 
ticle, the Secretary of Agriculture shall cause notice thereof to be given 
to the parties from whom such samples were obtained, and public no- 
tice of the facts shall be given by publication in such manner as the 
rules and regulations mey prescribe to all other persons, association of 
persons, or corporations in whose ion like articles may be found 
or known to be that such article is within the provision of this act; 
and shall giye such party as may be char, with violation of this act 
an opportunity to be heard, under such rules and regulations as may be 
prescribed as aforesaid, and if after such hearing it is found that any 
of the provisions of this act have been violated by such 2 then 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall at once certify the facts to the proper 
United States district attorney, with a copy of the results of the analy- 
sis or the examination of such article, duly authenticated by the analyst 
or officer making such examination, under the oath of such officer. 

Sec. 5. That it shall be the duty of each district attorney to whom 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall report any violation of this act, 
or to whom any health officer or agent of any State, Territory, Dis- 
trict, or insular possession shall present satisfactory evidence of any 
such violation, to cause appropriate proceedings to be commenced and 

rosecuted in the yos courts of the United States, without delay, 
For the recovery of the fines and the enforcement of the penalties as 
in such case herein provided. 


DEFINITIONS, 


Sec. 6. That the term “drug” as used in this act shall include all 
medicines and preparations recognized in the United States Phar- 
macopœla or National Formulary for internal and external use; 
any substance intended to be used for the cure, mitigation, or prevyen- 
tion of disease. 
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Sec. 7. That the term “food” as used herein shall include all 
articles used for food, drink (other than malt, spirituous, or vinous 
liquors), confectionery, or condiment by man or domestic animals, 
whether simple, m „or compound, 

Sec. 8. That the term liquor“ as used herein shall include all 
malt, vinous, alcoholic, and spirituous liquors and combinations of 
them used or intended to be used as beverages. 


ADULTERATIONS AND MISBRANDING. 


Sec. 9. That for the purpose of this act any article shall be deemed 
to be adulterated: 

In case of drugs: 

First. If, when a drug is sold under or Ls Bi name recognized in the 
United States Pharmacopwia or National Formulary, it differs from 
the standard of strength, quality, or purity, as determined by the test 
laid down in the United States Pharmacop@ia or National Formulary 
official at the time of investigation: Provided, That no drug not de- 
fined in the United States Pharmacopeia or National Formulary shall 
be deemed to be adulterated under this provision if the standard of 
strength, quality, or purity be plainly stated upon the bottle, box, or 
other container thereof as originally PAA 

Second. If its strength or purity fall below the professed standard 
or „ under which it is sold. 

That such drug shall be deemed to be misbranded: 

First. If it be an imitation of or offered for sale under the name of 
another article. 

Second. If the Darkege containing it, or its label, shall bear any 
statement regarding the ingredients or the substances contained therein, 
which statement shall be false or misleading in any particular, or if 
the same is falsely branded as to the country, State, or Territory, or 

lace therein, in which it is manufactured or produced, or if the con- 
ents of the original package shall have been removed, in whole or in 
part, and other contents shall have been placed in such package. 

on the case of confectionery an article shall be deemed to be adulter- 
ated : 
If it contain terra alba, barytes, talc, chrome yellow, or other mineral 
substances or isonous colors or flavors, or other ingredients dele- 
terious or detrimental to health. 

In the case of food an article shall be deemed to be adulterated : 

First. If any substance or substances has or have been mixed and 
8 with it so as to reduce or lower or injuriously affect its quality 
or strength. 

Second. If any substance or substances has or haye been substi- 
tuted wholly or in part for the article. 

Third. If any valuable constituent of the article has been wholly 
or in part abstracted. 

Fourth, It it contain any added poisonous or other ingredient which 
may render such article injurious to human health: Provided, That 
goods intended for export shall not be deemed misbranded or adulterated 
when prepared and packed in accordance with specifications of the 
foreign purchaser, ape no substance is used that is in conflict 
with the laws of the country to which the goods are to be shipped, 
when such country haying laws upon the subject does not prohibit such 

recess of preparation. 

Fifth. If it consists in whole or in part of a filthy, decomposed, or 
pours animal or vegetable substance, or any portion of an animal unfit 
‘or food, whether manufactured or not, or it is the product of a, 
diseased animal or one that has died otherwise than by slaughter. 

An article of food shall be deemed to be misbranded : 

First. If it is to be offered for sale under the name of another ar- 
ticle: Provided, That the term “ distinctive name” shall not be con- 
strued as applying to any article sold or offered for sale under a name 
that has come into general use to indicate the class or kind of the 
article if the name be accompanied on the same label or brand with a 
statement of the place where said article has been manufactured or 


produced. 

Second. If it be mixed, colored, powdered, or stained in a manner 
whereby damage or inferiority is concealed, so that such product when 
sold or offered for sale shall deceive or tend to deceive the purchaser 
or user thereof. 

Third. If it be labeled or branded so as to deceive or mislead the 
pacca or user, or purport to be a foreign product when not so, or 

an imitation, either in package or label, of another substance of a 
8 established name, or which has been trade-marked or 
patented. 

Fourth. If the pack: 8 it or its label shall bear any 
statement, design, or device regarding the ingredients or the sub- 
stances contained therein, which statement, design, or device shall be 
false or misleading in any particular, or if the same is falsely branded 
as 3 State, Territory, or place in Which it is manufactured or 
produ 

Fifth. An article of food which does not contain any added poisonous 
or deleterious ingredients shall not be deemed to be adulterated or mis- 
branded in the case of mixtures or compounds which may be now, or 
from time to time hereafter, known as articles of food sold under their 
own distinctive names and not included in definition first of misbranded 
articles of food in this gine or in the case of articles labeled, 
branded, or ed so as to pa nly indicate that they are mixtures, 
compounds, combinations, imitations, or blends: Provided, That the 
same shall be labeled, branded, or tagged so as to show that they are of 
such character: And provided further, That nothing in this act shall be 
construed as uiring or compelling proprietors or manufacturers of 
proprietary s which contain no unwholesome added ingredients to 
disclose their formulas of production except in so far as the provisions 
= this act may require to secure freedom from adulteration or Imita- 

on. 

In the case of liquors, an article shall be deemed adulterated if it 
contain any added ingredient of a poisonous or deleterious character. 

Such liquors shall be deemed misbranded : 

First. If it is blended or rectified, or consists of an admixture of 
different grades of the same liquor, or contains, or is mixed with, 
other substances, and such fact is not plainly stated on the package in 
which such liquor is offered for sale, or if the label or any written or 
penri statement accompanying the package in which such liquor is 

ept or sold contains any false statement as to the character of the 
contents of such ckage, or represents such liquor to be the product 
of any other country than that in which it was actually produced. 

Sec. 10. That no dealer shall be convicted under the provisions of 
this act when he can establish a guaranty signed by the wholesaler, 
jobber, manufacturer, or other party residing in the United States, from 
whom he purchases such articles, to the effect that the same is not 
adulterated or misbranded within the meaning of this act, designating 
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such -article. Said n to afford protection, shall contain the 
name and address of the party or parties making the sale of such ar- 
ticles to such dealer, and in such case said y or parties shall be 
amenable to the prosecutions, fines, and other penalties which would 
attach, in due course, to the dealer under the provisions of this act. 

Sse. 11. That every person, association of persons, or corporation 
who manufactures or produces and delivers for interstate or foreign 
shipment or transportation, or who receives from any State, Territory, 
district, or insular possession or foreign coun other than the State, 
Territory, district, or insular possession in which it is produced, and 
any person, association of persons, or corporation who sells or ex S 
for sale in any Territory, district, or insular possession any article of 
food, drug, or liquor, shall furnish, within business. hours and upon 
tender and full payment of the selling price, a sample of such drug, 
article of food, or liquor, to any person duly author by the Secretary 
of Commerce and Labor to receive the same, and in any Territory, dis- 
trict, or Insular possession, to any officer or agent of such Territory, 
district, or insular possession, respectively, charged with the inspec- 
tion of food or drugs in such jurisdiction who shall apply to such manu- 
facturer, producer, or person or association of persons, or corporation 
selling or exposing for sale as aforesaid such drug, article of food, or 
5 for such sample in sufficient quantity for an analysis of any such 
article or articles in his or their or its on. 

Sec. 12. That any manufacturer, cer, or dealer who. refuses to 
comply upon demand with the requirements of section 11 of this act 
shal ilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall be fined 
not exceeding $100 or imprisonment not exceeding one hundred days, or 
both. And = person, association of persons, or corporation, found 
uud of manufacturing or offering for sale, or selling, any adulterated, 

pure, or misbranded article of food, drug, or liquor in violation of the 
provisions of this act shall be adjindged to pay, in addition to the 
penalties hereinbefore provided for, all the necessary costs and ex- 
penses incurred in inspecting and anal yo such adulterated articles 
which said person may haye been found guilty of manufacturing, sell- 
ing, or offering for sale. 

Sec. 13. That any article of food, drug, or liquor that is adulterated 
or misbranded within the 5 of this act, and is being transported 
from one State, Territory, District, or insular possession, to another 
for sale, or, hay been transported, remains unloaded, unsold, or in 
original unbroken packages or if it be sold or offered for sale in the 
District of Columbia or the Territories, or insular possessions of the 
United States, or if it be r from a foreign country for sale, or 
if it is intended for export to a foreign country, shall be liable to be 
proceeded against in any district court of the United States within 
the district where the same is found, and seized for confiscation by a 

rocess of libel for condemnation. And if such article is condemned as 

ing adulterated or misbranded, or of a poisonous or deleterious 
character, within the meaning of this act, the same shall be dis 
of by destruction or sale, as the said court may direct, and the pro- 
ceeds thereof, if sold, less the legal costs and charges, shall be paid 
into the Treasury of the United States, but such ds shall not be sold 
in any jurisdiction contrary to the laws of that jurisdiction: Provided, 
however, That upon the JA ment of the costs of such libel proceedings 
and’ the execution and delivery of a good and sufficient bond to. the 
effect that such articles shall not be sold. or otherwise dis of 
eontrary to the provisions of this cars or the laws of any State, Terri- 
tory, District, or insular on, the court — Be order direct that 
such articles be deliver to the owner thereof. he proceedings of 
such libel cases shall conform, as near as may be, to the proceedings in 
admiralty, except that elther ty may demand trial by jury of any 
issue of fact joined in any such case, and all such proceedings shall be 
at the suit of and in the name of the United States. 

Sec. 14. That this act shall not be construed to interfere with com- 
merce wholly internal in any State nor with the exercise of their police 
powers by the several States. 

SEC. 18. That the provisiows of this act shall not apply to common 
1 as such, pe o their servants, agents, or employees, acting for 

common carriers. 

Sec. 16. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after 
the ist day of July, 1906. 


Mr: GALLINGER. Mr. President, I feel that as a member of 
the Committee on Manufactures, from which this bill was re- 
ported, I owe myself the duty of very critically examining it 
before it is finally passed upon. 

I only rise now for the purpose of saying that I am exceed- 
ingly gratified to know that the committee has inserted the word 
“knowingly” in section 2. That was one of the points which 
led me during the last session of Congress to feel that I could 
not vote for the bill in the form in which it then appeared. I 
think the chairman of the committee and the committee have 
done a great public service in removing from the minds of some 
of us, at least, an objection that seemed insurmountable. I pre- 
sume the bill has in other respects been so carefully guarded 
that those of us who want to support a bill of this character, 
who believe in pure food and pure drugs and have no sympathy 
whatever with those who are adulterating them, will find that 
they can give it their support. : 

At any rate, Mr. President, I feel more sanguine than I haye 
ever felt before that we will be able to pass a bill covering this 
very important subject, which will be of great and lasting 
benefit to the people of this country.. That is all I care to say 
at the present time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to know 
from the Senator from Idaho whether any motion is pending 
before the Senate in regard to this bill? 

Mr. HEYBURN. There are only certain amendments which 
have been submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts, and 
while T am not thoroughly familiar with all of them, so far as I 
am advised they are amendments which the committee would be 
inclined to accept, and it may be we can progress with the bill 
further than we anticipated. 

Mr. LODGE. I think my amendments had better be printed 
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and go over until to-morrow, so that the Senator can have an 
opportunity to look at them. There are two others besides the 
one I spoke of to the Senator. I do not want to delay the bill 
in the least. I shall be ready to vote upon it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator from Idaho will not at- 
tempt to press the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HEYBURN. ‘That is not my intention at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a bill which requires, of course, care- 
ful examination, and no one not connected with its preparation 
has had any opportunity to examine it carefully. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will say to the Senator that I rose to 
state that I have no further remarks to make to-day, and that 
I thought, inasmuch as it was proposed that the bill should 
be printed in the Recorp and the amendments be printed, that it 
go over until to-morrow. ‘er 

Mr. LODGE. Let it go over until to-morrow, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the bill will 
go over until to-morrow. 


IMPORTATION OF UNWHOLESOME TEA, 


Mr. LODGE. The Calendar is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Calendar is now in order. 

The bill (S. 1548) to amend an act entitled “An act to pre- 
vent the importation of impure and unwholesome tea,” approved 
March 2, 1897, was announced as the first business in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


BILLS PASSED OVER. 


Mr. LODGE. As the next bill on the Calendar is the pure: 
food bill, which has: just gone over, and the next is the unfin- 
ished business, I ask that they may be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICHR, They will be passed over. 


PUBLIC PARK ON GEORGETOWN HEIGHTS. 


The bill (S. 54) to provide a public park on Georgetown 
Heights, in the District of Columbia, was announced as the 
next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the bill go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will go over. 


CERTIFICATE OF INCORPORATION. 


The bill (S. 1244) to amend section 605 of the Code of Law for 
the District of Columbia, relating to corporations, was announced 
as the next business in order on the Calendar, and was read. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 


DISPOSITION. OF USELESS POST-OFFICE PAPERS. 


Mr. PETTUS. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 2140) to authorize the Postmaster-General to dispose of use- 
less papers in post-offices. The bill was drafted by the Post- 
master-General, and it simply authorizes him to dispose of use- 
less papers in post-offices over the country, which your commit- 
tee can not examine except in a very unsatisfactory way. That 
is the whole purpose of the bill. ‘The law does not authorize 
it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Alabama? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

AMERICAN NATIONAL INSTITUTE AT PARIS, FRANCE. 


Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid: 
eration of the bill (S. 1) to incorporate the American National 
Institute (Prix de Paris) at Paris, France. A similar bill has 
been reported three times favorably and unanimously by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and has passed the Senate 
twice. There are two or three amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. TELLER. I object to the bill being taken up until it is 
read. I want to have the bill read, and then we can determine 
whether or not there is. objection. 

Mr. FRYE.. It should be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for infor- 
mation. 

The Secretary read the bill, which proposes that Coauncey M. 
Derew, Thomas Hunter, Count yon Daur, and others, their as- 
sociates and successors, shall be created a body corporate and 
politic in the District of Columbia, by the name of the American 
National Institute in Paris, France, with the right to implead 
and be impleaded, to adopt a constitution, by-laws, and cor- 
porate seal. The objects of the corporation are to construct a 
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building in Paris, and there to proyide favorable conditions of 
surroundings and direction for American students, to be ad- 
mitted under proper certificates of examination of fitness by 
competition, and to facilitate their studies and training in the 
arts and sciences, including architecture, sculpture, painting, 
applied design, music, dramatic art, literature, languages, scien- 
tific instruction, and research. 

The proposed corporation is empowered to acquire property, 
both real and personal, in the United States and in France. 

It is provided that all gifts and bequests of money to the in- 
stitute, unless otherwise directed by the donor, shall be in- 
vested in United States bonds, so far as may be consistent with 
the conditions of such gifts and bequests. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to hear what the proposed 
amendments are. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, section 6, line 8, after the 
word “Congress,” it is proposed to insert “or such place as 
may be decided upon;” in line 10, after the word “ Congress,” 
to strike out “or such place as may be decided upon;” and in 
line 12, after the word “institute,” to insert “other than por- 
traits; ” so as to make the section read: 

Sec: 6. That said corporation or board of regents may send each 
year to the Library of Congress, or such place as may be decided upon, 
subject to the approval of the Joint Committee on the Library of the 
two Houses of Congress, such works of the students of the institute; 
other than portraits, as may be agreed upon between the jurors of the 


American National Institute and the board of regents as suitable for 
preservation and exhibition. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. TELLER. It is utterly impossible for anyone to deter- 
mine, from hearing a bill read in this manner, whether it is 
objectionable or not. If this were a business proposition I 
should certainly object. It seems to be otherwise, and I am not 
going to object to it; but I do not want to give my assent to 
some things that I think are in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendments reported by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, which have been stated. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. There is another amendment. In section 1, line 
5, page 1, after the word “ Wheeler,” I move to insert “ Levi P. 
Morton.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. In the same section, line 8, after the word “ New 
York,” I move to insert “and Phebe Hearst, State of Cali- 
fornia.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. There are no other amendments. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 
a question. I haye no objection to the bill; I am in entire sym- 
pathy with its purpose; but why should section 5 be in the bill? 
It seems to me the tendency of it is to mislead foreigners as to 
the relation of this institute or institution to this Government; 
and that ought, by all means, to be avoided. It is a purely pri- 
vate establishment. It is not an agency governmental in any 
sense. It is a wise and kindly purpose, but private. The fact 
that it is created by Congress is enough, and to go on and permit 
it to make reports to the Secretary of State, which reports, in 
whole or in part, are to be solemnly communicated to Congress, 
I can see, and the Senator can, I think, on reflection, will sug- 
gest in the minds of people not entirely familiar with our 
methods and our affairs the notion that it is a national affair, 
governmental in some respects. So I think, if the Senator does 
not regard it as important. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not regard it as at all important to the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I suggest that it be stricken out, and 
that the portion of section 6 which refers—that is all right. 

Mr. FRYE. I think that is all right. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suggest that section 5 be stricken out. 

Mr. FRYE. It may be stricken out. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out section 5, in the 
following words: 


Sec. 5. That said corporation may send annually a report to the 
Secretary of State, who shall communicate to Congress such portion 
thereof as he may deem of national interest and importance. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion to strike out section 5. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will not 
disturb the bill any further. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was merely going to make a suggestion to 
the Senator from Maine, and if he does not agree to it I shall 
not insist upon it. I am friendly to the purpose of the Dill. 
Why the limitation as to United States bonds? 

Mr. FRYE. Because, I suppose, those bonds are perfectly 
safe, and would be regarded in France as perfectly safe. The 
Senator is aware that the city of Paris, whenever this insti- 
tute has been incorporated by the United States, is to make a 
present of a site—for the building to be erected upon it—worth 
three or four hundred thousand dollars, and that is one great 
necessity why the bill ought to be passed at an early date. 

I have had experience with these American students. I had 
the honor of addressing fifteen hundred of them one Sabbath 
evening, and if there are any Americans in the world who are 
entitled to our sympathy and to everything we can do for them, 
they are the American art students in the city of Paris. 

Mr. SPOONER. I quite agree with that. I have had some- 
thing to do with this subject hitherto, and I discovered a pur- 
pose, legitimate enough from the standpoint of the promoters 
of the institute—and I use the word “promoters” in a good 
sense, of course—so to draft this measure as to give it every 
possible semblance of connection with the United States Govern- 
ment; and I fancy that this restriction in section 7, following 
some other provisions, especially that in section 5, is intended 
partly for that purpose. 

There are plenty of bonds in the world that are adequate 
security. This is a purely private institute. It is to be cre- 
ated by Congress as a corporation of the District of Columbia, 
we have entire jurisdiction over the District, and that ought 
to be enough. I do not see why Congress should undertake to 
limit the investment by this institute to United States Govern- 
ment bonds. I undertake to say there is no purpose on earh 
for inserting it in the bill except to create a presumption that 
this is more of a governmental institution than Congress intends. 

Mr. FRYE. I think the Senator is entirely mistaken in his 
suggestion. That is in the interest of the people from whom 
very large benefactions are expected. Take the names in the 
bill. Those people are intensely interested in the erection of 
this building and in this institution which it is proposed to es- 
tablish. They themselves would feel very much safer in mak- 
ing large contributions if they knew the money was to be 
invested where it would be perfectly safe. The provision is put 
in the bill for that purpose and no other. 

Mr. SPOONER. It could be put in the by-laws of the com- 


pany. 

Mr. FRYE. This measure has been before the Senate Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations three times. It has been reported 
unanimously. It has been very carefully examined by the com- 
mittee, and the Senator from Wisconsin was present when it 
was considered. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I am not opposing the bill, but I think 
that had better be out. The Senator might say “ United States 
or other bonds;” so as to exclude stocks, which are more 
precarious. 

Mr. FRYE. I suggest that it read “ United States or other 
safe bonds.” 

Mr. ALLISON. That is better. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the phraseology suggested? 


Mr. FRYE. “ United States or other safe bonds.” 
Mr. SPOONER. I agree to that. 
Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to the amendment. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


POTOMAC RIVER MEMORIAL BRIDGE. 


The bill (S. 1373) to provide for the construction of a memo- 
rial bridge across the Potomac Riyer from Washington to the 
Arlington estate property was announced as next in order. 

Mr. LODGE. I think the bill had better go over. The Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. ALtison] objected to it this morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is objected to and goes 
over. 


MEDICAL DEPARTMENT OF ARMY. 

The bill (S. 1539) to increase the efficiency of the Medical 
Department of the United States Army was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. SCOTT. As the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren], 
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who is chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, is not 
present, I ask that the bill may go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill will go 
over. 

Mr. FRYE. Retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Retaining its place on the Calendar. 


ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT OF ARMY. 


The bill (S. 1540) to increase the efficiency of the Ordnance 
Department of the United States Army was next in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. LODGE. That will also go over. 

Mr. SCOTT, Let this bill also go over, retaining its place on 
the Calendar. 

8 VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over, retaining its 
place. 
MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT YANKTON, S. DAK. 


The bill (S. 979) to amend an act entitled “An act authoriz- 
ing the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company to con- 
struct a combined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near the city of Yankton, S. 
Dak., was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. SCOTT. My colleague [Mr. ELKINS] is detained at home 


by sickness and unable to be present. I ask that the bill may 


go over, retaining its place. 

Mr. GAMBLE. This is a bill with which I have entire 
familiarity and acquaintance. The senior Senator from West 
Virginia simply reported it. 

Mr. SCOTT. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. GAMBLE. He is not interested in the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, on page 1, line 7, after the word “ four,” to in- 
sert “as amended by the act approved February 11, 1905;” so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 6 of “An act authorizing the Win- 
nipes, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company to construct a combined 
railroad, wagon, and ig Seong, e ge across the Missouri River 
at or near city of Yankton, 8. Dak., approved April 5, 1904, as 
amended by the act approved Regine 4 11. „ be, and the same is 
hereby, so amended that the time within which the said bridge is re- 
quired to be commenced shall be within one year and the time within 


which it is required that said bridge shall be completed shall be within 
three years from the date of the approval of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. À 


GRAVES OF CONFEDERATE DEAD. 


The bill (S. 1234) to provide for the appropriate marking of 
the graves of the soldiers and sailors of the Confederate army 
and navy who died in northern prisons and were buried near 
the prisons where they died, and for other purposes, was read 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Secretary again read that part of the 
bill relating to the compensation of the commissioner. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to ap- 
point some competent person as commissioner to ascertain the location 
of such Confederate graves not heretofore located, and to compare the 
names of those already marked with the registers in the cemeteries, and 
correct the same when found necessary, as preliminary to the work 
of marking the graves with suitable headstones, and to fix the compen- 
sation of said commissioner, who shall be allowed necessary traveling 
expenses, 


Mr. HALE. I move to insert, after “commissioner,” the 
words “at not to exceed $2,500 per annum.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. “At the rate of.” 

Mr. HALE. “At the rate of.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. It may not be a year. 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be read. 

The Secretary. After the word “commissioner,” in line 3, 
page 3, insert “ at a rate not to exceed $2,500 per annum.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, I ask that the clause relating to 
the appropriation in the bill may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


That for the carrying out of the objects set forth herein there be 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States 


not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $200,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is satisfactory, Mr. President. I 
thought it was not in. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is there any limit of time in the bill in 
which this work shall be performed? 

Mr. FRYE. No; there is not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There seems to be no limit as to 
time in the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not think, as suggested by the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. Burxerr] who sits behind me, that it 
8 be very wise to leave it entirely without limitation as to 

me. 5 

Mr. GALLINGER. To a commissioner. 

Mr. SPOONER. To a commissioner. 

Mr. HALE. It might make a perpetual office. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know how long it will naturally 
take, but I suggest a limitation of two years. I move to amend 
the bill by inserting, after the word “ mentioned,” in the fifteenth 
line, the words “said work to be completed within two years.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest to the Senator to add “at the end of 
which a report of thé same shall be made to Congress.” 

Mr. SPOONER. I am quite willing to accept that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as modified will 
be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 15, after the word“ men- 
en strike out the period and insert a comma and the fol- 
owing: 

The said work shall be 2 within two years, at the end of 
which a report of the same shall be made to Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FORESTRY LANDS IN MINNESOTA. 


The bill (S. 951) to grant to the State of Minnesota certain 
vacant lands in said State for forestry purposes was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It grants to the State of Minne- 
sota for forestry purposes the northwest quarter of the north- 
west quarter and the southeast quarter of the southwest quarter 
(80 acres, more or less) of section 6, township 134 north, range 
29 west, fifth principal meridian, being vacant public land adapted 
for forestry purposes and adjoining a forest reserve belonging 
to the State of Minnesota; but this act shall not prejudice any 
right to any of the land that may have been acquired by any 
other party previous to its passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

SABINE RIVER BRIDGE. 


The bill (S. 2159) authorizing the Jasper and Eastern Rail- 
way Company, its successors and assigns, to construct and 
operate a railroad bridge across the Sabine River, in the States 
of Texas and Louisiana, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, page 2, line 21, after 
the words “United States,” to insert “and equal privileges 
in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph and 
telephone companies; and the United States shall have the 
right of way across said bridge and its approaches for postal, 
telegraph, and telephone purposes; so as to make the section 
read: 

Sec. 2. That the bridge built under this act and subject to its limita- 
tions shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as 
a route, mg which no higher charge shall be made for the trans- 
mission over the same of the mails, troops, and munitions of war of 
the United States ‘than the rate per mile paid for the transportation 
over the railroad leading to the said br. ; and it shall enjoy the 
rights and privileges of other post-roads the United States ; 
equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all tele- 
graph and telephone companies; and the United States shall have the 
right of way across sald bridge and its approaches for postal, tele- 
graph, and telephone purposes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, page 4, line 6, after 


| the words “ Secretary of War,” to insert “and until the plan 


and location of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of 
War the structure shall not be commenced;” and in line 11, 


after the words “Secretary of War,” to strike out “and the 
said structure shall be changed at the cost and expense of the 
owners thereof from time to time, as the Secretary of War may 
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direct, so as to preserve the free and convenient navigation of 
said river, and the authority to erect and continue said bridge 
shall be subject to revocation by the Secretary of War whenever 
the public good, in his judgment, so requires;” so as to make 
the section read: 

Sec. 4. That the bridge authorized to be constructed under this act 
Shall be built and erected under and subject to such eg ee for the 
security of navigation in said river as the Secretary of War shall pre- 
scribe, and to secure that oopa: said railway company its successors 
or assigns, shall submit to the Secretary of War for his examination 
and approval a design or drawing of said bridge, and a map of the 
location, giving for the distance of one-half mile above and 1 mile 
below the proposed location the meanders of the river and such other 
particulars as may be required by the Secretary of War, and until the 
plan and location of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of War 
the structure shall not be commenced, and should any change be made 
in the plan of said bridge during the progress of the construction 
8 such change shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary 
0 ar. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 17, to insert 
the following as an additional section: 

Sec. 5. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said brid 
shall have and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the 
passage of railway trains over the same and over the approaches 
thereto upon the payment of a reasonable compensation for such use; 
and in case the owner or owners of said bridge and the several rail- 
road companies, or any of them, desiring such use shall fail to agree 
upon the sum or sums to be paid and upon the rules and conditions to 
which each shall conform in using said bridge, all matters at issue be 
tween them shall be decided the Secretary of War upon a hearing of 
the allegation and proofs of the parties. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CULBERSON subsequently said: While I was absent 
from the Chamber Senate bill 2159, Order of Business 21, was 
passed with certain Senate committee amendments, which I 
have not yet had time to examine as carefully as I should like. 
It is a bridge bill, and rather than have the bill go out of the 
possession of the Senate I enter a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be 
entered. 

Mr. FORAKER. What is the bill? 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is a bill to allow the Jasper and East- 
ern Railway Company to construct a bridge over the Sabine 
River, the boundary line between Texas and Louisiana. I 
simply want to inquire if the amendments suggested by the Sen- 
ate Committee on Commerce are satisfactory, and if not, of 
course I will hear the suggestions and submit the bill again to 
that committee. 

Mr. FRYE. All the amendments suggested to the committee 
were adopted, I think. : 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes; that is true, but the point is this: 
I want to see whether these amendments are satisfactory to the 
authorities of the railroad company who desire to have the bill 
passed. I did not draw the bill. I have communicated to them, 
but have not been able to hear from them. I simply enter a 
motion to reconsider, as a mere matter of form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator's motion to reconsider 
is noted. 

THE MERCHANT MARINE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the unfinished business may be 
laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 529) to promote the national de- 
fense, to create a force of naval volunteers, to establish Amer- 
ican ocean mail lines to foreign markets, to promote commerce, 
and to provide revenue from tonnage. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the bill be read; it has not been read 


as yet. 

Mr. MORGAN. There was a special order. There was a dis- 
cussion at some time in the past, and at some place in the past, 
that I am not permitted to mention at all, I believe; but at all 
events the legislative situation got to be this: By the unanimous 
consent of this body, a certain proposition was made the regular 
order of business and displaced the present order that is now 
being called. I think it is the duty of the Chair, considering 
the parliamentary position, about which there is no record—no 
record has been preserved of it—to at least put the Senate in 
the same shape it was in when it adjourned yesterday evening. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Alabama will permit 
me, I assure the Senator that I desire to extend to him the ut- 
most possible courtesy in this matter, and if he will allow the 
bill to be read, which will not take long, I will then ask that it 
be laid aside, and the other matter can be taken up. 


Mr. MORGAN. ‘The matter is not one of the slightest interest 
to me in the world, except it suggests a parliamentary situation 
that will grow into a precedent; and I have no right to make 
any suggestion about it except merely to call for the regular 
order of the Senate which came over from yesterday. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then I shall make the point of order 
that the unfinished business is the regular order of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the 
point of order is well taken, For the information of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama the Chair would further state that the resolu- 
tion to which he made reference went to the Calendar under 
the rule and can only be taken up upon motion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Or by unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Or by unanimous consent. The 
bill which is the unfinished business is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole and will now be read at the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment reported by the 
Committee on Commerce will be stated. 

The Secrerary. In section 6, page 12, line 12, paragraph 11, 
after the word “ than,” it is proposed to strike out “seventeen” 
and insert “sixteen ;” so as to make the clause read: 

Eleventh. From a port of the Pacific coast of the United States via 
Hawaii and the Samoan Islands to Australasia, on steamships of the 
United States of not less than 16 knots speed, for a service once in three 
weeks at a maximum compensation not exceeding $217,000 a year in 
addition to the compensation now provided pursuant to contract under 
the act of March 3, 1891, entitled “An act to provide for ocean mail 
service between the United States and foreign ports, and to promote 
commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I understand that no Sen- 
ator is prepared to debate this bill to-day, and therefore I ask 
unanimous consent that it may be temporarily laid aside and 
that we proceed with the Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Over here we did not understand the 
request of the Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I made the request that the bill be tem- 
porarily laid aside, saying that I understood no Senator was 
prepared to now address himself to the subject. If any Sena- 
tor is so prepared, I shall be glad indeed to have him occupy 
the time of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before anything else is done with this meas- 
ure, I do not want the House of Representatives to be again 
offended with the Senate and sending back to us revenue bills 
for us to chew upon. So I raise the point of order on section 
8 of this bill, that it is not within the competency of the 
Senate of the United States to enact a bill “to provide revenue 
from tonnage,” as stated in the title. My reading of the Con- 
stitution is that that power belongs exclusively by the express 
language of the Constitution to the House of Representatives. 
I raise the point of order upon that section, and the point may 
go over. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will suggest, Mr, President, that it is 
not subject to a point of order. The Senator, of course, can 
file his caveat that he will oppose that provision of the bill; 
but before even letting it reach that stage, I will say to the 
Senator that the suggestion he has made has not escaped the 
attention of some of the rest of us, and we think we shall find 
a way out of that difficulty if the difficulty exists. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubt of your finding a way out. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think we shall. 

Mr. MORGAN. But my opinion is that such an enactment is 
not within the power of the Senate. 

Mr. PATTERSON, I desire to inquire if there is an adverse 
report accompanying this bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understand the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. Matiory] has submitted a minority report. It was not 
printed early this morning, but it may now be in print. I have 
not myself seen it, however. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I desire to inquire what became of the 
point of order raised by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Morean]? 

Pl ORGAN, I have suggested tbat it might go over with 

e . 

Mr. CULBERSON. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
IMr. GALLINGER] asks unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be temporarily laid aside. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. The Calendar is in order. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. PILES. I ask unanimous consent that I may be excused 
from further service on the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the junior Senator from Washington that he be excused 
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from further service on the Committee on Interoceanic Canals? 
The Chair hears none, and the Senator is excused. 

Mr. ANKENY. I ask unanimous consent that I may be ex- 
cused from further service on the Committee on Commerce. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The senior Senator from Wash- 
ington asks unanimous consent that he may be excused from 
further service on the Committee on Commerce. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and the Senator is excused. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the vacancies 
created by the resignations of the Senators from Washington 
may be filled by the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
The Chair hears none. The Chair will appoint to fill the va- 
cancy on the Committee on Commerce the junior Senator from 
Washington [Mr. Pires], and to fill the vacancy on the Commit- 
tee on Interoceanic Canals the senior Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. ANKENY]. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar is in order. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I ask that the Calendar be pro- 
ceeded with now under Rule VIII, as it would have been in the 
morning hour, so that five-minute speeches only shall be allowed 
and one objection will carry a bill over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. The first bill on the Calendar will be stated. 


ARKANSAS RIVER BRIDGE AT VANBUREN, ARK. 


The bill (S. 2106) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Arkansas River at or near Vanburen, Ark., was an- 
nounced as first in order on the Calendar, and the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


MOBILE RAILWAY AND DOCK COMPANY BRIDGE. 


The bill (S. 1747) to authorize the Mobile Railway and Dock 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge or viaduct across 
the water between the end of Cedar Point and Dauphin Island 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. The first amendment was, in section 1, page 1, 
line 9, after the word “ constructed,” to insert the word“ so;“ 
in line 10, before the word “ navigation,” to strike out“ the,” 
and after the word “navigation,” to strike out “of Grants 
Pass, the channel cut for passage of vessels; ” so as to make the 
section read: 

That the Mobile Railway and Dock Company, a corporation created 
and existing under an act of the general assembly of the State of Aln- 
bama, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a rail- 
road bridge for the passage of railway engines and cars across the 
water between Cedar Point and Dauphin Island, in Mobile County, 
State of Alabama, said bridge or viaduct to be constructed so as not to 
obstruct navigation between Mobile Bay and Mississippi Sound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 2, line 16, after 
the word “ said,” to strike out “ bridges ” and insert “ bridge.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, page 2, line 25, after 
the words“ bridge and,” to strike out“ drawbridge” and insert 
“ drawbridges;” on page 3, line 7, before the word“ wharves,” 
to strike out “drawbridge” and insert “drawbridges ;” in line 14, 
after the word “ bridge,” to insert“ and drawbridges ;” in line 16, 
after the words Secretary of War,” to strike out “no work 
upon the bridge, wharves, and docks shall be commenced,” and in- 
sert work thereon shall not be commenced; “ and in line 18, 
after the word “ bridge,“ to insert and drawbridges;” so as to 
make the section read: 

Sec. 3. That the bridge and drawbridges, wharves, and docks au- 
thorized to be constructed under this act shall be located and built and 
subject to such regulations for the menung of the navigation of said 
pass and Mobile Bay as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and the 
said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, for 
his examination and approval, a design and drawing of the proposed 
bridge and drawbridges, wharves, and docks, and a map of the location 
giving for the space of one-half mile on each side of said bridge and 
wharves, the direction and strength of the currents, and the soundings 
accurately showing the bed of the water, and shall furnish such other 
information as may be required for a full and satisfactory understanding 
of the subject; and until the said plan and location of the bridge an 
drawbridges, wharves, and docks are approved by the Secretary of War 
work thereon shall not be commenced; and should any change be made 
in the plan of said bridge and drawbridges, wharves, or docks during the 


rogress of construction or after completion such change shall be sub- 
ect to the approval of the Secretary of War. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 4, page 3, after the 
word “navigation,” at the end of line 23, to strike out “of 


said Grants Pass or” and insert “between Mississippi Sound 
and;” so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 4. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal 
this act at any time; and if at any time navigation between Missis- 
sippi Sound and the Bay of Mobile shall In any manner be obstructed 
or impaired by the said works, the Secretary of War shall have au- 
thority, and it shall be his duty, to require the-said company to alter 
and ge the said works at its own expense, in such manner as may 
be proper to secure free and complete navigation without impediment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, page 4, line 6, before 
ae word “Provided,” to strike out “draw” and insert 
“ raws.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I should like my colleague, who 
is the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, to tell us 
whether there is eyer any examination made as to the need of 
the many bridge bills that are passed. It has struck me that 
it is a question whether there are rivers enough in the United 
States to accommodate all these bridges. [Laughter.] I do 
not know, and therefore I ask my colleague. 

Mr. FRYE. If my colleague were on the Committee on Com- 
merce, as I am, he would find that there are not bridges enough 
to cover the rivers. 

Mr. HALE. My point was whether there are rivers enough 
to accommodate the bridges. 

Mr. FRYE. Without any doubt there are many more. 

Mr. HALE. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. FRYE. These bridge bills are all referred to the Secre- 
tary of War; the Secretary of War sends to the committee any 
amendments he desires made to such bridge bills, and they are 
reported by the subcommittee and adopted by the committee 
without any further consideration, the Engineer Corps having, 
of course, examined into the matter. I do not think it is pos- 
sible for a bridge bill to get through Congress that is not proper 
in every respect. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will ask the Senator from Maine whether 
these bridges are not generally railway bridges? 

Mr. FRYE. They are generally railway bridges. 

Mr. ALLISON. And they will be utilized only by bringing 
railroads through either end of the bridge. 

Mr. FRYE. That is true. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think there can be no harm in being reason- 
ably liberal in the authorization of such bridges. 

Mr. KEAN. Is the toll fixed that is to be charged on the 
bridges? 

Mr. FRYE. It is not. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose the toll will be fixed later on. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WALTER BARNEY. 


The bill (S. 327) granting an increase of pension to Walter 
Barney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Walter Barney, 
late of Company C, Mormon Battalion, Iowa Volunteers, war 
with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

URIAH D. BARRETT. 


The bill (S. 1505) granting an increase of pension to Uriah D. 
Barrett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Uriah D. Barrett, 
late of Company I, Tenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ALLEN AMBURN. 


The bill (S. 202) granting an increase of pension to Allen 
Amburn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty“ and insert“ forty; “ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pac on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Allen 
Amburn, late of Company D, Thirty-first Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $ 
that he is now receiving, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


40 per month in lieu of 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT WIPER. 


The bill (S. 137) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Wiper was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ forty ” and insert thirty; “ so as to make ie bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 
Wiper, late of Company I, Sixty-third ment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of 
that he ig now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BYRON LENT. 


The bill (S. 777) granting an increase of pension to Byron 
Lent, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty ” and insert“ thirty ;” so as to make the bill read. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ae on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations the pension laws, the name of 
Byron Lent, late of Company I, Seventh Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES W. OLESON. 


The bill (S. 1214) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Oleson, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, before the word “ Infantry,” to insert 
“ Volunteer ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the 
Charles W. Oleson, late assistant surgeon 
States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS M’LAUGHLIN, 


The bill (S. 471) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
McLaughlin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas McLaughlin, late 
of Company A, Twenty-fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a thrid reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


DAVID L. WRIGHT. 


The bill (S. 974) granting an increase of pension to David L. 
Wright was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out of 
and insert “ first lieutenant and captain;” and in line 8, before 
the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ fifty“ and insert “thirty ;” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 


L. Wri late first lieutenant and captain Company E, Fifty-first 
Hoste 5 Volunteer Infantry, and him a DOR at the 


ion laws, the name of 
‘ourteenth Regiment United 


rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he ts Rone TOCIT 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ROBERT F. CATTERSON. 


The bill (S, 944) granting an increase of pension to R. F. Cat- 
terson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “of,” to strike out the 
Initial“ R.” and insert the name “ Robert;“ and in line 7, before 
the word “ Indiana,” to insert Regiment; ” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secertary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 

. Catterson, late colonel Ninet 
Infantry, and brigadier-general, 
a pension at the rate of $50 
recelving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert F. Catterson.” 


JEREMIAH INGALLS, ALIAS JEREMIAH BOSS. 


The bill (S. 1359) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
Boss was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pie on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jeremiah Ingalls, alias 
Jeremiah Boss, late of Company I, Twenty-sixth Regiment New York 


Volunteer 1 and pay him a nsion at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jeremiah Ingalls, alias Jeremiah Boss.” 


NELSON B. TOOL. 


The bill (S. 489) granting an increase of pension to Nelson B. 
Toole was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nelson B. Tool, late of 
Company M, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
mec oe passa at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read; “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nelson B. Tool.” 


MINERVA BRIGGS. 


The bill (S. 144) granting an increase of pension to Minerva 
Briggs was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Minerva Briggs, 
widow of James Briggs, late of Company B, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
nited States Volunteers, and pay him 
per month in lieu of that he is now 


JOHN F. WALTER, 

The bill (S. 204) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Walter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John F. Walter, 
late of Company I, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 
Mounted Rangers, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

FRANCIS GEE. í 

The bill (S. 205) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Gee was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Francis Gee, late of 
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Company B, Thirty-second Regiment Wisconsin- Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


CASSIUS LISK. 


The bill (S. 149) granting an increase of pension to Cassius 
Lisk was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Cassius Lisk, late of 
Twenty-sixth Independent Battery New York Volunteer Light 
Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

LUCIUS A. LINCOLN. 


The bill (S, 150) granting an increase of pension to Lucius A. 
Lincoln was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Lucius A. Lincoln, 
late of Company C, Eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PATRICK M’CUE. 


The bill (S. 147) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
McCue was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Patrick McCue, 
late of Company K, Eleventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer In- 
fantry, and Companies © and F, Battalion Mississippi Marine 
Brigade Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PETER P. CHACEY. 


The bill (S. 185) granting an increase of pension to Peter P. 
Chacey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Peter P. Chacey, 
late of Company C, Eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HENRY E. BEDELL. 


The bill (S. 1164) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
E. Bedell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry E. 
Bedell, late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment Vermont Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $72 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. é 

LYMAN MARSH. 


The bill (S. 184) granting an increase of pension to Lyman 
Marsh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Lyman Marsh, 
late of Company G, Eighth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

GEORGE W. PATTON. 

The bill (S. 1888) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Patton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name George W. Pat- 
ton, late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


CURTIS A. CARPENTER. 

The bill (S. 82) granting an increase of pension to Curtis A. 
Carpenter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Curtis A. Car- 
penter, late of Company C, Fifteenth Regiment Vermont Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

RUFUS H. PAINE, 


The bill (S. 1826) granting an increase of pension to Rufus H. 
Paine was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Rufus H. Paine, 
late of Company A, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer 
Heayy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HARTWELL C. KEYES. 


The bill (S. 76) granting an increase of pension to Hartwell 
C. Keyes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Hartwell C. 
Keyes, late of Company A, Highth Regiment Minnesota Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

LEE H. BUCKLAND. 


The bill (S. 574) granting an increase of pension to Lee H. 
Buckland was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lee H. Buck- 
land, late of Company A, Second Regiment United States Dra- 
goons, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

CHARLES H. KNIGHT. 


The bill (S. 571) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Knight was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles H. 
Knight, late of Company H, Fourteenth Regiment Connecticut 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MAURICE DOWNEY. 


The bill (S. 708) granting an increase of pension to Maurice 
Downey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Maurice Downey, 
late of Company ©, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

EPHRAIM A. GORDON. 


The bill (S. 713) granting an increase of pension to Ephraim 
A. Gordon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Ephraim A. 
Gordon, late of Company K, Fourth Regiment Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

LIZZIE E. SHEHAN. 


The bill (S. 15) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie E. 
Shehan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Lizzie E. Shehan, 
widow of James R. Shehan, late of Company I, First Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

CHARLES A. BRADBURY. 

The bill (S. 23) granting an increase of pension to Charles A, 
Bradbury was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles A. 
Bradbury, late of Company G, Twenty-third Regiment Maine 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
MARY d. BRIGHT. 


The bill (S. 21) granting a pension to Mary G. Bright was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Mary G. Bright, widow of 
George A. Bright, late surgeon and medical director, United 
States Navy, and to pay her a pension of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

OLIVER P. SMITH. 


The bill (S. 182) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
P. Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “ of,” to insert “ Com- 
pany F, Fifth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry 
and;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pees laws, the name of Oliver 
P. Smith, late of Company F, Fifth giment New Hampshire Volun- 
teer Infantry, and Company A, First Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES W. RYAN. 


The bill (S. 844) granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Ryan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty ” and insert thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
W. Ryan, late of Company D, Second Regiment Vermont Volunteer In- 
Tantty, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. > 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HORATIO CARTER. 


The bill (S. 849) granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
Carter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
„thirty“ and insert“ twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Horatio 
Carter, late of Company K, Twenty-fourth Regiment Massachusetts Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MOSES H. SAWYER. 


The bill (S. 783) granting an increase of pension to Moses 
H. Sawyer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out of ” 
and insert “acting master;“ and in line 8, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out“ thirty-six” and insert“ twenty-four ; ” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Moses 


H. Sawyer, late acting master United States Navy, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
PATRICK GARVEY. 


The bill (S. 786) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Garvey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
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amendments, in line 6, after the word “ Company,” to insert the 
letter“ B;“ and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty“ and insert “ thirty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Patrick 
Garvey, late captain Company B, Ninth Regiment Connecticut Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EXTENSION OF STREETS. 


The bill (S. 64) for the extension of Seventh street and Frank- 
lin street NE., and for other purposes, was announced as the 
next bill in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. KEAN. Let the bill go over until the Senator from New 
Hamshire [Mr. GALLINGER] is present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under 
objection. 

Mr. KEAN. I do not object. I only ask that it may be 
passed temporarily. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed temporarily. 

The bill (S. 2260) authorizing the extension of Meridian 
place NW. was announced as the next business in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. KEAN. Let it be passed over also. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It also will be passed over. 

Mr. GALLINGER subsequently said: In my absence two bills 
providing for the extension of two streets were passed over. I 
will state that those bills contemplate assessing the entire cost 
as benefits upon the property owners, and there is no objection 
to them in any direction. I hope they will be acted upon at the 
present time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
information of the Senate. 

The bill (S. 64) for the extension of Seventh street and Frank- 
lin street NE., and for other purposes, was read, and by unani- 
mous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, page 1, line 3, before 
the word “days,” to strike out twenty“ and insert thirty; 
so as to read: 

That within thirty days after the passage of this act the Commis- 
sloners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized 
and directed to institute in the supreme court of the District of Co- 
lumbia, sitting as a district court, by petition Beart e describing the 


lands to be taken, a proceeding in rem to condemn the land that may be 
necessary for the extension of Seventh street NE. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 2, line 20, after 
the word “ for,” to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That the remaining portion of any parcel of land of any 
party dedicating shall be exempt from any assessment in respect to the 
cost of condemning any portion of said streets that may not be dedi- 
5 from any assessment for benefits of the extension of said 
streets, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, page 5, line 25, after 
the word “ land,” to strike out “ by the Treasurer of the United 
States, ex officio commissioner of the sinking fund of the 
District of Columbia, upon the warrant of the Commissioners 
of said District, out of the revenues of the District of Columbia; 
and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of said judgments and 
awards is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia,” and insert “by the disbursing officer of 
the District of Columbia from moneys advanced to him by the 
Secretary of the Treasury upon requisitions of the Commis- 
sioners of said District, as provided by law; and a sufficient 
sum to pay the amounts of said judgments and awards is 
hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia; “ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 7. That when the verdict of said jury shall have been finally 
ratified and confirmed by the court, as herein provided, the amounts 
of money awarded and adjudged to be payable for lands taken under 
the provisions hereof shall be paid to the owners of said land by the 
disbursing officer of the District of Columbia from moneys advanced to 
him by the Secretary of the Treasury upon requisitions of the Com- 
missioners of said District, as provided by law; and a sufficient sum 


to pay the amounts of said judgments and awards is hereby appro- 
priated out of the revenues of the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to.“ 

The next amendment was, in section 11, page 7, line 16, after 
the word “ hereto,” to strike out “to be repaid to the District 
of Columbia from said assessments for benefits when the same 


The first bill will be read for the 
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Apa gn ic as herein provided;” so as to make the section 
read: 


Sec. 11. That the sum of $300 is hereby ropriated, out of the 
revenues of the District of Columbia, to provide the necessary funds for 
—.— ae and expenses of the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next bill referred to by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be read. 

The bill (S. 2260) authorizing the extension of Meridian 
place NW. was read; and by unanimous consent the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, page 2, line 5, after 
the word “said,” to strike out avenue“ and insert “street; ” 
so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 2. That all of the amount found to be due and awarded as dam- 
ages for and in respect of the land condemned for the extension of 
Meridian place, as herein provided, shall be assessed by the jury here- 
inafter povinen for as benefits, and, to the extent of such benefits, 
against those pieces or parcels of land on each side of said avenue as 
extended, and also on any or all pieces or parcels of land which will be 
benefited by the extension of said street, etc. . 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, page 4, line 12, after 
the word “said,” to strike out “avenue” and insert “ street ;” 
so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 5. That if the use of a part only of any piece or parcel of ground 
shall be condemned, the jury, in determining its value, shall not take 
inte any consideration any benefits that ay. accrue to the remainder 
thereof from the extension of said street or highway, but such benefits 
shall be considered in determining what assessment shall be made on or 
8 such plece or parcel of land as may not be taken as hereinbefore 
prov 3 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH G, M’GARVEY. 


The bill (S. 1239) granting an increase of pension to Joseph G. 
McGarvey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph G. 
McGarvey, late of Company G, Highty-ninth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOHN CHRISTOFF. 


The bill (S, 1238) granting an increase of pension to John 
Christoff was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Christoff, late 
of Company B, Eighty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JULIA W. ESTES. 


The bill (S. 1408) granting an increase of pension to Julia W. 
Estes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the ion roll, subject to the fe is decor and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia W. Estes, widow of 
Llewellyn G. Estes, late major and assistant adjutant-general and 
brevet brigadier-zeneral, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
DORA H. KUHNS. 


The bill (S. 1444) granting a pension to Dora H. Kuhns was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Iaterior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension 32 the name of Dora H. Kuhns, widow of 
Herman L. Kuhns, late captain and quartermaster, Eighth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war with S „ and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


REBECCA A. WHITE. 


The bill (S. 1872) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
A. White was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, after the word “and,” to strike out 
“later of,” and in the same line, before the word “ Volunteer,” 
to insert Kentucky; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the ion roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension ims the name of Re- 
becca A. White, widow of cores W. te, late of Sompany B, Third 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and Battery A, Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $i2 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SOPHIA A. KNAPP. 


The bill (S. 530) granting an increase of pension to Sophia 
A. Knapp was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word “late,” to strike out 
senior; and in line 7, after the word “ Volunteer,” to strike 
out “ Infantry“ and insert Light Artillery; “ so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sophia 
À. Koap widow of Sylvester Knapp, late of the Twenty-fourth t- 
tery Indiana Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lleu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


JOHN PIEPER. 


The bill (S. 195) granting an increase of pension to John Pie- 
per was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “ of 
Company B” and insert “commissary sergeant;” and in line 
7, after the word “Infantry,” to insert “and United States 
Army; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Pieper, late commissary sergeant, Tenth Regiment Maryland Volun- 
teer Infantry, and United States Army and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES E. SMITH. 


The bill (S. 1269) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Edwin Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, autherized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles E. Smith, late of 
Company K, Fow Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and cap- 
tain Company A, Fifty-sixth Regiment United States Colo: Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KEAN. How much is the pensioner receiving now? 

The Secretary read from the report, as follows: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $30 per month the pension, 

Mr. KEAN. Let the report in the case be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey calls 
for the reading of the report. 


1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


907 


The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Pires on the 
8th instant, as follows: 
| The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1269) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles Edwin Smith, have exam- 
Bt in bit 8 5 from $12 to $30 month the pension 
us ro} oO increase m T 0! 
. mith, late of Com rth 


of Charles pany K, Fou Regiment Minnesota 
Volunteer Infantry, and captain Company A, Fifty-sixth Regiment 
United States Colored Volunteer Infantry. 

The papera on file in this case show that Charles E. Smith, the 
claimant was a good soldier with an honorable record of five years’ 
service. It is shown 17 the military records that he enlisted October 
22, 1861, as a private in Company K, Fourth Minnesota Infantry, and 


served as such until August 11, 1863, when eee discha È 
He again enlisted August 12, 1863, as hospital steward, Fifty-sixth 
United States Colored Troops, and was promoted second lieutenant of 


Company A, same regiment, December 6, 1864. He was promoted cap- 
tain April 7, 1866, and was honorably discharged and mustered out 
with his company September 15, 1866. y 

Soldier might have obtained arrears of pension had he applied in 
time, but he was self-reliant and independent and he refused to ask 
aid from the Government until his necessities compelled him to do so. 
His first application was filed August 30, 1888, from which date he was 
allowed pension under the general law for malarial poisoning, chronic 
diarrhea, and piles of service origin at $8 per month, which was finally 
increased to 2 r month from October 14, 1891. He applied for 
further increase March 3, 1900, but his application was rejected July 

, 1902, on the ground that his rate was commensurate with the degree 
of disability from pensioned causes. 

Soldier is about 62 years of age, and is completely broken down 
8 and absolutely incapable of earning his own support. It 
appears by the last 5 of the board of examining surgeons, dated 
April 2, 1902, that he is unable to perform manual labor by reason of 
physical disabilities. The examining surgeons described his condition 
as follows: 

“ Malarial poisoning: Tongue coated, skin sallow and icteroid, whites 
of eyes icteroid. Abdomen tympanitic, tenderness over liver, stomach, 
and spleen; those organs not enla Liver nor spleen not palpable. 
Applicant looks weak and emaciated. 

“Diarrhea and piles: Rectum: Skin around anus relaxed; mucous 
membrane of rectum red and inflamed; presence of much mucous; six 
internal piles, tumors about the size of a hazlenut; no ulceration, but 
evidence of old ulcerations. 

5 owe was merchant; 1 glve no evidence of manual labor. 
Disabilities are permanent and not due to vicious habits.” 

Claimant is in destitute circumstances financially and has absolutely 
no means of ponpon aside from his present pension of $12 per month. 

In view of his advanced age, the length and distinguished character 
of his services (he being promoted from private to rank of captain), 
his poverty and inability to earn a support by his own manual labor, 
your committee are of opinion that an increase of his pension to $30 
per month, as proposen in the bill, is eminently just and proper. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation 
that it pass when amended as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles E. Smith, late of 
Company K, Fourth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and cap- 
tain Company A, Fifty-sixth Regiment United States Colo Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving.” 

Also amend title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles E. Smith.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles E. Smith.” 


EUGENE P. KINGSLEY. 


The bill (S. 99) granting an increase of pension to Eugene P. 
Kingsley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “Infantry,” to strike 
out Volunteer“ and insert “National Guard;” in line 8, 
before the word “and,” to strike out “also United States 
Navy,” and in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
„thirty“ and insert“ twenty,” so as to make the bill read: 


P. Kingsley, late of Company K, One h 
Ohio National Guard Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
HIRAM B. DOTY. 


The bill (S. 532) granting an increase of pension to Hiram B. 
Doty was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Hiram B. Doty, 
late of Company G, Seventy-seventh Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


EDWARD KEASTER. 


The bill (S. 85) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Keaster was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Edward Keaster, 
late of Company C, Forty-fifth, and Company C, Fiftieth, Regi- 
ments Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

RUSSELL A. M’KINLEY. 

The bill (S. 988) granting a pension to Russell A. McKinley 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Russell A. McKinley, late 
of Troop C, Second Regiment United States Cavalry, and to pay 
him a pension of $100 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JAMES L. COWELL. 


The bill (S. 194) granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Cowell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty ” and insert “ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
L. Cowell, late of Company D, Twelfth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infan- 


try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ORANGE G. JONES. 


The bill (S. 386) granting an increase of pension to Orange 
G. Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty“ and insert“ twenty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ge 
G. Jones, late of Company A, First Regiment North Carolina Volun- 


teers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN LEAVITT. 


The bill (S. 1340) granting an increase of pension to John 
Leavitt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out thirty“ and insert“ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 8 laws, the name of John 
Leavitt, late of Company A, One hundred and forty-seventh Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LIZZIE G. REYNOLDS. 


The bill (S. 157) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie G. 
Reynolds was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “twenty” and insert “twelve;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lizzie 
G. Reynolds, widow of Phineas B. Reynolds, late of Company K, Thirty- 


fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
the rate of $12 per month in Heu of that she is now recelving. s 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH DAVIS. 


The bill (S. 168) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Davis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty“ and insert “ twenty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Eliza- 

Davis, widow of William P. Davis, late captain Company I, One 
hundred and eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her 5 at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FRED PREISINGER. 


The bill (S. 1341) granting an increase of pension to Fred 
Preisinger was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Fred Prei- 
singer, late of Company H, Seventy-seventh Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MORTON M. NOAH. 

The bill (S. 1342) granting an increase of pension to Morton 
M. Noah was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Morton M. Noah, 
late of Company A, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ANDREW C. REED, 

The bill (S. 560) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
C. Reed was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew C. Reed, 
late of Company C, Twenty-fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

SETH M. TUCKER. 

The bill (S. 559) granting an increase of pension to Seth M. 
Tucker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ lieutenant,” to strike 
out “Company B, Fourth and Tenth Regiments,” and insert 
“Companies B and I, Tenth Regiment; “ and in line 9, before 
the word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty-six” and insert 
“ thirty ; ” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Seth M. Tucker, late first lieutenant 8 B and I, Tenth Regi- 
ment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was order to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH HITLER. 

The bill (S. 627) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Hiler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph Hiler, 
late of Company G, Third Regiment Missouri State Militia Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
JAMES SLOAN. 
The bill (S. 1040) granting an increase of pension to James 
Sloan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
nsert : 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Sloan, late of Com- 
any C, Fourth Regiment United States Infantry, Oregon and Wash- 
ngton 1 war, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$16 per month lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM C. BRECKENRIDGE, 


The bill (S. 217) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Breckenridge was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
un amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty“ and insert“ thirty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
Volunteer: Intantrye sed pay” bie Species oe Oe ee Ste ee 
month in lieu of that he SoK. Deceiving. i CAR $ cls 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM W. LANE. 


The bill (S. 1431) granting an increase of pension to Willlam 
W. Lane was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ twenty-five” and insert “twenty-four ;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, eto., 
hereby, Ber iien jea P petise 885 1 3 — bn 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
iu a felon 8 He . 8 haath 
in lieu of that he is heer TEANA, n 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


ALLEN J. NASH. 


The bill (S. 626) granting an increase of pension to Allen J. 
Nash was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


| an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 


out “twenty-five” and insert “twenty;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Allen 
J. Nash, late of 8 A, Twenty-first Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in, : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM ©. BEACHEY. 


The bill (S. 1036) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Beachey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“musician” and insert “of;” and in line 8, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out “fifty” and insert “twenty-four;” so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
C. Beachey, late of Company G, One hundred and — 2 Gane Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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MICHAEL BRADY. 


The bill (S. 525) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Brady was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“ color-sergeant ” and insert “of Company C;“ and in line 8, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “forty” and 
thirty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael 
Bra 15 late of Company C. Sixty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 

n 


teer Ap h and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. > 8 


CHARLES S. M. HOOTON. 


The bill (S. 1310) granting an increase of pension to C. S. M. 
Hooton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ of,” where it occurs the 
first time, to strike out the letter “©” and insert Charles; 
and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ thirty” 
and insert twenty-four; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
Or and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
8. Hooton, late of Company F. Sixth Regiment West Virginia Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles S. M. Hooton.” 


SARAH A. PRESTON. 


The bill (S. 1201) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Preston was considered as in Committee on the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah A. Preston, 
widow of James F. Preston, late captain Company A, First 
Regiment Virginia Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay her 
a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOHN D. M’FADDEN. 


The bill (S. 113) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
McFadden was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John D. Me- 
Fadden, late of Company I, Twenty-first Regiment Iowa Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ROBERT M. M’CORMICK. 

The bill (S. 528) granting a pension to Robert M. McCormick 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike ouf all after the enacting clause and in- 
gert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, su to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert M. McCormick, in- 
valid and dependent son of Robert M. McCormick, late captain Com- 
pany G, Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 

m a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. - 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ABRAHAM M. CORY. 


The bill (S. 336) granting a pension to Abraham M. Cory was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, before the word “and,” to strike out 
SP sia tid Infantry“ and insert Army; “ so as to make the 

ill read : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abra- 
ham Cory, late acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH T. CARPENTER. 


The bill (S. 2082) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth T. Carpenter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roil, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth T. Carpenter, 
widow of Gilbert 8. Carpenter, late lieutenant-colonel Seventh Regi- 
ment United States 1 and bri ler-general. United States Army, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu that she is 
now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HELEN M. BLANCHARD. 


The bill (S. 1737) granting an increase of pension to Helen 
M. Blanchard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty“ and insert “ fifteen ;” so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the Aravana and limitations of tħe pension laws, the name of Helen 
M. Blanchard, widow of John A. Blanchard, late surgeon Forty-eighth 
ment Iowa Volunteer nery and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ANGELINA HERNANDEZ. 


The bill (S. 2143) granting an increase of pension to Angelina 
Hernandez was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pona roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of e msion laws, the name of Angelina Hernandez, 
widow of Ramon rnandez, late of Captain Moseley’s independent 
company, Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. ¢ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M’KINNON, ALIAS JOHN MACK. 


The bill (S. 1160) to correct the military record of John Mc- 
Kinnon, alias Jobn Mack, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. $ 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
with an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ discharge,” to 
strike out “an honorable” and insert a; so as to make the 
bill read : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of John McKinnon, alias John Mack, late of Compan 
L. Sixteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry, and seaman on the U. S. S. North 
Carolina and U. S. S. Brooklyn, and to grant him a discharge from the 
military service of the United States: Provided, That no bounty, pay, or 
ne Layer ecm shall become due or payable by virtue of the passage 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

AFFAIRS OF MOROCCO. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Bacon on the 8th instant, 
requesting the President to furnish the Senate with copies of 
papers concerning holding a conference on matters relating to 
. etc., was announced as the last business on the Cal- 
endar. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. IH Madson. Incumbent’s commission expires January 13, 1906. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senate has done a very good 
day’s work, and has practically completed the Calendar. I do 
not think that at this hour any Senator desires to enter into a 
debate upon anything that remains, Therefore I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock 
and 27 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, January 11, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 10, 1906. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Henry L. Stimson, of the State of New York, to be United 
States attorney for the southern district of New York, in the 
place of Henry L. Burnett, whose term expires on January 13, 
1906. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Luther D. McGahan, of Minot, N. Dak., to be register of the 
land office at Minot, N. Dak., vice Robert C. Sanborn, resigned. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


John Petterson, of McIntosh, Minn., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Crookston, Minn., vice August F. George, term ex- 
pired. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Thacher T. Hallet, of Massachusetts, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Barnstable, in the State of Massachu- 
setts. (Reappointment.) 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander George L. Dyer, to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 30th day of September, 1905, vice Capt. James R. Selfridge, 
deceased. 

Surg. James E. Gardner, to be a medical inspector in the Navy 
from the 17th day of December, 1905, vice Medical Inspector 
David O. Lewis, deceased. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA. 

Prelate D. Barker to be postmaster at Mobile, in the county 
of Mobile and State of Alabama, in place of Prelate D. Barker. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 16, 1906. 

Blevins S. Perdue to be postmaster at Greenville, in the 
county of Butler and State of Alabama, in place of Blevins S. 
Perdue. Incumbent’s commission expires February 10, 1906. 

William C. Starke to be postmaster at Troy, in the county of 
Pike and State of Alabama, in place of William C. Starke. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 10, 1906. 

Walter T. Stewart to be postmaster at Sylacauga, in the 
county of Talladega and State of Alabama, in place of Sarah J. 
Hebson, resigned. 

ALASKA. 

Frank W. Swanton to be postmaster at Nome, in the Territory 
of Alaska, in place of Frank W. Swanton. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expires January 21, 1906. 

ARKANSAS, 4 

William D. Foster to be postmaster at Gravette, in the county 
of Benton and State of Arkansas. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1906. 

CALIFORNIA. 


Edward H. Bautzer to be postmaster at San Pedro, in the 
county of Los Angeles and State of California, in place of Ed- 
ward H. Bautzer. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
16, 1906. 

John C. Boggs to be postmaster at Newcastle, in the county 
of Placer and State of California, in place of John C. Boggs. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 16, 1906. 

Harvey S. Clark, jr., to be postmaster at Lodi, in the county 
of San Joaquin and State of California, in place of Harvey S. 
Clark, jr. Incumbent’s commission expires January 13, 1906. 

Eugene Don to be postmaster at Santa Clara, in the county of 
Santa Clara and State of California, in place of Eugene Don. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 13, 1906. 

Walter J. Ford to be postmaster at Quincy, in the county of 
Plumas and State of California. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1906. 

William W. James to be postmaster at Monterey, in the county 
of Monterey and State of California, in place of William W. 
James. Incumbent’s commission expires January 13, 1906. 

Archie G. Madson to be postmaster at Angels Camp, in the 
county of Calaveras and State of California, in place of Archie 


William Mullen to be postmaster at Mendocino, in the county 
of Mendocino and State of California. Office became Presiden- 
tial January 1, 1906. 

Samuel L. Smith to be postmaster at Nordhoff, in the county 
of Ventura and State of California. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1906. 

James H. Wamsley to be postmaster at Glendora, in the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1905. 

COLORADO, 

Frederick S. Bruner to be postmaster at Fruita, in the county 
of Mesa and State of Colorado. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1906. 

Walter S. Clark to be postmaster at Aspen, in the county of 
Pitkin and State of Colorado, in place of Walter S. Clark. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 20, 1906. 

William Knearl to be postmaster at Brush, in the county of 
Morgan and State of Colorado. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1906. ; 

William H. Wallace to be postmaster at Julesburg, in the 
county of Sedgwick and State of Colorado. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1906. 

CONNECTICUT. 

Thomas W. Beaumont to be postmaster at Cromwell, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in place of 
Thomas W. Beaumont. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 16, 1906. 

Joshua A. Fessenden to be postmaster at Stamford, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in place of Joshua 
A. Fessenden. Incumbent’s commission expires January 16, 
1906. 

Charles S. Hall to be postmaster at Wallingford, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in place of Charles S. 
Hall. Incumbent’s commission expires January 16, 1906. 

George H. Jackson to be postmaster at New Milford, in the 
county of Litchfield and State of Connecticut, in place of George 
H. Jackson. Incumbent's commission expires January 29, 1906. 


FLORIDA. 
Walter F. Mickle to be postmaster at Fort Myers, in the 
county of Lee and State of Florida, in place of Olive E. Stout. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 20, 1906. 


ILLINOIS. 

John C. Baker to be postmaster at Golconda, in the county of 
Pope and State of Illinois, in place of John C. Baker. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired December 18, 1905. 

Joseph H. Braden to be postmaster at Rossville, in the county 
of Vermilion and State of Illinois, in place of Theodore E. 
Habel. Incumbent’s commission expired December 18, 1905. 

Cornelius M. Ogdon to be postmaster at Westville, in the 
county of Vermilion and State of Illinois. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1906. 

INDIANA. 

Elliott E. Barnard to be postmaster at Delphi, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Indiana, in place of Elliott E. Barnard. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 20, 1906. 

Edward H. Burns to be postmaster at Frankfort, in the county 
of Clinton and State of Indiana, in place of Andrew A. Laird. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 20, 1906. 

John G. Dunbar to be postmaster at Greencastle, in the 
county of Putnam and State of Indiana, in place of John G. 
Dunbar. Incumbent’s commission expired January 9, 1906. 

Charles M. Eisenbeiss to be postmaster at Elkhart, in the 
county of Elkhart and State of Indiana, in place of William H. 
Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expires January 13, 1906. 

Jasper N. Frist to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Vermilion and State of Indiana, in place of Jasper N. Frist. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 13, 1906. 

John W. Graham to be postmaster at Bloomfield, in the 
county of Greene and State of Indiana, in place of Joe E. 
Shryer. Incumbent’s commission expired January 9, 1906. 

John C. Gregg to be postmaster at Brazil, in the county of 
Clay and State of Indiana, in place of Harry D. Falls. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired January 9, 1906. 

Lyman B. Holleman to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in the 
county of Posey and State of Indiana, in place of Lyman B. 
Holleman. Incumbent's commission expired December 12, 1905. 

John W. Lough to be postmaster at Ladoga, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Indiana, in place of W. M. Mills. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1905. 

Benjamin L. McFarlan to be postmaster at Rushville, in the 
county of Rush and State of Indiana, in place of Homer Havens. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1905. 

William P. Masters to be postmaster at Seymour, in the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


911 


county of Jackson and State of Indiana, in place of William P. 
Masters. Incumbent’s commission expired January 9, 1906. 

William O. Protsman to be postmaster at Vevay, in the county 
of Switzerland and State of Indiana, in place of William O. 
Protsman. Incumbent’s commission expires January 20, 1906. 

Charles H. Reader to be postmaster at Corydon, in the county 
of Harrison and State of Indiana, in place of Thomas J. Wilson. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 9, 1906. 

Frederick Schrader to be postmaster at Batesville, in the 
county of Ripley and State of Indiana, in place of Donald 
McCallum. Incumbent’s commission expired January 9, 1906. 

B. W. S. Wiseman to be postmaster at Culver, in the county 
of Marshall and State of Indiana, in place of B. W. S. Wise- 
man. Incumbent’s commission expires January 20, 1906. 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Absalum B. Allen to be postmaster at Okemah, in district No. 
9, Indian Territory. Office became Presidential January 1, 1906. 

L. W. Smith to be postmaster at Wewoka, in district No. 13, 
Indian Territory. Office became Presidential January 1, 1906. 

Alva A. Taylor to be postmaster at Wapanucka, in District 
No. 23, Indian Territory. Office became Presidential. January 
1, 1906. 

‘ IOWA. 

George R. Lochrie to be postmaster at Lorimor, in the county 
of Union and State of Iowa, in place of Jay M. Jackson. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 21, 1906. 

John M. Lytle to be postmaster at Washington, in the county 
of Washington and State of Iowa, in place of James A. Cun- 
ningham, resigned. 

Ellsworth E. Secor to be postmaster at Buffalo Center, in the 
county of Winnebago and State of Iowa, in place of Ellsworth 
E. Secor. Incumbents commission expired December 16, 1905. 

KANSAS. 

Patrick H. Campbell to be postmaster at Alton, in the county 
of Osborne and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1906. 

John H. Vaughn to be postmaster at Garnett, in the county of 
‘Anderson and State of Kansas, in place of Winfield S. Bemis, re- 
signed. 

KENTUCKY. 

James F. Taylor to be postmaster at Glasgow, in the county 
of Barren and State of Kentucky, in place of James F. Taylor. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 13, 1906. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 

Fred L, Atkinson to be postmaster at Newburyport, in the 
county of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in place of Fred 
E. Smith. Incumbents commission expires January 31, 1906. 

MICHIGAN. 

Thomas H. Barnum to be postmaster at Iron River, in the 
county of Iron and State of Michigan, in place of William J. 
Blair. Incumbent’s commission expires January 20, 1906. 

Henry W. Coburn to be postmaster at Escanaba, in the county 
of Delta and State of Michigan, in place of Matthew J. Ryan. 
Incumbent's commission expires February 7, 1906. 

Ross Leighton to be postmaster at Newberry, in the county 
of Luce and State of Michigan, in place of Charles Brebner, 
resigned. 

Homer Warren to be postmaster at Detroit, in the county of 
Wayne and State of Michigan, in place of Freeman B. Dicker- 
son. Incumbent’s commission expires February 7, 1906. 

MISSOURL 

Levi Alexander to be postmaster at Kahoka, in the county of 
Clark and State of Missouri, in place of. James L. Greenlee, 
resigned. 

James C. Baker to be postmaster at Ridgeway, in the county 
of Harrison and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1906. 

Samuel B. Cropper to be -postmaster at Jamesport, in the 
county of Daviess and State of Missouri. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1906. 

Samuel H. Elkins to be postmaster at Columbia, in the county 
of Boone and State of Missouri, in place of Samuel H. Elkins. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 13, 1906. 

Alfred Lowman to be postmaster at Smithville, in the county 
of Clay and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1906. 

John Marshall to be postmaster at Bonne Terre (late Bonne- 
terre), in the county of St. Francois and State of Missouri, in 
place of John Marshall, to change name of office. 

MONTANA. 

Alonzo H. Foster to be postmaster at Boulder, in the county 
of Jefferzon and State of Montana, in place of Alonzo H. Fos- 
ter. Incumbent’s commission expires January 20, 1906. 


NEBRASKA. 
Mons Johnson to be postmaster at Valley, in the county of 
Douglas and State of Nebraska, Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1906. 
NEW YORK. 


Charles A. Brooks to be postmaster at Marathon, in the county 
of Cortland and State of New York, in place of Charles A. 
Brooks. Incumbent’s commission expired December 17, 1905. 

Howard G. Dewey to be postmaster at Gloversville, in the 
county of Fulton and State of New York, in place of Willard N. 
Stewart. Incumbent’s commission expired December 17, 1905. 

Frank J. Enz to be postmaster at Ithaca, in the county of 
Tompkins and State of New York, in place of Frank J. Enz. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 21, 1906. 

Mary R. Newlands to be postmaster at West Point, in the 
county of Orange and State of New York, in place of Mary R. 
Newlands. Incumbent’s commission expired December 17, 1905. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

Ann Z. Pearce to be postmaster at Selma, in the county of 
Johnston and State of North Carolina. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1906, 

OHIO. 


John H. Stover to be postmaster at Waterville, in the county 
of Lucas and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential July 
1, 1905. 

OREGON, 


W. P. Pennebaker to be postmaster at Woodburn, in the 
county of Marion and State of Oregon, in place of Walter L. 
Tooze. Incumbent's commission expired December 17, 1905. 

PENNSYLVANIA, 

Harry H. Hawkins to be postmaster at Spring Forge, in the 
county of York and State of Pennsylvania, Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1906. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Thomas E. Husbands to be postmaster at Dillon, in the county 
of Marion and State of South Carolina, in place of Thomas E. 
Husbands. Incumbent's commission expires January 16, 1906. 

Robinson P. Searson to be postmaster at Allendale, in the 
county of Barnwell and State of South Carolina. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1906. 

SOUTH DAKOTA, 

William A. Carter to be postmaster at Castlewood, in the 
county of Hamlin and State of South Dakota. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1905. 

TENNESSEE. 

John Ç. Campbell to be postmaster at Johnson City, in the 
county of Washington and State of Tennessee, in place of John 
C. Campbell. Incumbent’s commission expires January 13, 1906. 

TEXAS. 

J. A. Bowermon to be postmaster at Mansfield, in the county 
of Tarrant and State of Texas. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1905. 

Marshall Smith to be postmaster at Brownwood, in the county 
of Brown and State of Texas, in place of Marshall Smith, In- 
cumbent's commission expires January 28, 1906. 


WITHDRAWALS. 
Executive nominations withdrawn from the Senate January 10, 


Second Lieut. Harry W. Bathiany, Third Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from September 22, 1905 (subject to examination re- 
quired by law), vice McCook, Second Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Fred H. Turner, Twenty-third Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from October 4, 1905, vice Coleman, Thirteenth 
Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Edwin O. Saunders, Twenty-ninth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant from October 6, 1905, vice Pond, Third In- 
fantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Walter Krueger, Thirtieth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from October 10, 1905, vice Merrill, Twenty-third In- 
fantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Beverly C. Daly, Thirteenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from October 11, 1905, vice Wetherill, Thirteenth In- 
fantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Asa L. Singleton, Fifth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from October 24, 1905, vice Norwood, Twenty-third 
Infantry, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Arthur L. Bump, Eighth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from October 29, 1905, vice Murphy, Twenty-fifth In- 
fantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Willis E. Mills, Ninth Infantry, to be first Heu- 
tenant from October 30, 1905, vice Baldwin, Twenty-fourth In- 
fantry, promoted. 
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Second Lieut. Gilbert A. McElroy, Thirteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from October 80, 1905, vice Brandle, First Infan- 
try, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Harry W. Gregg, Fourteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from November 2, 1905, vice Shields, Twelfth In- 
fantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Sylvester C. Loring, Twenty-seventh Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant from November 11, 1905, vice Burr, Fif- 
teenth Infantry, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 10, 1906. 


GOVERNOR OF OKLAHOMA. 
Frank Frantz, of Enid, Okla., to be governor of Oklahoma. 
GOVERNOR OF NEW MEXICO. 
Herbert J. Hagerman, of Roswell, N. Mex., to be governor of 
New Mexico. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Charles E. Wolverton, of Oregon, to be United States district 
judge for the district of Oregon. + 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Alpha E. Hoyt, of Wyoming, to be register of the land office 

at Sundance, Wyo. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Levi R. Davis, of Wyoming, to be receiver of public moneys at 
Sundance, Wyo. 

Robert R. Herron, of Wyoming, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Lander, Wyo. 

Nathaniel H. Alexander, of Alabama, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Montgomery, Ala. 

Merris C. Barrow, of Wyoming, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Douglas, Wyo. 

Eugene B. Mather, of Wyoming, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Buffalo, Wyo. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Frederick W. Daniels, of Wyoming, to be register of the land 
office at Buffalo, Wyo. 
POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 
James F. Scott to be postmaster at Ione, in the county of 
Amador and State of California. 
CONNECTICUT. 
George D. Carey to be postmaster at Sound Beach, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 
IDAHO. 
John F. Cook, jr., to be postmaster at Bonners Ferry, in the 
county of Kootenai and State of Idaho. 
ILLINOIS, 
Harold E. Chadwick to be postmaster at Ashton, in the county 
of Lee and State of Illinois. 
Robert N. Chapman to be postmaster at Charleston, in the 
county of Coles and State of Illinois. 
Frank C. Davidson to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
of Dewitt and State of Illinois. 
William R. Jewell to be postmaster at Danville, in the county 
of Vermilion and State of Illinois. 
Walter W. Lindley to be postmaster at Urbana, in the county 
Champaign and State of Illinois. 
Jobn J. Reeve to be postmaster at Jacksonville, in the county 
of Morgan and State of Illinois. 
Ozias Riley to be postmaster at Champaign, in the county of 
Champaign and State of Illinois. 
Joseph C. Weir to be postmaster at Rantoul, in the county of 
Champaign and State of Illinois. 
Charles W. Warner to be postmaster at Hoopeston, in the 
county of Vermilion and State of Illinois. 
INDIANA, 
William L. Bryan to be postmaster at Boonyille, in the county 
of Warrick and State of Indiana. 
William A. Dennerline to be postmaster at Aurora, in the 
county of Dearborn and State of Indiana. 
Samuel S. Heath to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county 
of Boone and State of Indiana. 
James F. Lawson to be postmaster at Spencer, in the county 
of Owen and State of Indiana. 
Morris B. Pote to be postmaster at New Harmony, in the 
county of Posey and State of Indiana. 
IOWA. 
William S. Browning to be postmaster at Winfield, in the 
county of Henry and State of Iowa, 


Marion Bruce to be postmaster at Rolfe, in the county of Poca- 
hontas and State of Iowa. 

Harry McNamara to be postmaster at Tipton, in the county 
of Cedar and State of Iowa. 

Charles M. Stevens to be postmaster at Williams, in the 
county of Hamilton and State of Iowa. 

Francis Trunkey to be postmaster at Elma, in the county of 
Howard and State of Iowa. 

KANSAS. 

James M. Goff to be postmaster at Walnut, in the county of 

Crawford and State of Kansas. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
Henry Converse to be postmaster at Rutland, in the county 2 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 
MICHIGAN, 
Frank E. Nellis to be postmaster at Mount Clemens, in the 
county of Macomb and State of Michigan. 
MISSOURI. 
Frank M. Deggendorf to be postmaster at Potosi, in the 
county of Washington and State of Missouri. 
NEW YORK, 
Dwight H. Bruce to be postmaster at Syracuse, in the county 
of Onondaga and State of New York. 
J. D. Denison to be postmaster at Greene, in the county of 
Chenango and State of New York. 
Ellsworth Sweet to be postmaster at Waterloo, in the county 
of Seneca and State of New York. 
Henry W. Wilcox to be postmaster at Deposit, in the county 
of Broome and State of New York. 
NORTH DAKOTA, 
Harry H. Roberts to be postmaster at Tower City, in the 
county of Cass and State of North Dakota. 
John I. W. Durston to be postmaster at Bisbee, in the county 
of Towner and State of North Dakota, 
OHIO, 
Glenn H. Salkeld to be postmaster at Perry, in the county of 
Lake and State of Ohio. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
Howard B. Frankenberry to be postmaster at Point Marion, 
in the county of Fayette and State of Pennsylyania. 
WISCONSIN. 


Royden J. Coon to be postmaster at Plainfield, in the county 
of Waushara and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES., 


WEDNESDAY, January 10, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
sh Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
prov 
COLD SPRINGS FISH HATCHERY, BULLOCHVILLE, GA. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
discharge the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 11036) to pro- 
vide additional land and provide additional buildings at the 
Cold Springs fish hatchery, Bullochville, Ga., and that the same 
be seferred to the Committee on Appropriations. While the bill 
relates to a fish hatchery, in point of fact it refers to the sub- 
dividing of an appropriation already made in such manner as 
will effect the purpose for which the bill is intended. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] 
asks unanimous consent that the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 11036, and that the same be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS NO. 2. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylyania asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolution 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Blectlons No. 2 be authorized to sit 


during the sessions of the House and to have such printing and bind- 
ing done as may be necessary in the transaction of its business. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
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PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 


Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of House bill No. 3. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 3—the Philippine tariff bill—with 
Mr. OLMSTED in the chair. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania be per- 
mitted time to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania be given 
time. to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. i 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, the pending measure has 
been so exhaustively and elaborately discussed by my colleagues 
on the Committee on Ways and Means who have preceded me 
that I would fain be excused from intruding myself upon the 
attention of this committee. It seems to me, however, that I 
owe it to myself that I should put on record the reasons that 
influence me to support this measure, and in doing so I shall 
endeayor to confine myself to the discussion of those questions 
which seem to me to be entirely relevant, and will endeayor to 
occupy as brief a time as possible. It will not be out of place 
for me to restate the question at issue. 

The measure under discussion is “An act to amend an act 
temporarily to provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and 
for other purposes.” By its provisions all of the products of 
the Philippine Islands are admitted into the United States 
free of duty except sugar and tobacco, and upon these a duty 
is imposed equal to 25 per cent of the existing rates under what 
is known as the“ Dingley Act.“ There is a further provision that 
after April 11, 1909, ten years after the exchange of the rati- 
fications of the treaty of Paris, all Philippine products shall 
be admitted into the United States free of duty. 

As the law now stands, Philippine sugar and tobacco pay 
duties equal to 75 per cent of the Dingley rates, so that this 
measure, if adopted, will reduce the rates of duty 50 per cent 
for three years. Prior to the decision of the Supreme Court in 
the case of “the diamond rings” the full duties provided for 
by the Dingley Act were imposed and collected on the products 
of the Philippine Islands. In that case, however, the Supreme 
Court held that the Philippine Archipelago is not a foreign 
country, and as a consequence the Dingley rates did not apply. 
Following this decision the act was passed which imposes the 
present 75 per cent rate. 

As the Philippine Islands are a part of the United States, 
there ought to be free trade with them both ways, and the bill 
provides for that in 1909. That, however, is not feasible at 
this time. In the first place, goods going from the United States 
into the Philippine Islands pay the same rate of duty as like 
goods from other countries, and this practice must continue 
until 1909, for the reason that under the treaty of Paris Spain 
is entitled to the same advantages in tariff duties on exports to 
the Philippine Islands that the United States enjoy for a period 
of ten years. In the second place the revenue to be derived 
from the duties now imposed on sugar and tobacco is necessary 
for the maintenance of the Philippine government. The reye- 
nue to be collected under the bill does not go into the Treasury 
of the United States but into the Philippine treasury. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. DALZELL., I ask, Mr. Chairman, that I may be allowed 
to proceed without interruption, and then I shall be very glad at 
the end to answer any questions which any gentleman may 
ask. 

Whether the acquisition of the Philippine Islands by the 
United States was in the first place desirable is now a question 
of no possible moment. It is purely academic. By the treaty 
of Paris the islands became subject to our sovereignty and as 
much a part of our territory as Alaska, Porto Rico, or New 
Mexico. Nor is the question as to their ultimate fate a live 
question. It is admitted on all hands that no man can foresee 
the time when the Philippine people will be able to take care of 
themselyes. In the meantime they must remain our wards. 

The question is not as to what some future generation of our 
descendants shall in their day do with the Philippine Islands 
and their people. The question is, What shall we do with them? 
What shall we do with them now? The possible relation of the 
United States to the Philippine Islands a century hence rests in 
the realm of impossible conjecture. It is vain for us to deal in 
imaginings. We must take for granted that those who come 
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after us will be faithful to their duty as up to this time we 
have been loyal to ours, and as I trust we shall remain loyal 
by the enactment of this just law in the interests of a suffering 
people who in the providence of God have been intrusted to and 
remain under our care. [Applause.] 

Mr. McKinley said: 

The 3 are ours, not to exploit, but to develop, to civilize, 
to educate, to train in the science of self-government. This is the path 
of duty which we must follow or be recreant to a mighty trust com- 
mitted to us. 

And we have been following in that path of duty. We haye 
committed ourselves to the policy which makes these islands 
and their people a part of us. We have put down insurrection 
and granted amnesty. Our flag floats triumphant in the skies 
of the Orient. We have established civil government of the 
most enlightened character. There is no right or liberty known 
to ourselves, heirs of all the ages, except the right of trial by jury 
and to bear arms, that we have not given to them, and these rights 
have been withheld in their interest. The instructions of Presi- 
dent McKinley to the Philippine Commission, which constitute 
the Philippine scheme of government, have evoked the highest 
praise from the lovers of liberty all the world over. That great 
state paper has been said to be R 
a constitution, a code judicial, a system of laws ready made, statutes 
administrative covering all the activities of a nation and meeting wants 
and solving problems innumerable, all rolled into one. It was a mas- 
terly summing up of the governing experience of the e ee 

ple of the world, adapted to and specially arranged for effective wor 
n a given field. 

Government has been administered pursuant to the President's 
instructions in all the islands, in their provinces and cities. 
Courts have been established; civil service inaugurated; rivers 
and harbors improved; light-houses established; the gold stand- 
ard adopted; telegraphs built; roads and bridges projected, 
and, over and above all, schools provided; in a word, such an 
American policy adopted as commits us to its continuance to'a 
successful issue. To abandon it now would not only be to prove 
ourselyes recreant to a mighty trust, but would mean disaster 
and anarchy and bloodshed to the Filipinos. [Applause.] 

Furthermore, by our legislation we have emphatically de- 
clared that they are part and parcel of us. We have extended 
to them our navigation laws. We have extended to them our 
immigration laws. We have extended to them our alien con- 
tract-labor laws. Do you mean to tell me that we shall confine 
them to our domestic policy, shall compel the carriage of their 
goods in American bottoms and at the same time refuse them 
the enjoyment of our markets? Surely, surely not. The Phil- 
ippine Islands can not be at the same time both foreign and 
domestic. [Applause.] They must be either wholly foreign or 
wholly domestic. By the decision of our highest court, by the 
inauguration of a governmental policy more than once indorsed 
by the people of this country, and by our legislation, explicit in 
terms, we haye declared the Philippine Islands to be wholly 
domestic. Under these circumstances a tariff can no more be 
justified on general principles between the Philippine Islands 
and the United States than between the United States and Porto 
Rico and between the United States and the Hawaiian Islands. 

The gentleman from Colorado did me the honor yesterday to 
quote from a speech which I made upon the floor of this House 
during the Porto Rican controversy, and he did it for the pur- 
pose, he said, of showing that I had abandoned some doctrines 
to which I then adhered. I want to say to the gentleman from 
Colorado that the charge of inconsistency, which Emerson has 
characterized as the terror of feeble minds, has no terror for me. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] There is no man who will 
continue for any length of time in public life who will not at 
some time or other be charged with apparent inconsistency, but 
in this particular case I am guilty of no inconsistency. The 
great absorbing question that was agitating the American people 
when that speech was made was, Does the Constitution follow 
the flag? In the government of our insular possessions are we 
bound by the limitations of the Constitution? I strenuously 
maintained that we were not. The Supreme Court of the United 
States subsequently decided that we were not. To that doctrine 
I still adhere. In pointing out the consequences that would fol- 
low in case we were bound by the limitations of the Constitution, 
I said that we would be compelled to give free trade to Porto 
Rico and to the Philippines. We would be compelled to incorpo- 
rate into the body of our citizenship 12,000,000 Malays and extend 
to them our navigation laws. I protested against the putting 
of our labor upon a plane with the half-savage labor of the Phil- 
ippines. I still contend that if bound by the limitations of the 
Constitution all that I said then would be true, and I propose to 
demonstrate now that the enactment of this measure will not 
place the labor of the Philippines upon a plane with our farmers 
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nor affect a single dollar of a single American wage-earner’s 
wage. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, what are the conditions that exist now 
as compared with the conditions that existed then? Now we 
have free trade with Porto Rico. We have extended to her the 
protection of the Dingley law. We have given her a Territorial 
form of government and admitted her to representation upon 
the floor of this House. Nay, more, we have a limited tariff 
law with the Philippine Islands. We have extended to them, 
as I have said, our navigation laws, our immigration laws, and 
our contract-labor laws. 

We have given them a Territorial form of government. In a 
word, we have treated them, in so far as their condition would 
admit of it, precisely as we treat ourselves. Why? The gen- 
tleman from Colorado [Mr. Bonyncer] said that I said in that 
speech, after recounting these things, that I called a halt. I 
did call a halt, but the people of the United States refused to 
respond. They said, “A pest upon your constitutional techni- 
calities; the Constitution may not follow the flag, but justice 
and fair play do.” [Applause on the Republican side.] They 
said, “ Porto Rico is ours, she bears allegiance to our flag, and 
she shall be treated as our own.” And then the press of this 
country rose in its might, without distinction of party, creed, 
or section, from ocean to ocean, from the Lakes to the Gulf, 
and with a persistence and with a bitterness unprecedented 
in all our political history, denounced us as violators of our 
plain duty. And yet our duty to Porto Rico then was no 
plainer than is our duty to the Philippines now. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] Then, as Representatives of the Ameri- 
can people, as the recorders of their will, from that day to this, 
piece by piece we have enacted such legislation as they said it 
was our plain duty to enact. So much for that. So much 
for the charge against me of inconsistency. 

What now is the necessity for this measure? It is twofold— 
to encourage the industries of the Philippine Islands and to 
furnish them with revenue. The policy that we have inaugu- 
rated in the Philippine Islands for their benefit is an expensive 
policy. It involves internal improvements of all kinds, but, as I 
said before, over and above all else it involves the establishment 
of schools. If we are to raise these people, if we are to make 
of them possible American citizens or even citizens of an inde- 
pendent Philippine Archipelago, they must be educated. There 
are now in our schools there 500,000 children, and there are in 
the islands 2,000,000 children of school age that ought to be 
provided for, and, my fellow Representatives, that must be pro- 
vided for. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The greatest industry in the Philippine Islands is the raising 
of hemp. Of that they have a monopoly. Until recently one 
of their sources of revenue was an export duty thereon. That 
duty Congress, in the interest of our farmers, laborers, and 
cordage manufacturers, has recently removed, and to that extent 
crippled the Philippine treasury. It is believed that the revenue 
to be raised by this act will go far toward supplying that loss 
and that at the expiration of three years the internal-revenue 
system of the islands will be sufficiently perfected and adjusted 
to render the further collection of duties on sugar and tobacco 
unnecessary. 

Now, in addition to what we have taken away from the 
Philippines they have had other troubles. They have been 
swept as to some of their industries, as it were, by the besom of 
destruction. This is especially true of the sugar industry. Let 
me read to you from the Philippine census: 

in the devel t of the ind reached its highest 
act lopinent in Sel’ A decline, 
continued until 1895, when there was a favorable reaction lasting two 
seasons. In 1897 the depression set in from which it has been unable 
to recover up to the present day. This depression is due to the vicissi- 
tudes agriculture has experienced in this country during the st few 
years, caused, first, by the 5 of the beet sugar in e great 
centers of consumption; second, by the growth of hemp and cocoanut 
lantations, which have taken away a considerable number of laborers 
rom sugar estates; third, by the continual fluctuations in the price of 
sugar, brought about by the financial crisis and the rate of exchange 
that resulted in the failure of many planters; and last, by the war, 
the rinderpest, cholera, the miasmatic fevers, famine, and the locusts, 
which brought ruin to many plantations and caused a complete depres- 
sion in the cultivation of cane in nearly all of the sugar-providing 
provinces. 

Let me read to you further from the testimony of Mr. De la 
Rama, a sugar planter and a merchant in Iloilo. He says: 

Our situation at the present time is a ver deplorable one. Seven 
years of calamities, with war and plagues, failures of crops, etc., have 
reduced us to a state of misery to such an extent that in many planta- 
tions of Negros and Panay the cultivation of sugar has been pees 
abandoned. Owing to the low price secured by the farmer for his prod- 
ucts during the past few years, a great many planters have been unable 
to meet eir obligations and to-day are on the eve of loging their 
1 This situation has brought on the farmers the further mis- 
‘ortune of entirely losing their credit. They are unable to get credit 
any longer. It is impossible for us to hope to reestablish our credit 
with bankers and money lenders throughout the islands unless these 


8 become convinced that the future of this Industry in these 
ands is such as to secure to them the repayment of their loans. At 

resent the situation is a very deplorable one. There are planters 

th in the island of Panay and in that of N who, haying the 
deeds of their property in thelr hands, apply to the money lenders and 
to the bankers for a loan, offering to secure the loan by mortgaging 
their entire property, and are unable to secure eyen sufficient money to 
attend to their most pressing personal wants. 

That is the situation of your ward in the Philippine Archi- 
pelago. The practical question is, What are you going to do 
about it? Our answer is, Enact into law the pending bill, and 
in a measure, at least, restore to these people their credit and 
the means to continue their industry. 

But just here we are met by the opposition of two American 
industries. The advocates of the sugar industry, especially the 
beet-sugar industry, and of the tobacco industry say the enact- 
ment of this measure will ruin both of their industries in the 
United States. Is their contention well taken 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Will it be fair to ask what to- 
bacco men are complaining? 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, not the tobacco men from the section 
of the country in which the gentleman is interested, and, in fact, 
very few of them anywhere. 

Is their contention well taken? I say most emphatically, no; 
and I say so after a careful, laborious, and impartial examina- 
tion of the questions involved; and hardly an impartial exami- 
nation either, because, as a protectionist, I approached the sub- 
ject in the first instance with a decided leaning against the pro- 
posed legislation. A large amount of testimony was taken by the 
Committee on Ways and Means of persons representing all sides 
of the controversy. I agree with my friend from Colorado 
[Mr. Bonyncr] that many things might be proved from that 
testimony, but as every lawyer in the habit of weighing evi- 
dence knows, the competency of the witnesses, their means of 
knowledge, their natural bias, must all be taken into considera- 
tion in arriving at the truth, And I want to say that it was 
very apparent that the testimony of Government officers in the 
Philippines was very often given without opportunity for per- 
sonal knowledge, oftentimes prematurely, and generally col- 
ored by a desire to make things in the islands appear to as 
great an advantage as possible. 

I propose to examine the case first with respect to the in- 
terest of the sugar industry. It was conceded that under pres- 
ent conditions Philippine competition amounted to nothing. It 
is not the past or the present, but the future only that is feared. 
The Unied States is compelled to import each year in the neigh- 
borhood of 2,000,000 tons of sugar. The greatest quantity ever 
produced for export in the Philippines was 256,000 tons, and 
that in the year 1893. The exports for the years since the war 
are as follows; I speak in round numbers: 

In 1899, 84,000 and odd tons, of which 21,000 came to the 
United States; 1900, 64,000 and odd tons, of which 2,000 and 
odd came to the United States. In 1901, 55,000—say 56,000 
tons—of which 5,000 came to the United States; 1902, 97,000 
tons, of which 5,000 came to the United States; 1903, 83,000 
tons, of which 28,000 came to the United States, and 1904, 
82,000, of which 25,000 came to the United States. 

Now, it is perfectly plain that if the whole amount of the 
largest production of sugar in the Philippine Islands under 
such circumstances as I have indicated should come into the 
United States, it would not be a drop in the bucket compared 
with our production and our immense importations. Hereto- 
fore no sugar, as I have shown to you, of any consequence has 
come to the United States from the Philippine Islands, and the 
largest shipments were sent here on speculation. They are 
still in bond in New York, not taken out, because of the hope 
that they would get out under lower duties; and the bül 
before the House provides that that sugar, when removed for 
consumption, shall pay the same duties that the law pre- 
scribed when it came in. 7 

I haye sħown you the present and the past. As to the future, 
I think that I can show that the fears of the advocates of our 
sugar industry are baseless, and that their, position is founded 
on a misapprehension of the actual conditions. Let me illus- 
trate. The most prominent and the most zealous advocate of 
beet sugar that appeared before the committee was Mr. Hatha- 
way. He says: 


It is not for the present but for the future that we pl and when 
the Philippine Commission specifies plainly and clearly that there are 
50,000,000 acres of land in the Philippine Islands that are well adapted 
to s and tobacco, and when, in addition to that, they go forward 
still further and advocate that 55,000,000 acres of these lands be not 
sold, but given to capitalists who will go into these islands and develop 
the sugar plantations on those islands, and when the same Commission 
report specifies that each one of those acres can produce 5 tons of 
sugar, I reaffirm, gentlemen, that it is not the present but the future 
that we are looking to. 


Well, my friends, there are a great many things in the reports 
of the Philippine Commission that experience has shown not to be 
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true. In the first place, there is no evidence that any acre of 
land in the Philippines is capable of producing 5 tons of sugar, 
and to say that there is is the purest speculation. And in the 
next place, I should insult your intelligence did I stop to argue 
to you that no Congress of the United States will ever give away 
for any purpose 25,000,000 acres of land. But even if it were 
so foolish and regardless of the rights of its constituents, the 
gift would be useless in the absence of labor, of which it is not 
denied that there is such a scarcity in the islands that there is 
barely sufficient to work the estates now in cultivation. 

There are no 50,000,000 acres of land in the islands capable 
of raising sugar. The total area is estimated at 73,00,000 
acres. To secure such cultivation as there is it has taken those 
people hundreds of years. There are 180,000 acres in sugar, 
1,600,000 in rice, 80,000 in tobacco, 60,000 in sweet potatoes, 
85,000 in plantains, 550,000 in hemp, 375,000 in cocoanuts, 267,000 
in corn, an area not calculated in small farms raising the food 
of the people, and 50,000,000 acres of mountain and impenetra- 
ble jungle and forest, a large proportion inhabited by roaming 
savages. 

Now, assuming the impossible, assuming that the forest lands 
would raise sugar—and no one knows whether they will or not— 
under laws that we have enacted, not an acre of them can be 
sold or leased until under licenses regularly issued, they shall 
be stripped of their timber, and that will not be in your day 
or mine or in that of your children or mine or your grand- 
children or mine. What pure speculation and moonshine this 
is, furnished to you as the basis of sound legislation. Listen 
to the argument: Fifty million acres, 5 tons to the acre, 
250,000,000 tons of sugar shortly to be ready for the market. 

Why our sugar people have been continually appealing to us 
for time. “ We have the beet lands,” they say, “ the machinery 
within reach, but it takes time to induce capital to invest, time 
to educate the laborer, time to develop the beet, time to improve 
the machinery; our industry must grow gradually with the in- 
crease of population and the improvement in methods,” and yet 
in the same breath they have tumbled into the world’s markets 
sugar from the forests of the Philippines to feed the world, as 
it were, by a divine nod. 

Let me put the argument from the Philippine standpoint. 
There is enough land in Louisiana capable of raising sugar, 
not under cultivation for sugar, to supply the world with that 
product. Louisiana has multiplied her production by two in 
fifty years. The same may be said of the capacity of Cuba. 
Cuba has multiplied her production by three in twenty-five 
years. If the Philippines should do as well as Louisiana, they 
will have reached a production of something over 500,000 tons 
in fifty years from now. If the Philippines should do as well 
as Cuba, they will have reached a production of less than 
900,000 tons in twenty-five years, and that is 300,000 tons less 
than we import from Cuba to-day. The world’s consumption 
has multiplied by three in twenty-five years, and our consump- 
tion is increasing at the rate of 7 per cent per annum. The 
inconsequence of the argument of the opponents of this Dill 
might be pursued ad nauseam. 

Texas has sugar lands sufficient in area to supply all the 
sugar that the world consumes. Why does she not do it? We 
are assured by the Secretary of Agriculture and by the beet- 
sugar advocates that the United States has beet-sugar lands that 
if cultivated will supply home consumption and furnish a surplus 
for export. 

The truth is that the area of sugar land in the Philippines is 
a matter of not the least consequence in the absence of capital 
and labor. During the six years of our occupancy has any 
American capital entered the Philippines to invest in sugar 
lands? Not a dollar. Mr. Hathaway says he was sent to the 
islands to ascertain whether he and those who sent him should 
invest in sugar lands. He claims to have made a thorough 
investigation, and on his return reported against any investment. 
He said furthermore that as a matter of choice he would rather 
invest, if at all, without this legislation than after its enact- 
ment. The sugar lands of Louisiana and Texas and the great 
West and Northwest lie at our own doors, in a land where capi- 
tal is abundant and courageous, labor reasonably accessible and 
intelligent, where enterprise abounds, where there are railroads 
and churches and schoolhouses in the midst of an American 
civilization, surrounded by American homes. The Philippine 
archipelago is 8,000 miles across seas, where there is no capital, 
a scarcity of labor, unintelligent at that, where the people are 
many of them only half civilized, where there are no railroads, 
nor markets, where diseases are rampant, destroying both man 
and beast, and where prevail the medieval customs and the de- 
pressing civilization of hundreds of years of Spanish rule. I 
pray you, discreet American investor, answer me, in which place 
will you invest your money? 


If I were to give him adviee I would say to him, Go not to the 
Philippine Islands, where thou shalt be afraid for the terror by 
night and for the arrow that flieth by day; for the pestilence 
that walketh in darkness, and for the destruction that wasteth at 
noonday ; but come with me. I will take you on a journey to 
fair Colorado, where the sun shines the brightest, the sky is the 
clearest, the air is the purest, where all life is a continual joy 
from the rise of the early morning sun until it sinks below the 
snow-capped peaks of an eternal mountain range, the very treas- 
ure house of the nation’s wealth.” [Laughter and applause.] 

Come with me and I will show you in Colorado beet-sugar 
lands as illimitable as the imagination of the opponents of this 
measure. [Laughter.] There you shall invest your capital, 
and you shall have your office in “the proud city of Denver, in 
the midst of its costly public edifices, its stately structures of 
mart and commerce, and you shall live in one of its palatial 
homes.” [Great laughter.] j 

But, Mr. Chairman, even if capital could be secured, it would 
avail nothing without labor. It is conceded upon all hands— 
no man denies it—that labor is scarce in the Philippines—hardly 
sufficient for present needs. Governor Wright, testifying be- 
fore the Senate committee, said: 

hi ly devel- 
Oped in the FAITAS. TALENE OF Oaar TE cam be tocreased Coni 
erably, but it can not be made a rival to other countries which 
Pocus sugar on a large scale so long as the present Ray of the 
Jnited States is continued as to the exclusion of the Chinese labor 
from that country. In other words, the native Filipino laborer is largeiy 
engaged in raising rice and food products, aside from sugar, and in gath- 
ering a and copra, and there is not a eti great amount of labor 
there available for sugar raising on a large and profitable scale. 

Senator Burrows said: 

Then do I understand that owing to labor conditions the development 
of the sugar industry would be retarded? 

Governor Wright responded : 

It would be slow. 

Senator Burrows. And it would be necessary to admit cheap labor— 
Chinese labor—in order to make it profitable? 

Governor WRIGHT. Yes, sir. 

And this introduces us to another bugaboo of the opponents 
of this bill. They are afraid of Chinese cooly labor. Well, 
gentlemen, there is no Chinese cooly labor in the sugar fields 
now. Whether there shall be or not is a matter that depends 
on you. You have extended the Chinese-exclusion law to the 
Philippines. You have been asked by the Philippine Commis- 
sion to suspend its operation for a term of years, under safe- 
guards that would insure the export of the Chinaman at the 
end of the term. You refused to doit. Are you going to repeal 
that law? Do you believe that any party, Republican or Dem- 
ocratic, when in power will repeal it? If not, it would seem as 
though the limit of sugar production in the Philippines had 
almost if not entirely been reached. 

I do not propose to spend much time in the discussion of the 
question as to how cheaply sugar may be produced in the 
Philippines. It seems to me that its only importance in this 
discussion is in its relation to the matter of inducing capital to 
invest. Up to this time it has had no influence whatever in 
that direction. 

Upon the question of cost there is a vast amount of evidence, 
as is usual in such cases, contradictory. There is the evidence 
of the beet-sugar men, which necessarily is nothing but hear- 
say; there is the evidence of Government officials embodied in 
Government reports, which is also to some extent hearsay, and 
is couched, as a rule, in glowing terms as to Philippine possi- 
bilities. Much is sought to be made by this kind of evidence, 
as, for instance, the statement of Governor Taft that “this is 
another place where the sugar of the world may be raised.” 
But I ask you what sort of a foundation does that furnish on 
which to base legislation in the absence of facts and figures? 
I venture the assertion that no candid man with impartial mind 
can read this record who will not rise up from a study of that 
testimony and say that a fair deduction is that it costs 1.50 
cents a pound to raise sugar in the Philippine Islands—that is 
to say, 1.50 cents a pound delivered at Lloilo, the sugar port of 
the islands. 

I have here a statement, furnished by Messrs. Willett & Gray, 
the sugar experts of this country, who are recognized as author- 
ity upon all sides. It is the history of the unfortunate ship- 
ments that are now in bond in New York. 

Philippine stock in New York, December 19, 1905, 38,048 tons; 
value when shipped (average), 2.14 cents a pound United States 
currency, free on board at Iloilo; 2.14 cents a pound bought 
on speculation when sugar was high; value December 19, 1905, 
2.56 cents United States currency, at New York; value free on 
board at Iloilo, $1,823,640; duty at present rate, say, 75 per 
cent of 1.265, $808,900. Marine insurance, $50,150; freight, 
$190,240; storage, $50,000; fire insurance, $9,200; interest six 
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months, at 8 per cent, $60,000; cost December 19, 1905, 
$2,992,130; value December 19, 1905, $2,181,630; loss on the 
basis of 75 per cent of the Dingley bill, $810,500; loss on the 
basis of 25 per cent of the Dingley bill, $273,700. 

Now, is there any American capitalist that in view of a 
statement like that is going to invest his money in the sugar in- 
dustry of the Philippine Islands? Why, we had a great dis- 
cussion in the committee as to the cost of these various items, 
and I have them here, furnished by Willett & Gray, in connec- 
tion with this statement. Insurance, 0.0588; freight, 0.22; stor- 
age, 0.0586; fire insurance, 0.0107; so that the whole amounts 
to this, 0.3481. Now, beet sugar in Iloilo at 1.50, with 0.34 
added in New York, amounts to 1.84; but sugar of the Philip- 
pine Islands is worth a cent a pound less than commercial sugar 
in New York, and that makes 2.84, and it costs a cent—whether 
it actually costs a cent or not to the parties refining, the seller 
of the sugar pays the cent for refined sugar, and that makes 
3.84. Adding 25 per cent for duty, 33} cents per hundred 
pounds, and you have 4.17, cost in New York for Philippine 
sugar, as against 3.90 in Michigan for Michigan sugar and 3.71 
in Colorado for Colorado sugar. 

But, furthermore, the beet-sugar witnesses before us had no 
calculation to give to us as to the profits of the by-products, 
which, of course, if realized upon would reduce the cost. Now, 
there is molasses, worth according to the testimony, from $2.80 
to $3.50 a ton. There is alcohol, which, of course, belongs to the 
distiller. He may or he may not be a beet-sugar producer. Mr. 
Humphrey said that they had paid twelve hundred thousand dol- 
lars of internal-revenue taxes to the United States upon alcohol. 
Now, that means, at $1.10 a gallon, 1,100,000 gallons of alcohol, 
and at 34 cents a gallon, the price testified that was paid for it, 
it means from $330,000 to $340,000. Then, again, Mr. Hatha- 
way told us there was a machine whereby the dry pulp might be 
utilized. He told us it sold at $14 a ton; that there was 5 per 
cent of dried pulp in the beet and 15 per cent of sugar, and the 
price of pulp, he said, was $14 a ton. A little calculation will 
show that that means 0.00208 for pulp for each pound of sugar, 
and for each hundred pounds 0.208, Now, according to Mr. Hath- 
away, they receive for their sugar 4.15 cents. Add to that the 
0.208 and you have 4.358, or a profit at 3.90 for the sugar cost 
of 0.458 per hundred pounds; or, if we take Mr. Fordney's cal- 
culation of 4.50 for sugar and add to that 0.208, you have 4.708, 
or 0.808 profit per 100 pounds of sugar. Now, he said that they 
spent $9,780 in getting rid of the pulp. That then they went to 
work and erected a machine. It cost $67,000. As a result by 
means of it they saved the $9,780 that they had heretofore spent, 
and they made 6 per cent on their investment. Now, then, put- 
ting all these things together and arriving at the possible actual 
sugar cost, it will be apparent that the beet-sugar of this country 
is in no danger of competition with any possible Philippine 
sugar development within the next century. 

But I regard this question as of minor importance, for the 
reasen that the enactment of this measure can not injure the 
sugar producer, because it will not lower the price that he will 
receive for his product. That must be conceded. But if it 
were not, it is easy of proof. We consumed in this country in 
1904, 2,700,000 tons, in round numbers, of sugar. We pro- 
duced, including beet and cane and sugar from Hawaii and 
Porto Rico, about 990,000 tons, in round numbers. These fig- 
ures are not exact, but they answer the purpose of my illus- 
tration. We had to import, therefore, 1,710,000 tons. Twelve 
hundred thousand tons of this came from Cuba and paid a 
duty of 80 per cent of the Dingley rates. 

The remainder, 510,000 tons, came from elsewhere and paid 
the full Dingley rates. Under these circumstances what fixes 
the price of sugar? Is it not apparent that the sugar im- 
ported at the full rate of duty fixed the price? Is it not ap- 
parent that it will continue to fix the price so long as it con- 
tinues to be imported; that when it ceases to be imported the 
sugar paying the 80 per cent duty will fix the price; that 
there never will be a price fixed by competition in our home 
market until home supply equals home demand? And when 
will that be? That will be when the United States, Hawaii, 
and Porto Rico, which now produce 990,000 tons and the Philip- 
pines which last year produced 84,000 tons, altogether 1,074,000 
tons, shall produce the 3,000,000 tons that we consume annu- 
ally, plus 7 per cent of an increase each year in consumption. 
Until that time no beet-sugar man or cane-sugar man in this 
country will receive a single solitary penny less for his sugar. 
[Applause on Republican side.] 

Now, if that be true—and if it be not let some man stand up 
and challenge the statement—if that be true, answer me how 
any sugar industry in the United States is in any danger for 
a half century to come, 

Oh, I know it will be answered that it will arrest the spread 


of the industry. Well, that is precisely what was said by these 
same gentlemen when they were opposing the Cuban reci- 
procity measure. And in the testimony taken before the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means recently it was said that not a 
single beet-sugar factory had been erected since the enactment 
of Cuban reciprocity. Mr. Hathaway, the star witness and the 
most zealous champion of the opposition, said so, and one of 
my colleagues from Michigan said that not a single factory had 
been erected in Michigan and that two had gone out of opera- 
tion. I very much fear that the zeal of the gentlemen has 
had the effect of blinding their powers of observation. 

I find some information on this point in a publication of the 
Agricultural Department entitled “Progress of the Beet-Sugar 
Industry in the United States in 1904.” It is Report No. 80, 
of the Department of Agriculture. Page 97 of that report 
shows twelve locations where arrangements were complete for 
the establishment of factories and thirty-two other points where 
factories will probably be built. 

The American Sugar Industry and Beet-Sugar Gazette—to 
use its own language, the leading journal devoted to the inter- 
ests of the American sugar producer ”—under date December 5, 
1905, shows that of the factories referred to in the pamphlet of 
the Agricultural Department the following have been built and 
are in actual operation: 

Colorado: Lamar, with a daily slicing capacity of 400 tons of 
beets; Holly, with a daily capacity of 600 tons of beets; 
Sterling, with a daily capacity of 600 tons of beets. 

Illinois: Riverdale, with a daily capacity of 350 tons of beets. 
ee Blissfleld, with a daily capacity of 600 tons of 
Utah: Lewiston, with a daily capacity of 600 tons of beets. 
RO beasts wise Menomonie, with a daily capacity of 500 tons of 

ts. 

These haye a total slicing capacity of 3,650 tons of beets daily. 

This same journal of the same date shows further that there 
are now in process of erection for the campaign of 1906 tho 
following: 

California: Visalia, capacity 350 tons. 

Wisconsin: Madison, capacity 600 tons, 

Arizona: Glendale, capacity 800 tons. 

Montana: Billings, capacity 1,200 tons. 

Idaho: Vampa, capacity 600 tons. 

Colorado: Brush, capacity 600 tons; Fort Morgan, capacity 
600 tons. 

These will have a total slicing capacity of 4,750 tons daily. 
So that the factories already built since the enactment of 
Cuban reciprocity and those in process of erection together 
have a capacity of 8,400 tons of beets daily. 

Mr. FORDNEY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. . 

Mr. FORDNEY. Is it not true that before the enactment of 
Cuban reciprocity we had 52 factories in operation in the United 
States and only have 54 now, and that there have been several 
factories torn down elsewhere that the gentleman does not 
mention? 

Mr. DALZELL. I will come to that in a moment. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Well, it is in connection with this statement. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will come to that in a moment—the mat- 
ter of the tearing down of factories. I am reading to you 
from an official document, and I think the gentleman will not 
deny that the daily capacity, by reason of factories already 
erected and in process of erection since Cuban reciprocity, is 
eighty-four bundred tons. 

Now let me quote Mr. Hathaway. He says that the cost of 
putting up a sugar plant by any one of the three leading con- 
struction companies that put up those plants is $1,000 for each 
ton of daily capacity; that is, per ton of beets. If you put up 
a factory that will cut 600 tons of beets a day, it will cost you 
$600,000. So that it seems, notwithstanding the testimony before 
the committee, that since Cuban reciprocity there has gone into 
the beet-sugar industry in this country $8,400,000 of good Ameri- 
can capital. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Now just a word as to my friend's reference to the shutting 
down of factories in Michigan because of Cuban reciprocity. I 
come back again to this same little book, The Progress of the 
Beet-Sugar Industry in the United States, and I find the fol- 
lowing: 

In Micbigan— 

This is the official report of the Agricultural Department— 
we find the most unfortunate records chargeable to the beet-sugar indus- 
try since its inception. These were the result of natural and economic 
causes. There was too much rush and not ik careful study of 
economic conditions in establishing the factories, actory building wes 
pushed beyond its resources. Too many plants were located in too 


small an area. Few of them received eno beets on that account. If 
sufficient time had elapsed, Michigan could have sustained all the fac- 
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tories she had built. 


As it was, some of them led a precarious exist- 
ence. Two of them had been removed from the State, one at Benton 
Harbor to Canada and the one at Kalamazoo to Chippewa Falls, Wis. 

Then, after the explanation that the business had been entered 
upon too hastily, and when they could not secure beets, the 
report goes on to say: 

The results of all this haste and enthusiasm was confusion, jealousy, 
and strife. Neither factory men nor farmers had had sufficient experi- 
ence to guide them through the difficulties. The results were that two 
factories stop building when nearly completed, two others have 
remoyed, and two or three more will probably do so. 

I submit to you that I have proven that Cuban reciprocity has 
not interfered with the beet-sugar industry in this country and 
the investment of capital therein, but that every failure that has 
been referred to in the beet-sugar industry has been due to 
natural and economic causes. 

Well, now, my friends, I am not here to contend that this bill 
will not increase sugar production in the Philippine Islands, 
because if it will not it is useless; but my contention is that the 
ultimate production will be limited and the growth will be slow. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Wiil my friend permit a question at 
this point? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Was there any testimony before the 
Committee on Ways and Means to show that sugar had ever been 
made profitably in the Philippine Islands except upon the island 
of Negros? 

Mr. DALZELL. Not a word. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Was there not testimony to show that 
as much perhaps as 50 per cent of the labor necessary to harvest 
that crop was imported from other islands? 

Mr. DALZELL. It came from the island of Panay. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, At least 50 per cent? 

Mr. DALZELL. At least 50 per cent. 

Now, I say that my contention is that the ultimate production 
will be small, comparatively, and the growth of the industry will 
be slow; and I want to quote here the testimony given by Mr. 
De la Rama, because I find that it is corroborated by the highest 
authority upon the beet-sugar industry in the United States. 
Mr. De Ja Rama says: 

Even if we were to introduce modern methods of manufacture, by 
bringing in modern machinery, it would, in my opinion, take at least 
five years before we could get the plants properly established in these 
islands. I believe, furthermore, that it would take fifteen years longer 
to be able to get all conditions so favorable as to make a crop in the 
Philippine Islands which would aggregate 300,000 tons; so that, count- 
ing in the five years taken to construct modern mac! and the fif- 
teen years that the industry would need to develop to the point of pro- 
ducing 300,000 tons, and we have twenty years as the period which 
would be required to reach that figure. It is estimated that the cost of 
machinery capable of producing „000 tons of sugar would be $20,- 
000,000 gold. This, of course, must be considered as a mere estimate; 
but I consider that sum to be the cost of machinery necessary to pro- 
duce 300,000 tons. If we take that as a basis in the len; of time 
required before we could reach that production which I have above 
cited, the markets of the United States in the meantime would have a 
shortage of double what it now is, or 4,000,000 tons, and against that 
the 300,000 tons produced in the Philippine Islands would be of no 
consequence whatever. 

So much for Mr. De la Rama, a sugar planter in the Philippine 
Islands. ; ; 

Now, let me call your attention to the testimony of Mr. 
Oxnard, the president of the American Beet Sugar Association, 
the pioneer in that industry in this country and its most poten- 
tial representative. Here is what he says: 

Perhaps it may be well to draw attention to one or two features of 
the industry: 

1. Its product is a staple of universal consumption and of the 
readiest sale. Et 

2. The product is a finished article, the sugar being turned out re- 
fined and granulated, the manufacturer not being dependent upon the 
refiners’ trust for his market. 

3. Competition by home production is so remote as to be scarcely 
worth consideration. The United States is now compelled to import 
5 of its consumption, and it would at least 300 
factories of a daily capacity of 500 tons of beets to produce present 


importation. 
Regarding the future development and permanency of the beet-sugar 


industry in the United States, there can be absolutely no doubt for the 
following reasons: 

Of the tropical countries which it is proposed to annex to the United 
States, Porto Rico is too small to cut any figure, and the Philippine 
Islands have not the necessary elements for the expansion of the sugar 
business sufficiently rapid to give any concern to those interested in 
the production of sugar from beets in this country for the next twenty- 

' five years to come. 

Applause. ] 

And yet you are going to pour right into the markets of the 
world 250,000,000 tons of sugar, at the rate of 5 tons to the acre, 
from 50,000,000 acres of wild land in the Philippines! 

The views thus expressed by Sefior de la Rama and by Mr. 
Oxnard are in accordance with common sense; they are cer- 
tainly in accordance with all human experience. Under the 
most fayorable circumstances the growth of sugar industry 
has been gradual and slow in our own country, in Cuba, in Hawaii, 
in Porto Rico. Its growth in Europe depended upon govern- 


ment bounties. What is to be expected of it under the unfavor- 
able circumstances existing in the Philippine Islands, where 
methods are of the crudest, where machinery is lacking, where 
work animals are wanting, but especially where those absolute 
essentials to growth are wanting—capital and labor? In a 
word, the increased production in the Philippine Islands 
depends upon capital, intelligent labor, modern methods of cul- 
tivation, machinery, railroads, ordinary roads, boats, ware- 
houses—all the accessories of modern industrialism and com- 
merce—and the Philippine Islands have none of them. 

In striking contrast with the outlook for the sugar industry 
in the Philippines is the outlook of that industry in the United 
States. As I have shown, capital is from time to time seeking 
investment therein, labor is learning more and more to adapt 
itself to sugar-beet culture, and year by year the cost of manu- 
facture is being reduced. All experience teaches us the value 
of American genius by way of the invention of new processes. 
One of the beet-sugar advocates who appeared before our com- 
mittee called attention to a machine which largely reduces the 
cost and multiplies the efficiency of labor in the beet field. By 
means of this machine beets are picked, topped, and thrown in 
orderly rows ready to be carried away. 

But what I want particularly to call your attention to in this 
connection is a circular issued by Mr. Palmer, the secretary of 
the American Beet Sugar Association of the United States, 
and necessarily a high authority—a circular issued, mind you, 
not to obtain subscriptions to stock, as the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL] asserted, but issued to his fellow- 
owners of beet-sugar factories in the United States, calling upon 
them to come down here and compel Congress to defeat this 
measure. Here is what he says: 

I take it— 

And this is significant— 


I take it that further opine tari reduction is likely to come in 
due course of time, but it should not come until the Philippines great! 
raise their wage rate on sugar haciendas and become at least sem 
civilized, and until the brains and capital already engaged in the home 
industry, and which will come to it under favorable circumstances if 
let alone, enable us to perfect the various improvements now under 


y I wrote you at length concerning my gestions of 
a 5 beet seed. The work was 8 
y the vernment and the first crop of seed from beets grown from 
2,500 selected single-germ beet balls has just been harvested. I under- 
stand that 30 per cent of this seed came — 75 germ and the e ta- 
tion is that in four to six years more it will be an established thing, 
saving the farmers $6 per acre of actual labor, eliminating the hand 
work of thinning on hands and knees, and at least doubling the ton- 
nage r acre on account of no injury being done to the remaining 
beets hoeing out the superfluous ones, each plant standing 1 to 
3 inches apart, depending upon how closely the seed is drilled in. 
If the sugar beets which the farmer now sells to the factory at an 
average price of $5 per ton cost him $3.50 per ton to produce, 
g 5 from single-germ beet balls should not cost him to exceed 

30 a ton. 

The Government has taken charge of the scientific work on one of 
our beet-sugar seed farms in the State of Washington, and expects to 
be able to produce a strain of seed as high in sugar content as the 
best beets selected at the outset, which is 25 to 28 per cent. These 
mother beets should give factory beets of 23 per cent sugar, and, with 
a loss in extraction of 3 per cent, would enable the factory to turn 
out 400 pounds of granulated sugar per ton of beets. According to 
the Government report on the home-sugar industry for 1902, the aver- 
age amount of sugar extracted per ton of beets was 221 pounds; hence 
this anticipated extra production of 170 pounds would nearly cut in 
n the present factory cost of producing sugar from American-grown 


ts. 

Doctor Wiley, chief of the Bureau of Chemistry, Department of 
Agriculture, is to experiment this coming month with sugar con- 
crete," and, if successful, each factory, by increasing its investment 
25 aa cent, can operate three near-by concrete“ plants, shipping 
in the “concrete” to the main factory after the local campaign has 
been concluded and thus operating the year through and quadrupling 
its product, which would greatly lessen the cost of production. 

Experiments are being made this year with an invention designed 
to remove the impurities of the juice at the outset instead of from the 
waste molasses after coming down through all the various processes, 
the inventor claiming that it will reduce the cost of a beet-sugar 
plant by 50 per cent, the labor to operate it by 333 per cent, yield 
an average excess of 20 pounds of sugar per ton of beets, besides saving 
several valuable by-products. 

All these matters lead to an eventual cost of production of granu- 
lated sugar from American-grown beets of something like 2 cents per 
pound, but it takes not only money and brains to perfect these im- 
provements, but it takes time. 


It takes time everywhere except in the Philippine Archipelago. 


We can offer the Philippine Islands a perpetual market for nearly 
$200,000,000 worth of purely tropical products annually. But what- 
eyer magnitude their sugar industry m: reach, those who put their 
money into it will some day be compelled to fight a battle royal with 
the educated scientific American farmer which will be costly for both 
and ruinous for one— 


Now, mark it— 


Never in the history of the world has the nervous energy of the Tem- 
perate Zone succumbed to the listless workers of the Tropics, and it 
8 to be seen whether or not the sugur industry is to furnish the 
exception. 


Does Mr. Palmer believe that he has a monopoly of the knowl- 
edge that capital can not be invested in the Philippine Islands 
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with any reasonable hope of profit? Does he suppose that the 
American capitalist does not know that the nervous energy of 
the Temperate Zone will win always in a fight with the listless 
worker of the Tropics? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think I have shown that the opposition 
to this bill, so far as sugar is concerned, is built upon senseless 
fears and a misapprehension of existing conditions. 

Now just a single word about tobacco. I have not given to 
that the study that I have to the other question, but it seems to 
me that if I were not to be accused of being discourteous I 
would be inclined to say that the claims of the tobacco men in 
connection with this bill are simply ridiculous. They say they 
have no fears for the present; that what they fear for is the 
future, just as in the other case, and they fear an indefinite 
expansion of the tobacco trade in the Philippine Islands. They 
assert that there are 50,000,000 acres in the Philippine Islands 
adapted to the culture of tobacco—the same 50,000,000 acres, 
my friends, that we have already planted in sugar. The illimi- 
table expanse of tobacco territory and the illimitable expanse of 
sugar territory in the Philippine Islands are one and the same 
thing, and neither one of them has any existence in fact. 

Mr. CASSEL. May I ask the gentleman a question? I do not 
want to interrupt him. 

Mr. DALZELL. But the gentleman is interrupting. 

Mr. CASSEL. The gentleman is speaking of the large area of 
tobacco lands in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Bijur testified that the tobacco lands of 
the Philippine Islands were without limit. 

Mr. CASSEL.- But in my speech of yesterday I did not say 


at. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, no; the gentleman has too much common 
sense. 

Mr. CASSEL. I said 150,000 acres we were afraid of—less 
than 1 per cent of all the land in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. DALZELL. I know how my colleague is going to vote, 
and I think I know what he believes. [Laughter.] Now, the 
average production of tobacco in the Philippine Islands is 
20,000,000 pounds, 2,000,000 pounds less than are produced in 
the district from which my colleague, who has just interrupted 
me, comes. Wrapper tobacco they have a very small pro- 
portion of in the Philippine Islands—not sufficient to supply 
the home market. The export leaf last year was 10,000,000 
pounds, and not a single pound of it came to the United States, 
and the price of tobacco in the United States and like tobacco 
in the Philippine Islands is just about the same. 

Of cigars they made 81,000,000, and we made seven and one- 
half billions. They exported to the United States last year 
$6,700 worth, and they exported to the world outside $1,000,000 
worth. If it had not been for the Louisiana Exposition they 
would not haye exported to this country even $6,700 worth. 

Now, I am inclined to believe that the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue is right when he says: 

The bulk of cigars produced in the islands could not be sold in the 
American market at any price, and even if the Philippine cigar was ad- 


mitted duty free into the United States it would not for a long time 
equal 1 per cent of our domestic trade. 


I am inclined to believe with my colleague, Mr. HILL of Con- 
necticut, who thoroughly understands this question and who rep- 
resents a tobacco district, that it would not equal 1 per cent of 
the average annual increase in the consumption of cigars in the 
United States. The average annual increase for the past ten 
years in the production of cigars in the United States has been 
837,753,188, or more than four times the entire export product 
of the Philippine Islands to all parts of the world last year, 
and one thousand nine hundred and fifty-five times as much as 
the entire importation into the United States from the Philip- 
pines last year. 

If it were possible— 

Mr. HILL said, and I agree with him 

If it were poene to ch: the course of their trade from the 
direction in which it has run since before our nation existed and turn 


their export product into our market, it would be like pouring a bucket 
of water into the sea, absolutely without effect. 


So that it is manifest that all fear of competition with this 
great and growing industry in our country by making the 
tariff changes proposed by this bill is absurd and ridiculous. 

Nov, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, I contend, and have 
argued, first, that we have committed ourselves to such policy in 
the Philippine Islands as prevents our abandonment of it now 
without dishonor to ourselyes and ruin, anarchy, and bloodshed 
to the Filipino. Second, that the enactment of this bill into 
law will afford a measure of relief and inspire hope and confi- 
dence, and, third, that it will not injure any American industry. 

Mr. Chairman, “the Philippines are ours, not to exploit but 
to develop, to civilize, to educate, to train in the science of 
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self-government. This is the path of duty which we must 
follow or be recreant to a mighty trust committed to us.” 

Are we ready now to swerve from that path of duty and 
abandon the development, the civilization, and the education of 
the Filipinos? Are we ready to be recreant to the great trust 
committed to us? Are we ready to adopt the policy of scuttle 
advocated by the Democratic party on this floor, or shall we 
take up our burden like men and give these people, our wards, 
this “measure of justice,” in the language of President Roose- 
velt, as an indication of the anxiety of the American people to 
help the Philippines in some way? 

Shall we follow after our standard bearer, who is not only 
the President of the United States, but the great leader of the 
great Republican party, or shall we desert him? And if we 
do, what will our constituents say to us? It will not do to 
hide self-interest under the plea of loyalty to protection. Pro- 
tection has no application as between different parts of the 
United States, and to say that it has is to give the lie to all 
your history. It will not do to sneer at sentiment. It may 
answer in this narrow forum, but it will not avail in that 
greater forum of the American people, a people that sprang to 
arms to avenge the sailors of the sunken Maine and spilt the 
blood of its sons in a war, not for glory or conquest, but for 
humanity and to make of Spain’s downtrodden and oppressed 
colony a free republic. [Applause.] 

The same inspiring sentiment calls to-day. Let us respond 
to it; nay, more, let us hearken to and heed the high resolve 
of him who being dead yet speaketh, “we will fulfill in the 
Philippines the obligations imposed by the triumphs of our 
Army and the treaty of peace, by international law, by the 
nation’s sense of honor, and more than all by the rights, inter- 
ests, and conditions of the Philippine people themselves.” 
[Great applause. ] 

Mr. PUJO. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I 
regret exceedingly that we all can not agree with the conclusion 
of the able and eloquent gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
zELL], when he asserted to the House in his peroration that the 
adoption of this bill would not militate against any American 
interest. 

Mr. Chairman, a great agricultural interest of this country is 
menaced should the bill under consideration become a law. I 
say menaced; it would be nearer the mark to say that the rice 
industry in the United States can be actually destroyed if the 
policy finding expression in the proposed legislation is adopted 
by this House. 

Less than fifteen years ago there was practically no rice pro- 
duced in this country. That which was produced was depend- 
ent entirely for its growth upon the rainfall, and those engaged 
in its production were called Providence rice farmers.” 

To-day, in the States of Louisiana and Texas alone, it is no 
exaggeration to state that at least $30,000,000 is invested in the 
rice industry. Vast systems of irrigating canals have been con- 
structed, some of them more than 20 miles in length. Great 
pumping plants have been installed to supply them with water 
necessary for the cultivation and growth of this plant. Rice 
culture has become one of the recognized important branches of 
agriculture in America, the direct result and effect of which 
has been to develop the country and to bring into cultivation 
hundreds of thousands of acres of land previously considered 
only available for pasturage. 

The Supplement to the Crop Reporter, published by the au- 
thority of the Secretary of Agriculture, in its issue of December, 
1905, gives the following figures with reference to rice produced 
in the different sections of the United States, which I have re- 
duced te pounds instead of bushels, as that is the way in which 
rice is handled upon the market: 


Production 
(pounds). 


State. Acreage. 


Of this output we sold in the fiscal year 1905, to Porto Rico, 
80,838,816 pounds for $2,508,724, and to Cuba, 34,976,414 pounds 
for $993,819. 

These rices were of the cheaper grade, and were what is 
known in a commercial sense as broken rice. 
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Not one pound was shipped from the United States to the 
Philippine Islands. 
In 1890 there was not a rice mill west of the Mississippi 


River. To-day there are 67, costing on an average $90,000 each, 
and aggregating an investment of $6,000,000. 

According to the report just read from, there were 460,198 
acres of land cultivated in rice during the season 1905—432,286 
acres of which are in the States of Louisiana and Texas.¢ This 
land is worth, on an average, $30 an acre, or $13,805,940. 

There are 80 canal plants, representing an investment of 
$8,000,000. The tools, teams, and implements necessary to 
curry on the rice-growing industry in Louisiana and Texas 
cost not less than $10 an acre, or more than $4,300,000. 

These immense values, newly created by the energy and 
thrift of American citizens, contribute their quota of taxation in 
the various localities in which they are situated, thus assisting 
to maintain the school systems of our sections, the construction 
of roads and bridges, and in the general internal development 
of the country. 

The lands adapted to rice culture can not be used for any- 
thing else, except possibly pasturage on a limited scale. In the 
event of the present uses to which they are put ceasing to be 
remunerative they will revert to their original state of worth- 
lessness. 

It costs to produce rice and prepare the same for market 
about 3 cents per pound in all States of the Union except Louisi- 
ana and Texas, where the average cost is 2} cents per pound. 
The average wholesale price of clean rice is 34 cents a pound. 

Accepting the figures of the Department, to which I have re- 
ferred above, we produced in the last calendar year about 
513.000.000 worth of rice. 

The bill under discussion contemplates and provides for abso- 
lute free trade in all products the growth of the Philippines 


with the exception of sugar and tobacco, upon which the tariff | 


is reduced 25 per cent of the Dingley rates until the 11th of 
April, 1909, after which date all articles wholly the growth and 
product of the Philippine Islands coming into the United States 
are to be admitted free of duty. 

The Philippine tariff bill approved on March 3, 1905, imposes 
a tariff duty from May 1, 1905, until January 1, 1907, of 60 
cents per 100 kilos on unhusked rice, 75 cents per 100 kilos on 
husked rice, and $1.75 per 100 kilos on rice fiour. After Janu- 
ary 1, 1907, this duty is increased to 80 cents, $1, and $2, 
respectively, per 100 kilos. 

Therefore the present rate of duty on rice imported into the 
Philippine Islands is 27 cents per 100 pounds on the unhusked 
and 34 cents per 100 pounds on the husked article. 

The production and consumption of rice in the United States 
fire about equal under normal conditions. 

The production of rice in the Philippine Archipelago is much 
less than the consumption. 

Statistics furnished by the Burean of Insular Affairs show 
that 644,320,463 pounds of rice were produced for the fiscal year 
1904 and 808,177,731 pounds in the fiscal year 1905.2 The Bu- 
reau further states that the quantity of rice consumed in the 
islands in 1902 was 1,371,460,077 pounds, and that it is assumed 
that the consumption has been about the same each year since 
that time. From these figures it appears that the Philippine 
Islands consumed 563,282,346 pounds more than they produced. 

The prevailing price for rice in the islands for the fiscal year 
1905 was from 1.8 cents to 2 cents per pound. Consequently 
the Philippine Islands purchased last year $7,456,738 worth of 
rice, which paid a duty into the treasury of the islands of 
$1,311,496, likewise transportation charges, and was sold on 
the market at a profit for 1.9 cents per pound. 

I insert here a statement from the Bureau of Insular Affairs 
showing the quantity in pounds and the duty paid on rice im- 
ported for the fiscal year 1905: 

Importations of rice into the lope ir Islands during the fiscal year 


s 1 Letter from Department of Commerce and Labor of December 26, 


è Letter from the Bureau of Insular Affairs of December 30, 1905. 
e Statement furnished by Bureau of Insular Affairs on Jan. 6, 1906. 


These figures show that the rice imported into the Philippine 
Islands was valued at 1.3 cents per pound. This included trans- 
portation charges and the duty. It was subsequently sold upon 
the market on the basis of 1.9 cents per pound, according to 
information furnished from the Bureau of Insular Affairs. 

It follows that the market price of rice produced in the Philip- 
pine Islands likewise did not exceed 2 cents per pound. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what do these conditions disclose?) They 
demonstrate the fact that the Philippine Islands can buy all of 
the rice required for their use at 2 cents per pound, including 
transportation and existing duty, which they import from Sai- 
goon, in French Siam, and Rangoon, in British Burma, both of 
which countries are near the Philippine Islands. 

Under the provisions of the present bill they could ship into 
the United States, at a cost of 0.4 of a cent per pound for trans- 
portation, their entire production of more than 808,000,000 
pounds, and realize therefor not less than 33 cents per pound, 
which would give the Filipino rice grower a margin of at least 
1 cent per pound, equal to more than $8,080,000. 

It is urged, however, by the advocates of this measure, that, 
as rice has to be imported into the Philippine Islands, it is idle 
to fear that they will ship their own product and buy elsewhere, 

This does not follow by any means. A reference to the rice 
trade of Japan discloses the fact that that nation is the largest 
importer of rice in the world, notwithstanding the fact that it 
is also an exporter. In other words, the people of Japan buy 
from the East Indies the cheaper grades of rice and export their 
better quality. 

I was unable to obtain the figures for 1904 and 1905, but 
those from 1901 to 1903, inclusive, show an exportation of more 
than $2,000,000 worth of rice annually and an dmportation, 
under normal conditions, of $6,500,000 per annum, and for the 
year 1903 of more than $25,000,000. 

I will read here a statement of Japan’s exports and imports 
of rice: 

Esports of rice from and imports into Japan, 1901-8. 


[Compiled from the Twentieth Statistical Report of the Department of 
Agriculture and Commerce, Japan, 1905,] 


Exports. Imports. 
Calendar year. SS EE a E — 
Quantity.| Value. | Quantity. | Value. 
Bushels. ls. 
2,583,770 $3,440,639 | 6,177,694 | $5,915,721 
2,519,640 | 3,326,413 | 8,951,230 | 8,839, 907 
1,632,665 | 2,470,020 | 24,144,820 | 25,876,216 


Japan exported to the United States during the fiscal year 
1905 12,668,790 pounds of rice, valued at $298,153, and of the 
inferior grades of rice, such as rice flour, rice meal, and broken 
rice, it exported to the United States 660,196 pounds, valued at 
$11,376.¢ The total importations of rice for consumption into 
the United States for the fiscal year 1905, including all grades, 
amounted to 102,059,864 pounds, or a value of $1,930,S04.51.2 

The mere statement of these facts is the strongest argument 
that can be made against the adoption of this measure from a 
Democratic point of view. The policy of the Democratic party, 
as I understand it, is to impose a tariff for revenue, and to so 
adjust it that the necessary revenue shall be raised from reye- 
nue-producing articles. 

The adoption of this measure will remove duty from rice and 
reduce it upon sugar and tobacco, all of which are revenue- 
producing commodities. 

In addition, the amendment of the minority stops, after declar- 
ing in favor of free trade. If this amendment is adopted we 
will be in this position, that all articles the product and growth 
of either country shall have equal rights in their respective 
ports without the payment of any duty, whereas the duty en- 
forced for the Philippine Archipelago is much lower upon every- 
thing which it imports from other countries than the duty on 
the same imports into the United States. 

The duty on uncleaned rice imported into the United States 
under the Dingley bill is $1.25 per 100 pounds, and the duty on 
the same grade of rice imported into the Philippines from the 
East Indies is 34 cents per 100 pounds, or a difference in fayor 
of the Filipino of 91 cents per 100 pounds. 

Mr. Chairman, I subscribe to the doctrine that taxation must 
be equal and uniform within the territory levying the tax. I 
further subscribe to the doctrine that, as representatives of the 
people, it is our duty to observe the limitations and carry out 
the provisions of the Constitution, and that the interpretation 
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of that instrument by the Supreme Court of the United States 
is the law of the land and binding upon us. 

Consequently, while it is true that the Philippine Islands are 
territorially a part of the United States, the court declared that 
Congress had the right to impose on articles coming from that 
country a tariff or not, as it saw fit, thus deciding the question 
to be one of governmental policy, with which the courts could 
not interfere. Š 

No objection then being presented by the mandates of the 
Constitution, we ought, in the enactment of laws, carry out the 
principles for which both parties stand—that is, equal rights 
before the law for every citizen of the United States. 

But instead of doing that, this bill grants to the Philippines 
the right to buy their goods from other countries at rates much 
lower than we buy from the same countries and then to send their 
products into the United States with the same liberty that they 
could be sent from the State of Louisiana to any other State 
and to enjoy the same protection which it is claimed the people 
of the United States have under the present law. 

Mr. Chairman, believing, as I do, that under the Constitution 
the Philippines are a part of the territory of the United States, 
I have no objection to absolute and unrestrained free trade 
between them and the United States, but I insist that they shall 
not enter our markets under more favorable conditions than we 
in this country have the right to enjoy, and that the tariff laws 
applying to California, Maine, Louisiana, or Massachusetts 
shall apply with equal force to the Philippines. 

Now, then, we are presented with this question: If it is right 
for us to have our rate of taxation equal and uniform through- 
out every part of our country, why should we favor the Filipino 
at the expense of the American citizen? If the government there 
is running behind, if it has not sufficient revenue to support 
itself and to educate its people, why not make appropriations 
out of the Treasury, fairly and squarely, to support them if they 
are unable to support themselves? 

Mr. Chairman, I differ, with a great deal of respect, from the 
learned gentlemen on our side who have submitted to this House 
a substitute, which seems to be incomplete, because it does not 
go far enough. We are asked by the substitute offered by the 
Democrats on the committee to vote for free trade between this 
country and the Philippines. To stop there is not Democratic. 
It is Democratic as far as it goes, but it ought to go further. It 
ought to apply the laws of the United States to the Philippine 
Archipelago. I believe in the enactment of laws which recog- 
nize the equal rights of all men before the law. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will it interrupt the gentleman to 
ask him a question? Is it not true that we can not apply the 
Dingley tariff rates, or any other tariff rates, under our customs 
laws in general, around the Philippine Islands until the 11th 
day of April, 1909, by reason of the treaty with Spain? 

Mr. PUJO. Well, I do not so understand it. I understand, 
under the treaty with Spain, that we are to give her the same 
advantage in the Philippine Islands that we enjoy. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And for that very reason we can 
not have it until the 11th day of April, 1909. 

Mr. PUJO, Then, if the gentleman from Missouri looks at 
it that way, it is possible he is absolutely correct. But I do 
not think that the Dingley bill will be an advantage to the 
Filipino. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I think it is a curse to the whole 
American people. 

Mr. PUJO. That may be true, but what I contend for is that 
the laws should apply equally. I do not believe in free trade. 
We have no income-tax law upon the statute books of this 
country, and we are bound to raise between seven and eight hun- 
dred millions of dollars annually for the support of this Govern- 
ment, and we are compelled to raise the money by duties on 
imports and by internal-revenue taxes. 

I believe the policy of the Democratic party to be that the 
necessary funds to maintain the Government should be raised by 
a tax on revenue-producing articles. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to say further that I can not recon- 
cile the position of the Democratic party upon this amendment 
that is, the position of the minority of the committee reporting 
the bill—for the reason that it does not give equality before the 
law. If the gentleman from Missonri be correct, that the laws 
of the United States can not be applied to the Philippine Archi- 
pelago until the 11th of April, 1909, we at least, if we are to 
carry out the proper policy of our party, should insist that 
they go into effect and operation then. As I construe the bill, 
it threatens to tear down an industry which, in Texas and 
Louisiana, produces annually more than $12,000,000 worth of 
an article of food used generally by the people, and permits 
rice from the Philippine Islands to be shipped into the United 
States free of duty at a profit of a cent a pound. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. PUJO. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Would the gentleman from Louisiana be 
willing to take, for the continental United States, the duty on 
rice now levied on rice coming into the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. PUJO. If it were a duty proportionate to the duty im- 
posed on other articles in the United States from which a reve- 
nue is derived. I am not willing to haye particular interests 
in my State singled out to be discriminated against. The rice 
growers of Louisiana are willing, in a revision of the tariff 
which shall be general, to stand a diminution in proportion to 
the reduction of duties on other interests in this country. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understood the gentleman to say he 
wanted an equality of duty by raising the duty on rice im- 
ported into the Philippine Islands, so that it would be as high 
7 82 duty on rice imported into the balance of the United 

ates. 

Mr. PUJO. The gentleman understands it entirely wrong. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I thought the gentleman wanted the 
Dingley rate extended to rice imported into the Philippine 
Islands. 

Mr. PUJO. I want the law of the land to encircle the Philip- 
pine Archipelago just the same as it does the State of Loui- 
siana. If the rate of duty on rice coming into the United States 
should be reduced to 1 mill per pound I would still be in favor 
of the principle, provided it applied uniformly to all its terri- 
torial possessions. It is not the amount of the percentage that 
makes the principle. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. As a matter of fact, the Dingley bill is the 
existing law now. 

Mr. PUJO. So I understand it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And, if the gentleman would have equality, 
he would have the rate of duty upon rice imported into the 
Philippine Islands fixed at the rate now existing in the Dingley 
bill? 

Mr. PUJO. That would be the result. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That would be the result. Now, would the 
gentleman be willing to equalize the other way, by reducing the 
rate of duty fixed on rice imported into the continental United 
States to the rate fixed upon rice imported into the Philippines? 

Mr. PUJO. Provided such a reduction would be proportionate 
to reductions on every other interest in the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS: One other question. 

Mr. PUJO. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not think the gentleman means that, 
because it might leave the impression that he wished a hori- 
zontal reduction. The gentleman does not mean that he would 
be unwilling to reduce the rate upon any article unless there 
was an equal horizontal ad valorem cut in the duty on all other 
articles? 

Mr. PUJO. No; I mean that in the event of a reduction of the 
tariff we should take reyenue-producing articles, make up our 
budget of expenses, and endeavor to raise enough money to haye 
it equalized upon all products brought into this country, so that 
this Government could be properly administered and its internal 
development continued. If protection should incidentally result 
from such revision, very well. But I do not want to see the in- 
terests of my section of the country discriminated against. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That was what I wanted the gentleman to 
explain. I think the gentleman and I agree perfectly. What 
the gentleman wants is a tariff levied at the maximum revenue 
point without any regard to protection. If it incidentally pro- 
tects, all right; if it incidentally does not protect, all right; 
but you want the duty fixed at the maximum revenue point? 

Mr. PUJO. The maximum revenue point, having regard to 
the proper internal development of our country. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course. 

Mr. PUJO. Now, Mr. Chairman, this digression has led me 
away to some extent from the thread of my remarks, but I be- 
lieve that in a general way I have practically expressed my views 
upon this question. I realize that perhaps I have not made the 
matter as plain to some of my friends upon the other side as I 
would have liked to do; but I believe that when they come to 
look into this question, being good American citizens, as they 
are, they will not inflict an injury upon and do a great wrong 
to RE eet of the South by insisting upon the adoption of 

8 A 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. PUJO. Yes. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I want to learn something abont 
this rice industry. In point of fact, is the rice produced in the 
Philippine Islands of an inferior quality to that produced in 
Louisiana? 

Mr. PUJO. I am glad the gentleman has asked that ques- 
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tion. Rice is practically of the same quality all over the world. 
The different grades result from the milling. When the hull is 
taken off the rice by the milling process, or the old-fashioned 
mortar process, some of the beans break in a great many pieces 
and some remain whole. In other words, a barrel of rough rice, 
weighing 162 pounds, when milled will produce 100 pounds of 
clean rice. Of that there will be 40 pounds called head rice, 
worth 43 and 5 cents a pound. The remainder will be broken 
rice, constituting the lower grades. The distinguished gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Payne] the other day, in speaking of 
inferior grades, probably conveyed to this House the idea that 
different qualities of rice were cultivated, which I do not under- 
stand to be correct. It is only when a field has been cultivated 
a great number of years and the yield becomes impreguated, 
as you might say, with red rice, that a grade is produced which 
is considered inferior. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. In the early part of the gentle- 
man’s remarks I understood him to say that Japan, while a 
great exporter of rice, was also a great importer and consumer 
of rice, and that the Japanese exported high-priced rice and 
imported a cheap quality of rice. Is that merely due to the 
cutting or breaking of the grain or is it a different grade of rice? 

Mr. PUJO. No; it is due to the different grades or classifi- 
cation after the milling or husking has taken place. There are 
different grades, due to the milling and husking, as I have 
stated, from the full white bean to broken rice, rice meal and 
rice flour, but there are not different grades as it is grown, 
although there are different varieties. 

Mr. Chairman, the rice producers of the United States do 
not ask any special favors at the hands of the Government, 
but they feel that they should not be discriminated against. 
All that is asked is that a Filipino shall not be given any 
advantage over an American. 

It is urged in justification of this legislation that revenue is 
necessary for the maintenance of those islands, and that, as 
they are compelled to import rice, the duty thereon should be 
low in order not to press too heavily upon them. 

Conceding the correctness of this premise, it does not follow 
that a law should be passed which would enable speculators to 
buy rice produced in the Philippine Islands for a price not 
exceeding 2 cents a pound, and to ship the same to the United 
States at an additional cost not to exceed four-tenths cent per 
pound, and thus drive the American rice producer out of the 
market, injuring his interests, and ruining his investments. 
Rice produced in the Philippine Islands can be bought there 
and delivered at the city of New York for a less sum than it 
will cost the American rice grower to produce it and to deliver 
it to the market generally. 

It is obvious, if this be true, that this great industry, which is 
yet only in its formative stages, will be struck down and lan- 
guish until the injury inflicted by this legislation may be re- 
paired by its repeal. 

Mr. Chairman, it is a matter of common observation that the 
love of money in the United States and the love of its accumu- 
lation is so great that no opportunity to enter profitable specu- 
lation will be overlooked. It may be true that there are no 
capitalists in the Philippine Islands who will undertake to ex- 
ploit this field, but there is capital in abundance in the United 
States aggressively searching for quick and large returns. No 
greater inducement could be offered than that which would 
present itself should this bill be adopted. 

Mr. Chairman, I am entirely persuaded that the Philippine 
Archipelago is a part of the United States, and should be so 
treated. It should have absolute free trade with every part of 
the United States and her other dependencies, but at the same 
time the law which applies to this country should be applied 
to the Philippine Islands. z 

For these reasons I can not obtain my consent to support this 
bill, for I fear that the rice industry of this country may be 
struck down by it. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Lacey having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message, in writing, from 
the President of the United States was communicated to the 
House of Representatives by Mr. Barnes, one of his secretaries. 


PHILIPPINE TARIFF, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I must beg the indulgence of 
the Members of the House for the brief time I shall take in 
attempting to talk on the pending bill. However, from the wide 
scope of the debate here, it is sometimes difficult for us to under- 
stand what the particular issue Is we are talking about and what 
we are expected to talk about when we discuss this measure. 
We have gone over almost all the phases of the tariff on tobacco, 


of beet-sugar culture, of the raising of corn, of the raising and 
feeding and marketing of cattle, and so forth—all supposed to be 
pertinent to the question as to whether we shall extend to the 
Philippine Islands free trade in everything save tobacco and 
sugar. But this has only tempted me to talk a little, not exclu- 
sively upon the tariff question, but on the bill, if you please, 
and I certainly will keep within the range of somebody's talk 
within the last few days. [Laughter.] 

I never made a purely tariff speech in my life and I will not 
try to make one now. About twenty-five years ago in this Hall 
I made what is now fulfilled prophecy in a speech less than ten 
minutes in length. I prophesied then that the only way to get 
rid of the college professor’s theories about tariff and free trade 
was to try free trade in this country, and then we would have 
an object lesson that would educate the people of all classes 
oe completely that theoretic arguments would have little 
avail. 

Now, I am very sorry to be embarrassed in attempting to 
make this speech, because I must differ from all parties appar- 
ently on this floor; that is, at least, the leaders of them. We 
have the two great parties represented by distinguished, able 
men, agreeing upon one thing, one proposition as the basis of 
their ultimate joint support of this bill. It belongs to the 
small things. It is the day of littleness. The leaders, Repub- 
lican and Democratic, and their followers, haye adopted the 
principle of the maxim of the law, de minimis non curat lex— 
the law pays no attention to small things. A western judge gave 
a free translation to that maxim and said that it meant, “the 
law goes with head and tail up.” [Laughter.] So I say that 
the gentleman from New York and the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi go together, “ head and tail up,” because they can support 
this bill for the reason, on the one hand, that there is not 
enough of free trade in it to hurt, and on the other hand that 
there is not enough of unconstitutionality and robbery in it to 
hurt upon that side. [Laughter.] This I want to say, parting, 
if I do, from my friend on the question of policy, that I want to 
minimize my action in whatever opposition I shall make to 
this bill by reading a little from the RECORD. 

During an address on the 4th of this month, toward the close 
of that three hours and forty-flve-minute speech by the distin- 
guished chairman [Mr. PAYNE] of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee, Mr. BonyNGE asked a question. I read: 

Now, do I understand the gentleman to argue that there will be no 
benefit to the Filipinos by this reduction of duty? 

Mr. Payne. I am doubtful about the benefit to the Filipinos. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Regardless of whether it benefits the Filipino or not. 


Mr. PAYNE. Well, it will benefit them in this way: It will give them 
courage. There is some sentiment in it. They believe it will help them. 


I am always in favor, Mr. Chairman, of giving people courage, 
and I am not averse to sentiment, but I do not believe it is 
worth while for this Congress of the United States to undertake 
to pass a law merely because the Filipinos are deceived into the 
belief it will do them some good when it will not. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] But I read that clause, Mr. Chairman, 
to have it appear to my brethren that the small, if any, good 
that is hoped by the author of the bill is my excuse for beliey- 
ing it will not do any serious harm if not passed. De minimus. 
[Laughter and applause.] 

We are not going to part company with those Republicans 
who support free trade on this bill. We may, for the present, 
shed a tear, but we loye them so much that we will woo them 
back with us, and they will be found standing up here at an 
early date claiming that from the beginning of their existence 
they were stand-patters on the question of protection in the 
United States. We will welcome them home. I am not now 
ready to say to them, as did Ruth to her mother-in-law, Naomi— 
“Whither thou goest I will go,“ ete. > 

Now, there has been a great deal said incidentally by the 
Democratic free traders supporting this measure in the way of 
assaults upon the Republican party for its protective policy in 
the past. I have listened here and elsewhere to these assaults, 
coming from respectable sources, indicating through the years 
of protection that we of the Republican party have been a band 
of worse than lawless highway robbers; that we have stolen 
from everybody on every hand all that was possible to lay our 
hands on. We have been denounced as robbers in national Dem- 
oeratie platforms and all that, to say nothing of doing it in 
violation of the Constitution; but let me say that in this, too, I 
have some consolation, because with all our robbery we enter 
the year 1906 in a particularly good condition in these United 
States. I will ask the Clerk, to save me a little, to read what 
Henry Clews says happened in the last year of Republican pro- 
tective robbery. I will ask that he will read the part marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

New Yorks, January 2, 1906. 

The year just closed has been one of 5 business activity. 


It opened in the spirit of doubt; it closes in a spirit of almost danger- 
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ous optimism. In both volume and profit the trade of the past year 
has been much the largest ever experienced—farmer, miner, mechanic, 
merchant, and financier each having had their full share of the pro- 
ceeds. In short, our national prosperity during the past year has far 
exceeded all previous records. 

The most striking fact in the situation has been the farmer's re- 
markable prosperity. He is preeminentiy the principal factor in the 
national business activity of to-day. The country has been favored by 
a series of successful harvests, but that of 1905 surpassed all. Secre- 
tary Wilson, of the Department of Agriculture, estimated the wealth 

roduced on American farms this year at $6,415,000,000, which is 

256,000,000 ater than 1904 and $498,000,000 in excess of 1903. 
Jorn reached the highest production and valve on record. Hay proved 
a lar and 8 le crop. The cotton crop, though short, is un- 
usually profitable, and our wheat crop surpasses the record In value. 

In other respects the year has been a profitable one to our agri- 
cultural classes, and Secretary Wilson estimates that as a result of 
five years’ continuous good crops, and also to more intelligent methods 
of agriculture, the value of farms has increased 33.5 per cent, an amount 
approximately equal to $6,133,000,000, In consequence of this won- 
derful progress the American farmer, as a rule, is now not only out of 
debt but has a balance in the bank. He Is, therefore, a much 
larger buyer of the necessities and luxuries of life than ever before, 
and this fact is chiefly responsible for the present unusual prosperity 
of the West and South. he es puck ogg of this great accretion to 
national wealth will be appreciated when it is remembered that, if our 
agricultural onus are correctly valued at $6,415,000,000, this sum 
is equal to almost $80 per annum to every man, woman, and child in 
the country. In one year American farmers have secured an amount 
of wealth equal to the entire capital stock of the American railroads 
and nearly ten times their net earnings, Such growth is simply 
astonishing. . 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I will not stop to comment 
upon this ouly to repeat again that with about eight years of 
protection under that law that is denounced as being so terri- 
ble in its operation we have brought the people of this country 
into a condition such as just described. Some people claim that 
that law has made individuals too rich. Grant that, Mr. Chair- 
man, but it remains the fact that leaving them out of view the 
American people through all the classes are better off finan- 
cially, better housed, better clothed, better fed, less in debt, 
and their children are more generally at school now than at 
any other time in the history of this country. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] Mr. Chairman, I may make mistakes 
about names, but I heard a gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
SuLtivan] a day or two ago anticipate this talk about pros- 
perity by that old, time-worn argument we have had ringing 
in our ears for at least the generation to which I belong. He 
told this House in rather excellent language and with a degree 
of earnestness that was commendable that it was not true that 
the good times and prosperity of the farmer and mechanic were 
attributable to Republican protective laws. He said it was 
due to Almighty God; that the Creator of the Universe had 
given us broad and rich fields and forests and opportunities 
and all that, and that prosperity had thus come. 

Where was the Creator in the days of the Wilson-Gorman 
Act, when people walked, praying for work, the streets, almost 
maniacs, in all the great centers of business and commerce of 
this country? [Applause on the Republican side.] Soup 
houses grew up, notwithstanding the Creator’s great things 
were then all about us. But I said this was rather an old argu- 
ment. Prior to the ist day of January, 1879, I heard upon 
the floor of this House, for two weeks, the most eloquent men 
the country ever produced, the most distinguished of that day 
or earlier—I do not compare them with the present statesmen 
here [laughter]—describe here the horrors that were to befall 
the people of this country when the day and hour came for 
resumption. They depicted the destruction and devastation, 
the poverty and bankruptcy, the shoeless children, ete., that 
would follow it; they painted pictures here that made us ‘all 
feel sad, but when resumption came on that memorable New 
Year’s day, it came as gentle as snow falls from the clouds, 
and prosperity budded out anew from it. Then came that cry, 
“Oh, the Republican party claims credit for resumption.” 

A distinguished Senator of my State said that the Republican 
party had nothing to do with it; that Providence brought it 
about. Good crops in this country and floods along the Danube 
and in other parts of Europe that destroyed their crops made 
resumption possible. So the Almighty got credit and condemna- 
tion both at once for bringing about resumption. More recently 
in the great national Democratic convention at St. Louis it was 
attempted to be demonstrated, as I understand from the reading 
of the speeches that were made there, that the gold standard was 
not established in this country by the Republican party, not- 
withstanding the law which it put on the statute books (March 
4, 1900), in spite of the Democracy, fixing 25.8 grains nine-tenths 
fine of gold as a unit of standard. They told us on the stump 
in 1904 everywhere that Almighty God fixed the gold standard, 
because in the creation of the world He deposited a super- 
abundance of gold in the mountains and in the valleys and in the 
bowels of the earth, where the miners had found it, and that was 
the way gold resumption came. ; 

Now, I did not think anything strange of the gentleman from 


Massachusetts undertaking to say that protection had nothing 
to do with the good times, because he was only following the old 
argument. But, Mr. Chairman, reverently I say it, I am happy 
that my party advocates the things that the Almighty sees fit 
to work out and accomplish completely. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] And it seems that ought to be glory enough for 
us. And it may be said that the Democratic party, with the 
many things that it has had on its banner and under which 
it has gone down to defeat in the last fifty years, at least 
has been singularly unfortunate that the Almighty was not 
with them. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, this bill is taken up by some whom we 
call “ protective-tariff Republicans” as an indication that we 
are about to enter upon a matter of tariff revision. They say 
we have enough of free trade in the bill, and we have cut down 
the duty on tobacco and sugar, and that shows a symptom on 
the part of the stand-patter protectionists that we are going to 
revise the tariff. It is well to understand as we go along 
exactly what this bill is, because we have had but little said 
about it for some days. The bill provides for free trade in the 
introduction to this country of purely Philippine goods; the 
products of tobacco and sugar must be 25 per cent of the duties 
imposed on foreign imports under the Dingley law. The pres- 
ent duty on goods imported from the Philippines is 75 per cent 
of the Dingley tariff of 1897. The claim is that the bill can do 
no harm, and we heard the argument the other day and to-day, 
too, that it could do no harm, and as it is said it will do the 
Filipino people no good, then we say, let it go by. Such a bill is 
not worth our consideration. I want, in this connection, to 
call attention, if I can put my fingers upon it, to a further 
position of the Democracy here on this bill. It is found in the 
views of the minority of the Ways and Means Committee. 
They are not primarily in favor of this bill, but only in the 
way I first mentioned. I read from the minority views: 

In justice to both the Filipinos and ourselves they should be con- 
side as altogether American or altogether foreign. 

The distinguished gentlemen do not seem to be willing in 
that place to say which they want. They are more specific in 
the next line: 

So long as we retain them we favor the establishment and main- 
tenance of free trade betwixt them and the United States. 

From some of the talk I have heard here I gather there are 
Democrats who believe the Philippines are a part of the United 
States, but here the views of the minority indicate that they 
are not and ought to have free trade established by law betwixt 
them and the United States, I will read another sentence: 

The pa which we in part represent desires to get rid of them at 
the earliest practicable moment, and we welcome the dissatisfaction of 
the hitherto | latively favored classes, growing out of the competi- 
tion of the products of Philippine labor with our own products in our 
own market as a possible moving cause to governmental divorce be- 
tween the Philippine Archipelago and the balance of the United States, 

In this clause the minority of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee seem to couple them in as a part of the United States. 
But it strikes me as somewhat peculiar that they have a sort 
of welling-up hope, as expressed here, that in time, some way 
or other, there will be enough dissatisfaction gathering around 
these Philippine Islands to lead to letting them go without 
regard to methods or conditions. I refer to this merely to show 
the inconsistency. The minority will vote, however, for a bill 
to secure the Philippine Islands free trade with the balance 
of the domain of the United States, thus putting those people 
on record in favor of free trade in these islands. 

I notice from the remarks made yesterday and to-day that 
there is not entire unanimity on the other side of the House; 
but I pass that over that I may go along a little further. This 
party of Democracy that we are dealing with was once a great 
party. It was one of power and strength and patriotism; 
later on it became a party of some efficacy as a party of opposi- 
tion; to-day it seems from all the indications that it has gone 
down to a third stage, and has become a mere party of criticism. 
Where next? 

But we have some friends, Democrats and Republicans, that 
have told us some things about Massachusetts. Massachusetts 
has always been a great State, and the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts yesterday told us the reason, and honestly, why it could 
not be in favor of protection. It seems to have gotten beyond 
the pale of production, and if that is so—and it is not, on exami- 
nation of their statistics—but if it were so, I should not blame 
the people of the State of Massachusetts for being for free 
trade. Every man in the United States who does nothing and 
produces nothing is a natural free trader. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] And every man in this country who produces some- 
thing for himself and for others is a man who wants to have 
some protection for himself, and in his generosity, for his neig 
bors also, [Renewed applause.] . : 
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Our Republican Massachusetts friends seem to have been 
scared over the recent Democratic platform, which demanded a 
revision of the tariff to the extent of having free hides, free 
coal, free lumber, and free iron ore. While over in Rhode 
Island, so handy that they can hardly be distinguished, the 
Democracy in 1905 went them one better, and added free wool. 
Now it is noticeable that these people stopped there. They 
never put anything on the free list, or suggested putting on the 
free list anything that they produced themselves. [Laughter 
and applause.] Even these Massachusetts free-trade Demo- 
erats subscribed in 1904 to the doctrine of the national Demo- 
cratic party, that protection was a robbery and unconstitu— 
tional. They did not rest with that. But they scared some of 
our Republican friends up there. They elected Hon. W. L. 
Douglas—I believe those are the right initials—governor in 
1904, and the newspapers told us the reason why they elected 
him. They said that the potential speech that made him gov- 
error was one to the effect that he made shoes and sold them for 
$3.50 a pair, and if they would take the duty off hides, he would 
sell them for $3. Well, of course, Massachusetts went Demo- 
cratic on that. [Laughter and applause.] I looked into the 
question to see how liberal Mr. Douglas was. The highest 
estimate that I could find that the duty on hides would make in 
the cost of the leather in a pair of Douglas shoes was a frac- 
tion under 2} cents. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Douglas in his indignation against protection added to 
the $3 the 2} cents that the leather had cost him in addition, 
and then put 47} on that as profit over and above. [Renewed 
laughter and applause.] He must be a generous sort of fellow 
to do that. That is not all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman yield 
for just a question? 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes; I will do that. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The gentleman wants to 
be fair, I know. 

Mr. KEIFER. I always try to be fair. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I would not interrupt the 
gentleman, if I did not know that he was misquoting ex-Goy- 
ernor Donglas’s speech. 

Mr. KEIFER. I was not quoting his speech, but just stating 
a fact. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I beg to differ with the 
gentleman entirely in the idea that he is making a statement of 
faet 

Mr. KEIFER. I did not yield to the gentleman to make a 
speech ; he can answer me when I get through. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. What he did say was 
that he would sell shoes for 50 cents a pair less if the tariff 
was taken off of hides and leather and all shoe findings. If 
so, he could sell them for $3 a pair. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is a case for applying the doctrine of 
de minimus; he might have added to it leather. He himself 
admits that it would not add much to the cost of the shoes. 
So that that answers the question. That leaves Mr. Douglas 
in the delightful condition that I understand he put himself 
in when he came here recently, as I am informed, when he said 
if they would take the duty off he would be glad to do this 
thing I have spoken of. He would sacrifice the 47} cents if 
he could get rid of the robbery of 2} cents. [Laughter.] He 
must be in the situation of that freed slave of North Carolina 
who lived in a hut in the woods and was in the habit of taking— 
I do not care to call it stealing—from his old master’s fiock 
sufficient hogs to put up his winter's meat. His old master 
got religion and went to him and said: “ Now, I want you to 
be good and to quit stealing my fat hogs, and I will help you 
to quit. I will give you some pigs and you can slop them and 
raise your own.” The negro said: “ Not slop enough.” Then 
the old master said: “I will give you six fat hogs in the fall, 
and you can put up your own pork.” Then Uncle Ned said: 
“That sounds reasonable and fair, and I guess I will accept 
the proposition, but I am losing a mighty sight of pork.” 
[Great laughter and applause.] 

So I think Mr. Douglas would be losing a mighty sight of 
pork on that transaction. 

Well, my friend Governor Curtis Guild, jr., got scared, as my 
. friend over here yesterday [Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts] was 
scared. He was down here talking to the President about their 
fright in Massachusetts. Massachusetts is not all the United 
States. He wrote a letter and somebody read part of it here 
the other day, in which he told the President that if he and the 
candidate with him for lieutenant-governor had not taken to the 
woods and professed to be for tariff revision they would have 
got licked out of their boots this last year. That is the effect 
of it. Governor Guild is a brave fellow. He was a good sol- 
dier, as I can personally testify, and I hope he will make as 
good a governor of Massachusetts as he made an inspector-gen- 


eral of camps in Florida, Georgia, and Cuba; but he will have 
to be revised a little on the tariff question. [Laughter.] 

Now, we are here dealing with a great many interesting 
things. The other Massachusetts man (Mr. SULLIVAN, I be- 
lieve)—and I am so much of a “kid” here that I may make 
mistakes as to names [laughter]—in his very eloquent speech, 
when he was worked up to a little pitch by somebody interrupt- 
ing, as they are in the habit sometimes of doing here when a 
gentleman is making a speech, something was said about the 
laborers, and he tiptoed beautifully and said, “I think the 
American farm laborers and mechanics are abundantly able to 
take care of themselves.” Why not? I agree to that proposi- 
tion; but I do not agree with it at all if you are going to have 
a power somewhere in the country to decree that the laborer of 
this country shall not take care of himself here, but shall be 
put in competition with the pauper labor of other countries of 
the world. [Applause.] If you let them alone they can take 
care of themselves, but if you insist on that proposition—that 
comes from some great sympathizing philanthropist, somebody 
who had gotten higher than belongs to common humanity, who 
had passed into a stage of Christian civilization never reached 
before—that is a different thing. There are some free traders 
who insist upon the claim that the way to get prosperity in this 
country, to get people in foreign lands to buy of us, is to 
quit producing at home and turn our laborers out and go there 
and buy of them. [Applause.] 

That is a central idea of Democratic free trade. They say, 
“How can you expect European countries—Germany, France, 
England, Russia, and Italy—to come and buy goods of you here 
in your country unless you go over there first and buy of them?” 
Let us look at that question backward. Was anybody ever 
such a fool in England, France, Germany, or any other country ~ 
in the world as to say, “ The right way to get these rich Ameri- 
cans over in the United States to come and buy our goods is to 
go over and buy theirs first?” Why, they never thought of that. 
They are old stagers, and they do not think that is the way to 
do it. Now, I have not time to run this out at all, but another 
proposition is that there is danger that they will not buy what 
we raise. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] appealed for free 
trade for his people. Why, I know some of those people out 
there. I suggest that a market for his people and for others in 
the Missouri and Mississippi valleys, at Kansas City, St. Joe, 
Omaha, St. Louis, or Chicago, is worth ten thousand times more 
than a market among poor-paid people over along the Danube 
in Europe. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from Missouri? . 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes; but I do not want to get into a contro- 
versy with the gentleman. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not want to participate in a 
controversy. I want to ask one question. 

Mr. KEIFER. Go ahead. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If it turns out that the American 
people can not consume all the products of the farms, all that 
we raise in the United States, would it not be wise to undertake 
to increase the foreign market for that surplus product? 

Mr. KEIFER. Oh, yes; that is a plain question. I do not 
want to get into a controversy with the distinguished and 
learned gentleman from Missouri. I know I am too young to 
go into that sort of an affair and come out safely. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

I listened to the gentleman’s learning the other day with ad- 
miration. I recollect he made a pretty accurate quotation from 
Rabelais, written in the fifteenth century and recopied in Bur- 
ton’s Anatomy of Melancholy in the sixteenth century. [Laugh- 
ter.] I can not give the quotation as the gentleman did, but as I 
recollect it, it was: 

When the devil was sick, the devil a monk would be; 
When the devil got well, the devil a monk was he. 

A great many liberties have been taken with that stanza. 
One of the more modern of them runs: 

When the devil was sick, the devil a monk would be; 
When the devil got well, the devil of a monk was he. 

[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman if he thinks that is really any answer to the 
question? 

Mr. KEIFER. Does the gentleman from Missouri think it is? 
I agree with him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I think it was a fine piece of pleas- 
antry. 

Mr. KEIFER. Thank you. s 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What I want to know is if we can 
not consume our surplus farm products of the United States, 


924 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


A i al ah a gia cis Nn aan a areal ks Dai 


JANUARY 10, 


would it not be wise to enter into some reciprocal relations with 
the hungry nations of the earth whereby we might increase the 
sale of our products to them? 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes; that is all right. I will come to that 
question of reciprocity that the gentleman and his party have 
so recently been converted to, very soon. [Laughter.] But let 
me say as a further partial answer that one thing is certain— 
I do not believe that the gentleman from Missouri will dis- 
pute this—that no people of any country in the world ever came 
to the United States and bought a pound of meat, a bushel of 
wheat, or a bushel of corn, or a barrel of flour, and took it over 
to their ewn country for consumption unless they were short 
themselves. They never bought anything that they could pro- 
duce at home, and they never will; but they will buy of us that 
surplus that the gentleman is rightfully seeking to get rid of, 
whenever they have to have it, and not until then. [Applause.] 

A few years ago something happened to the rye crop on the 
steppes of Russia and along the Danube and all through that 
German and Austrian country, and they had no rye. They use 
it for making bread. They had to have rye. We were raising 
out in our country, and in the gentleman’s country in Missouri, 
as a sort of incident to farm products, where all the farmers 
you know, desiring a spring pasture, raise a little rye, not ex- 
pecting to make anything out of its sale. It was worth 40 or 
50 cents a bushel. 
they sent over to the United States by cablegram to know 
whether we could furnish it. Well, there was a great hunting 
around of granaries and barns and stacks to get all the rye 
there was in the West. We sold that rye—all that could be 
scraped together—for a dollar to a dollar and a half a bushel. 
It was then our surplus, and we got rid of it because they had 
to have it. When their own crop grew we had to go back and 
piant 5 as we did before —for a little spring pasture, sometimes 
or K 

I will not bave time to talk about this matter of consumption, 
but I refer to the fact that it is amply demonstrated that this 
country can oniy be prosperous when we build up industries side 
by side with the farm and the plantation. 

I live in a good agricultural country. I am not going to en- 
gage in any flight of oratory or any flowery talk about how the 
sun shines in central Ohio in my district or on my people, but 
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and likewise wheat and oats and things of that kind as any- 
where else in the world. There are five counties in my district. 
There is no very large city within them. We have several small 
cities, and I live in one that has a population of about 
40,000. 

It is a fact shown on close investigation that we are not able 
to raise in my district enough agricultural products to feed us, 
and you will find that is the case in many places. We have to 
import many things. Am I to go out and say to my people: 
“Here, get out of these shops, get out of the International Har- 
vester shop, get out of the great Turbine Wheel shop, get out 
of the American Seeding Machine shop, and let us go and buy 
such things as you make over in Europe, in order that they may 
be induced to come here and buy our farm products?” Everybody 
knows it is supremely absurd to suppose that a poorly paid 
people in a foreign country will pay us for our products of the 
farm, whether grain or meat, anything.like as well as our own 
people will pay at home. Transportation is against them, and 
their poverty is against them. I could draw pictures, but I 
know I should not be indulged to talk long. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman haye time to complete his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Ohio may have sufficient 
time to complete his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I am thankful to the gentle- 
man from Missouri and to the House. The theory of buying 
where one can buy the cheapest and selling where the highest 
price can be obtained is a captivating one, though in practice it 
is found to be wrong. We must often create a market for get- 
ting people employment, and thus create a market better than 
would otherwise arise. 

I want to say, Mr. Chairman, after this indulgence that the 
thing that the Democracy seems to me is now, and has long 
been confronted with, is one capable of being stated so that it 
will demonstrate its absurdity, and I therefore say that the 
Democrats here and elsewhere will require more persuasive 
argument and eloquence than its distinguished leaders possess 
to convice the people of this country that the free traders are 
the true guardians of their welfare and happiness. It will be 
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impossible to make the plain, common-sense people of this 
country believe that with the Democratic party in power and 
under their free-trade management the farmers would get a 
high price for eggs, butter, and the like, while the city con- 
sumers could at the same time buy the same articles very 
cheaply ; that cattle would bring to the farmer a high price and 
beef still be cheap in the market stalls; that wheat would bring 
a dollar and upward a bushel and bread could be sold two loaves 
for a nickel; that the machinists could receive $5 a day to do 
skilled work, while skilled labor should only be performed at 
home, save in competition with pauper wages abroad; in short, 
the foolish theory is that the manufacturer could pay high 
wages with or without manufacturing at home, and the farmer 
could get high prices for his products from those at home, who 
have little or no work and consequently nothing to buy with; 
that poorly paid people in foreign countries can pay the same 
for the farmer's or manufacturer’s products, cost of transporta- 
tion added, that our own people can pay when employed at high 
wages. Paradoxical as all this seems, it is the problem the 
theorist free trader is trying to maintain. 

Now, my distinguished friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] and 
some others have arraigned the Republicans on this side of the 
House, and perhaps the party generally, for inconsistencies in 
connection with some views of Republicans. Mr. Blaine was 
mentioned, and others. It would be rather hard on some of us 
to hold us to any very strict line of consistency with all Repub- 
lican leaders, dead and alive. 

I know when there were those who staggered a little under 
the idea that this country was to be built up into prosperity 
by a protective tariff. I have witnessed some of that as well 
as my friend from Missouri. I know we had people at one 
time who thought that this country would get along and com- 
pete with the pauper people of Europe without aid, but it did 
not, and it can not now. The error that has crept in with a 
great many people of all parties when they come to view the 
question of the tariff is that if you will reduce the duty that 
that will only reduce, pro tanto, the price to the consumer. 
Take this illustration of hides that these Massachusetts people 
have been frightened so much about. They say to take off the 
15 per cent, I believe, duty on raw hides would only cut down 
the price to the cattle raiser to that extent on his hides. This 
proposition is worthy of consideration. I will give you this 
as my illustration. If you take the duty off hides and you 
invite the hides from the Argentine Republic and from the plains 
of South America and have them brought in as they are gen- 
erally—as freight on sailing vessels—and they have no duty 
against them they will soon bring hides enough to absorb the 
market and the hide market of the West will be what it was a 
few years ago. 

I know in regions not far beyond the western border of Mis- 
souri where they did not stop to take the hide off the animals. 
They fed them during the period of the Wilson-Gorman Act— 
sometimes cattle, and even horses—to the hogs, hides and all. 
They were not worth skinning. That happened in Colorado. 
It happened in many regions in Kansas, my friend here says. 
I know it did in western Nebraska. Now, that is the trouble. 
You destroy the industry that is protected altogether. Why, 
they say in Rhode Island they want wool on the free list. 
We have had it. What was the consequence? They thought 
wool would go down in price a little and we would still have 
the same number of sheep and the same quantity of wool as 
before. If the duty on wool was now taken off our people 
would do as they did some few years ago—give their sheep 
away to people who would take them, and in many instances 
they killed and buried them rather than take care of them at 
all. This was the case in central Ohio and other places in the 
West. That is the difficulty we have under free wool—— 

Mr. CAPRON. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. CAPRON. Did I understand the gentleman to say that 
in Rhode Island they desired to haye coal upon the free list? 

Mr. KEIFER. Wool. 

Mr. CAPRON. Now, the gentleman mistakes Rhode Island, 
because it is so small, for Massachusetts. Rhode Island does 
not want wool upon the free list. It does not ask it and never 
has. 

Mr. KEIFER. You misunderstood me to this extent. The 
Rhode Island Democratic platform of 1905 added wool to the 
list that was made up in Massachusetts. 

Mr. CAPRON. I beg the gentleman's pardon; I can under- 
stand anything from that source. [Laughter and applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. KEIFER. But we are coming to this question of consist- 
ency. There are a lot of things about consistency that will 
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hardly pay to take the time to review. Democracy consistent 
on the tariff? Well, yes and no. We have some marvelous his- 
tory on that subject. The first startling thing that came from 
leading Democracy was in the year 1832. The Vice-President 
of the United States, John C. Calhoun, left the chair and went 
to South Carolina, and there induced his State to declare nullifi- 
cation against the laws of the United States because a mild pro- 
tective tariff was put upon goods that were being imported into 
Charleston Harbor. Unconstitutional was the cry then as now. 

After some rather pointed, emphatic, and certainly patriotic 
talk from one Andrew Jackson, who happened to be then Presi- 
dent of the United States, this nullification ceased, and the 
great leader of Democracy resigned the office of Vice-President 
of the United States and went back to the Senate as Senator 
from his State. About the first thing he did after getting there 
was to vote for a tariff law varying but little from the one he 
had just declared was unconstitutional. 

But that was a long way back. Let us not go into much of 
that. Something was said about the great tariff law that 
Dallas voted for, and gave the casting vote as Vice-President 
of the United States, in 1846, I believe. My recollection is 
that Congress did not pass any tariff law then of any important 
kind, and that Dallas simply distinguished himself then be- 
cause he violated the pledge he made as candidate for Vice- 
President and before he was elected, when on a tie vote in the 
Senate he voted to repeal the tariff act of 1842. I am a young 
man [laughter], yet I can recollect that in 1844 the Democratic 
cry rang throughout the North as it was emblazoned upon the 
banners of Democracy, “ Polk, Dallas, and the tariff of 1842.” 

But Jet us get along a little further. Let us come up to 
1883. I had something to do with the passage of a tariff bill 
which became a law on March 3, 1883. The Democrats de- 
nounced that act as unconstitutional throughout. It was de- 
nounced in every way. 

I heard the distinguished men from North and South on the 
other side of the House then talk against the unconstitutionality 
of the act, and they denounced some of us for favoring it, be- 
cause we would be perjuring ourselves. And some of them, 
when we were .going over the bill in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, voted to increase the 
duty on some things. I remember one was sumac. The Rep- 
resentative over there, from about Lynchburg, Va., wanted to 
raise the duty on that, for it was then about the only product 
of that region, now, happily, changed. Another Representative, 
who had made a long constitutional argument against this 
bill, voted to have a high duty put upon roasted, shelled pea- 
nuts, so that there would not be any competition with the 
peanuts raised in Tennessee. But that, too, was a day of 
small things. They could vote thus then, and now we have the 
same principle applied. 

But we are talking about consistency. Blaine led his party 
to defeat in 1884, and after that we had a new régime. The 
act of 1883 did not have a fair trial. The Democracy did not 
enforce and work it out and it was repealed and another passed, 
called the “ McKinley Act,” of October 1,1890. And this McKin- 
ley Act was in turn repealed by the Wilson-Gorman Act, of 
August 27, 1894. 

Now, it will be remembered that the McKinley Act, of October 
1, 1890, had the first appearance of reciprocity legislation that 
ever came to the Congress of the United States. It was a sug- 
gestion perhaps of Mr. Blaine, but it had gotten into the act 
of 1890. Well, Democrats were not very consistent about that, 
because they brought about some litigation, and the case went 
to the Supreme Court. It is called Field v. Clark. It will be 
found in the 143 United States Supreme Court Reports, page 697. 
The question there was whether reciprocity was constitutional. 
Justice Lamar, of Mississippi, writing a dissenting opinion, pro- 
nounced it unconstitutional, and Chief Justice Fuller con- 
curred. 

Some of the other judges dodged a little on it, and said the 
question did not arise fairly; but so far as we got the views of 
Democrats of the court, it was that the reciprocity section of the 
act was unconstitutional. But that is a small matter, maybe. 

In 1894 the Democratic party passed what is called the “ Wil- 
son-Gorman tariff bill,” and its seyenty-first section repealed, 
in express terms, all the reciprocity there was in the prior 
McKinley Act, stating that everything that was done or at- 
tempted to be done in enforcing it that was inconsistent with 
the act of 1894 should be held null and void. So there is the 
legislative record. 

Well, there was a little history right along there. The Demo- 
cratie platform of 1888 was perhaps the most memorable on the 
tariff question we have ever had. If it had been practicable 1 
would be pleased to have favored it. See what it was: 

We, the Democratic party of the United States— 
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creasing the price of the farmer's product. 

[Laughter.] 

By Jove, I am inclined to agree to that. But how can we 
cheapen the cost of bread, meat, eggs, and poultry to the con- 
sumer and at the same time increase the price of the farmer's 
product?” 

That was the national Democratic platform of 1888 on the 
tariff. It has been a remarkable party in new things. When I 
first entered politics the thing that struck me most, in 1876, was 
the wonderful facility of the Democratic party in settling great 
political questions, scientific as well. In its national platform 
of 1876, where Tilden was nominated, they tried to out-Herod 
Herod in condemning the Chinese. They resolved as ethnolo- 
gists “That the Chinese race did not spring from Adam.” 
[Laughter.] All remember it. The language, more precisely, 
you will see, was: 

Resolved, That the Chinese race did not spring from the same parent 
stock that we did. 

[Laughter.] 

Now, I have always had a respect for a party that can settle 
a question, and it seems to have settled that one. 

Let us look further. In 1892 we had a Democratic platform, 
and the chief plank of the national Democratic platform was 
a denunciation of protection as a fraud and unconstitutional. 

Now as to reciprocity that my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARK] talked about. The Democratic party had another reso- 
lution on the subject of reciprocity. I would like to read part 
of it if I can turn to it without too much delay. I have found 
it. I read—listen, gentlemen: 

We denounce the sham of reciprocity which juggles with the people's 
desire for enlarged foreign markets and freer exchanges by pretendin 
to establish closer trade relations with a country whose articles o 
export are almost exclusively agricultural products. 

They had just before that declared that the tariff was a fraud. 

Now let us see—I must hurry along—if I can not find an- 
other place where reciprocity is mentioned. I am reading, Mr. 
Chairman, a part of the platform of 1904 of the national Demo- 
cratic party. First, this: 

We denounce protection as a robbery of the many to enrich the few. 

I read now on reciprocity from the same platform. Remem- 
ber in 1892 it was declared a sham and a jugglery to cheat the 
agriculturists, and that it had been legislated out of our statute 
books by a Democratic Congress. Conversion seems to have 
come to the Democratic party on reciprocity almost as suddenly 
as it did to Saul of Tarsus on his way to Damascus. 

We favor liberal trade arrangements with Canada and with the 
poopius of other countries where they can be entered into with benefit 
to erican agriċulture, manufactures, and mining or commerce. 

Here Democracy indorses the doctrine of reciprocity for the 
first. Strangely, Mr. Chairman, it seems to think reciprocity had 
become constitutional or at least that it would be innocent to 
follow it. I agree if you will put free trade and reciprocity side 
by side you will have no reciprocity at all. 

There is no such thing as reciprocity without a tariff duty, so 
the Democracy stands for absolute free trade and then wants to 
trade that off for some sort of reciprocity with some country in 
the world. That is an innocent kind of reciprocity. This is 
the history of the matter with some little things left out. It is 
not very consistent, but these gentlemen are going to vote for this 
bill because it only has a little robbery in it, and there is not 
much room for reciprocity that could be based on that. 

Now, I ought to be through, but I will talk a moment longer. 
While this thing was going on about the tariff, and reciprocity 
was declared to be the basic principle of Democracy in 1904, 
we had an election. A very excellent gentleman, a distinguished 
judge of New York (Mr. Parker), led the Democratic party. 
Indeed he somehow or other found that it was necessary not 
only for him to lead it, but to tell them that they did not know 
anything about certain subjects at all, as after they had unani- 
mously voted a platform on the money question he told them 
that they were all wrong, and they took it back. Now, the 
election came. The people of this country, the kind I speak 
for—the farmer, the machinist, the mechanic, the laborer— 
took some interest in that election, and Mr. Roosevelt was 
elected President of the United States by a plurality of 2,549,- 
331. Somebody said something about standing by the President 
on this tariff question. I should like to have the Clerk read a 
marked extract from what the President says on the question, 
and how it is to be dealt with if we are going to have revision; 
and if there is anybody who ought to listen to this it is the 
gentlemen from the State of Massachusetts. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 


There is more need of stabili 
ideal perfection in the methods o 


than of the attempt to attain an 
raising revenue; and the shock and 
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strain to the business world certain to attend any serious change in 
these methods render such change inadvisable unless for ve reasons. 
It is not possible to lay down any general rule by which to determine 
the moment when the reasons for will outweigh the reasons against 
such a change. Much must depend, not merely on the needs, but on 
the desires, of the people as a whole; for needs and desires are not 
necessarily identical. f course no change can be made on lines bene- 
ficial to, or desired by, one section or one State only. There must be 
something like a general agreement among the citizens of the several 
States, as represented in the Congress, that the change is needed and 
desired in the interest of the people as a whole; and there should 
then be a sincere, intelligent, and disinterested effort to make it in 
such shape as will combine, so far as possible, the maximum of good 
to the people at large with the minimum of necessary disregard for 
the special interests of localities or classes. 


Mr. KEIFER. I will not stop to make any comment upon 
that. Something has been said here in the course of the debate 
about the Philippines and their being interested in this bill, but 
it has been so little, and the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means [Mr. Payne] claims so little is to come from this bill, 
if it should become a law, that it requires very little time to be 
taken by me. I want to say a word about sugar. More than 
$150,000,000 worth of sugar is imported into the United States 
annually. A great deal of it comes from Germany—beet sugar— 
and beet sugar comes from various other countries. Now, I do 
not know what may be the ultimate outcome about the matter of 
raising sugar in the Philippines, but if it is a matter of senti- 
ment, and we are going to pass this bill for the Filipinos for that 
reason—I do not know that they are so very sentimental—but 
it may be a matter of sentiment on the part of our people who 
have money that they would put into the beet-sugar factories 
and into the farms but for the menace of free sugar. There is a 
great deal of learning in this matter of farming. I notice my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] talked about the farmer and 
the cost of farm products, and of corn especially, the other day 
with a great deal of glibness. I do not think I could afford to 
come in conflict with the gentleman about that, but my testi- 
mony would be that he is greatly mistaken in some things. 

He said, in effect, that it took about two bushels and a half of 
corn to plant an acre of corn; in other words, that it took a dol- 
lar’s worth of 40-cent shelled corn to plant an acre. Well, if I 
had been called as a witness, with my knowledge of western 
farming, I would haye said the cost of seed corn to an acre in 
the gentleman’s district, and in Missouri and Kansas, averaged 
less than 5 cents per acre. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am not at all certain but that 
what the gentleman from Ohio says is more nearly correct than 
the statement I made as a general proposition, but I was putting 
it at the highest point. I do not want to take the gentleman’s 
time now 

Mr. KEIFER. Oh, go ahead. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. By some kind of a roping-in process 
that I haye never understood there are people at Shenandoah, 
Towa, in Colonel Hepsurn’s district, who sell seed corn for $2 a 


bushel. I never knew how they managed it, but I know they 
do it. 
Mr. KEIFER. I have looked into that question, but I do 


not think the gentleman’s constituents buy that corn. [Laugh- 
ter.] I know they do not where I am interested, and I am a 
farmer in the West. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. So am I. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand. We are both farmers. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If my constituents and the corn 
raisers of Missouri would take my advice they would never buy 
a bushel of seed corn in Iowa while the world stands. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr. KEIFER. I tried to introduce a new seed corn into 
Nebraska, and I came very near being excluded from ever going 
back there again. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to finish my statement. I 
would advise them never to buy a bushel of seed corn in Iowa, 
because we can raise as good seed corn in Missouri as they can 
raise anywhere, and you can raise as good seed corn in Ohio as 
there is anywhere. 

Mr. KEIFER. But it does not cost more than about 5 cents 
per acre for seed corn. One bushel of shelled corn will plant 
in the usual way from 8 to 10 acres. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I think you are more nearly cor- 
rect about the average price than I was. 

Mr. LACEY. Let me say to my friend from Ohio that the 
corn there in Missouri all runs to cobs and they work them up 
into pipes. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They make about a half a million 
dollars a year out of corncob pipes in the district I live in. It 
Is one of the greatest industries there. 

Mr. LACEY. And no corn on the cobs. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. There is as much corn on the cob 


as there is in any county in the State of Iowa, and first-class 
corn, too. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. KEIFER. I yield to my colleague from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What I was about to say has lost its 
merit by delay. When the two gentlemen were supporting each 
other in the statements that they were farmers, I wanted to 
say that they do not either of them look the part. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You are correct. 

Mr. KEIFER. I like the compliment, but I think there are 
slick fellows in my district who look better than I do and they 
are farmers. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. In reply to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor], I will say that I think we look fully as 
much like farmers as we do like statesmen. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KEIFER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to give a little 
bit of experience that I have had in the beet-sugar raising. I 
do not belong to the people that are interested in raising beets 
for sugar, but I want to illustrate how we wise people talk 
about raising beets for sugar. I have investigated that ques- 
tion to the last degree. I do not think we can ever successfully 
raise sugar beets and manufacture them into sugar in Ohio. I 
went to Grand Island, Nebr., a few years ago and was bent on 
learning the cost of raising beets for the purpose of making 
sugar. After getting there I went over on the Platte River in 
beet-sugar land, and went into a field, where I found a man 
riding around in an open buggy giving directions about the 
harvesting of his crop. It was just harvest time. I said to 
him, “ Do you know anything about the cost of growing beets?” 
“ Yes,” he said, “ I know all about it. I raised these beets.” 

I noticed that he was a good deal better dressed than I am, 
or the gentleman from Missouri, and he had a fine horse, with 
ribbons in the bridle, and so on. He was driving along and 
there were men and women there topping the beets, and others 
were loading them into the cart to be carried to the factory. 
I said, “ What does it cost to raise these beets?” ‘ Well,” he 
said, “I pay $5 an acre for the lease of this ground, so much for 
the seed, so much for preparing the ground, so much for plant- 
ing, so much for thinning—not ‘suckering,’ as was stated here 
the other day—and then so much for cultivation, and then what 
you see going on here now, and it all amounts to about $45 
an acre.” I said, “How many tons of beets do you get?” He 
said, “ Nine.” I said, “What do you get at the mill?” He 
said, “$5 a ton.” So you see that he was coming out plumb 
even. I went along further in the gloaming of the evening and 
came out at a field and saw a little stubby, red-headed, Teu- 
tonic-German-like fellow—like the one my friend, Mr. CLARK, 
described and claimed to be the other day—and he had a flock 
behind him, consisting of a wife and several children, so modest 
that they scurried off into the brush as I came up. I asked him 
who owned the beet field that he came out of, and he said he 
owned it himself. I said, “ What does it cost to cultivate and 
raise an acre of beets.” He said, “$5.” I thought the differ- 
we was only $40 between the two, and I would look into it a 

tle. 

He was evidently a man of truth. I questioned him,.and 
he said he paid cash for the seed, and complained that some- 
body had put up a job on him, and he had to pay too much. He 
talked about some other expenses, such as for hands to help 
thin out the beets. I asked him who did the balance of the 
work. He said he and the old woman and the children. They 
did $40 of the work on an acre. He had about 60 acres of beets. 
He said they would average about 12 tons to the acre, and it 
would cost him about $5 an acre to raise them. Mr. Chairman, 
all these farmers—not such as we have here—neyver count their 
own work in estimating the cost of raising corn or other things 
of that kind. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of doing in this country all 
that is necessary through legislation, even higher protection 
than we have now, if you please. I am in favor of going on 
and on in this beet culture or this beet-sugar manufacture until 
we are independent of the whole world on the subject. [Ap- 
plause.] We have better sugar lands, we have more of them in 
this great Northwest than there is in any other country in the 
world. You may minimize the region for growing sugar in the 
Philippine Islands; you may limit them in Cuba, but you can 
hardly limit them in the great Northwest. I know we are 
not a beet-sugar country where I live. We have tried the ex- 
periment, and I, like my friend from Pennsylvania, Mr. DAL- 
ZELL, think many of these factories failed, and are bound to 
fail, because of natural causes. 

Why, they understand it. Beets must be raised where there 
is much sunshine in the fall of the year. I will illustrate. The 


Oxnards were engaged in raising beets at Grand Island, in Ne- 
braska, and one year they prepared to make a larger quantity 
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of beet sugar than usual, because the season had been such that 
the beets had grown double the usual size, and everything looked 
prosperous, and yet after a week or two trial they shut down 
their mill and did not make sugar at all that year to any great 
extent. Why, they had a great overgrown sugar beet that had 
been raised with plenty of rain all the season to make it grow 
in size, with little sunshine, as it happened, throughout the year, 
and there wasn’t sucrose enough in the beet to be worth 

it into sugar at all. Scientifically I can not explain it, but if 
you have only 10 per cent of sucrose in the beet there is an 
acid or virus of some kind in the same beet that in the process 
of manufacture consumes that 10 per cent of sucrose. If you 
have 11 or 12 per cent, you can make sugar and get the per cent 
above the 10. If it is 14 per cent it is rich, and that is the 
philosophy of it as nearly as I can give it. 

If you go into New York and build your mills, you are liable 
to have too little sunshine most years, and the beets will not 
be worth harvesting for the purpose of making sugar. I was 
amused at the statement, I believe, of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. DALZELL] about these by-products—the waste ma- 
terinl—the pulp of the beet—seling at $14 a ton. I looked into 
that also, and I can tell you it will not sell for 14 cents a ton 
at any of the sugar mills out West, because it is not worth any- 
thing. It is niee looking, but it is so poor it will not even rot. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. DALZELL. If my friend will allow me, a sugar pro- 
ducer in Michigan testified before our committee that it sold 
out there at $14 a ton. 

Mr. KEIFER. He cheated , then, certainly, because 
the Armours went out near Grand Island and put up an estab- 
lishment to use this pulp and they spent a great deal of money, 
and when I was there there were ricks of it nearly a quarter 
of a mile long which had been there for over three years, and 
there was not anyone who would buy it. The only way it was 
used at all was to mix rough ground corn or other stuff with 
it and in that way make it palatable. It contains no substance, 
ahd stock would starve on it. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. FORDNEY. The gentleman says the pulp sold at $14 a 
ton. Now, does it not take from 10 to 12 tons of green stuff to 
make a ton of dry pulp? 

Mr. KEIFER. That is all right, but the pulp is not worth 
anything when green. 

Mr. FORDNEY. No; not a cent. 

Mr. KEIFER. I am glad to have your testimony. 

Now I must close, leaving the tobacco question untouched. 
Others have, however, said enough on it. 

I want to say a word about this matter of the Philippines 
belonging to us. There has been a whole lot of talk about that. 
The old Democratic doctrine was that the Territories did not 
belong to the United States—that the Constitution did not ex- 
tend over them. In the Thirtieth Congress, as I recollect it, 
in 1848-49, John C. Calhoun induced Senator Walker, of Wis- 
consin, to introduce an amendment to an appropriation bill in 
the Senate, providing that the Constitution of the United States 
should be extended so as to cover the Territories of the United 
States. The exact language used was “to extend the Consti- 
tution of the United States to the Territories.” This led to a 
six weeks’ debate in the Senate, and the Senate agreed to the 
amendment, but it failed in the House. The doctrine of De- 
mocracy was that the Constitution did not cover the Territories, 
but the Supreme Court of the United States in the Dred Scot 
case somewhat limited that doctrine and said that the Consti- 
tution of the United States (in the syllabi of the case, which 
will be found in 19 Howard) did apply to territory that 
belonged, at the time the Government was formed, to the 
original thirteen States, but not to any territory acquired after- 
wards. I do not know whether this is Democratic doctrine now 
or not, but that was the doctrine of Chief Justice Taney and a 
majority of the Supreme Court of the United States when 
that case was decided, March 6, 1857. 

The third section of the fourth article of the Constitution of 
the United States provides that Congress shall have power to 
make all needful rules and regulations for the government of the 
territory and other property of the United States, putting terri- 
tory and other property all in the class of property. That is a 
sufficient guaranty that we may deal with this territory as we 
please. If it is our property, we may deal with it as we please, 
and there is nothing unconstitutional in legislating for one terri- 
téry different from another. We have done that all through the 
history of the country. The ordinance of 1787, though passed by 
the old Continental Congress before the Constitution was 
adopted, extended certain things to the territory northwest of 
the Ohio, and that ordinance was reenacted by the First Con- 
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gress of the United States for fear it would not be operative, 
under the Constitution; and then we had other territory that 
was brought under government with an opposite policy. So we 
have been running all the time all through the history of this 
eountry, and I think we may now legislate for the Philippines 
by giving free trade or protection, one or the other. I have no 
trouble with the constitutional question as to that. But I must 
close. I do not believe that there is enough of sentiment in this 
bill to justify anybody voting for it. I believe it is dangerous 
as a precedent. 

I am not at all sure but what the argument that is made here, 
that it would not be immediately injurious, is a sound one, but 
I do not like such arguments and I do not like such experiments. 
I do not believe, myself, that any good result will come from its 
passage, or any disadvantage result from its defeat. Wecan wait 
a little longer. We are approaching the ten-year limit—April 11, 
1909. We can see whether these people are to be civilized or not. 
I know I do not know as much about these Filipinos as those 
gentlemen who traveled across the sea to witness them, but the 
next best thing I could do to get some learning on this subject 
was to go to the Louisiana Purchase Exposition at St. Louis. 
I went up on the hill and there saw some of the Filipino people. 
I never was so much amused in my life as I was when on getting 
there I found standing upon a granite rock, or some kind of a 
stone, a Negrito, or Igorrote, or a head-hunter in his natural 
habilaments singing—“ My country, ‘tis of thee, sweet land of 
liberty ; of thee I sing,” ete. [Applause and laughter.] 

There I had the living example. A little incident happened. 
I was looking around to see who was watching this demon- 
stration of love of country by this peculiar fellow. I saw a 
lady, Miss Dawes, from Massachusetts. I had not seen her 
for a score of years. She had tears glistening in her eyes and 
she was laughing at the same time. I had seen her under other 
circumstances. I remembered then that she came here to the 
Hall of this House one morning before it met in session and went 
before the Appropriations Committee, that was almost adamant 
at that time, when the great Randall was the chairman of it, 
and she converted the members of that committee into sympa- 
thizing people in a speech of fifteen minutes, and we came in 
here and asked the House to appropriate $50,000 at that woman’s 
instance, to be used to send a relief expedition toward the 
North Pole to hunt up the Greely party, supposed to be up there 
some place. And the expedition was sent, and it arrived there 
just in time. A day longer would have been too late. It was 
in time to snatch Greely and those of his party which still 
survived from death to life. Well, here was this same woman 
out there, looking at the tropical products, not the arctic. 

Now, I do not believe, my friends in the Republican party, 
that we are going to be torn up or divided very long on our 
side, and I think they will not be on the other. We will soon 
be together. We will line up. There are times when there are 
stragglers from a great army that is moving forward, but when 
there is great work to do—when the battle is on—its ranks will 
close up and all will stand together. We will stand together 
for that protection that has brought so much of good, so much 
of civilization, so much of greatness to this great Republic of 
ours. I thank the House. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of a 
letter which I send to the Clerk's desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

[Geo Cotton Oil Company (cotton-seed oil, cake, meal, linters, and 
hulis)—R. F. Munro, 5 R. S. Pattillo, ö At- 
lanta, Ga.; George E. Strupper, manager, Muscogee MIII. ] 


COLUMBUS, GA., December 14, 1905. 
Hon. W. C. Apamson, M. C., Washington, D. C. 


Dear Str: We request that you give your careful consideration to 
the very important question of the prohibitory tariff that is being im- 
posed by certain European countries, which are adding oppressive daties 
upon American 8 going to their countries, and especially on 
our main product and the South's great product—cotton-seed oil. We 
call your special attention to the proposed Austro-Hungarian tariff, 
which is likely to go into effect in February, 1906, which will be pro- 
hibitory on any cotton-seed oll belag 3 from this country to the 
and if this tari does go into effect it will absolutely destroy a market 
amounting to some millions of dollars for cotton-: oil alone. 3 

The new German tariff also raises the duty on cotton-seed oil 25 
E cent, and it seems that there is an agitation in France and Italy 
— S into putting an increased tariff on our product of cotton- 
seod 0 Š 


It seems that these cowntries are imposing this tariff because our 
American tariff on 3 from their countries is unreasonably high, 
and we very much favor a reasonable reciprocal concession in our tariff. 

We come to Pn with this matter because it will do a great injustice 
to the South a ready market can not be found for our product— 
cotton-seed oil—at all times. Therefore we ask your careful consid- 
eration and request that you do everything possible toward preventing 
soens markets from practically closing their doors against cotton- 
seed o 


you in advance for any assistance you can render us in 


this matter, we remain, 
Yours, truly, GEO. E. STEUPPER, Manager. 
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Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I thank the committee for 
its attention. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Montana [Mr. Drxon] 
is recognized for twenty minutes. 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. Mr. Chairman, it would have been 
a much easier matter for me personally to have remained pas- 
sive during this debate and to have quietly acquiesced in that 
which appears to be the will of the entire Democratic member- 
ship of this House, with possibly two or three exceptions, and 
that which, I am sorry to say, will probably be the recorded 
vote, but not the deliberate judgment, of the majority of the 
Members on this side of the Chamber. But, in justice to my- 
self, as it is given me to see the right, and in fairness to that 
part of our common country which I alone have the honor to 
represent on the floor of this House, I would be recreant to that 
which I at least conceive to be my duty were I not to raise 
my voice in protest against the passage of this bill as it now 
stands. 

With a change of one vote in the Committee on Ways and 
Means and this bill, as it now reads, would have never been 
reported. 

So far as I have heard, either in this debate or in private 
conversation with my fellow-Members, I have heard no reason 
advanced that the passage of the bill would result in any mate- 
rial benefit to the people of the United States. 

It is not even claimed by its advocates that it will in any 

way cheapen the cost of refined sugar to the people of the 
United States, nor that it will, by so much as one penny, increase 
the revenue that is so sorely needed at this time. 
In the outset, I want to say that, except so far as the com- 
modities of the Philippine Islands are concerned that do not 
come into competition with products of our own farms and fac- 
tories, I have no objection to their importation into the United 
States duty free; but in as far as these competitive products, 
produced by the labor of a semicivilized people, at a wage of from 
15 to 30 cents per day, I am opposed to their free competition 
with the products of our own people. 

In saying this I want to be fair enough to also say that I do 
not believe the admission, free of duty, into this country of 
Philippine sugar and tobacco will annihilate those industries in 
the United States, but I do believe their free admission is a step 
in the wrong direction and one not called for by present condi- 
tions or any moral obligation on the part of the people of the 
United States to the inhabitants of the Philippines. 

The occurrences of the past week during the progress of this 
debate have appeared most peculiar to that portion of the mem- 
bership of this House who with the opening of the Fifty-ninth 
Congress had just graduated from the kindergarten class“ of 
the Fifty-eighth Congress. Those of us who during those two 
years have sat so patiently at the feet of the Gamaliels on this 
side of the Chamber and learned the lesson from their lips that 
it was better for us to sometimes curb our own individual con- 
viction, so as to allow it to coincide with the combined wisdom 
of more experienced gentlemen—the men whom Colonel HEr- 
BURN in the early part of this session referred to as “ white- 
buttoned mandarins” [laughter]—on this side of the Chamber; 
to those of us who have listened to the admonitions of these 
gentlemen, admonishing us from time to time to “stand pat,” 
who taught us anew the principles of the Republican party, find 
it difficult to understand the present condition of things. 

When the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, that 
eminent gentleman whom we all respect, and whom we all lis- 
tened to with great interest in his two hours’ explanation of this 
bill as to why it should pass, from the standpoint of the chair- 
man of the Ways and Means Committee; when we heard his 
speech and heard from the other side of the Hall the applause 
which came from those gentlemen there; when we heard 
words of praise that fell from the lips of that great free-trade 
champion, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], the gen- 
tleman who a year or two ago in this Chamber delivered his 
celebrated philippic in advocacy of tearing down the custom- 
houses of the country—when we heard these things, gentlemen, 
some of us began to wonder where we were drifting. 

I heard the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] the other 
day in a two hours’ speech in defense of this bill, and I confess 
it was interesting and sometimes it was eloquent, and when he 
had concluded I want to say, in all frankness, that I felt like 
exclaiming, “Almost thou persuadest me to become a Filipino.” 
[Laughter.] But when the spell of his eloquence had passed, 
and I began to regain my normal condition, I could not help but 
wonder, Mr. Chairman, whether or not, as a Member of the 
American Congress, I was participating in a “ Committee of the 
Whole House having under consideration the present state of 
the Union” or whether I was in attendance on a Filipino mis- 
tionary society. [Laughter and applause.] 


Mr. Chairman, the applause that came from the Deniocratic 
side of the House in response to those speeches from these dis- 
tinguished gentlemen might have tickled the fancy of those who 
delivered them, they might have recognized in that applause 
“the voice of Jacob;” but to me, gentlemen, as I saw it, it was 
the same hairy hands of that same old free-trade Democratic 
“Esau” [laughter] who for the past fifty years has led the 
assault on the Republican policy of protection to American labor 
and industry from the pauper-paid labor of foreign countries. 
[Renewed applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I have tried to listen intelligently to the 
speeches that have been delivered on the floor of this House in 
favor of this bill and those which have been delivered in opposi- 
tion to it; I have read most of the hearings before the Ways and 
Means Committee; I have- in conversation with my fellow-Mem- 
bers tried to learn somewhat of the reasons which actuated 
them in voting for or against the bill. I think I am frank and 
honest in stating the question that so far as the arguments ad- 
vanced in support of the bill from the Democratic side of the 
House are concerned they have been based on the one argument 
alone that the Democratic party is in favor of free trade with 
all countries—why not the Philippine Islands? Sometimes you 
have sugar-coated that doctrine a little bit in order to make it 
have a little bit better taste in the mouths of the people in cer- 
tain parts of the country, but the actual doctrine so oft pro- 
claimed by you in this House and in your platforms has always 
prea that the Democratic party of this country stands for free 

e. 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MACON. You say that the Democratic party is in favor 
of free trade. Will you please quote one single declaration in 
any of its national platforms in favor of free trade? ý 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me suggest that the Demoeratic nå- 
tional platform declared, “All forms of protection are robbery of 
the many for the benefit of the few.” [Loud applause on the 
Republican side.] : 

Mr. MACON. It does not say free trade. The Democratic 
party in its platform has uniformly said it was in favor of a 
tariff for revenue only. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have quoted the words of your plat- 
form of 1892. 

Mr. MACON. But it does not say free trade. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. “All forms of protection.” 

Mr. MACON. “ Protection,” yes; but that does not mean free 
trade by any manner of means. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman will have a hard job to 
make anybody understand it any other way. 

Mr. MACON. And you will have a hard job making anybody 
with sense believe that it is free trade. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. I thank the gentlemen for the very 
entertaining discussion that has just taken place in my time. I 
thank the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] for calling the 
gentleman’s attention to the declaration of the last national 
platform of the Democratic party. 

Mr. MACON. Do you assume that that is an answer to my 
question? 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. I will say to the gentleman who 
has just addressed me that I heard one of your distinguished 
champions, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], I think 
it was, who said on the floor of this House that he was in favor 
of tearing down the custom-houses. If I mistake not, I heard 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Bourke Cockran, in the 
last session of the Fifty-eighth Congress, reiterate on this floor 
that he would “tear them down from turret to foundation 
stone.” [Applause on the Republican side.] Now, whether 
that be the brand of Democracy that the gentleman is answering 
for I do not know, but when CHAMP CLARK, of Missouri, and 
BOURKE Cockran, of New York, unite in saying that this one 
thing is a genuine Democratic proposition, I, as a Republican, 
would naturally accept it as true. [Laughter and applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. MACON. Well, now, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will 
permit me, I will say that while I have a high regard for the 
gentleman from Missouri and a little less but not quite so high 
regard for the gentleman from New York [laughter], I want to 
call attention to the fact that the Democracy of this great nation 
does not recognize the utterances of either of these gentlemen a) 
being the enunciation of the party. j 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. I would ask the gentleman whether 
he accepts as genuine Democratic doctrine the utterances of the 
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Democratic national platform adopted at St. Louis last year, 
which declares that “ all protection is robbery?” 

Mr. MACON. Well, it is robbery in a sense; yes, sir. 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] It is robbery in this sense, 
that it takes from one without his consent something to protect 
some one else in the building up of himself or his business. It 
impoverishes the one to a certain extent and enriches the other, 
which, in my judgment, is wrong. 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. Then, I will reply to the gentle- 
man by saying that I heard the very distinguished leader of the 
Democratic party in this House [Mr. WIILIAus!] on yesterday, 
in a colloquy with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURGESS] as 
to the relative degree of larceny involved in a protective tariff, 
illustrating it by saying that the present tariff bill, which we 
have under discussion, was petty larceny, because it only pro- 
vided for a 25 per cent protection so far as the products of the 
Philippines were concerned, while the present tariff between 
the United States and the Philippine Islands was grand larceny, 
because it provided for a 75 per cent tariff between the Phil- 
ippines and the United States. Therefore, so far as the Demo- 
cratic leader in this House is concerned, he considers a pro- 
tective tariff either petty or grand larceny, depending on the 
degree of protection inyolyed. 

Mr. MACON. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WI 
LIAMS] is here and is able to take care of himself. So I will 
let him answer for himself. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman will do me the justice to 
remember—because it was only yesterday and it does not require 
a very great effort of memory—that the tariff we talked about 
was a tariff between one part of the United States and another 
part of the United States, and had no reference to the general 
tariff law of the United States at all. Now, if the gentleman will 
yield to me just one moment further, the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Grosvenor] has quoted what he says is the utterance of a 
Democratic platform that “all forms of protection are robbery.” 
He can not find any Democratic platform or Democratic utter- 
ance saying that all forms of tariff taxation are robbery. The 
Democracy contends that a tariff imposed for the purpose of col- 
lecting duties to carry on a government, not only economically 
but effectively, is not only a constitutional tax, but may be a very 
just one, and assuredly neither the gentleman from Montana 
nor anyone else will contend for one moment that there can be 
any such a thing as free trade in the United States. The gentle- 
man must admit, as everybody does admit 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. If the gentleman will ask me a 
question I will answer it. I do not want the gentleman to make 
a speech in my time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am merely correcting a statement made 
by the gentleman about what he calls a statement made by 
myself. That was why I asked him to let me interrupt him, 
not to ask him a question. 

Now, the Supreme Court of the United States having decided 
that an income tax is not constitutional, and it being necessary 
that this Government should be run by some form of taxation, 
a tariff for revenue is neither robbery nor is it unconstitutional, 
and eyen the utterance that all forms of protection are robbery 
is not an utterance in favor of free trade. 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. Then if it was not for the purpose 
of raising revenue for the use of the Government, I understand 
the gentleman would be in favor of free trade between all 
countries of the world. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman even in that would not be 
altogether fair, because I might consider it even then proper 
and right and equitable and easy to raise a part of the revenue 
by a tariff. 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. Then I would say to the gentleman 
that he does not agree with the doctrine of Democracy preached 
by Hon. BOURKE COCKRAN, of New York, or Hon. CHAMP CLARK, 
of Missouri. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think I do. 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. Mr. Chairman, I started to say, 
before I was interrupted by the questions from the other side 
-of the House, that the argument of our Democratic friends in 
favor of supporting this bill is because it is a step in the direc- 
tion of free trade, which, sugar-coated, as explained by the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wrm.1ams], is what I conceive to 
be the logical Democratic doctrine; and they have welcomed 
some of the gentlemen who have spoken in favor of the bill on 
this side of the House as having advanced a step toward a posi- 
tion heretofore occupied by them. And when I heard this ex- 
change of courtesies between these brigadier-generals of this 
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body, the men whom I have seen heretofore meet on many a 
hard-fought field of battle, I could not help but wonder, Mr. 
Chairman, whether or not they were forging their political 
swords into the eae hooks and plowshares of a political 
peace. 

The argument advanced by the gentlemen on this side of the 
Chamber has been to the effect that it is purely a question of 
sentiment. They have argued that we have extended free trade 
to Porto Rico, that we have extended it to the Sandwich Islands, 
and therefore our plain “ moral duty ” was also to extend it to 
the people of the Philippine Islands. So far as I am concerned, 
I can not possibly conceive but that that argument is a fallacious 
one. The island of Porto Rico lies at the very door of our eastern 
ports. The Sandwich Islands lie at the door of our western ports. 
They are a part of this Republic, geographically, strategically, 
and as a matter of the permanent national defense. The Philip- 
pine Islands are not. They can not be and never will be a per- 
manent part of this Republic. They are ours temporarily as 
the resultant circumstance of war. This Congress has never 
recognized the fact that they stood in the same relation to the 
people of the United States as do Porto Rico and the Sandwich 
Islands. We have expressly declared in our legislation that 
they rest on an entirely different proposition from Porto Rico 
and the Sandwich Islands. We have never placed them in the 
same category with reference to the tariff laws. The bill under 
contemplation does not place them on the same plane as Porto 
Rico and the Sandwich Islands. 

Congress has recognized our permanent possession and occu- 
pancy of Porto Rico and the Sandwich Islands by placing them 
within the operation of our own tariff laws. The Philippines, 
on the contrary, are operating under a separate tariff of their 
own that is in no manner akin to the spirit of our own tariff 
laws. 

Some gentleman has argued during this debate that we should 
enact this legislation as our portion of “the white man’s bur- 
den.” We already have enough of a burden in trying to 
assimilate the mass of humanity that is yearly landing at the 
ports of our eastern shore without undertaking the experi- 
ment of making American citizens of an alien people living on 
the opposite side of the globe. 

We have heard much in this debate of “our plain duty.” 

To me the path of “our plain duty“ in this matter is not in 
the least obscure. I was once taught the scriptural admonition 
that he that provided not for his own household is worse 
than an infidel. This axiom transposed into modern, every- 
day English would read, The Member of the American Con- 
gress who would sacrifice the material well-being of his own 
race and people to engage in a philanthropic crusade among an 
unwilling lot of semicivilized people in the Philippine Islands 
had better first learn the lesson that true charity always 
begins at home,” and that “our plain duty“ in this case is first 
toward the people of our own country. 

Mr. Chairman, I have here in my hand a statement issued 
by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, which, I believe, is 
not to be released until to-morrow, giving certain data in 
regard to the sugar importation into the United States. It 
says that we are yearly importing into this country about 
$150,000,000 of raw sugar every year. 

This great Republic, with every possible resource at its com- 
mand, with all favorable conditions for production at home, 
has advanced to a point where every other article of commerce 
used in everyday life, except some productions of tropical 
islands, is already produced by the people of the United States. 
Ten years ago the people of this country began an experiment 
in the growth of the sugar beet. To-day Austria, Germany, 
france, and Belgium, and practically every country of conti- 
nental Europe, produces its own sugar-beet supply. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mon- 
tana has expired. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the 
gentleman have time to complete his remarks. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I can not consent to that. How 
much more time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. Oh, I think fifteen minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s 
time be extended for fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Mon- 
tana be extended fifteen minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. Now, Mr. Chairman, I started to 
say that to-day the experiments carried on in this country re- 
garding the production of beet sugar have passed the experi- 
mental stage. To-day we are producing 300,000 tons of beet 
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sugar annually, and at the same ratio of increase for the next 
ten years as in the past ten years we will be producing every 
pound consumed by the people of this country. There are cer- 
tain peculiar conditions existing in the United States for the 


production of our own entire supply of sugar. In the Rocky 
Mountain region, which has been referred to in this debate by 
my friend from Colorado as what was formerly known as 
“the Great American Desert,” there exists, Mr. Chairman, a pe- 
culiarly favorable condition for the production of twice the 
amount of sugar that this country could possibly consume. 

The trouble heretofore has been, Mr. Chairman, that in that 
irrigated portion of the West there has not existed a sufficient 
amount of irrigated land at any one especial point to insure 
from year to year a permanent and continuous supply of the 
sugar beet for the successful operation of beet-sugar factories. 

Three years ago, under the leadership of President Roosevelt, 
Congress enacted the national irrigation act, which, and I do 
not exaggerate, meant more for the development of the country 
than any single measure ever enacted into law by the American 
‘Congress. The people of the East are just beginning to realize 
the economical revolution that this beneficent legislation is be- 
ginning to work. 

The area of irrigated lands under the present authorized 
Government canals in the State of Montana alone, which do not 
constitute one-tenth of the area that will be covered when the 
scheme shall have been finally worked out, will produce 600,000 
tons of sugar every year, and that is not taking into account the 
area already under irrigation by private enterprise. 

It is already demonstrated by the Department of Agriculture 
that the saccharine matter contained in the sugar beet is in direct 
proportion to the cool, even temperature in which it is grown 
and the high latitude that gives the longer period of daylight 
for the formation of sugar in the growing plant. 

The National Irrigation Congress, which met at Ogden in 
1903, realized the importance of this new industry in conjunc- 
tion with the rapid development of irrigation in the West by 
unanimously adopting the following resolution: 

Whereas the culture of s * beets — already one of the most im- 
portant industries of the arid West; an 

Whereas our home market now Ps the annual importation of 
over $100,000,000 worth of this commodity, the most natural product 
that can be produced under irrigation and Shipped in great quantities 
to our large centers of eastern population 

Whereas — . — national irtigation ‘ack the culture of beets will 


afford our greates 
Wh 


mick-money cro 
vhereas it is dein 1 Ri 


and 
ng urged that the United States Congress further 
stimulate tbe sugar — of aoe . pine Islands by reducing our 
tax upon 185 ne sugar, b e present limit of 2,500 acres, 
which individual eee eee can shg hold to 25,000 acres, and by 
the introduction of contract cooly Chinese labor : Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That we hereby protest against the enactment of any leg- 
islation which will tend to arrest the full development of the American 
sugar indust by extending further concessions to the employers of 
cheap Asiatic labor; that we are unalterably opposed to the introduction 
of contract cooly labor wherever the American flag floats, and that leg- 
oe agitation or attacks on the soras interests of this country 

to the end that this great industry may develop in com- 
a 4 l all our other great industries. 

And again, in 1904, at El Paso, Tex., they unanimously 
adopted the following: 

It is the sense of this congress that the Irrigated lands of the arid 
and semiarid West are demonstrated to be admirably adapted to the 
production of beet sugar, and therefore we favor such national legisla- 
tion as will tend to encourage that industry on such lands. 

The late Professor Powell, of the Smithsonian, estimated that 
there was arid land enough in the West, and water enough to 
irrigate it, that when developed would ultimately support a 
population of 70,000,000 people. 

In the State of Montana alone we now have five sugar-beet 
factories in contemplation, and the money has already been 
subscribed for three of them. 

This bill does not mean cheaper refined sugar to our own peo- 
ple. The sugar trust is the only one who will benefit by its 
provisions here at home. It only means that we are voting a 
subsidy, indirectly, of $35 per ton to the Philippine sugar 
planter at the expense of our own farmers here at home. It 
only means that we are, so far as the production of the Philip- 
pine Islands go, placing our farmers in direct competition with 
the peon 15-cent laborer there. 

We haye heard much in this debate from the gentlemen who 
are urging the passage of the bill of the languishing conditions 
of the sugar and tobacco business in the islands. 

There was much testimony submitted before the Ways and 
Means Committee relative to the cost of producing raw sugar 
there. 

I have here some direct testimony of my own to offer in sup- 
port of our contention that the “ poor Philippine sugar planter ” 
is not in such desperate straits as some of the gentlemen would 
have us believe. 

In talking with an army officer the other day, who was sta- 


tioned in the Philippines with the Sixth Infantry in 1899, he 
gave me some very interesting facts relative to sugar culture 
there. His name is Major Torrey, now on special detail at the 
War College here, and an officer of very distinguished merit. 
Major Torrey tells me that in 1899 he was stationed with his 
command on the island of Negros and while there became rather 
intimately acquainted with one Dom Pedro Yulo, a large sugar 
planter of that island. He was a native Viscayan and owned 
a plantation of some 12,000 acres, comprising some thirty-two 
separate haciendas; that becoming interested in the sugar busi- 
ness as carried on by Sefior Yolo, Major Torrey asked him con- 
cerning the cost of producing same and the average profits from 
year to year. At the Major’s request Sefior Yolo wrote down in 
a8 notebook the following memorandum in his own handwriting, 
ere it is: 


Pesos. 

250 acres of second-class land, including fixtures . 20, 000 
This amount of land will pronos on an pat pt n 4,000 piculs 

(1333 pounds) of sugar, at 4 pesos per picul, worth___-_____ 16, 000 
For expense of producing 4, 900 piculs, at 2.25 —.— per ie bre „000 
For duty and expense in selling at Hala A a aN, 2, 000 
For repairs and depreciation of plant --. l, 
Interest on investment of 20,000 pesos, at 6 per cent 1,2 

TOAL eee 13, 000 


Leaving a balance for profit of 2,800 pesos, or 14 per cent net 
profit on investment after paying interest charges and cost of 
production. 

Surely an industry that is paying a total profit of 20 per cent 
per annum is not in desperate need of such measure of radical 
relief as is proposed in this bill by giving it what will amount to 
an actual bounty of $35 per ton on the raw sugar produced there, 
and that at the competitive expense to our own growers of sugar 
beets in the West. 

You gentlemen remember the cry that went up here in the 
East twenty years ago, when the Republican Congress proposed 
to put a prohibitive tariff on the further importation of tin plate 
and plate glass. You remember the howl that went up also 
from the gentlemen occupying the other side of this Chamber. 
The tin-plate and plate-glass industry at that time had not yet 
navanced to the permanent state, as has the beet industry of the 
West, and yet during that twenty years, notwithstanding the 
opposition of the Democratic party, the beneficent legislation of 
the Republican party in placing that tariff upon those then 
foreign products has resulted in building up those industries 
in the East until to-day every dollar's worth of those articles of 
commerce are produced here at home. 

Mr. Chairman, the people of the West stood shoulder to 
shoulder with the East when that assault was made upon your 
industry, and we are now asking that you do not desert us in 
the time of our need. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

While I reiterate that I do not believe that the enactment of 
this law will mean the extermination of the beet-sugar indus- 
try, I would again reiterate that it is a step in the wrong direc- 
tion. And I yenture to assert that if this bill carried with it 
as great a threatened menace to the iron, glass, and woolen- 
goods industries of the East, it would never have seen the light 
of day in this House. 

I want to read this extract from an article by a gentleman 
who was once the idol of this House, as distinguished a states- 
man, I apprehend, as ever sat in this Chamber. It is almost 
prophetic of the question that we are discussing now. In an 
article written by him for the North American Review in 
December, 1902, ex-Speaker Reed used the following language: 

For the Republicans to desert the beet-sugar Interests is to desert 
the farmer in the one co ary Senger and clear case where his industry 
is fostered. Under ane tariff as it now is all the sugar needed for this 
country can be made by the people of this country. This is in accord 
with our system. It is a pert of of = a and should not be aban- 
doned until the rest of it When we throw our markets 
open to the world in all things, then "it ‘ath be tine: to do it on sugar. 

While I fully appreciate the kind feelings that actuate those 
who want to extend a helping hand to the Filipino, it is a good 
deal like the president of that New York insurance company, 
who, in explaining to the investigating committee why his com- 
pany had gone into foreign countries after life-insurance busi- 
ness when the business gained there was at a tremendous loss 
to the policy holders here at home, explained that in his view 
of the matter modern life insurance was a philanthropic institu- 
tion for the benefit of all mankind. Yet that explanation did 
not explain to the policy holders here at home. They were not 
yet ready to extend the operations of the Golden Rule so far 
away from home. 

As I see this matter, “our plain duty,” so eloquently ex- 
pounded by the chairman of the committee, is to our own people 
first, to the other fellow afterwards. 

Mr. Chairman, a few words and I am through. We can all 
afford to be free traders, gentlemen, when the other fellow's 
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industry is at stake and not our own, Our Democratic friends 
referred to by Mr. Ketrer this afternoon—the gentleman from 
Tennessee, who wanted his peanuts protected, and the gentle- 
man from Virginia, or somewhere else, who wanted sumac pro- 
tected—is a pretty good example of the Democratic policy of 
free trade, intermingled with the policy of protection “to our 
own industry; “ but we can all afford to be free traders so long 
as it only affects the other fellow. 

It is like Josh Billings’s patriotism, when he stood ready to 
sacrifice all of his wife’s relations to save the Union. But I 
warn you gentlemen that you can not pull one brick out of 
the wall without endangering the whole structure. You gen- 
tlemen in the East can not demand free wool and free hides 
and free sugar and expect the people of the West not to admin- 
ister the same medicine in return. Sometimes, gentlemen, from 
a spirit of self-interest, we may be willing to sacrifice the 
industries of a far-off section of the country that we are not 
personally interested in in order to save certain things advo- 
cated by ourselves; but I can not see, gentlemen, how anyone 
on earth is to be benefited by the passage of this bill, except 
it be the men who control the sugar trust. Pass this bill 
and it will result in diminishing our own revenue, result in 
placing the sugar raised by Philippine sugar growers in com- 
petition with our own, and the ultimate result will be that the 
men who control the sugar trust will naturally find it to their 
interest to produce sugar there with the 15-cent labor of the 
Philippine Islands—I will not say enough sugar to supply 
this country, for I do not know—but certainly hundreds of 
thousands of tons of sugar to be brought in direct competition 
with that produced by the farmers of our own country. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I know that I sincerely want to 
be a loyal, patriotic American citizen. I have sometimes taken 
I trust pardonable pride in the fact that I had sprung from a line 
of American ancestors that traced their lineage into the very 
dawn of colonial history. I doubt not that since that May 
morning, nearly eight years ago, when Dewey’s guns had for- 
ever silenced the Spanish power in Manila Bay until now, I 
have engaged in as vehement declaration against hauling the 
flag down“ as anyone here present. 

I sincerely hope and trust that some of us may be unduly ex- 
ercised over the result of this threatened legislation. I hope it 
is more of a threatened menace than a real one. Still, weighing 
my words carefully, I now assert that in the final event that 
this proposed legislation should prove the slow strangulation or 
prohibitive of the further development of that which I believe 
will become one of the great industries of the Republic and of 
such vital moment to that portion of the country that I imme- 
diately represent, then, in that event, rather than be loaded 
down with such an incubus, reserving the coal and naval sta- 
tions necessary for the proper protection of our commercial and 
naval interests in the Orient, I would gladly see Old Glory come 
fluttering down from every flagstaff in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. Chairman, I sincerely, honestly, earnestly hope that the 
bill will not pass in its present form. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I have introduced a reso- 
lution for an inyestigation of the recent violent expulsion of an 
American mother from the White House offices and grounds by 
executive officials and employees while she was seeking an audi- 
ence with the President of the United States. This resolution 
s inot privileged, and unless the Committee on Rules, to which 
is was referred, reports it I shall be powerless to secure its con- 
sideration. The incident which inspired this resolution recalled 
the darkest ages of the world. A lady of evident culture and 
refinement, an American mother, sought an audience with the 
President of the United States. She had every reason to feel 
that her cause would have just consideration from the man 
whose overwhelming popularity is largely due to his reverence 
of motherhood. She had every reason to believe that this senti- 
ment would have been refiected in the conduct of the officials 
who surround him. Be this as it may, she had a right as an 
American citizen to seek redress of what she deemed a wrong, 
and if she was in error either as to the justice of her cause or as 
to the source from which relief might be obtained, she was en- 
titled ot courteous information. She was told that she could 
not see the Presiednt. Thinking that perhaps the President for 
the moment was engaged, and not being familiar with the rules 
regarding visits to the President, she announced that she would 
wait. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Texas yield to 
the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the discussion of the resolution introduced and pending be- 


fore the committee, and not reported, is hardly a proper subject 
at this time and not germane in any way to this question. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I think it is germane to the bill, and I will 
tell the gentleman why. I object to this tariff which erects a 
Chinese wall around the White House as well as around the 
United States. [Applause on the Democratic side.] While I 
favor as great an exportation of commodities as we can have, 
I object to the forcible exportation of American women who 
have personal business at the White House. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, I trust the gentleman will let me proceed; I will not take 
up very much time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman think it a proper sub- 
ject of discussion? I have made the suggestion; if he thinks it 
proper to arraign the President and his household, well let him 
go ahead. N 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What the country is arraigning is the 
spectacle of this woman's expulsion from the White House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have just made the suggestion to you. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. If the President had heard the growl of 
a bear or the howl of a wolf, he would have been on the scene 
immediately, but the wail of a woman fell on unresponsive ears. 

Her ejectment was ordered and the indication of force over- 
came her sensitive temperament and naturally frightened her 
almost into hysteria. Then ensued an unequal struggle between 
this helpless and unoffending woman and powerful guards, in 
which she was barbarously handled. They dragged her across 
the muddy pavements, her clothing torn, her body bruised, and 
hurried her to the house of detention under an imputation of 
insanity, which was found to be so absurd that she was imme- 
diately released. 

These unwarrantable and unnecessary brutalities demand in- 
vestigation and merit censure. As for myself, the memory of 
my departed mother would not permit me to rest until I had 
given expression to my indignation. Unless Congress takes 
some action we will soon witness in a free republic a condition 
where citizens can not approach the President they have created 
without fear of bodily harm from arbitrary subordinates. In 
the name of American womanhood and American motherhood I 
protest against this outrageous action. It is a distinct lower- 
ing of the standards of American manhood. It is a violation 
of the sentiment that lies at the base of American civilization, 
American liberty, and American progress—the reverence of 
woman. Without this sentiment the Government is an empty 
pageantry and the flag a lie. The lady should have been per- 
mitted to remain. She would doubtless have left of her own 
volition if the situation had been politely and properly ex- 
plained. The presence of an American mother honors any 
place, although it be the audience chamber of the President of 
the United States. [Applause.] When the President steps 
into the presence of an American mother he is before his supe- 
rior. This action of his subordinates should be investigated. 
Sir, it is impossible in words to measure the sacredness of 
motherhood. It is the sweetest note in the great anthem the 
ages chant to God, and the radiance of His infinite mercy is 
reflected in a mother’s smiles, a mother’s tears, a mother’s 
prayers, a mother’s love. 

A mother’s love, 
If there be one thing pure, 
Where all else besides is sullied, 
That can endure 
When all things else have passed away, A 
f there be aught 


Surpas human deed, or word, or thought, 
t is a mother’s loye. 


[Applause.] 

Not until the tired hands that supported the cares of infancy 
and ministered to the developing years have been folded for- 
ever, not until the tired eyes grown dim and weary with the 
anxious vigilance of countless hours and endless days and 
nights that seemed eternal have closed in pallid death do we 
begin to grasp the depth and tenderness of this mother love. 

If Congress, composed of American fathers, husbands, broth- 
ers, permits this incident to go unrebuked it will add a passive 
and cowardly approval of this violation of the most sacred 
principle of American life. [Applause.] The reverence of 
woman is the supreme mark of civilization. The ultimate 
destiny of the Republic is in her control, for the whispers of 
the mother become the thunders of the law. The world was 
ever happiest when woman was most free. In all the channels 
of human activity, in all the records of human martyrdom, self- 
sacrifice, and valor her example is unapproached by man. We 
need but mention the loyalty of Artemisia to the memory of 
Mausolus, the deyotion of Margaret Roper to Sir Thomas More, 
the affection of Eleanor for Edward, the heroism of Lucy Hutch- 
inson in the castle of Newark, the daring of Catherine Herman 
at the siege of Ostend, the fortitude of Lady Russell, the elo- 
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quence of Cornelia, the constancy of Madame Lavergne. The 
discovery of the American continent, on which have been 
wrought out the elemental problems of representative govern- 
ment, of practical science, and of every form of progress, the 
very existence of the American Republic, is due primarily to a 
woman. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to the point of order that 
the gentleman is not discussing the bill. I dislike to deprive 
the Democratic party of this new issue, but still I must insist 
that it is not germane to the discussion of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is raised, and if it is 
insisted on the Chair will have to rule upon it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I insist upon it, or I should not have made it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion, and finds 
himself sustained by former rulings, that in Committee of the 
Whole House a Member must confine himself to the subject, 
but it has been universally held that in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union a Member need not confine 
himself to the bill or subject under debate. [Applause on the 
Democratic side]. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say that there are many rulings in 
that book to the contrary; that Members must confine them- 
selves to the bill under discussion, whether in Committee of 
the Whole House or in Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and it has been repeatedly so held. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not find any case in which 
a Member in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union has been required in general debate to confine himself 
to the bill under discussion. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have held that myself. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will add that, as may be found 
in paragraph 885 of the Parliamentary Precedents of the House, 
on February 23, 1849, the question was squarely before the 
House in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and the Chairman, Mr. Hugh White, of New York, “ held 
that, according to the universal usage, when the House was in 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union ail 
manner of matter was debated.” An appeal was taken and the 
Chair was sustained. There has never been a contrary ruling 
from that time until the present day. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

The Chair finds that according to paragraph 888, the House 
then being in Committee of the Whole House, not on the state 
of the Union, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] made 
a ruling that in that committee Members were confined to a dis- 
cussion of the pending matter. It is, of course, so held in the 
House; but in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, in general debate, under the unbroken precedents of the 
last fifty years or more, the ruling has been uniform that all 
manner of matter may be debated. Of course there are other 
ways in which a gentleman having the floor may violate rules 
and be out of order, but the Chair is unable to sustain the point 
as to germaneness. The point would be good in Committee of 
the Whole, but not in Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union while general debate is in progress. 

Mr. PAYNE. Under the ruling of the Chair, the Democratic 
party will have an opportunity to discuss the new issue they 
have discovered. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. But, Mr. Chairman, this is a nonpartisan 
question. My resolution provides for Republican and Demo- 
cratic representatives upon the committee. I would favor a 
majority of Republicans upon that committee. Republicans are 
American citizens as well as Democrats. There is absolutely 
no division, for whether we are Democrats or Republicans we 
honor women. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman had as facts what he states 
in his speech, does he not think it would be better to present 
them in the police court than in the House of Representatives? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. No, sir; a discussion of the dignity of the 
American woman is not out of place in the House of Repre- 
sentatives or anywhere else, and to suggest the police court is 
to cast a reflection upon the subject. I regret that the gentle- 
man has endeavored to prevent a discussion of this character, 
a subject which we all meet with perfect unanimity. 

I shall not say very much further on this subject. I said 
that the very existence of the American Republic was due 
primarily to a woman. If Isabella had not risked her personal 
fortune in support of the strange, almost fantastic, project of 
Columbus, no ships would have ever left the Spanish shore. 
And it is especially fitting that in a country which so largely 
owes its being and its progress to a woman's courage, the loye 
of woman should signalize the sublimest attribute of its people. 


The mothers of the race should be the objects of its most un- 
selfish devotion. They are the basis of the home; the support 
of industry; the hope of government; the crown of law. Their 
gentle ministrations have in every age uplifted honor, illumined 
life, sustained ambition, adorned success, and lightened sorrow. 
They give to society its surest guard; to progress its swiftest 
wing; to humanity its purest jewel. And the American mother 
is earth’s highest type of purity and perfection. Above all the 
monarchs and titled dignitaries of all the courts of history I 
place the American mother, whose empire is the American home. 
Out of respect and reverence for her I trust that my resolution 
will be adopted. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I want to occupy a mo- 
ment or two before yielding for tl purpose of rising. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Ohio give way 
for a moment until the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Rhode Island [Mr. GRANGER]? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. GRANGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I have 
welcomed the introduction of this bill and the discussion it has 
aroused, not so much from any results which I anticipate from 
its passage (for I am not sanguine that its results will be especi- 
ally marked in the revival of commerce in the Philippines, any 
more than I fear-the results upon any industry in America), but 
rather, sir, because I believe this bill is a substantial recognition 
of the duty this Government assumed when it seized the Philip- 
pine Islands, a duty none the less binding because the Supreme 
Court has decided that it is not an obligation. If it should lead, 
Mr. Chairman, to a strong and successful movement to sever the 
strictly artificial ties which bind us to those far-off islands, I 
should rejoice all the more. But I welcome the bill even more, 
Mr. Chairman, because it has given opportunity upon the, floor 
of this House for a discussion of the tariff, a discussion which 
will not down, a discussion which only reflects the growing 
discontent which I believe exists among the people of this coun- 
try with the present Dingley rates. I welcome it if for nothing 
else because it has resulted in the true statements on the Re- 
publican side of the House of the relative values of low-priced 
and high-priced labor. That of itself is worth all the time this 
House has spent on the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, if I may be allowed one moment more. I un- 
derstand that while I was absent from the floor of the House 
to-day the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer]} referred to the 
demand of the people of my State for free wool, and I also am 
told by my colleague from Rhode Island that he stated to the 
gentleman from Ohio that there was no demand for free wool 
in Rhode Island. 

I understand that the gentleman spoke for his portion of 
Rhode Island. I wish to say here that there are two Members 
from Rhode Island on the floor of this House and that one of 
them has made a successful campaign twice in the State on the 
issue of free wool, so that there must be some demand for free 
wool in the State of Rhode Island. 

This is a bill, Mr. Chairman, which, at least on its face, seems 
to be the result of that “ aroused public conscience and higher 
sense of ethical conduct,” the necessity for which was but re- 
cently urged upon us by the President. Our friends of the 
majority have been suddenly impressed that something must be 
done for the Philippines. They have, after five years of com- 
paratively peaceful possession, during which time we have sub- 
jected our wards to a treatment differing only slightly from 
that accorded foreign nations—after five years, I say, of such 
possession they have discovered that as the islands are part and 
parcel of the territory of the United States it is inconsistent to 
treat them as though they were foreigners, and so it is proposed 
to take them around to the back door—not yet to the open front 
door, but to the back door, so to speak—to be given not the real 
position of children in the family, but just that of stepchildren, 
with a promise that if later on, after they have grown old 
enough and big enough and strong enough to support themselves 
and not be any expense to the mother, then the bars may all be 
taken down and they may be acknowledged as part and parcel 
of the family. 

I was especially pleased, Mr. Chairman, at the reason given 
by the able and distinguished gentleman from New York as to 
why this step had not been taken before. It was, he said, be- 
cause the little brown men “had not been good enough.” “We 
postponed it until they got upon their good behavior,” he said, 
as though the way to pacify a people struggling for their inde- 
pendence and to content them with the new rule was to deny 
them the application of a principle of government which he 
says has been admitted since the adoption of the Constitution. 
It might occur to some, Mr. Chairman, that a way to gain the 
confidence of a new people strange to our ways might have been 
to have shown them at once the advantage of being a part of 
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the United States, and not to have violated one of the funda- 
mental principles of the Government in our efforts to force our 
rule upon them. They had, alas for them, while suffering from 
the yoke of Spain, had their thoughts turned to the greatest 
instance in history of a great colonial uprising, and had studied 
so closely the history of the American war of independence 
that they also determined to be free and independent, and that 
they would not longer allow the rule of a country across the 
seas, although closely allied to them by ties of common speech, 
religion, and social intercourse. When they found, sir, that 
their hope was destroyed, that those to whom they had learned 
to look as the great example to liberty-loving people all over 
the world had themselyes taken the place of the power they 
would overthrow, is it surprising that for a time the old strug- 
gle, the old aspiration, the old longing for liberty, remained? 
And even allowing for the moment (what I do not believe) that 
it was our duty to force our rule, the rule of a foreign state, 
upon them, yet does it seem really befitting a great nation, bent 
upon a great philanthropic duty, to punish such a people by de- 
nying them the only logical consistent treatment to which the 
position we had thrust upon them entitled them? 

It was a curious anticlimax, Mr. Chairman, that a war en- 
tered into to free one struggling colony from the yoke of Spain 
should have resulted in placing the yoke of the liberator upon 
another struggling Spanish colony. 

It will be readily recalled, Mr. Chairman, that a distinguished 
member of the late President McKinley’s Cabinet referred to 
our exploitation of the Philippines as an opportunity for “ phi- 
lanthropy and 5 per cent to go hand in hand.” Alas, Mr. Chair- 
man, if we are to believe the report accompanying the bill and 
the evidence taken before the Ways and Means Committee and 
before the gentlemen who visited the Philippines last summer, 
5 per cent and philanthropy have parted company, and there 
seems to be real reason to doubt whether they really ever 
reached the archipelago. According to the statement of the 
report upon this bill 34 per cent is all that American capital 
can expect in those islands to-day, and American capital is not 
seeking investment at 34 per cent 3,000 miles from home in a 
broken-down Asiatic colony. 

I do not intend in the limited time at my disposal to-day to 
enter into any detailed description of the present condition in 
that island, but it is perhaps sufficient simply to refer to the 
glowing pictures which were painted of the opportunity for 
American enterprise when a United States official at- Manila 
could write home (in 1898): “I hope for an influx this year of 
10,000 ambitious young Americans, and all can live here well and 
become rich.” Why, Mr. Chairman, those islands haye become 
the graveyard of thousands of such hopes. It appears that 
from September, 1898, to May, 1904, a total of about 5,000 Amer- 
ican individuals and firms were licensed to trade in Manila, and 
that to-day only about 750 remain. The mortality among these 
American business houses is not less than 80 per cent. and if we 
deduct the number engaged in the liquor traffic (183) and those 
whose business is entirely with soldiers and American civil 
omana the number becomes less than 500, an insignificant 
number. 

It is admitted on all hands that the condition of these islands 
is indeed pitiable to-day. Mr. McLeod, representing the Manila 
Chamber of Commerce, described last summer the commerce of 
the islands as in a state of collapse. The worst crisis ever 
known in the annals of Philippine history,” Mr. MeLeod de- 
scribes it. The devastation of a long-drawn-out and bloody 
war left ruined fields and villages and deprived the islands of 
thousands of men in the very prime of life who were needed to 
build up what our policy of beneficent assimilation had de- 
stroyed. The war had been followed, as is so often the case, 
by years of bad crops and by dire disease. The beasts of bur- 
den so humorously described by the gentleman from New York 
had been destroyed not only by disease, but as a war measure 
by our troops; fields had lain fallow; machinery, rude and 
crude at the best, had been even more unfitted for use by months 
of idleness, until at length even the apathy of the majority of 
the House is awakened and a remedy is sought. It is, they say, 
to be found in the bill now before the House. 

The report of the committee and the opening address of its 
distinguished chairman recite the views with which we are 
familiar from the papers and testimony of Secretary Taft; 
views which the committee adopted and, partially at least, 
proposes to put into operation. We are not ready, say the ma- 
jority of the committee, to give the islands free trade with the 
United States, but we will let down the bars partially, trusting 
that during the next three years the financial condition of the 
islands will sufficiently improve to allow of absolute free trade 
by 1909. Let us look for a few moments, Mr. Chairman, at this 
gift to the Filipino. The old adage that a gift horse must not 


be looked in the mouth does not apply to the giver. We are 
anxious, so we say, to enlarge the market for Philippine sugar 
and tobacco. It is conceded that it is sorely needed. With 
this end in view the majority of the Committee on Ways and 
Means propose to reduce the Dingley tariff rates on sugar and 
tobacco by 75 per cent, but conscious, as they are, that any 
attempt to touch the Dingley rates (save to raise them) will 
result in strong opposition from their own side they say, in 
effect, But do not be disturbed; this reduction is simply for 
appearance only. It can not affect any industry in the United 
States, because the import of neither of these products will be 
increased by this change.” Why, the gentleman from New 
York, in his opening remarks, says, with characteristic frank- 
ness: 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what will be the effect of the aago of this 
bin * * upon the sugar industry in the Philippine Islands? I 
do not believe that it is going to give them a market in the United 


States. I do not believe it is relief enough to help them here; at 
least I am yery much in doubt about it. 


He goes on to prove, and does prove very satisfactorily, I 
believe, that Philippine sugar can not be put down in New York 
in competition with that of our own growth and that of Cuba, 
Hawaii, and Porto Rico. No help, then, is to be expected to the 
Philippines from this quarter, because there will be no market 
for it; but the gentleman sagely and wisely remarks, following 
the report of the committee, that it will stimulate the market 
in China and Japan. Now, Mr. Chairman, in the testimony 
taken last summer before the Members of the House, it was 
stated that while China and Japan would purchase Philippine 
sugar, yet so long as there was no market for it in the United 
States and while there was no real demand for it elsewhere 
the merchants of China could practically fix the price of the 
Philippine product, and that they did so, to the great loss of the 
Philippine producer. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, our friends propose to stimulate 
their eastern market; they propose to stimulate the price in 
China. How? By pretending to create a market for Philip- 
pine sugar here in America, while in reality there is to be no 
market. And the simple-minded Chinese merchant is to be so 
impressed by this new market that he will at once raise his bid 
for Philippine sugar. It is a pretty scheme, is it not, Mr. Chair- 
man? And those who know at all the astute Chinese merchant 
will not wonder how it will work. The report and the claims 
of the committee for the bill in their efforts to allay alarm 
prove too much. If the effects of the bill are as inappreciable 
as claimed, it will do no good. It is a gold brick, Mr. Chairman, 
intended to allay the suspicions which have been aroused, the 
discontent which is growing over our indefinite and costly and 
unsuccessful occupation of those islands. It is a pure case of 
Buncombe, of a promise made of none effect, of a mountain 
laboring and bringing forth a mouse. 

The bill which the minority of the committee will present 
as an amendment to this bill will not, in my opinion, do much 
more for the islands than the one under consideration, but it 
has the great advantage that it squarely faces the issue; that it 
will, if adopted, put an end to our farcical colonial policy by 
which we differentiate between our insular possessions, and 
make fish of one and fowl of another. It puts the Philippines 
in the same class as Hawaii and Porto Rico. It ceases to treat 
them as foreign territory while at the same time insisting that 
they are under our flag for an indefinite period of time. 

The only argument urged by the majority of the Committee 
on Ways and Means against taking down the tariff bars between 
the United States and the Philippine Islands and treating them 
as we do our other insular possessions—Hawaii and Porto 
Rico—is the loss of revenue to the insular government from the 
repeal of the import duty on goods taken into the islands, an 
amount at the most not to exceed $1,400,000 a year for the next 
three years. That sum, however, I believe to be largely exces- 
sive. The import duties from Spain into the islands amount to 
about $600,000 a year, and it is argued that under article 4 of 
the treaty of Paris, by which it was agreed that “the United 
States will for the term of ten years from the date of the ex- 
change of the ratifications of the present treaty admit Spanish 
ships and merchandise to the ports of the Philippine Islands on 
the same terms as ships and merchandise of the United States,” 
would in the event of the repeal of all duties between the United 
States and the islands, in each direction, admit ipso facto all 
Spanish goods free of duty. But, Mr. Chairman, this position 
can not be maintained by Spain unless she also gives to the 
products of the islands the same free entrance that the United 
States will give under the substitute bill. The admission of 
American merchandise into the Philippines would be accom- 
panied by an admission of Philippine merchandise free of duty 
into the United States, and to entitle Spain to the admission of 
her goods free in the islands she must adopt the “ same terms” 
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as those on which the goods of the United States are admitted— 
that is, a free interchange on both sides. If it is argued that 
Spain would do this, it is only necessary to point out that 
Spain is tied up by treaty with nearly every country of Europe 
by the “most favored nation” clause, and could not take this 
step without granting equal privilege to every other nation. 

We have, then, nothing to fear from loss of import duties on 
Spanish goods, and the estimated loss is therefore reduced to 
$800,000, but this can not be estimated as a yearly deficit of 
that amount in the island revenues. If the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means is correct in his statement, the 
income of the internal revenues of the islands is increasing at 
such a rate that at the expiration of the next three years it 
will be equal to the import duties now received from the United 
States and Spain; that is, some $1,400,000 per annum. If the 
islands continue to receive, sir, the duties on Spanish goods, the 
deficit will not be three times the amount received from the 
United States. t 

But, Mr. Chairman, is it not possible that the result of this 
loss of revenue from imports into the islands from the United 
States may be some economy in the cost of the administration 
of the government we haye set up in the Philippines? We talk 
so much of the benefit of American rule in the islands, of the 
schools we have established, of the harbor we have created in 
the port of Manila, of the roads we have built, of the buildings 
we have erected for housing our officials that we are apt to 
lose sight of the fact that all this has been paid for by the 
Filipinos themselves out of their own diminished funds, and 
that it includes the entire salary list of the American officials, 
of whom four alone receive a sum aggregating $65,500 per 
annum. 

I don’t think I exaggerate when I say that the administration 
of the Philippine Islands, under rule of the United States, is 
the most costly colonial government in existence. Mr. McLeod, 
in his testimony before the visiting Congressmen last summer, 
stated that the salary list of the islands to-day is greater than 
the entire Spanish budget for the last year of Spain’s rule. 
But I desire to call the attention of the House to a statement in 
regard to the expenses made by a man familiar for many years 
with the cost of colonial government, and I read from Ireland’s 
The Far Eastern Tropics (p. 226): 

With an export trade of $32,000,000, the Philippine Islands are called 
upon to pay $12,500,000 for the expense of the insular government; in 
other words, every $100 worth of produce exported from the islands 
costs the General Government $40. If to this we add $2,500,000 col- 
lected in the islands for municipal and provincial government, the 
ratio of expenditure on Government account to value of exports is 
raised. to 46 per cent. 

That a country should have to pay 46 per cent of the value of its 
total industria] product, excluding a comparatively insignificant Internal 
trade in local produce, for the privilege of being governed, is obviously 
absurd; and although a dependent tropical government is always ex- 
pensive, from the fact that the administration is very much better than 
could arise naturally as a product of native activity, that of the Philip- 
pines is much more expensive than it should be. 

Com ring the cost of government, on the basis adopted above, with 
that of five British dependencies in various parts of the Tropics—Ceylon, 
Barbađos, British Guiana, Trinidad, and the Federated Malay States— 
the average is 27 per cent, as against 46 per cent in the Philippines. 

Secretary Taft, in his speech at Montpelier, Vt., August 26, 
1904, said: A 

Judge Parker, the candidate of the oe hogy into the error of ae 
ing that the Philippines cost us $650, „000, when by no possible cal- 
culation can their cost be made to exceed $250,000,000 down to the 
present time. 

Secretary Taft thus admits the expenditure upon the Philip- 
pine Islands for the five years previous to the date of his utter- 
ance was about $50,000,000 per annum. Judge Parker charges 
that the expenditure was about $130,000,000 per annum. Secre- 
tary Taft nor Judge Parker give itemized statements of account. 
It is fair to say, then, that the expense of the Philippine Islands 
to the United States lies between $50,000,000 and $130,000,000 
per annum, or an average of about $75,000,000 per annum. 
During that time, according to the report of the Chief of the 
Bureau of Insular Affairs for 1904, the insular revenues; amount- 
ing to about $65,000,000, were also expended. The insular reye- 
nues and expenditures seem to be an unknown quantity in this 
argument. Mr. Payne states that the revenue can not stand 
free trade for tobacco and sugar, but he does not state what 
the revenues are. The Report of the Philippine Commission, 
three immense yolumes, two-thirds of which is made up of 
entirely useless matter, does not state them. The only itemized 
statement that I haye been able to find is the report of the 
Bureau of Insular Affairs, above referred to, for the five years— 
1899 to 1904. The total expenditures are there placed at about 
$60,000,000, or about $12,000,000 per annum. This excludes the 
expense of the Army of the United States; also the insular 
salary and expense fund to coyer the cost of transportation to 
Manila, which, according to the report referred to, amounted 


to $63,555. Nor does it include the bond issues authorized for 
railroads and for the purchase of the friar lands. 


Specimens of the Philippine Commission salaries. 


Luke E. Wright, civil. governor 
Luke E. Wright, president, in addition 
Dean C. Worcester, secretary of interlor 
Dean C. Worcester, member, in addition 
Henry C. Ide, secretary of finance_________ 
Henry C. Ide, member, In addition 
James F. Smith, secretary public instruction 
James F. Smith, member, in addition — 65,000 
A. W. Ferguson, executive secretary_....._..._.._--__.-_- 7,500 


TOIR Cael aaa Nee bt RSS yar St tras yates SPS 74, 000 

Besides a salary list of 117 closely printed pages of employees, num- 
bering several thousand. 

We have tried the impossible, Mr. Chairman; we have tried 
to “hurry the East;” we have tried to turn into “ hustling” 
Yankees an oriental race that had for three centuries been 
under the molding hand of the slowest, most conservative coun- 
try in Europe. Let our Commission go a little slowly out there; 
let them set their own house in order and cease to pay to 
Americans brought there with no knowledge of the islands or 
familiarity with eastern colonial methods salaries three times 
those paid to educated Filipinos for the same work; let them 
cease to strive to make the little Filipinos cry for “ flannel pet- 
ticoats and moral pocket handkerchiefs,” and perhaps they may 
be able to run the islands somewhere near what it costs Great 
Britain for similar work, and then there would be no deficit 
from loss of import duties. 

But, Mr. Chairman, even if the minority bill is rejected, as I 
presume it will be, yet, sir, I shall support the present bill, as a 
recognition of the right position which the country should 
assume toward these islands and so long as we shall continue 
to hold them. God grant that the day may come when we shall 
recognize for them the same rights which we so long ago de- 
manded successfully for ourselves against the very same argu- 
ment of unfitness for self-government which we now hear from 
the other side. I believe, sir, that the people of this country 
are coming to the conclusion which I saw the other day had 
been reached by Commissioner Schurman, that “a bad govern- 
ment of the islands by the Filipinos is better than a good gov- 
ernment of them by anyone else,” because, sir, I believe that is 
true of every people. I believe that self-government can only 
be worked out by letting a people govern themselves. But I 
do not believe, sir, that it is necessary that there should be bad 
government in the Philippines. I believe that the resolution in- 
troduced by my friend, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURGESS], 
as well as the one introduced by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. MCL, points the way to a stable form of self- 
government of the Philippine Islands by the Filipinos, and the 
relief of the United States from this “Old Man of the Sea” 
burden, which has been from the beginning a source of financial 
loss which we shall never make good, a constant menace to our 
security at home, as the defense of the islands in case of war 
would hopelessly divide our Navy; but, more than all, Mr. Chair- 
man, a standing contradiction of the fundamental principle on 
which our country rests, the inherent right of self-government. 

Such a change of sentiment is not too much to express. 
Changes of sentiment are coming somewhat quickly nowadays. 
I confess, sir, that I never expected to hear from the leader on 
the other side of the House a frank ayowal of the Democratic 
doctrine that low-priced labor is not necessarily cheap labor; 
that labor is cheap or dear depends entirely upon what it can 
produce. Why, Mr. Chairman, that has been Democratic doc- 
trine from the beginning; it has been enunciated from this side 
of the House for more years than any man in it has lived. The 
lowest priced labor is generally the dearest. And now, Mr. 
Chairman, the day has come when the leader of the Republican 
majority of the House stands at his place and says: 

They talk about cheap labor. Why, labor is worth what it will do; 
what it is sufficient for. 

And then he goes on to state what no Democrat will deny, 
that dollar a day labor in Louisiana or two-dollar a day labor in 
Michigan will produce more and is therefore cheaper than 30 
cents a day labor in the Philippines. It is what we have all 
been contending for on this side of the House when you have 
talked about bringing American labor into competition with the 
“pauper labor” of Europe. We have told you that American 
labor is worth more, because the American laborer is more in- 
telligent, more industrious, more ambitious, takes more readily 
to new ideas and new methods, and can therefore produce more, 
and that higher wages paid to him are cheaper than lower 
wages paid abroad. We welcome the gentleman from New 
York to the ranks of the tariff reformers. But, Mr. Chairman, 
not only from the gentleman from New York, but from other 
gentlemen on the other side we have heard good Democratic 
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doctrine. The. distinguished gentleman. from: Illinois - [ Mr. 
Mann], in speaking of the special legislation for the beet-sugar 
people of Colorado and Michigan and a few other States, speaks 
of it as a “charity.” It is a charity, Mr. Chairman, if that can 
be charity which consists of taking from the pockets of the 
whole people and bestowing it upon a few, but it is the founda- 
tion principle of the ultraprotection policy to which the Repub- 
lican party stands committed, and the result is exactly as the 
gentleman from Illinois stated. You give it as a charity“ for 
temporary use and the recipients soon call it a right and can 
not find language strong enough to denounce you when you in- 
sist upon some rights for the rest of the people. That is good 
Democratic doctrine, Mr. Chairman, and we welcome it wher- 
ever it comes from. [Loud applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. - 

Mr. CAPRON. Mr. Chairman, I want to say in one sentence 
that I am glad for the first time to learn that my colleague from 
Rhode Island has made a campaign with free wool for an issue. 
Nobody in Rhode Island ever heard of it before. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I was not unaware of the 
rules of the House applicable to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union when I made the point of 
order, which I did not press, against the course that the young 
gentleman from Texas was taking. But I did it, and made the 
point of order, for the purpose of calling his attention in a sort 
of mild and fatherly kind of a protest against the course that 
he was taking, thinking and hoping that in his own interests 
he would waive any further denunciation of the President and 
permit the women of the world, made notorious and famous 
and delightful in history, song, and poetry, to have stood on the 
laurels that they have already won until a future day. 

The gentleman from Texas has introduced a resolution into 
this House demanding an investigation of the unfortunate affair 
that is said to have occurred at the office of the White House, 
and that resolution is pending before the proper committee of 
the House. It asks for the facts in the case, and I had sup- 
posed that upon the mere suggestion the gentleman would have 
seen fit to wait for the facts until that resolution could be 
brought into the House and properly acted upon, if it ever is 
acted upon, and then the facts be developed. 

In this connection I am going to say that I know of no dif- 
ference between the propriety of conduct in the management 
of the President's office and the President's house and that of 
the humblest citizen of the District of Columbia. I do not 
believe that the American Congress is a police court or has 
anything to do with the question of disorderly conduct of any 
attaché or employee that may be in the neighborhood of the 
White House. I do not believe that any condition has arisen 
where the husband of this woman can not take the proper steps 
to vindicate her. I am not one of those who believe that a 
sensation should be sent abroad to the world denouncing and 
assailing the honor and integrity and character of the Ameri- 
can administration of government by any haphazard remarks 
of this character. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker haying re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OtmMstrep, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 8—the 
Philippine tariff bill—and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered 
printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for your consideration, certain 8 which 
should have accompanied my message of January 8, 1 , but which 
were omitted on account of delay in printing. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tue WHITE HOUSE, January 10, 1906. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


By unanimous consent, Mr. Rrxey was given leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers 
in the case of James Downs, Forty-seventh Congress, no adverse 
report haying been made there on. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed until to-morrow, at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Postmaster-General submit- 
ting a revised estimate of appropriation for the postal service— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the House resolution (H. Res. 117) request- 
ing the Attorney-General to furnish information relative to 
criminal prosecutions in re the Northern Securities case, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 163); 
which said resolution and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. PEARRBE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3127) providing for 
the holding of Federal court at Grand Island, Nebr., reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
vase : niet said bill and report were referred to the House 

alendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 10953, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 142) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the legal representatives 
of William A. Henderson, deceased, accompanied by a report 
(No. 160); which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar, 7 $ 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 10952, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 143) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of W. C. Waldrop, accompanied by report (No. 161) ; 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1179) granting 
a pension to Thomas Picket, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 162); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOGG, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1056) granting a pension to 
Galen S. Clevenger, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 165) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1809) 
granting a pension to Lena McNabb, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 166) ; which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3245) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Robert C. Smith, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 167); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3575) granting an increase of pension 
to Silas B. Hovious, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 168) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4176) granting 
an increase of pension to Michael Mohan, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 169); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 3 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
4177) granting a pension to Susan H. Chadsey, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 170); 
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maen said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4216) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert Boon, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 171); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4740) granting an increase of pension 
to Ransom L. Logan, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 172); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
-referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6116) granting a pension to 
John Gainsback, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 173); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6518) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James M. Long, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 174); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
7878) granting an increase of pension to Ann Betts, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 175) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8659) granting an increase 
of pension to James Powers, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 176); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8689) granting a pension tọ Frank P, Haas, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 177); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8832) granting a 
pension to William F. Heed, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 178); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9130) granting 
an increase of pension to John Brinkley, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 179); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10352) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah A. Boush, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 180); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6166) granting 
a pension to Else C. Isachsen, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 181); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. LAMAR: A bill (H. R. 11263) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the navigable waters of St. An- 
drews Bay—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 11264) to authorize the 
commencement and conduct of legal proceedings under the di- 
rection of the Attorney-General—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 11265) providing that the 
isthmian eanal be constructed by the Engineer Department of 
the United States Army, under the direction, supervision, and 
control of the Isthmian Canal Commission, and that the work of 
constructing the canal be done by contract—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

‘By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 11266) for an appropria- 
tion for enlarging the Government building at Jackson, Mich.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 11267) to revive and 
amend “An act to provide for the collection of abandoned prop- 
erty and the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary districts 


within the United States,” and acts amendatory thereof—to the 
Committee on Claims. y ; 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 11268) to ratify 
and confirm an agreement with the Indians of the Colville 
Reservation, in Washington, and making appropriations to 
carry the same into effect—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 11269) to fix the compensa- 
tion of United States commissioners residing on the Rio Grande 
border between the United States and Mexico—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. ; 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 11270) to construct and 
place a light-ship off Point Judith, R. I.—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 11271) to compel common car- 
riers engaged in interstate commerce to own their own equip- 
ments, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 11272) providing for a de- 
tailed suryey of Guyandotte River, in West Virginia—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 11273) to incorporate 
the National German-American Alliance—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 8 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 11274) to provide free 
mail transmission in the presentation for payment of executed 
vouchers for pension—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 11275) increasing the pen- 
alty for certain offenses in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 11276) to amend the home- 
stead laws of the United States—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 11277) to amend section 
49 of an act entitled “An act to reduce the revenue and equalize 
duties on imports, and for other purposes,” approved October 1, 
1890, and section 68 of the act of August 27, 1894, entitled “An 
act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, 
and for other purposes ”—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 11278) au- 
thorizing the extension of Bancroft place, between Twenty- 
fourth street and Massachusetts avenue—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. > 

By Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 142) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 10953—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 143) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 10952—to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. BEDE: A resolution (H. Res. 145) that A. Lucas, 
L. W. Pulies, Robert Coates, and Albert Scott, cloakroom men, 
be classified as skilled laborers—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A resolution (H. Res. 146) authorizing 
Mr. L. P. Spinner to paint eighteen oil portraits of ex- 
Speakers—to the Committee on the Library. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 11279) to remove the 
charge of absence without leave from the military record of 
Oscar O. Bowen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 11280) granting a pen- 
sion to David S. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11281) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11282) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William D. Cooper—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11283) for the relief of Harriett M. 
Crank—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11284) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Ruark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11285) granting an increase of pension to 
William Kirkpatrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11286) granting an increase of pension to 
Fred Am—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11287) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Hensley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11288) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Goodman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11289) granting an increase of pension to 
William Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11290) granting a pension to Charles May— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 11291) granting a pension to Robert Craig— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11292) granting a pension to Christena 
Burton—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11293) granting a pension to Mary Good- 
_win—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11294) granting a pension to William A. 
Vice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11295) granting a pension to Charles C. 
Huff—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11296) granting a pension to Harriett Dia- 
mond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11297) granting a pension to David Mc- 
Ginnis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11298) granting a pension to Martha J. 
Withrow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11299) granting a pension to James M. 
Mallale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11300) granting a pension to Charles Ken- 
nan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12301) granting an increase of pension to 
L. B. Sparks—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 11302) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John R. Cotton—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11303) granting a pension to Joseph 
Matthews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 11304) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William L. Spencer—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11305) granting a pension to Katherine 
McIntyre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11306) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John C. Parkinson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 11307) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph J. Roberts—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 11308) granting a pension 
to Henry Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11309) for the relief of the heirs of Sim 
Johnson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 11310) granting 
a pension to Emma Aldred—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CAPRON (by request): A bill (H. R. 11311) to re- 
store to the active list of the Navy the name of Homer Lycurgus 
Law—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 11312) to correct the military 
record of John J. Troxell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11313) to correct the military record of 
Lanson Zane—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11314) to correct the military record of 
Eli Metcalf—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11315) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas S. Hiner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11316) granting an increase of pension to 
George B. Black—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11317) granting a pension to William M. 
Love—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11318) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Helpman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11319) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jacob Weayer—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11320) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 11321) for the relief of J. A. 
Gallaher, administrator of the estate of Joseph H. Gallaher, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 11322) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Luther H. Starkey—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 11323) for the relief of 
Julius A. Nemitz, of Oshkosh, Wis.—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 11824) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah E. MacGowan—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 11325) granting an increase 
of pension to Jerusha H, Wiles—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11326) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvin W. Avery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11327) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson L. Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11328) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Twining—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11829) granting a pension to Whitmore 
Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 11330) to correct the naval 
record of Andrew Keefe—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FIELD: A bill (H. R. 11331) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Rowan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11332) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Kenner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 11333) granting a pension 
to George W. Speer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11334) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Steel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 11335) granting a pension 
to Thomas J. Chandler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11336) to correct 
the military record of John C. Kapp—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11337) to correct the military record of 
Charles Chaney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11338) to correct the military record of 
John Peter Kronmiller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11339) to correct the military record of 
Labon Blair—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11340) grant- 
ing a pension to John H. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11341) for the relief of E. B. Caldwell—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 11342) granting a pen- 
sion to Silas Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11348) granting an increase of pension to 
Enoch Bolen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11344) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Smithers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11345) granting an increase of pension to 
J. F. Kempton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 11346) to complete the mili- 
tary record of Adolphus Erwin Wells—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 11347) granting an 
increase of pension to John E. Henderson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11348) granting an increase of pension to 
Cynthia Vernon—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 11349) for the relief of 
Hiram B. Crowell and William H. Jones—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11350) for the relief of John L. Burt, ad- 
ministrator of Mrs. Susan Burt—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 11351) granting a pension to 
Mary Colcord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 11352) granting a pension to 
Ella V. Hamel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELIHER: A bill (H. R. 11353) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaac M. Woodworth—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11354) granting an increase of pension to 
E. Bradford Gay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11355) granting an increase of pension to 
Gustavus S. Perkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11356) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Lovely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11357) granting a pension to Simon Shea— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11358) granting a pension to James F, 
Gerry—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11359) to remove the charges of desertion 
and fraudulent enlistment against Robert Conroy—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 11360) grant- 
ing a pension to John Sylvester—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11861) granting a pension to Thomas A. 
Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11362) granting a pension to Nicholas A. 
Bovee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11363) granting an increase of pension te 
Elizabeth McCormick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11364) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Allbery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11365) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert D. Willlamson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 11366) for the relief of the 
estate of Wiliam B. Todd, deceased—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 11367) granting an increase 
of pension to Manning Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KLEPPER: A bill (H. R. 11368) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Brewer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11309) granting a pension to Patrick 
Deneen—to. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11370) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Robert Griffin—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 11371) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert S. Wharton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 11372) for the relief of John M. 
Johnson, administrator of Daniel J. Johnson, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 11373) granting an increase 
of pension to George A. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11374) granting an increase of pension to 
Fanny L. Conine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11375) 
to place Pendleton G. Watmough upon the retired list of the 
Navy as lieutenant-commander—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H. R. 11376) to 
resubmit the claim of David H. Hilderbrand to the Court of 
Claims with instruction to enter judgment and return same to 
Congress—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11377) to pay the heirs of D. F. Lansing 
the sum of $15,000 for services rendered and supplies furnished 
to the Bool Dam Indians of California—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 11378) to authorize the 
President of the United States to appoint George M. Chandler 
a second lieutenant in the United States Army—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 11379) granting an increase 
of pension to Martin H. Black—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11380) granting an increase of pension to 
Angeline Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11381) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Hartsough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11382) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa Cochran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11383) granting an increase of pension to 
Rudolph Burkhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 11384) granting an increase of 
pension to Silas McFowler—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11385) granting an increase of pension to 
George Halock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11386) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel V. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11387) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11388) granting an increase of pension to 
Konrad Schleicher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11389) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Grandaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11390) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry B. Cullers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11391) granting a pension to John Patter- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11392) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Coyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11893) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph S. P. Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11394) granting an increase of pension to 
William O’Keefe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11395) granting an increase of pension to 
Jasper Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11396) granting a pension to George W. 
iWood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11397) granting a pension to’ Annie M. 
George—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11398) granting a pension to Susan Cleve- 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11399) to correct the muster of Albert W. 
Keller to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 11400) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frank Cart—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11401) granting an increase of pension to 
William Kling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11402) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Layser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11403) granting an increase of ‘pension to 
David E. Longsdorf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11404) granting an increase of pension to 
William Lukens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11405) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Meredith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11406) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah ©. Meredith—to. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 11407) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebeeca M. Missemer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11408) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11409) granting an increase of pension tò 
Josiah H. Seabold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11410) granting a pension to Emma Hand- 
shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11411) granting a pension to Martin P. 
Schaffner—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11412) to correct the military record of 
Philip B. Beidel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11413) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Reuben Seiler—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11414) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Keys—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill ( H. R. 11415) granting an increase 
of pension to Victoria Bishop—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (II. R. 11416) granting an increase of 
pension to Lizzie Belk—to the Committee on Pensions. . 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 11417) granting an increase 
of pension to Amanda J. Cowan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11418) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Teeling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11419) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Fulton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11420) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah S. Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11421) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Wentworth—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11422) granting an increase of pension to 
George B. True—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11423) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Hooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11424) granting an increase ef pension to 
Stephen W. Neal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11425) granting an increase of pension to 
John Kearney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11426) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore B. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11427) granting an increase of pension to 
Warren L. Whitney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11428) granting a pension to Celestia M. 
Sawyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11429) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Clifford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11430) granting a pension to Ephraim L. 
Chadburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 11431) for 
the relief of the estate of Mary A. Mededith, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11432) for the relief of Washington 
West—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11433) for the relief of the estate of John 
R. Temple, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11434) for the relief of M. W. Stewart— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11435) for the relief of the estate of 
Martha Keller and Jacob Keller, both deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 11436) granting an increase 
of pension to Edmund Tubbs—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11437) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas McCann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11488) granting a pension to Ann E. 
Blank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11489) granting a pension to Sabina 
O’Donnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 11440) for the relief of Frank- 
lin S. Cowan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11441) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram B. Stoner—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11442) granting an increase of pension to 
Harman H. Hurst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 11443) granting an increase 
of pension to John Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11444) granting an increase of pension to 
Jackson MeCoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11445) granting an increase of pension to 
F. M. Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11446) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Campbell—te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11447) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert E. Van Naten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11448) granting an increase of pension to 
Lavinia Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11449) granting a pension to Andrew 
Highbarger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11450) to grant an honorable discharge to 
Morgan Combs, deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11451) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of John Boyle, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 11452) granting a pension to 
William Bunnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11453) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Croom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11454) granting an increase of pension to 
William Bunnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11455) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Hanes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11456) granting an increase of pension to 
De Witt C. Ridenour—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11457) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus Van Matre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11458) granting an increase of pension to 
Elkanah Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11459) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin Levi—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11460) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11461) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph O’Neal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11462) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel B. Sink—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11463) granting an increase of pension to 
John Markley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11464) granting an increase of pension to 

John Newlands—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

; Also, a bill (H. R. 11465) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Lindley Beaumont—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 11466) granting an increase 
of pension to Benjamin F. Heald—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. S 

By Mr. WELBORN: A bill (H. R. 11467) granting a pension 
to D. E. W. Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11468) granting a pension to John Ross— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11469) granting a pension to William K. 
Whittaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11470) granting a pension to Ozias Haw- 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11471) granting a pension to John H. 
Priestley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11472). granting a pension to Thomas 
Payne—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11473) granting a pension to Overton C. 
Hern—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11474) granting a pension to Samuel H. 
Gott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11475) granting a pension to John Gerdts— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11476) granting a pension to Andrew S. 
Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11477) granting a pension to Nicholas 
Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11478) granting a pension to George W. 
Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11479) granting a pension to Joseph J. 
Bodenhamer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11480) granting a pension to Fielding W. 
Means—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11481) for the relief of the Flat Creek 
Baptist Church, of Pettis County, Mo.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11482) restoring the name of Sophrona 
Pursley to the pension rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 11483) granting a pension to 
Maria Niles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11484) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas H. Wilson—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A resolution (H. Res. 110) directing the Clerk of the House 
to pay to Butler B. Hare a certain sum of money—Committee on 
Accounts discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 1449) for the relief of the estate of Brig. Gen. 
Wager Swayne—Committee on Accounts discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 8896) to cancel charge of $26.26 against Lieut, 
John W. Ward—Committee on Accounts discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 9215) authorizing the reopening and readjust- 
ment of the accounts of Maj. Thomas Dewees—Committee on 
Accounts discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 8607) granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
Haire—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1951) to refer to the Court of Claims the war 
claims of the State of California—Committee on Claims dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 9530) granting a pension to Catherine Casey— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6962) granting an increase of pension to Rich- 
ard Phillips, jr—Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the International Reform Bu- 
reau, B. B. Bassett, secretary, asking that the McCumber-Sperry 
bill be referred to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic 
instead of the Committee on Military Affairs—to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of Resolution 
Council, No. 6, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favor- 
ing restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of John L. Beveridge et al., 
Volunteer Army of the United States, for a retired list of volun- 
teer generals in the civil war—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of Arizona Cattle Growers’ Association, against 
joint statehood—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of Eureka Council, No. 38, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of the Missouri Branch of the 
National German-American Alliance, in favor of reciprocal trade 
with Germany—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of James B. Fowler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: Petition of the Pilots’ Association of 
Brunswick, Ga.; the Board of Pilot Commissioners of Bruns- 
wick, Ga.; the Commissioners of Roads and Revenues of Glynn 
County, Ga., and the Board of Trade of Brunswick, Ga., against 
discrimination against American sailing vessels in the coasting 
trade—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BROWN Protest of farmers of Medford, Wis., 
against any reduction of import duty on sugar from the Philip- 
pine Islands—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, petition of Thomas Rowan, of Brazos County, Tex., ask- 
ing an increase of pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Jacob C. Barkley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William L. Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Michael Nessline— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas Wilcox— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Horace Hounsom— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William H. Col- 
lins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Katherine McIn- 
tire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Eureka Council, 
No. 38, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Arizona Cattle Growers’ Association, 
against joint statehood—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the Pittsburg Post-Office Clerks’ Beneficial 
Association, favoring new classification bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Levi Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of German 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, for an amendment of the oleo- 
margarine law of 1886—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Western Council, Junior Order United Ameri- 
ean Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburg, Pa., 
against spoliation of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petition of the Prescott Piano Company, 
of Concord, N. H., against revenue tax on denaturized alcohol— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLELD: Petition of soldiers of the Mexican war, for 
an increase of pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the National German As- 
sociation of America, for a reciprocity treaty between the United 
States and Germany—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, for 
bill (S. 1345) to reorganize the consular service—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of the Minnesota Fine Arts 
Association, for removal of duties on works of art—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of A. C. Bartlett, of Chicago, 
against joint statehood for Arizona and New Mexico—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the Thiebes-Stierlin Company, of Rockford, 
III., against tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the general assembly of Indiana for an audi- 
torium in the national soldiers’ cemetery at New Albany, Ind.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of John L. Beveredge, of the 
Volunteer Army of the United States, for a retired list of civil 
war volunteer generals—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Arizona Cattle Growers’ Association, 
against joint statehood—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the State Federation of Pennsylvania 
Women, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the State Federation of Pennsylvana Wo- 
men, for enforcement of pure-food laws and national legislation 
on the subject—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the State Federation of Women, against the 
Mormon hierarchy and Reep Smoor’s continuance as Senator 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Highcliff Council, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GUDGER: Resolution of the Trades League of Phila- 
delphia, asking legislation admitting certain classes of Chinese 
to this country as now applies to travelers from any other coun- 
try—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of Cannonville Council, No. 25; Cullusoga 
Council, No. 158; Lyons Council, No. 143; Virginia Springs 
Council; Bostic Council, No. 171; Cliffside Council, No. 136; 
French Broad Council; Henrietta Council, No. 61; Modock 
Council; Andrews Council, and Old Fort Council, No. 141, 


Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of citizens of Paw Paw, Mich., 
against duty on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Henry M. Sheldon et al., asking 
for adoption of Gallinger amendment to the statehood bill—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of manufacturers of Burlington, 
Iowa, against taxing domestic alcohol used in the arts—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Petition of citizens of Waco, Tex., 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HUGHES: Petition of citizens of West Virginia, ask- 
ing further restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of Ben Miller Council, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Remonstrance of 16 citizens of Rice Lake, 
Wis., against reduction of import duty on sugar from the Phil- 
ippine Islands—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Papers in support of Abigail Townsend's 
pension claim—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KLINE: Petition of Jordan Council, No. 746, and 
Star Lodge Council, No. 68, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Allentown, Pa., favoring restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of the Jacoby Furniture Com- 
pany, of York, Pa., against tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEE: Petition of John M. Johnson, administrator of 
Daniel Johnson, deceased, to have claim referred to Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEVER: Resolution of Council No. 29, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Swansea, S. C., asking restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Coles 
County, Ill., for the establishment of better commercial relations 
with Germany and France—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. f 

By Mr. NEVIN: Petition of the Middletown Machine Com- 
pany and the New Era Gas Engine Company, against denatur- 
ized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of West Manchester Council, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics; citizens of Dayton, Ohio; Branch 
No, 426, N. A. L. C., and citizens of Hamilton, Ohio, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Hamilton and Dayton, and 
Branch No. 426, N. A. L. C., of Hamilton, Ohio, favoring restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 5 

Also, petition of farmers and tobacco growers of Montgomery 
County, Ohio, against bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of Cumberland Valley Medical 
Association, for reorganization of the Army Medical Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Annville Council,, No. 954; Elizabethville 
Council, No. 992; Star of Hope Council, No. 954; Mechanics- 
burg Council, No. 597; Royalton Council, No. 140; Steelton Coun- 
cil, No. 162, and Wiconiseo Council, No. 57, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics; Washington Camp, No. 454, of Loyalton; 
Washington Camp, No. 54, of Williamstown, and Council No. 
674, of Shippensburg, Patriotic Order Sons of America; Freder- 
icksburg Lodge, No. 353, Independent Order of Odd Fellows; 
citizens of Fredericksburg, Myerstown, Shippensburg, and Har- 
risburg; Elizabethville Council and Steelton Council, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, all in Pennsylvania, favor- 
ing restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of the National Malleable 
Castings Company and the Long Knight Lumber Company, 
against tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

By Mr. PAGE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mrs. 
Lizzie Belk, of Monroe, N. C.—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Albert M. Hunter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York, favoring an amendment of section 12 of the adminis- 
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3 act of June 10, 1890 —to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 

Also, resolution of the Arizona Cattle Growers’ Association, 
against joint statehood—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, 
favoring a bill for the reorganization of the consular service of 
the United States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: Petition of J. J. Robinson and others, of 
Bloomsburg, Pa., in favor of the Calderhead bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of M. E. Streak and others, in favor of restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of Washington Chapter, No. 139, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, of Stevens Point, Pa., asking further 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of the Young Men's Chris- 
tian Association of Easton, Pa., for the Hepburn-Dolliver bill 
regarding sale of liquor—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania State College, for exten- 
sion of agricultural experiment stations—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the General Synod of the Reformed Church 
of America, for abolition of Mormonism—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Southern Press Association, of New 
Orleans, for Federal control of quarantine—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Belfast, Pa., favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Easton, Pa., against bill H. R. 3— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the adjutant-general of Pennsylvania, favor- 
ing bills H. R. 1736 and S. 1442—to the Committee on the 
Militia. 

Also, petition of C. L. Long, for action on the bill granting 
statehood to the State of Sequoyah—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, petition of the National German-American Alliance, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring a reciprocity treaty with Germany— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means., .. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburg, Pa., 
against spoliation of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 466, of Easton, Pa., 
against bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Knights of Malta, No. 135, of Lehighton, Pa., 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Easton Division, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers, of Easton, Pa., favoring bills H. R. 7041 and S. 
4092—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Owen S. Swartz and 11 others, of Lehighton, 
Pa., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Onoko Lodge, No. 211, Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers, for bills H. R. 7041 and S. 4092—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Young Men's Christian Association of 
Easton, Pa., for the McCumber-Sperry bill—to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Young Men’s Christian Association of 
Easton, Pa., for separate statehood for the Indian Territory— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of C. K. Ai, president of the Chinese Society 
of Honolulu, Hawali, against wrongs suffered by Chinese in 
Hawaii—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of S. A. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Peter O. Leach—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry C. Shaver— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Samuel Wallace— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Sebastian S. Kis- 
singer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of Cigar Makors’ 
Local Union No. 397, of Ionia, Mich, against bill H. R. 3—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of the Farmers’ Union 
of Comanche County, Okla., for the opening of pasture reserve 


Indian lands in said county—to the Committee on the Territo- 
ries, 

Also, petition of the Cattle Growers’ Association of Arizona, 
against joint statehood—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of citizens of Winona, Minn., fav- 
oring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Henry Good—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: Petition of citizens of New Jersey 
and Hudson Lodge, Knights of Pythias, of Jersey City, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Petition of Martins Ferry Council, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Levi I. Shipman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Petitions of Eureka Council, 
No. 54, of Hamilton Square; Woonasesa Tribe, No. 170; Wash- 
ington Camp, No. 14, Patriotic Order Sons of America; Felds- 
boro Council, No. 52, of Bordentown; Washington Camp, No. 
77, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Trenton; Anthony 
Wayne Council No. 159, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Newark; North Star Camp, No. 222, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, of Trenton; Nutley Council, No. 286, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics; Palmyra Camp, 
No. 23, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Palmyra, and 
Painters and Decorators’ Union, No. 21, of Trenton, all in New 
Jersey, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 


Tuourspay, January II, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that when the Senate adjourns to- 
day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, AND ELEVATOR RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Georgetown Barge, Dock, and Elevator Railway 
Company for the fiscal year ended December 31, 1905; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Florists and 
Gardeners’ Club, of Providence, R. I., praying for the admission 
of basic-slag meal free of duty ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Newport Horticultural 
Society, of Rhode Island, praying that increased appropriations 
be made for the support of agricultural experiment stations; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 


Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of White Pine Council, No. 8, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Whitepine, W. Va., 
and a petition of Burton Council, No. 74, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Burton, W. Va., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to restrict immigration and for the revision 
of the laws governing naturalization; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the public affairs com- 
mittee of the Commercial Club of Duluth, Minn., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for the appointment of a 
board of engineers to investigate and recommend a remedy 
whereby the loss of life and property may be reduced in the 
harbor of that city; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 98, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of St. Paul, Minn., remonstrating 
against any reduction of the duty on cigars imported from the 
Philippine Islands; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Philippines. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of Local Council No. 
62, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Holcomb, Ky., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. LONG presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Udall, 
Kans., remonstrating against the repeal of the present anti- 
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canteen law; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Department of 
the Potomac, Grand Army of the Republic, of Washington, 
D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation providing a tem- 
porary home in the District of Columbia for ex-soldiers and 
sailors in the late wars; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Presbyterian Church of Belyue, Kans., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the manufacture and sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the Indian and Oklahoma Territories 
when admitted to statehood; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the Palmetto Club, of Day- 
tona, Fla., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
child labor in the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of the District 
of Columbia, praying for the enactment of legislation to restore 
the original names of streets in Columbia and Washington 
Heights, in the District of Columbia; which were referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEMENWAY presented a petition of Delaware Council, 
No. 4, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Muncie, 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
a revision of the naturalization laws of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the State board of health of 
Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“ pure-food bill; ” which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the legislature of Minne- 
sota, praying for the enactment of legislation opening to home- 
stead settlement lands in the Chippewa Indian Reservation in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the Rxconb, as follows: 

Whereas, by an act of Congress introduced by our Senator NELSON, 
entitled “An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa In- 
dians,” a treaty was made with said Indians whereby they were to 
select lands for homes and the remainder of their reservations were 
to be opened for actual settlers, at $1.25 per acre and five goats: resi- 
dence, the timber being first sold, which has been done; an 

Whereas by su ment legislation 225,000 acres of said cut-over 
lands were reserved for experiment in forestry, without compensation 
to the Indians; and 

Whereas such lands surround the allotments taken by the Indians 
and render them valueless, thus defeating the purposes of the Nelson 
Act, which was to poe them, educate them, and make them self-sup- 
porting. Land without roads, schools, churches, and- towns, and no 
way to get them, is worthless; and 

ereas the State owns about 145,000 acres of land located within 
said tract, which is depreciated in value for the same reasons; and 

Whereas the reservation of so much land fit for settlement is an 
injury, not only to that part of the State, but to the commercial inter- 
ests of the whole State, the land reserved being already crossed by two 
railroads: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the house (the senate concurring), That the Congress 
of the United States is requested to enact a law to open said lands to 
settlement by actual settlers, conformably to the Nelson Act. 

Resolved further, That our Senators and Representatives are re- 
quested to urge this matter upon Congress. 

Resolved further, That the secretary of state is instructed to send 
copies of these resolutions to our Senators and Representatives and to 
the President of the United States and the Secretary of the Interior. 
STATE OF MINNESOTA, Department of State: 

I. P. E. Hanson, secretary of state in and for the State of Minnesota, 
hereby certify that the hereto-attached copy of a resolution is a true 
and correct copy of a joint resolution adopted by the senate and house 
ar 5 ves of the State of Minnesota on the 4th day of April, 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the 
great seal of the State to be affixed, at the capitol, in St. Paul, this 
6th day of April, in the year of our Lord 1905. 

LISkaL. J P. E. Hanson, Secretary of State. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the Minnesota Good Roads 
Association, praying for the passage of the so-called “ Brownlow 
good-roads bill;” which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Crow Wing 
County, Minn., praying that an appropriation be made providing 
for the lowering of Pelican Lake in order to give proper drain- 
age to the township of Pelican, in that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


` REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 27) to amend section 4463 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to the complement of crews of vessels, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1007) to repeal section 4136 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to the admission to registry of repaired foreign wrecks, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 540) to establish an additional land 
district in the State of Montana, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom were referred the following bills, submitted adverse 
reports thereon; which were agreed to, and the bills were 
postponed indefinitely : 

A bill (S. 741) for the relief of Rey. Charles Wright; and 
5 A bill (S. 742) for the relief of Samuel J. Brown and Susan F. 

rown. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2280) making an appropriation and 
providing for the construction of a United States revenue cutter 
for service in the harbor of San Francisco, State of California, 
reported it with an amendment to the title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2281) providing for the construction of a vessel 
of the first class for the Revenue-Cutter Service, to be sta- 
tioned with headquarters at Honolulu, Hawaii; and 

A bill (S. 2282) to provide for the establishment of a life- 
saving station at Halfmoon Bay, south of Point Montara and 
near Montara Reef, California. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 2278) to construct a tender for the engineer service 
of the twelfth light-house district ; and 

A bill (S. 2657) to construct a tender for the use of the light- 
house inspector of the twelfth light-house district. 

Mr. CRANE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 281) to provide for the construction and 
equipment of a reyenue cutter for service in Narragansett Bay 
and adjacent waters, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. WETMORE on December 
20, 1905, directing the Secretary of War to cause a survey at 
the harbor of refuge, Block Island, Rhode Island, to be made, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 311) regulating the settlement of the 
accounts between the United States and the several States re- 
lative to the disposition of the public lands, and for other pur- 
poes reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. FULTON ~ 
on January 4, 1906, authorizing the Secretary of War to cause a 
suryey to be made of Coos Bay and bar, reported it without 
amendment, : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2354) to authorize the construction of dams and power 
stations on the Tennessee River at Muscle Shoals, Alabama, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2397) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to amend an act entitled ‘An act for the relief and civiliza- 
tion of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota,’ ap- 
proved January 14, 1889,” so as to create a State forest reserve, 
and for other purposes, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2785) to authorize the sale of down timber and hay on 
the ten sections of land in the former Chippewa of the Missis- 
sippi Indian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota, reserved 
from sale or settlement in accordance with the provisions of 
the act of January 14, 1889, as amended, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1858) to amend an act entitled “An 
act authorizing the construction of additional light-house dis- 
tricts, approyed July 26, 1886, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 954) to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 37) to fix the allowances and per- 
centages of the collector at the port of Portsmouth, N. H., re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
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attached to the light-station at the Stonington Breakwater, Con- 
necticut, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 924) to establish a light-house and fog- 
signal station at the entrance to Bellingham Bay, State of 
Washington, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2068) to increase the limit of cost of the fog signal at 
the light and fog-signal station at Battery Point, Pugent Sound, 
State of Washington, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 926) to authorize the construction of two steam 
vessels for the Revenue-Cutter Service for duty on Puget Sound, 
Washington; 

A bill (S. 929) to establish a dwelling for keeper of fog signal 
at Robinson Point, State of Washington; and 

A bill (S. 925) for the construction of a steam vessel for the 
Revenue-Cutter Service for duty in the district of Puget Sound. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 16) directing to be made a 
preliminary examination and survey of Savannah River from 
Savannah, Ga., to Petersburg, Ga., improving the navigation of 
said river, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred thè 
bill (S. 259) for a light-house at Cape Arago, Oregon, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 952) to authorize a patent to be issued 
to Stephen Teichner for certain lands therein described, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 2968) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Hale; which was read twice by its title, and 
reported to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 2969) to au- 
thorize the Attorney-General and certain other officers of the 
Department of Justice and special assistants and counsel to 
begin and conduct legal proceedings in any courts of the United 
States, and before any commission or commissioner or quasi 
judicial body created under the laws of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2970) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas E. Keith; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEE introduced a bill (S. 2971) granting an increase 
of pension to H. O. Bennum; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 2972) granting an increase 
of pension to James W. Wheeler; which was read twice by its 

title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 2973) granting an increase of 
pension to Minard Van Patten; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2974) for the relief of 
Richard Riggles; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HEMENWAY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2975) granting a pension to Mary Z. Miller; 

A bill (S. 2976) granting a pension to Rosalia A. Partridge; 

A bill (S. 2977) granting an increase of pension to David B. 
Neafus: 

A bill (S. 2978) granting an increase of pension to Eli W. 
Knowles ; 

A bill (S. 2979) granting an increase of pension to Sadie 
Krusenklaus; 

A bill (S. 2980) granting an increase of pension to Robert E. 
McConnell; 

A bill (S. 2981) granting an increase of pension to Eli W. 
Knowles; 

= bill (S. 2982) granting an increase of pension to Junius 
Abbott; 

A bill (S. 2983) granting an increase of pension to George D. 
Phillipy ; 

A bill (S. 2984) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
D. Stoker; 
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A bill (S. 2985) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Bodenhamer; and 

A bill (S. 2986) granting a pension to Elizabeth Broadhead. 

Mr. HEMENWAY introduced a bill (S. 2987) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Nathan Men- 
denhall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2988) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Larkin T. Robinson, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2989) to renew and extend 
certain letters patent; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2990) granting a pension to 
Semantha M. Hunt; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2991) granting an increase of 
pension to Edwin J. Barber; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill (S. 2992) for the relief of 
Michael B. Ryan, son and administrator de bonis non of John S. 
Ryan, deceased, late of Charleston, S. C.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 2993) to ratify an agree- 
ment with the Yankton Sioux Indians of South Dakota, and 
making an appropriation to carry the same into effect; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 2994) granting an increase 
of pension to David Harvey; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2995) granting an increase of 
pension to William W. Gilbert; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 2996) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to purchase 80 acres of land, more or less, 
from Karl A. Tergerson and Charles E. Heyn, for the benefit of 
certain allottees of the Grande Ronde Indian Reservation; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2997) granting a pension to 
Fredericka Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2998) granting an increase of 
pension to Josias R. King; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2999) authorizing the 
extension of Monroe street NE.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 3000) providing for the 
survey and disposition of certain lands bordering on Milk River, 
in the northern portion of the Fort Belknap Indian Reservation, 
in the State of Montana; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 3001) granting an increase 
of pension to Juliet A. Bainbridge Hoff; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEARIN introduced a bill (S. 3002) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Thomas J. Mathews and remove the charge of 
desertion; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
pape la paper, referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. BACON introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

2 bill (S. 3003) for the relief of the heirs of Elias Weaver; 
an 

A bill (S. 3004) for the relief of George H. Hogan. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 8005) to ratify and con- 
firm an agreement with the Indians of the Colville Reservation, 
in Washington, and making appropriations to carry the same 
into effect; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 3006) to appoint an addi- 
tional judge for the third division of the district of Alaska; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CLAPP submitted an amendment relative to the cancel- 
lation of the patent issued December 31, 1901, in the name of 
James Longhat, Wichita allottee, No. 582, etc., intended to be 
proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. - : : 
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He also submitted an amendment authorizing the issuance of 


fee-simple patents to Louis Dick and certain other Indian al- 
lottees for lands heretofore allotted to them, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ee the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
print 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Are there concurrent or other reso- 
lutions? [A pause.] If not, the morning business is closed. 


NATIONAL BOARD OF CORPORATIONS. 


Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, in view of the fact that some 
Senators have indicated a desire to address the Senate on the 
measure under consideration yesterday, known as the “ pure- 
food bill,” I shall not ask at this time that that measure be 
taken up. I desire to call up from the table Senate bill 2398 
and submit a few remarks before the bill goes to the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the title of the bill be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the title of 
the bill. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2398) to create the National Board 
of Corporations and to provide for the regulation thereby of 
corporations engaged in interstate, territorial, district, or insular 
possession business. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, when a surgeon contemplates 
the performance of an operation that may jeopardize the life 
of the patient, the first thing to be done is to secure and deter- 
mine the proper conditions surrounding the operation and the 
patient. The Senate has been proposing through measures that 
have been submitted to it to deal with the question of fixing the 
rates of transportation upon railroads and other public carriers. 
It seems to me that before entering upon that great question we 
should determine the status of the corporations which are to be 
the subject of the legislation. I haye therefore prepared, and 
propose to ask for its reference to the proper committee after 
making some remarks upon it, a bill directed to that subject. 
The basis of proper and fair charges for transportation must 
always be considered in the light of the relation which the car- 
rier bears to the investment, to the expense incurred, and to the 
business relation between it and those with whom it is to do 
business. 

Under conditions that have long existed, corporations have 
paid but little attention to this question, and they are not now 
in a condition of business health to enable them to deal with 
themselyes or to enable us to deal with them in determining 
the question. Before we take hold of this patient and lay it 
upon the table for the purpose of adjusting its difficulties we 
must know that it is in good business health. We want to know, 
first, upon what the corporation is based. 

If it is based upon a proposition to do business without capital 
we want to know that, because corporations may have assets 
other than property assets. Their assets may consist in the 
performance of a duty that does not involve the ownership of 
property. Another class of corporations may count as their as- 
sets the fixed, substantial investment in property that is entitled, 
under the recognized law of right and justice, to the privilege 
of earning a fair remuneration to those who have made the 
investment. 

Mr. President, the bill which I have introduced and which is 
now upon the table provides, first, for the creation of a tribunal 
within the existing Government which shall supervise and de- 
termine the status of the corporations. It proposes to exercise 
no control over them other than such control as is necessary to 
enable them to determine those facts. 

I provides, in substance, that no corporation shall engage in 
interstate business except it pass the scrutiny of a board of 
corporations, that board to consist of five members under and 
within the jurisdiction, primarily, of the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor, four of the members of the board to be ap- 
pointed by the President and their appointment to be ratified 
by the Senate, and the fifth member to be the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor. It provides that this board shall be author- 
ized to inquire into the business status of all corporations en- 
gaging in interstate business, for the purpose of determining the 
character of the corporation, the nature of the business that it 
proposes to engage in, and the relation which the capital of that 
corporation or the capitalization of it bears to its assets. 

It also provides that the corporations engaged in such business 
shall not engage in certain other business. For instance, it pro- 
vides that corporations engaged as common carriers shall not 
be the owners of coal mines or other public utilities except to 
the extent of their own necessities; that they shall not control 
these public utilities in competition with private ownership or 
other ownership than that of the transportation company. 

The wisdom of that restriction was apparent only a few years 
since in the great coal strike. It is apparent every day in the 


States upon the Pacifie coast, where certain railroad companies 
own large areas of coal lands and will not, under any circum- 
stances, make freight rates to any other owners of coal lands 
that would enable them to compete with the business of the 
epoca or those interested in the railroad companies as dealers 
n coal. 

This bill provides also for the segregation of the common car- 
rier from industrial pursuits which would enable the common 
carrier to control the market as against private enterprise and 
investment. 

Of course it contains something of the element of restriction 
as to the scope of business in which a corporation may engage, 
but under existing conditions it has become absolutely necessary 
that the common carriers of the country should confine their 
operations and their control to the business for which they were 
primarily organized, and that they should not be allowed, 
through the great financial combinations that are represented 
by common carriers, to become practically the exclusive owners 
of public utilities. 

It has been suggested that you can not restrain the right of 
individuals to engage in as many different kinds of business as 
they may like. That is true. But we can place the condition 
of restraint upon any corporation, which is an artificial person, 
doing business of an interstate character. We can place any 
restriction upon it we may see fit, because the Constitution has 
given us that right in express terms. 

This bill provides also that insurance companies shall be in- 
surance companies and nothing else; that they shall not be a 
combination of insurance companies, banks, trust companies, 
railroad owners, and coal miners, because the very nature of 
life insurance especially is such as to constitute those who 
represent the insured trustees of a most sacred trust. 

While it is true that under the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in the case of Paul v. Virginia and other 
cases that have reaffirmed that doctrine the insurance business 
is not and can not be held to be interstate commerce, this bill 
by its provisions does not undertake to control the business of 
insurance as interstate commerce, but it does undertake to say 
that an insurance company that does not come to the board 
of corporations with a clean bill of health, according to the 
restrictions of this measure, shall not be entitled to the use of 
the mails of the United States. 

Whether that will be a complete remedy or not, whether that 
will solve the difficulty or not, is to be determined. It will at 
least be one step in that direction, and I am inclined to believe 
that the insurance companies will purge themselves of the ob- 
jectionable features which have been urged against them rather 
than be debarred from the use of the United States mails. 

As is expressed in this bill, I do not believe that in the in- 
surance business those in whose hands this trust rests should 
be engaged in the use of the money of the insured paid into the 
treasury in the shape of premiums for the purpose of banking, 
of maintaining trust companies, back-door loaning institutions, 
or any other enterprise that results in such conditions as have 
been disclosed by the investigation recently carried on in the 
State of New York. I believe the insurance companies should 
exist as insurance companies pure and simple; that they should 
be regulated and governed by such rules and such restrictions 
as, while maintaining an ample margin to meet every possible 
business emergency, would prevent them from indulging in 
speculation, from coming to the assistance of desperate specu- 
lators and manipulators of the stock markets, and would pre- 
vent them from becoming partners in financial deals in Wall 
street or elsewhere. 

The institution commonly known as “ Wall street,’ which is 
simply a gambling club over on the Hudson River, has as- 
sumed the right to dictate the financial policy of this coun- 
try. Whenever the legislation, either enacted or proposed, 
does not suit them they meet us with a threat that “unless 
you do certain things within a certain time and enact certain 
legislation we will wreck the country financially.” Fortunately 
the time when they can carry out that threat has passed for 
this country, but there was a time when they were able to do 
it. It is just possible that conditions might arise under which 
they could do it again. I do not believe that they will; but 
they remind me, in the threat that was issued a few days 
since and is still being discussed daily in the press, of the small 
boy I knew when I was a small boy. When his mother would 
punish him his only deterrent was to shout, “I will tear my 
coat! I will tear my coat!” So we have it from Wall street 


that “if you do not legislate so as to make the currency of 
the country more flexible, according to our ideas and along the 
lines which we suggest, we will bring a panic upon this 
country.” 

First, they have sought to control, and in a large measure 
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have succeeded in controlling, through the financial combina- 
tions to which I have referred, an unnatural and unholy pro- 
portion of the money of the country. They have collected to- 
gether money by hundreds of millions of dollars, and by the 
little combination of a coterie of men whose only responsibility 
in life is to gamble upon the chance of what somebody else 
may do, they can bring about what is known as “a stress in the 
money market; they can make a threat of ruin to the country 
that will affect the prosperity of the citizens from one ocean 
to the other. 

That condition should not exist. It exists in a measure be- 
cause of the very evils against which this bill is directed 
inflated values, fictitious capitalization based upon small prop- 
erty or none—that enable them to give a fictitious value to 
a debenture or a stock and send it upon the market and by the 
process of juggling keep it in the air as a juggler keeps in the 
air a light ball when balanced upon the ends of his fingers. 

Those are the conditions against which this bill is directed; 
and I say while it undertakes to provide a remedy for the 
overcapitalization of corporations, while it undertakes to pro- 
vide that no corporation shall engage in interstate business 
except that it shall pass through this board of corporations 
and obtain a clean bill of financial health, and that until they 
have the license which that board is authorized to give them 
they may not engage in interstate commerce at all, it does not 
undertake to prescribe the same restrictions for insurance com- 
panies for the reasons I have already stated—that insurance is 
not and can not be interstate commerce; but it can say that an 
insurance company which upon its face is not or does not 
show that it is free from the restrictions of the bill and which 
can not satisfy the board that it has complied with the provi- 
sions of the bill shall not use the mails of the United States. 

The bill provides that a corporation, before it can receive a 
license to do an interstate business, shall show to the satisfac- 
tion of the board that it has not entered into a combination for 
the purpose of securing rebates; that it has not entered into a 
pooling arrangement which would amount to a trust to the detri- 
ment of the people. Whatever kind of a corporation it may be, 
it must show those things. It must show that its capitalization 
is proportionate to its property holdings. It must show that it is 
solvent. When it does, it will have no difficulty in receiving a 
license to do business as a corporation doing interstate business. 
But until it does that it can not do interstate business. 

The bill provides that if any corporation shall refuse or fail 
to comply with the provisions which give it a legal and proper 
standing it may be treated as a bankrupt and a derelict in the 
business world, and that its business may be wound up as the 
courts wind up the business of a bankrupt concern. That is the 
method of dealing with them. 
~ I do not desire to enter into any more extended consideration 
of this bill at this time. I commend it to the wisdom and con- 
sideration of the committee to which it will naturally go. I 
desired, as I sent it out of this body, to speak these few words on 
its behalf, as I may or may not have another opportunity of dis- 
cussing the measure; but I am quite sure that the committee to 
which the bill will be referred will give it the respectful con- 
sideration to which it is entitled. With that statement I ask, 
unless some other Senator desires to say something about the 
bill, that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be so referred, in the 
absence of objection. 

SABINE RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, on yesterday I made a 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill (S. 2159) au- 
thorizing the Jasper and Eastern Railway Company, its suc- 
cessors and assigns, to construct and operate a railroad bridge 
across the Sabine River, in the States of Texas and Louisiana, 
had been passed, in order that I might hear some interested 
parties as to the effect on the bill of certain Senate amendments, 
Having received a satisfactory reply from those parties, I now 
withdraw the motion to reconsider. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas withdraws 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill named by 
him was passed. The bill, therefore, stands passed. 


BUREAU OF INSURANCE, 


Mr. SPOONER. I am instructed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary to move that the Interstate Commerce Committee, 
to whom was referred Senate bill 173, be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that the bill be referred to the Ju- 
diciary Committee. 

MI. ALDRICH. What is the nature of the bill? 
Mr. SPOONER. I was about to explain the purpose of the 


bill. It is a bill to establish a bureau in the Department of 
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Commerce and Labor, to be called the “ Bureau of Insurance,” 
with the usual elaborations of such measures. I do not want 
to discuss the subject. The consideration of its constitution- 
ality has been submitted heretofore by the Senate to the Ju- 
diciary Committee, and all bills upon that subject are desired 
to be referred to that committee, until it shall have reported on 
the question of constitutional law involved. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The chairman of the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce is absent, but I assume that that committee 
will have no objection to being discharged from the considera- 
tion of the bill, as the subject-matter has been referred by the 
Senate to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am much obliged to the Senator from 
Rhode Island for his suggestion, but I have no doubt that the 
Senate, having ordered this reference, would complete it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that the Committee on Interstate Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 173) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
establish the Department of Commerce and Labor,” approved 
February 14, 1903, being chapter 552 of the United States 
Statutes, enacted by the Fifty-seventh Congress, be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. The question is on that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE MERCHANT MARINE, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as there does not seem to 
be any very pressing business now pending, I am going to ask 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be laid 
before the Senate, simply to enable me to offer some amend- 
ments to the bill, which I am instructed to offer by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, with a view to haying the bill reprinted 
after the amendments shall have been adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire permit the Chair first to lay before the Senate a message 
from the President of the United States? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 


THE PANAMA CANAL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
8 from the President of the United States; which was 
read: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for your consideration certain 3 which 
should have accompanied my message of January 8, 1906, but which 
were omitted on account of delay in printing. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


Tun WHITE HoUsE, January 10, 1906. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message will be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Interoceanie Canals. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to inquire of the Chair what is the 
character of the papers referred to in the message? I think 
the Recor ought to show something in regard to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message is accompanied by a 
letter of the Secretary of War to the President concerning 
charges against the Isthmian Canal Commission contained in an 
article in the Independent, a weekly publication. The message 
of the President, with the letter of the Secretary of War, will 
be referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. And be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order to print will be made, in 
the absence of objection. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President, I will renew the 
request I made a few moments ago. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER] asks unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be laid before the Senate. Is there objection? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, before that is done I de- 
sire to inquire whether the article written by Mr. Bigelow, 
printed in the Independent, is included in the letter of the Sec- 


retary of War, to which article his letter is a reply? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The document is quite extensive, 
but the Chair is informed that the article to which the Senator 
refers is not included. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask, then, Mr. President, that the 
article entitled “Our mismanagement at Panama,“ written by 
Mr. Poultney Bigelow, and published in the Independent be- 
tween pages 9 and 21, inclusive, be also printed as a Senate 
document to accompany the letter of the Secretary of War. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas requests 
that the article published in the Independent, entitled “ Our 
Mismanagement at Panama, by Poultney Bigelow, M. A.,“ be 
printed as a public document. Is there objection? 8 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I should like to ask whether 
there is any communication from the President or from the 
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Secretary of War which specifically mentions this article? We 
certainly can not undertake to print as public documents all 
the sensational literature which is being issued because some- 
body happens to be mentioned. I do not know whether either 
the Secretary of War or the President has specifically mentioned 
the article referred to. I hope they have not; but if they have I 
suppose the Senator from Texas would haye the right to have 
the article referred to printed. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Does the Senator deny that the Secretary 
of War covers the article specifically? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know anything about it. I have 
not enough familiarity with it to know whether he does or not. 

Mr. CULBERSON. There is no question that he does. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter which accompanies the 
President’s message does refer to the article mentioned by the 
Senator from Texas. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well, then. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] ? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I understand that there is now 
upon the Vice-President’s desk a communication from the Secre- 
tary of War, which should haye come in with the message, but 
was delayed, which covers the point made in the article referred 
to, if I am correctly informed. I therefore suggest that the 
article and the reply of the Secretary of War be printed to- 
gether. : 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is precisely my request, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. LODGE. The report of the Secretary of War has not yet 
been laid before the Senate. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes, it has been. 

Mr. LODGE. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I had not noticed 
that. 

Mr. CULBERSON. My request is precisely that which has 
just been made by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I did not so 
understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter of the Secretary of War 
was laid before the Senate in connection with the message 
of the President of the United States. Without objection, the 
article mentioned by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] 
will be printed as a public document. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Together with the answer of the Secre- 
tary of War. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In connection with the answer of 
the Secretary of War. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
order is made. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to make an inquiry. Some days ago 
we received from the President a message, which was published 
in the Rrconb. It has always been customary to have messages 
of that kind also published as a document. I have made in- 
quiry several times, but up to the present I am informed that 
it has not been published. I should like to inquire of some 
Senator regarding that. 

Mr. LODGE. Does the Senator refer to the Panama mes- 


sage? 
Mr. TELLER. I do. 
Mr. LODGE. It is the first thing in this volume [exhibiting], 


which is on the desks of Senators. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I will say that it has been the 
custom to print such a message as a separate document, and I 
think the practice to which I have referred ought to be con- 
tinued. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think such messages have always 
been printed separately. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to inquire of some Senator if that 
usage, which has prevailed ever since I have been here, has 
been dropped; and if so, whether it is accidental or intentional? 
It is not sufficient to publish a message from the President in 
some other document, It should also be published, I think, in 
justice to the Executive, in the manner that such messages have 
always been published. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I suggest to the Senator from Colorado 
that this whole volume [exhibiting], as I understand, consti- 
tutes the President’s message. The message proper is in the 
front of the volume, and the other papers follow after it as 
exhibits to that message. à 

Mr. HALE. That is the very point that I was going to sug- 
gest. All the papers that go with the message are published 
with it and make the document. I do not think the custom 
has been to publish the message alone, separate and distinct 
from the papers that accompany it, but they make really, as 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] has said, one docu- 
ment, and that is, as I suppose, this document on our ĉesis, 

Mr. TELLER. This is not such a document as is usually 


published. This is the report of the Isthmian Canal Commis- 
sion for the year ending December 1, 1905. Of course, there 
are some things contained in the document besides the report. 

This is not very material, Mr. President, except that it has 
always been the custom to publish the message in the way I 
have indicated, so that if one wants to look at the message he 
can get it at the document room and can examine it. These 
messages should be published just as we publish the annual 
message of the President. I think the old practice ought to be 
continued. I know the message is included in this document 
which I have on my table, but I do not want every time I desire 
to examine a message, whether it be the annual message of the 
President or a special message, to have to consult such a large 
document as this. Of course, this is a matter of no great conse- 
Pipi but this is certainly a departure from the usual 
custom. 

3 VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the pleasure of the Sen- 
ate - 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask what is the order of busi- 
ness, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER] has asked unanimous consent that the unfin- 
ished business be temporarily laid before the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. Before that is done I desire to submit a point 
of order to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia. 


AFFAIRS OF MOROCCO. 


Mr. BACON. I rise, Mr. President, as a matter of order, to 
make the point of order that the resolution introduced by me 
and which was before the Senate on the day before yesterday, 
requesting certain information from the President of the United 
States relative to the appointment of delegates to the Moroccan 
conference is the business now in order. Unless the presiding 
officer is prepared to rule that the point is well taken, I desire 
to be heard briefly in support of the point of order. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator kindly state just what is 
his point of order? 

Mr. BACON. The point of order is that the resolution intro- 
duced by myself asking for certain information from the Presi- 
dent of the United States relative to the appointment of dele- 
gates to the conference to consider Moroccan affairs is now in 
order. That is my point of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Under what rule? 

Mr. BACON. I am going on to state it. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BACON. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. LODGE. I merely want to say on the point of order 


Mr. BACON. I desire to say something myself on the point 
of order. 
Mr. LODGE. I make the point of order that the resolution 


can not be taken up except by motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hold that the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Georgia is upon the Calendar and 
can only be taken up on motion or by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BACON. I ask the Chair not to so rule until I can have 
the opportunity to present my reasons in support of the point. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator 
from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the learned and distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopez] makes the point of 
order upon the point of order that the resolution can only be 
taken up on motion. The Senator may be correct, but, if so, 
it is not in accordance with the view which I have heretofore 
taken as to the right of a Senator to make a point of order. A 
point of order is a matter of the highest privilege, and can be 
made at any time, without motion, upon the initiative of a 
single Senator; and it is then for the Senate to determine, or 
for the presiding officer to determine, whether the point of order 
is well taken. 

There is, Mr. President, no rule, so far as I have been able to 
find, to the effect that when a resolution has once been taken up 
by the Senate, if it is not disposed of on that day, it shall go to 
the Calendar. If there is any rule to that effect I have, after 
diligent search, been unable to find it, and I find upon iuquiry 
of the officers of the Senate, more familiar with the rules than 
I am, that it is true, so far as their knowledge goes, that there 
is no rule which sends a resolution to the Calendar after it has 
been once before the Senate. As a result of the best investiga- 


tion that I have been able to give it, that is simply a matter of 
practice and not a matter of rule. The rule, Mr. President, 
with reference to resolutions, is found on page 14 of the Rules 
of the Senate; and without reading all of that rule, which is 
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divided into 5 separate paragraphs, I will read only the first and 
the last. 

1. Whenever a bill or joint resolution shall be offered, its introduc- 
tion shall, if objected to, be postponed for one day. (Jefferson’s Man- 
ual, sec. 23.) 

That refers to the introduction, but it has no relation to this 
particular resolution, because it was introduced without ob- 
jection. 

Then, as to the disposition of such a resolution, the fifth para- 
graph of Rule XIV is probably the one which will have more 
direct application. That paragraph reads: 

5. All resolutions shall lie over one day for consideration, unless by 
unanimous consent the Senate shall otherwise direct. (Jefferson's 
Manual, sec. 25.) 

That was the course taken in reference to this resolution. 
Upon the second day, in accordance with the contemplation of 
that rule, the resolution was called up for action. 

Now, Mr. President, in the absence of a rule, we have been 
proceeding under what is recognized as a practice, which is 
that when a resolution has been taken up and has been under 
discussion and consideration by the Senate, it shall thereafter 
go to the Calendar upon the conclusion of that day’s proceedings 
in the morning hour. 

Now, sir, the proposition which I make in connection with 
my point of order is this: That there is no rule, in the first 
place, as already stated, which would carry the resolution to 
the Calendar, and, in the second place, that, according to the 
principle of the practice, recognizing the practice as a correct 
one, the resolution does not legitimately go to the Calendar un- 
der the circumstances of this case. In order to properly pre- 
sent that suggestion, it is necessary to advert to the object of 
the practice in order to see whether or not, under the principle 
which actuates such object, this resolution has properly gone to 
the Calendar, or whether it is now properly before the Senate, 
or in a position to be before the Senate for consideration in the 
morning hour. 

The evident object of the practice which has grown up of con- 
sidering resolutions in the morning hour—there is no rule which 
says that a resolution shall be considered in the morning hour, 
so far as I can find—the evident object of it is to give opportu- 
nity for freedom of debate, for freedom for the consideration of 
any matter of importance which may be so considered by any one 
Senator, and not that, before he shall be allowed to bring the 
matter to the attention of the Senate and present it for the 
consideration not only of the Senate but for the information 
and consideration of the public, he shall have to depend upon 
the acquiescence and the consent of a majority of the body. 
The object of debate, and free debate, in the Senate is not sim- 
ply to affect the action of Senators, but to let the people of the 
country know what is being done by officers of the Govern- 
ment in carrying on the affairs of the Government. 

Mr. President, it is one of the most important and valuable 
and distinguishing features of this body as a deliberative body 
that whereas in other deliberative bodies it is frequently found, 
if it not the general rule, that consideration of any matter can 
only be had by the consent of the presiding officer or of the 
majority of the body, in this body this distinguishing and im- 
portant feature gives a Senator an opportunity to be heard upon 
any question he deems of importance, even though there be no 
other single Senator in the body who agrees with him in that 
particular. And this is a right not only of the Senator, but one 
in which the public has a most valuable interest. In order that 
that may not be abused, in order that there may not be the con- 
sumption of too much time by any one Senator in the presenta- 
tion of a matter which might be deemed by him important, 
while there might not be a concurrence of others with him in 
that particular, the practice has grown up of limiting the con- 
sideration of these matters to the first morning hour after the 
time it was taken up. But the great distinguishing feature of 
the principle and the reason of the practice remains, that there 
shall be opportunity for the presentation of the subject-matter 
and its discussion, although for the reason stated there is in 
the practice this limitation upon it. And any procedure by 
which this right to discussion of a resolution is denied or prac- 
tically destroyed is a violation of the spirit and intent of the 
rule. If a procedure is allowed by which, when anyone is not 
willing to have his acts or some other person’s acts discussed, 
the Senate can be put behind closed doors and the time taken 
up with discussing the question of secrecy, then the right of 
freedom of debate and freedom of official criticism is entirely 
destroyed in the Senate except by the permission of the majority. 

Mr. HALE. Now, let me ask the Senator a question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 


Mr. HALE. I believe I see what the Senator has in mind, 
that a single Senator shall have the right to present his views 
in his own way, without being taken from the floor by a ma- 
jority. 

Mr. BACON. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. HALE. Well, does the Senator think that that privilege 
of a single Senator to introduce a resolution and to speak upon 
it should be indefinite and without limitation, and that every 
morning hour, as it comes around, should be taken by the Sen- 
ator who has introduced a resolution, and thereby occupy all 
the time of morning hour after morning hour, and thus con- 
fiscate the morning hour for weeks or months? 

The rule—I will not say the rule, for the Senator is right 
about it; it is the practice—the object, end, and aim of the 
practice is that the Senator shall have his day in court. His 
resolution goes over on objection. The next day he has an 
hour and can discuss it, and then the invariable practice— 
and I do not know how we could do business without that 
practice—is that it shall go to the Calendar and be subject to 
the majority of the Senate. Otherwise—I do not want to re- 
peat myself—day after day and week after week one Senator 
would occupy the morning hour and confiscate it. Does the 
Senator from Georgia think one Senator ought to have the right 
to do that? 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator has concluded, I will answer 
his question. 

Mr. HALE. I have. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, no one in this Chamber is better 
eapacitated to offer an opinion which could safely be followed 
as a guide by the Senate than the honorable Senator from 
Maine, who, by his long experience here, his diligent atten- 
tion to business, and his well-recognized ability has acquired 
a familiarity with our proceedings, and has a discriminating 
judgment, which lead him to correct conclusions; but, unfor- 
tunately, the Senator from Maine anticipated me before I had 
stated my proposition. He assumed that I intended to state a 
proposition which is entirely foreign to my intention, and di- 
rected both his argument and his inquiry to something which 
I do not contemplate. 

Now, if with that statement the Senator will permit me to 
proceed, he will perceive that I did not in any manner propose 
to infringe upon the well-guarded practice of the Senate to 
which he has alluded and the unfortunate consequences of the 
infraction which he has so forcibly stated. 

I was illustrating, or endeavoring to do so, the principle upon 
which the practice is based, and I was calling the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that that rule of practice was based upon 
the great distinguishing feature which characterizes this body, 
of freedom of debate, and not only of freedom of debate, but of 
giving the opportunity to a minority, even though that minority 
may be confined to one person, of being heard, even though no 
other Senator in the Chamber might agree with him—cer- 
tainly a most valuable part of what we consider to be the dis- 
tinguishing characteristic of this body. The point I was going 
to make was not, as anticipated by the learned and distin- 
guished Senator from Maine, that a Senator would be entitled 
not only to be heard on one day or on two days, but on every day 
of the session; the point that I was going to make was that 
this resolution had never had any opportunity of one day. 
That is the point I propose to make. 

Mr. President, I can not, of course, allude to anything which 
occurred in secret session. I can speak of what occurred in 
the open session. I say I can not allude to anything that 
occurred in secret session. I can not so far as to narrate any 
distinct occurrence. I can only allude to it so far as is neces- 
sary to support the point which I make. In the open session 
on the second day when this resolution was called up, the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lope], in accordance with a 
rule of the Senate and in accordance with his right, moved that 
the resolution be considered in secret session of the Senate, and 
that having been seconded by the honorable Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], the presiding officer properly, under the 
rule, directed that the galleries be cleared and the doors be 
closed and that the matter should thereafter proceed in secret. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, will the Senator from Georgia 
allow me to make a suggestion to him? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would suggest to the Senator that the full 
situation has not been stated. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon] had his resolution before the Senate in regular form to 
be considered on its merits. The Senator from Massachusetts 
Mr. Lobak] moved to refer it to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. r 
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Mr. BACON. He said he would, but he did not move it. 

Mr. LODGE. I dislike to interrupt the Senator from Georgia. 
I never made that motion. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator said he was going to make it. 

Mr. LODGE. Ah! I said I would make it if the Senator from 
Georgia did not care to discuss the matter. He did care to 
discuss it, and I never made the motion. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then the resolution was before the Senate 
without any motion at all, except on the question of its adop- 
tion. Then it was that on the motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, seconded by the Senator from Rhode Island, the 
Senate went into secret legislative session. What took place 
there nobody is at liberty to say. Yet we all know what took 
place, and we know that no final disposition was made of the 
resolution. It is back in the Senate. 

Mr. President, the action of the Senate in -taking up the 
resolution and considering it is at least a continuous action 
beyond the hiatus that has taken place, about which nobody has 
a right to speak. If the Senator will allow me to make a sug- 
gestion, otherwise it is in the power of any two Senators on 
this floor, in respect to this rule about secret legislative session, 
to put an absolute check upon any Senator who chooses to rise 
in this body to make a remark. 

Mr. BACON. The point I make is in direct accord with the 
suggestion of the Senator from Alabama. The point I make is 
that, so far as the record discloses, there has never been a con- 
sideration of this resolution, and I challenge any Senator to 
give to the Senate any evidence of the fact that the resolution 
has ever been considered by the Senate. The resolution stands 
exactly in the same attitude as if when it was called up, before 
its consideration was entered upon and before any discussion 
was had, something else, never mind what, had intervened 
which removed it from the consideration of the Senate. I assert 
it as a fact that neither then nor any other time has this reso- 
lution been considered by the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Or removed from its consideration. 

Mr. BACON. Or removed from its consideration. If there 
were a rigid rule, or even if it were in accordance with the 
practice of the Senate or in harmony with the principle of that 
practice, that when a resolution was called up and had ever 
been declared in order, it should not be considered thereafter 
on any subsequent day, even though it had never been consid- 
ered, then, it seems to me, there might be at least some objec- 
tion to the correctness of the point of order which I make. 
But with the practice being simply that there shall be a con- 
sideration of a resolution, and that any resolution introduced 
by a Senator, although it may not be considered on the first 
day, shall haye the right of consideration, and when the fact 
exists that it never has had that consideration, I say that in 
accordance with the principle, according to the rule and the 
principle, it is now in order, because it has never had its day in 
court; and I challenge any Senator to say that either under 
one circumstance or any other circumstance this resolution has 
ever been discussed or has been before the body for discussion. 

Mr. President, what are the facts? The facts, as I was pro- 
ceeding to state at the time when the Senator from Alabama 
interrupted me, were that when the resolution was laid before 
the Senate for consideration, the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lope] moved that the Senate consider the question in 
secret session. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH ] 
seconded the motion. When the Senate went into secret ses- 
sion, for what purpose did it go into secret session? Did it go 
into secret session to consider this resolution? The rule does 
not say so. The rule says that the doors shall be immediately 
closed, and that the Senate shall decide behind closed doors 
whether it will consider the matter in secret session. The 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts was that the doors 
should be closed for the purpose prescribed in the rule, to wit, 
for the Senate to determine in secret session whether it would 
consider the resolution in secret session. That was all. It 
went no further. That is the rule; and I am not at liberty to 
say what vote was taken in secret session. But so far as this 
record discloses, so far as the record of the proceedings of the 
Senate shows, that is the extent to which the Senate has ever 


gone; and I challenge any Senator to say whether the Senate. 


at any time ever went any further than to consider the single 
question whether or not the resolution should be considered 
behind closed doors. 

Mr. President, that is the attitude, that is the position, and 
when the resolution came up for consideration it was not con- 
sidered, it was not discussed, but in obedience to a rule, the Sen- 
ate went into secret session for the purpose of determining 
whether or not the matter should be considered in secret ses- 
sion, and there is no evidence that it ever determined to con- 


sider it in secret session, or that it ever was considered in 
secret Session. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How could there be? 

Mr. BACON. I challenge any Senator here to say it ever was 
considered in secret session. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I challenge the Senator from Georgia to say 
it was not. ‘ 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Rhode Island will recog- 
nize my right to say it was not, I will say it very promptly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. One statement or the other may be made 
with equal propriety. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to ask the Senator from Georgia 
a question. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Indiana will pardon me. I 
will yield as soon as I reply to the Senator from Rhode Island. 
I can not reply to both at the same time, or I would with great 
pleasure extend my courtesy to that limit. 

The Senator from Rhode Island asks me if I am prepared to 
say that the resolution was not considered in secret session. I 
reply to him that I can not say, and I can not say it because of 
my obligation; but I reply that the affirmative must appear to 
the Senate, either here in open session or in secret session, under 
such circumstances as it may determine, that there has been 
consideration of the resolution by the Senate in order to re- 
move it from the consideration of the Senate, to take away 
from it its right to consideration and to put it upon the Calendar, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

Mr. BACON. Pardon me. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I thought the Senator was through. 

Mr. BACON. No; I am not. If the Senator will pardon me 
for a moment, I will yield to him with the greatest of pleasure, 
as I always do. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very good. 

Mr. BACON. But I can not reply to two at once. 

The facts known to the Senate, the facts as appearing to 
the Senate, the facts upon which the open Senate must act in 
open Senate, if it acts in open Senate, are that when this matter 
was up for discussion it was not discussed, that it was not con- 
sidered, that no motion was made relative thereto, but that the 
question was raised, not that it should be considered in secret 
session, but the question was raised that the Senate should go 
into secret session for the purpose of determining whether or 
not the resolution would be considered in secret session, and 
that, so far as the open session of the Senate goes, is the limit 
of the action of the Senate. 

Now, if the rule had permitted the Senate before going into 
secret session to determine that question in public, and the 
Senate had determined that it would go into secret session for 
that purpose, it would be a different case. But the Senate did 
not go into secret session for the purpose of considering the 
resolution. It went into secret session, under the rule, for the 
purpose of determining whether it would consider the resolution 
in secret session, and so far as the Record goes the sole question 
considered by the Senate in secret session was whether or not it 
would consider the resolution in secret session. 

Now I will hear the Senator from Indiana with much pleasure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

Mr. MORGAN. I rise to a question of privilege. We can not 
explain this situation to each other and discuss it in open ses- 
sion. Something took place in secret session that we have not 
any right to refer to here at all. I therefore move that the 
further consideration of the question now before the Senate be 
had in secret legislative session of the Senate, if I can get a 
second. - 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will not make that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there a second? 

Mr. PETTUS. I second the motion, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a second, and the Chair 
directs that the galleries be cleared and the doors closed. 

The doors were thereupon closed. 

During the proceedings with closed doors, the Vice-President 
overruled the question of order raised by Mr. Bacon, and de- 
cided that the resolution submitted by him on the Sth instant 
had been laid before the Senate on the 9th instant under the 
uniform rule and practice, and that the Senate had closed its 
doors on the motion to consider it in secret session, and having 
had its day in court, under the rule it had been placed on the 
Calendar, and could only be taken up for consideration upon 
motion or by unanimous consent. 

After two hours and forty-five minutes with closed doors, the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After ten minutes spent in evecutive session the doors were re- 
opened, and (at 4 o'clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until Monday, January 15, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Erecutive nominations received by the Senate January 11, 1906. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF SUPREME COURT. 

Frederick S. Nave, of Arizona, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Arizona, to which position he 
was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, in the place 
of Eugene A. Tucker, resigned. 

Mr. Nave's first nomination to be associate justice of the su- 
preme court of the Territory of Arizona, dated December 4, 
1905, was withdrawn on December 6, 1905. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

George W. Cobb, of North Carolina, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Albemarle, in the State of North Caro- 
lina. (Reappointment.) 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
INFANTRY ARM. 
To be captains. 


First Lieut. Arthur L. Conger, Eighteenth Infantry, to be 
captain from November 29, 1905, vice Berry, Twenty-ninth In- 
fantry, dismissed. 

First Lieut. James B. Kemper, Sixth Infantry, to be captain 
from December 25, 1905, vice Wilson, Second Infantry, deceased. 

First Lieut. John W. Barnes, Eighteenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain from December 28, 1905, vice Alvord, Twenty-fifth Infantry, 
resigned (line commission only). 

First Lieut. Isaac A. Saxton, Twenty-third Infantry, to be 
captain from January 2, 1906, vice Dalton, Twenty-sixth Infan- 
try, detailed as quartermaster. 

First Lieut. George E. Thorne, Twelfth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain from January 4, 1906, vice Keene, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
retired from active service. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 

Charles Booth to be postmaster at Prattville, in the county of 
Autauga and State of Alabama, in place of Charles Booth. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 20, 1906. 

CALIFORNIA, 

George Schmidt to be postmaster at Berkeley, in the county 
of Alameda and State of California, in place of George Schmidt. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 11, 1905. 


GEORGIA, 


| 
James F. Overstreet to be postmaster at Douglas, in the 


county of Coffee and State of Georgia, in place of William 
Touchton, resigned. 
ILLINOIS. 


Jacob A. Bohrer to be postmaster at Bloomington, in the county 
of McLean and State of Illinois, in place of Jacob A. Bohrer. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1905. 

William F. Calhoun to be postmaster at Decatur, in the county 
of Macon and State of Illinois, in place of William F. Calhoun. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 13, 1906. 

Abraham L, Cox to be postmaster at Elizabeth, in the county 
of Jo Daviess and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1906. 

George N. Mason to be postmaster at Erie, in the county of 
Whiteside and State of Illinois, in place of George N. Mason. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 19, 1905. 

INDIANA. 

James Edwards to be postmaster at Mitchell, in the county 
of Lawrence and State of Indiana, in plac of Joseph W. Dale. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 13, 1906. 

IOWA, 

Lyman Beers to be postmaster at Gilmore City, in the county 
of Pocahontas and State of Iowa, in place of Frank J. Tishen- 
banner, resigned. 

KANSAS. 

William Chapman to be postmaster at Mound Valley, in the 
county of Labette and State of Kansas. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1906. 

MICHIGAN, 

James H. Hudson to be postmaster at Merrill, in the county 
of Saginaw and State of Michigan. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1906. 

Le Roy C. Hunter to be postmaster at Saranac, in the county 
of Ionia and State of Michigan, in place of Sarah J. Fitzgibbons, 
resigned. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

Emma Morris to be postmaster at Ittabena, in the county of 
Leflore and State of Mississippi. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1906. 


NEBRASKA, 

William P. Freeman to be postmaster at Auburn, in the 
county of Nemaha and State of Nebraska, in place of Bessie 
Leach, resigned. 

NEVADA. 


L. L. Mushett to be postmaster at Tonopah (late Butler), 
in the county of Nye and State of Nevada, in place of William 
W. Booth, resigned. 

OHIO. 


William S. Parlett to be postmaster at Dillonvale, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Ohio, in place of Herbert 
Harrison, removed. 


PENNSYLVANIA, 

Johnson D. Neely to be postmaster at Derry (late Derry Sta- 
tion), in the county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylva- 
nia, in place of Johnson D. Neely, to change name of office. 

TEXAS. 

William P. Cochran to be postmaster at Marble Falls, in the 
county of Burnet and State of Texas. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1905. 

Samuel J. Hott to be postmaster at St. Jo, in the county of 
Montague and State of Texas. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1906. 

VERMONT. 

Raymond C. Ransom to be postmaster at Castleton, in the 
county of Rutland and State of Vermont, in place of Albert L. 
Ransom, resigned. 

WASHINGTON. 

John P. McGlinn to be postmaster at La Conner, in the county 
of Skagit and State of Washington, in place of Joseph P. 
Brewster, resigned. 

WISCONSIN, 

Mary A. McAskill to be postmaster at Glidden, in the county 
| of Ashland and State of Wisconsin, in place of M. W. McAskill, 
' deceased, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
| Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 11, 1906. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 


John Edward Jones, of the District of Columbia, now consul 
at Dalny, Manchuria, to be consul-general of the United States 
| at Dalny, Manchuria. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 
| Hoffman Philip, of New York, now consul-general at Tangier, 
| to be secretary of the legation and consul-general of the United 
| States at Tangier, Morocco. 
CONSULS. 
Bertil M. Rasmusen, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States 
at Stavanger, Norway. 
Herbert R. Wright, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States 
at Utilla, Honduras. 
Henry A. Barber, of Maryland, to be consul of the United 
States at Puerto Plata, Dominican Republic. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


Edwin Lee Jones, a citizen of the Territory of New Mexico, 
to be an assistant surgeon in the Navy from the 6th day of Janu- 
ary, 1906. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Commander Francis H. Sherman to be a commander 
in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Ensign Bayard T. Bulmer to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905, having completed 
three years’ service in his present grade. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Bayard T. Bulmer to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905. 

To be ensigns in the Navy from the 3d day of February, 
1905, to fill vacancies existing in that grade on that date: 

Charles Belknap, jr. 

Fred H. Poteet. 

Webb R. Raudenbush. 

Butler Y. Rhodes. 

Charles E. Smith. i 

P. A. Surg. John E. Page to be a surgeon in the Navy from 
the 20th day of April, 1904. 

P. A. Surg. William H. Bell to be a surgeon in the Navy from 
the 20th day of May, 1905. 

Asst. Surg. Earle M. Brown to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Navy from the 8th day of May, 1905, upon the comple- 
tion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Asst. Surg. John F. Murphy to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Navy from the 18th day of May, 1905, upon the comple- 
tion of three years’ seryice in his present grade. 


Asst. Surg. Morton W. Baker to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 10th day of July, 1905, upon the com- 
pletion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Asst. Surg. James H. Holloway to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 26th day of September, 1905, upon the 
completion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Gunner Charles B. Babson to be a chief gunner in the Navy, 
from the 27th day of April, 1904, having completed six years’ 
service, in accordance with the proyisions of section 12 of the 
“ Navy personnel act,” approved March 8, 1899, as amended by 
the act of April 27, 1904. 

Carpenter Joseph M. Simms to be a chief carpenter in the 
Navy from the 6th day of June, 1905, upon the completion of 
six years’ service, in accordance with the provisions of section 
12 of the “Navy personnel act,” approved March 3, 1899, as 
amended by the act of April 27, 1904. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

To be second lieutenants in the Marine Corps from the 30th 
day of December, 1905, to fill vacancies existing in that grade 
on that date: 

Logan Tucker, a citizen of Illinois. 

Charles C. McReynolds, a noncommissioned officer of the Ma- 
rine Corps. 

John E. Semmes, a citizen of Maryland. 

Charles F, B. Price, a citizen of Pennsylvania. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS. 

Edward W. Burruss to be postmaster at Holly Grove, in the 

county of Monroe and State of Arkansas. 
NEW YORK. 

Dayton H. Whipple to be postmaster at Altamont, in 

county of Albany and State of New York. 


the 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, January 11, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Counen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 0 
CONTINGENT EXPENSES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 68) relating to the contingent expenses of 
the House of Representatives. 

Resolved, etc., That the appropriation made for the miscellaneous 
items of the contingent expenses of the House of Representatives for 
the fiscal year 1906 is hereby made available for the payment of sal- 
aries and labor heretofore or hereafter specifically ordered by the House 
of Representatives of the present Congress, in addition to the purposes 
for which said appropriation is otherwise available. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time; was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Tawney, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


SUBSTITUTE PENSION DAY. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
Tuesday of next week be substituted for Friday, to-morrow, for 
the special order for the consideration of pension bills, I under- 
stand the gentleman from New Hampshire does not object to 
that. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. ~ There is no objection, Mr. Speaker, as for 
as I am aware. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I will say the day immediately 
following the final vote on the Philippine tariff bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the day following the vote upon the Philip- 
pine tariff bill be substituted for Friday of this week under the 
special order. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, is it certain that they 
are going to get that day now? 

Mr. PAYNE. I say the day following the final vote upon the 
Philippine tariff bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
that day you name? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 


Is it certain they are going to have 


PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 3, and 
pending that I ask unanimous consent that general debate on 
this bill be closed at the final rising of the committee on Satur- 
day of this week. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate on House bill No. 3 be closed 
Saturday next at the adjournment of the House. : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from New York as to whether he has consulted with 
Mr. WIIHAus, who is not on the floor at this moment? 

Mr. PAYNE. I have not had an opportunity to consult with 
Mr. WILLIAMS. ; 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. T would ask the gentleman to let his 
request go over until Mr. WILLIAMS is on the floor, because he 
is the leader on this siđe. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will withdraw the request, Mr. Speaker, but 
I may renew it subsequently, and I want to give notice unless 
this request is granted immediately after the reading of the 
Journal on Monday I shall move that general debate on this 
bill be closed. I now ask for a vote upon the motion to go into 
the Committee of the Whole. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the Dill 
H. R. 3, the Philippine tariff bill, Mr. OLmsTED in the chair, 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the bill H. R. 8, and the gentleman from Ohio 
Mr. Grosvenor], who had the floor and gave way for a motion 
that the committee rise last evening, reserving the balance of 
his time, is entitled to the floor this morning. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Ohio, who now has the 
floor, my colleague, shall be allowed to continue and conclude 
his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that his colleague from the same State be permitted to 
continue until he shall have concluded his remarks. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I am conscious of the 
fact that an unusual length of time has been consumed by a 
number of gentlemen who have preceded me, and while I was 
anxious to have the consent of the House, which has been so 
generously given to me, I, nevertheless, will curtail my remarks 
as far as possible, conscious that I shall not occupy an un- 
reasonable length of time if I succeed in making myself fairly 
understood to the audience. I shall not, Mr. Chairman, go over 
the ground that has been so well traveled by those who have 
preceded me. The distinguished chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee placed before the House with absolute frank- 
ness and with exhaustive detail all the real provisions and pur- 
poses of the bill, and, with all due respect to the gentlemen who 
have contested upon the other side of this question, I will not 
repeat nor add anything to the able speech of the opening Mem- 
ber, nor yet to the elaborate and perfect presentation made by 
the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. 

Mr. Chairman, the questions which have arisen along the path- 
way upon which we have traveled since the memorable year 
1898 have been logical in their origin, logical in their develop- 
ment, and logical in the presentation that they make of the ques- 
tions here to-day. When a nation goes to war by the deliberate 
act of the war-making power, that nation assumes all the nat- 
ural and probable matters and things that grow out of the condi- 
tion of war which they have created. The American people 
went to war under peculiar circumstances. Occupying the posi- 
tion which I did upon this floor; occupying the position that I 
did with relation to the then administration of the executive 
office of the Government; believing, as I did, that the war with 
Spain was not necessary; believing, as I did, that everything we 
fought for would have been and could have been easily, or ulti- 
mately, at least, attained without war, I stood with the Presi- 
dent and with the majority of the Republicans on this floor and 
did all in my pwer to delay the declaration of war, with the hope 
that war need not come. Every demand that was made by the 
McKinley Administration, every demand made upon Spain by the 
United States through its diplomacy was yielded until we came to 
the single remaining question, namely: Would Spain finally, in 
view of the position which the people of the United States had 
taken, withdraw from the island of Cuba and grant independence 
to her people? The American people had so far committed them- 
selves to the affirmative of that question that it seemed impossi- 
ble that we could yield that demand, and Spain; compromising 
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step by step, yielding first this concession and then that conces- 
sion, finally, I believe—and. that is what history will say—was 
on the point of crowning the Republican Administration of this 
country with the glory of the achievement of free Cuba without 
war, when the accident, or casualty, or whatever you may call 
it—the destruction of the Maine in Habana Harbor—precipitated 
war, with all its consequences. 

Every step taken, from the declaration of war down to the 
present time, has been the logical and inevitable result of that 
war, and the American people have no more right now to shrink 
from a responsibility which that great catastrophe brought to 
their doors than would the American people at that time have 
dared to shrink from the duty of war when our ultimatum, was 
presented and rejected by Spain. Not alone, Mr. Chairman, 

these necessary, logical, and inevitable results, not alone all of 
them, but the action of both political parties, from. the begin- 
ning of the war down until a certain period of time, placed upon 
the American people the duty which the majority on this floor 
is to-day trying to discharge. I do not care to turn aside here 
and point out that the time came when the American people 
might well have called a halt in the progress of events that were 
driving us to where we are now. The time was when ulti- 
mately, and under our Constitution, the American people through 
their representatives, in the Senate of the United States were 
called upon to say whether they would not only ratify all that 
had passd, but take all the responsibility that should come in 
the future. And both parties assumed that responsibility, and 
so urgent was it, so pressing was it, that the great leader of 
the Democratic party of that day, and, I may say, of to-day, 
came to, Washington. I say leader of the Democratic party, 
for while he is absent he is not forgotten, and while he may suf- 
fer defeat the spirit of Bryan permeates the Democratic party 
to-day as no Democrat has ever permeated the spirit of the 
Democratic party since the graye closed over old Andrew Jack- 
son. [Applause on the Democratic side.] - 

You might as well meet things as they are. I am going to 
meet them exactly as my distinguished friend from Missouri 
(Mr. CLARK], who would be less powerful if he were more in- 
clined to turn corners and avoid responsibilities than he is. It 
is the frankness of the man and the courage of the man that 
makes him dangerous in a controversy. So great was the 
emergency that that great leader of the Democratice party 
stripped himself of the ornaments and decorations of the high 
military office that he held and made haste by limited trains 
to arrive in Washington and appeal to the Democrats in the 
Senate to ratify that convention. And it was ratified: Without 
his aid it could not have been. And he secured the indorsement 
of the whole Democratic party for the action which he took in 
securing the ratification of that treaty by being again over- 
whelmingly nominated in 1900 for President and overwhelm- 
ingly defeated shortly afterwards, . 

The nomination of Mr. Bryan in 1900 was a distinct, formal, 
and sweeping indorsement of his record in war and peace, and 
while a majority of the Democratice Senators voted for this 
ratification, yet the whole party joined in its indorsement of 
Bryan, and thereby assumed the responsibility, as they will 
always have to assume it, for an equal participation in the rati- 
fication.of the treaty of Paris. : 

So we come now to a discussion of the duty that is cast upon 
us by the terms of the treaty of Paris. That is all there is 
to it. Who stands here to-day undertaking to say that they 
haye a right to say as American citizens, as statesmen, as mem- 
bers of the legislative department, that the action of this Goy- 
ernment through its legally constituted authorities ought -not 
to have been taken, and that therefore you will put an impedi- 
ment in the way of the discharge of our duty herein? 

Mr, Chairman, so much upon this question. I shall not dis- 

; cuss the question of what is to be done with the Philippines. 
There comes to my mind, when I think of that topic, this sug- 
gestion always: The Ameriean people never did a mean thing 
on earth; they never did a cowardly thing; they never dis- 
graced themselves; they never tarnished the American flag; 
they never threw discredit upon the integrity, honor, upright- 
ness, and intelligence of the American people as looked at by 
all the nations of the world, and what American will begin in 
this year of grace, or in any other year that lies ahead of us? 
That is my position. I assume the burden of the white man 
or the black man or the brown man, er any .other man, when 
going forward to the discharge of my. duty, laid upon me 
an and by proper authority of the people of my 
country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we haye reached the point where a Re- 
publican Administration, after.a long and painful study and 
careful consideration of every fact involved, with full knowl- 
edge of all the interests of the Philippine Islands, with a full, 


intelligent knowledge of the effect of this legislation upon the 


people of the United States, comes at the beginning of the 
second session of Congress, when this question has been sub- 
mitted, and calls upon the assemblage here to stand by the 
Administration and see to it that its purposes in this behalf 
are not defeated. 

What would be the effect of defeat now of this Administra- 
tion measure? If we shall get any Democratie votes in favor 
of the passage of this bill, I shall not thank them for those 
votes, for they will be given to us upon a pretended reason that 
I repudiate; and if a man comes to me and offers me ‘a pecu- 
niary favor because he says I am too fair to own my own 
wrong, I reject his proposition; and if a Democrat comes to me 
and says that he proposes to vote for this bill because it is a 
step toward free trade, I reject his proposition, and say to him, 
“You can ride in the Jim Crow car if you want to; I don’t want 
you in the first-class coach in which I ride.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask you what would 
be the chance of passing this bill through the House without 
some Democratic votes over here? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think they would be very good. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If all Democrats vote against it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think so. : 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You better begin ciphering on the 
insurrectos over there then. [Laughter.] X 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not cipher. I havea mighty reliance 
upon the Republican majority of the House of Representatives. 
I have great confidence in the intelligence and patriotism of my 
colleagues, and when brought face to face with the situation, 
even after the powerful arguments that have been offered here in 
opposition to this bill, I believe that the gentleman who votes 
against this bill will do it against his own better judgment and 
poca of an impelling power which I will refer to briefly and 

shortly 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That impelling power is thẹ power 
of the machine of this House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I said he who voted against the bill 
would do so because of an impelling power. You have got the 
impelling power at the wrong end of the boat. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, I do not think there is a gentleman in this 
House that has greater faith and confidence in the American 
doctrine of protection than I have. I do not boast of a desig- 
nation by which I am sometimes designated, as a “ stand-patter.” 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] said that we got 
that term from some disreputable source. He seems to have 
gone us one or two better in the course of his very able speech 
the other day and quoted from an authority quite as disrepu- 
table, the poker table. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I.“ raised” you. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He “raised” us; I do not know what 
that means [renewed laughter]; but I will try to “see” what 
there is in the proposition. [Renewed laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON. You will “call” him, will you? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But, Mr. Chairman, I have never seen a 
time yet when I would stand for every item and defend every 
item in the schedules of any tariff bill that I eyer saw. I never 
saw the time when I claimed that all the items were consistent 
in every schedule of any tariff bill. 

It is necessary and inevitable that with the long list of ar- 
ticles covered by the various schedules of the tariff bill there 
should be conditions that involve concessions and compromises 
and yielding of opinions and all that, and then again come the 
changes in business. Take the Dingley bill itself, passed in 
1897, nearly nine years ago, and necessarily business condi- 
tions, conditions of production, conditions of markets, and con- 
ditions of the method of manufacture have all conspired to 
make some items of that bill suggestive of the propriety of 
changes when the proper time shall come and under proper 
circumstances. ~ 

If I should die before this term ends, and somebody should 
want to speak a good word for me, I want him to say that I 
boasted on the floor of the House that no man could find a 
time in the twenty years of my service when I had been abso- 
lutely consistent upon all these and kindred questions in all 
the details of my action in any two years of that time. 
[Laughter.] I indorse and adopt the statement in Lord 
Brougham’s speech in the British House of Lords on a subject 
involving such a question as is here. 

At the end of the Napoleonic war England was led to put a 
stop to the licenses granted under the intercourse act for im- 
porting provisions in foreign bottoms. The United States re- 
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taliated by shutting her ports against all vessels coming from 


ports from whence her vessels were excluded. In his speech 


on manufacturing distress, March 13, 1817, commenting on the 
fact that whatever may have been the good policy of the navi- 
gation law, it was unwise to adhere to its enactments a century 
after the cause for them had ceased to exist, Lord Brougham 
said as follows: 8 


Here is a striking specimen of that obstinate, perverse system that 


refuses to vary with the alteration of circumstances; that will not 
accommodate itself to the progress of events, or follow the course of 
times and seasons, but clings superstitiously to what is now inap- 
plicable, though it may once have been important, as if time were 
Standing still and history were not the record of unceasing change. 


We liye, Mr. Chairman, in a period of time when conditions 
are changing, when conditions are driving legislation and ex- 
ecutive action, when new questions are to be decided and new 
important results to grow out of them, when new elements 
are entering in, and he who can not meet the growing exigen- 
cies of a country and of times like these is not fit to be trusted 
by the American people. Consistency may become stubborn ad- 
herence to a record which needs to be changed. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If it will not interrupt the gen- 
tleman, he has just stated that he is not wedded to any par- 
ticular tariff schedule, that he does not object to amending or 
revising or adjusting certain ones. 

I should like to ask him which one of those tariff schedules he 
is willing to go in with us and revise? We might all get to- 
gether—all of us “ tariff reformers.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. `The gentleman is very ingenious, and 
always puts words into the mouth of his opponent that his oppo- 
nent did not use. I said I never was wedded to all of the items 
of a tariff bill. Is that saying that I am ready now to enter into 
some kind of a revision of the tariff? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Which schedules of the Dingley 
tariff are you not wedded to? We want to get the chance for 
revision. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. When you put yourself in the attitude of 
being entitled to call on me for details I will furnish them to 
you. That time has not come yet. [Laughter.] 

So, Mr. Chairman, I am ready to vote for this bill from the 
standpoint of a “stand-patter.” I would not vote for this bill 
if it would be injurious, in my judgment, to a great industry in 
this country. I am not complaining of the gentlemen who are 
so earnestly and so honestly standing for what they believe to 
be resistance to an attack upon a great industry of theirs. I 
admire the pluck, the courage, and everything else except the 
intelligence of the gentlemen who are doing this. [Laughter.] 
I differ with them about the facts. I was here when we had the 
Porto Rican trouble. I was here when we had the Cuban trou- 
ble. Why, all the prophets, from Jeremiah—who, I believe, is 
one of the major prophets—down to the least among the minor 
prophets, never uttered one-tenth part of the prophetic declara- 
tions that were uttered by gentlemen on this floor as to the 
sad effects that were to come to this country from the Porto 
Rican tariff and afterwards from the Cuban reciprocity bill. 
And yet here we are, living in the most prosperous hour of the 
most prosperous year that this country or any other country ever 
saw, and I can prove it even by the speech of the governor of 
Massachusetts, who can shout one minute and shed tears the 
next—shout for the grand prosperity of Massachusetts, and then 
ery over a cent and a quarter additional cost on a pair of shoes. 
[Laughter.] 

I am not going any further. I have said already that I accept 
as conclusive and unanswerable the speech made by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAIzELL], and mere prophetic dec- 
larations of these gentlemen will not swerve me from that belief. 
Why, Mr. Chairman, I am not going to say a great deal about 
the details of the food upon which we have been fed upon this 
occasion. 

I listened to the testimony of a very able, careful, shrewd 
witness, who traveled all over certain portions of the Philip- 
pine Islands in the interest of the beet-sugar people of this 
country. He was there when the Taft party was there. We 
did not see him. It was said he was sick in a hospital; but he 
eame home loaded with a wonderful amount of facts, as he 
called them. Now, if you will take his testimony—and they 
rely upon it more than all the rest they have on the other side 
of this question—you will find that there is not one word of 
the testimony of Mr. Hathaway that would not be ruled out as 
incompetent in any justice's court in the United States. He 
has not given you a single fact that is worth anything that he 
does not emphatically say is hearsay. He tells you that he met 
somebody at such a place, and that person told him so-and-so. 
There was a Commission in the islands taking testimony, and 
those gentlemen might all haye been called there and have tes- 
tified and been cross-examined, but we never heard of one of 


them. But at last we discovered the vulnerable point in Hath- 
away’s testimony. He had Munchausen reports from all over 
the islands of the tremendous quantity of sugar that could be 
raised per acre, the very great cheapness with which it could 
be produced, and finally we discovered that when he made his 
appearance in those islands he gaye notice to the people, or let 
it be understood, that he represented a vast capital of money in 
the United States that was over there to buy sugar lands, and 
if there is any people on earth that can paint a picture of future 
prosperity it is the Filipino sugar raisers. , 


Mr. FORDNEY. May I interrupt the gentleman? What in- 


formation was there in the hearings before the Ways and Means 
Committee that Mr. Hatiiaway made any such investigation?’ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It was not very strong evidence, but he 
stated it in my hearing. [Laughter.] He said so in his own 
testimony. ‘ 

Mr. FORDNEY. It was not printed in the hearings. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He admitted that he went there and 
represented himself to be in the interests of gentlemen that 
would probably, if he made a favorable report, invest largely in 
sugar lands in the Philippine Islands. My friend will not 
deny that. e 

Mr. DALZELL. If my colleague will allow me, he so stated, 
and that when he came home he made a report to his people 
against the investment. i 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; he came home with all that florid 
statement that he heard and was wise and shrewd enough to 
say to his people, “ We don’t want to buy any of that land;” 
and I would say the same thing. Well, so much for that. I 
have heard this testimony, observed what I could, and I will 
round up on this question in a very few words. I do not be- 
lieve that the passage of this bill, even if it had absolute free 
trade in it in sugar and tobacco, would come anywhere near in 
ten years’ time compensating for the growth of consumption of 
sugar and tobacco in the United States. 


I noticed the other day that the gentleman from Wyoming 


[Mr. MONDELL], who does not seem to be in his seat, made some 
yery strong remarks about anybody who was silly enough to 
believe or be affected by the absurd story that though the 
Philippine producer of sugar and tobacco would not bring his 
product into this market, yet the passage of this bill would be 
a benefit to him. 

I may not have the intelligence of the gentleman from Wyo- 
milz, and he shall be at liberty to single me out as one of the 
men out of the class that he branded. He can have me. I 
was puzzled a little just as he was, only I did not decide the 
question so promptly as he did, and I did not call anybody a 
fool for believing differently from what I did. I was worried 
about this proposition. Finally here came a very intelligent 
man. I asked a good many other questions of the same sort, 
but here was evidently a man who understood everything con- 
nected with the raising, marketing, and selling of sugar of the 
Philippine Islands. He was a well-educated man, a man who 
spoke finely—he did not speak in any language that I under- 
stood, but he spoke well—and when his language was inter- 
preted, as it was, it was very fine language, even after it had 
been subjected to the interpretation which was made rapidly as 
he spoke. I said to him, “ You state, in the first place, that if 
this law should pass, nevertheless you will not send your prod- 
ucts to the United States?” “That is what I said.” “In the 
next place, you say it will greatly benefit the people of the 
Philippine Islands to have this law passed?” That is what 
I say.” “ Now,” I said, “ will you kindly make it manifest to 
me, so that I can understand, how you can bring that about?” 
He went very patiently, but calmly and pleasantly, to work 
and reached this result: He said, “Our sugar market is in 
China and Japan ”—and I might say to the gentleman from 
Wyoming that every man with ordinary understanding knows 
that, but I won’t apply that language to him or anybody else. 
In this world we do not carry heavy commodities 10,000 miles 
when the best market with the least competition in it in all the 
world lies within 1,500 miles. 

Mr. MONDELL (who had just come upon the floor). Will 
the gentleman allow me a suggestion? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. I have not heard what the gentleman said 
in regard to myself, except the last remark, but I think the gen- 
tleman just said that anyone who had any sense—and, of 
course, I must be included in that category—knew that the 
market for the sugar of the Philippine Islands was in China 
and Japan. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; I am trying to answer your proposi- 
tion, that the statement that the repeal of the Dingley tariff on 
sugar would not crowd the American market. I have entered 
upon the job of making it apparent to you, if possible, and at 
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least I hope to reach the point so that the next time the gen- 
tleman speaks of men who believe as I do the gentleman will 
modify the language he puts into his speech. 

Mr. MONDELL. Then the gentleman from Ohio did not say, 
as I understood him to say, that the market for the Philippine 
sugar was in China and Japan? 

Mr..GROSVENOR. Yes; I did say so. 

Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman will allow me, why do they 
ask us to give them an advantage of $1.20 on the basis of .mus- 
covado sugar in our market from other tropical sugars if the 
market is not here, but in China or Japan? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman had come in a little 
earlier or had stayed out a little later I would have done that. 
[Laughter.] < 

Mr. DALZELL. Will my colleague allow me a moment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. DALZELL. There is not a pound of muscovado sugar 
coming from the Philippine Islands. It is all molasses sugar, 
and if the gentleman from Wyoming bases his statement on that 
proposition he bases it on a thing that đoes not exist. : 

Mr. MONDELL. I use the word “ muscovado,” because it is 
a word largely used in commerce, but I could have used the 
word “molasses” equally as well. It would have been quite 
as proper. What I did say applies to molassés sugar. I 
Was simply referring to the fact the average duty on Philippine 
sugar, call it what you may, in the markets of the United 
States without any rebate or reduction is $1.20 a hundred, and 
if their market is in China, why do they ask a reduction of $1.20 
a hundred in our markets? ` 

Mr. DALZELL. There is a fundamental difference between 
muscovado sugar and the sugar that comes from the Philip- 
pines. 

Mr. MONDELL. I will say to the gentleman, as far as my 
argument is concerned, it is entirely immaterial. 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not think it is. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I have taken infinite pains 
to make that the one plain proposition of my whole speech, and 
I did it for the sole purpose of enlightening the gentleman from 
Wyoming. I said he was not here, and I regretted it, but I 
had to make it, and now he has spoiled all I have said and will 
not understand what I say hereafter. [Laughiter.] 

Mr. MONDELL. I will say, Mr. Chairman, I will not unless 
the gentleman is a little more clear in his statements hereafter 
than he has been up to this time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have been very clear, but he did not 
hear it. Now, let me restate this proposition. I asked this 
yery intelligent gentleman—I will not go into the details now 
about the language and his wide fund of knowledge—I said to 
him: “ You say now you want this tariff taken off in the interest 
of the sugar raiser of the Philippine Islands, and yet in the next 
breath you say if it is taken off nevertheless you will not go 
there with your commodity.” Now, then, I just reached that 
point. I will now go on. Of course everybody knows who 
knows anything about it, and my friend from Wyoming knows 
a good deal about it, knows the sugar that is sold in China and 
Japan is almost exclusively unrefined sugar. There is not a 
great business in refining sugar in the Orient. Conditions are 
not favorable to the refining of sugar. There is an attempt at 
refining in two large institutions in Hongkong, but the great 
body of the sugar that is raised in the Philippine Islands or 
anywhere else in the Orient is sold in China and Japan as “ brown 
sugar,” as we would call it, or “raw sugar,” as the trade would 
call it. Now, then, the merchant of China comes to the city of 
lloilo, and conscious of his power he makes this statement: “I 


want so many tons of raw sugar and I will give you so much a 


ton for it.” Now, then, what are the elements that stand to 
either compel the merchants of Iloilo to sell that sugar or to 
refuse to sell it? He takes his pencil and begins to figure, first 
the freight to New York, then loading at Iloilo, then a cent and 
upward duty on the sugar in New York, and the Chinaman 
has figured it out just as closely as the Filipino has. He knows 
just exactly how much duty will have to be paid in New York; 
he knows just exactly how much freight will have to be paid 
and insurance and everything else of that character, and he 
makes his figures accordingly, and he makes his proposition to 
the Filipino commission merchant, or whatever he may be, and 
that merchant has no other market, I say to the gentleman from 
Wyoming, and therefore he must sell his sugar with the impedi- 
ment of our tariff standing in the way. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman yield, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Unless the gentleman wants to ask me 
something I do not think he ought to cut into my argument by 
attempting to answer it now. 

Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman does not care to yield 
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oMr GROSVENOR. If you think I have not now made it 
plain. ; 

Mr. MONDELL. I understood the, gentleman to say the 
Filipino had no other market except the markets of China and 
Japan. Of course he has the market of the world, as the Jaya 
planter and the Borneo planter has, and has he not also under 
the present reduction an advantage of nearly $7 a ton on the 
88 cents that he now pays on the average? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He has that advantage. 

Mr. MONDELL. And is not that more than the effort to 
give them an insurance? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That may be, but yet the remaining un- 
oon portion of the duty stands in his way just exactly as 
muc 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not caring what weight all this 
has. I have tried to show that the Filipino merchant is inter- 
ested to the extent of our tariff because it stands against the 
price he can obtain for his sugar, no matter where he attempts 
to sell it. So much for that. 

I will not say anything about tobacco. I represent a State 
that has a large tobacco interest in it, and if I thought the poor 
miserable stuff that is produced in the archipelago of the Phil- 
ippines would come into competition so as to injure the tobacco 
of my State I would be sorry for the tobacco of my State, 
There is not a pound of that Manila tobacco that can be sold 
in the Cincinnati markets at any price whatever. There is not 
a raiser of tobacco in the Miami Valley that would turn aside 
for one moment to consider taking that tobacco by the ton if it 
were given to him. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will, with pleasure. A 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Would the gentleman send a box of the 
average Manila cigars to a constituent of his whose vote he 
wanted? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would; but I would do it in this way: 
I would say, first, “ My friend, I do not smoke; therefore I do 
not know anything about these. If these are not fit to smoke, 
you can use them as curiosities.” In that way I might be 
tempted to do it, but I would not send a box to the skilled gen- 
tleman, my colleague, whose good taste and accuracy of judg- 
ment in these matters are proverbial, who has addressed me 
just now. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is, if you wanted to maintain his 
friendship? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
highly. s i 
Well, Mr. Chairman, so much for this question. I do not 
mean alone the Cabinet, I do not mean alone the Senate or the 
House of Representatives when I say I do not wish to see the 
Administration balked in its purposes toward the Philippine 
Islands.. I mean that I am not willing to see the onward prog- 
ress that the Republican party has made in the discharge of its - 
sworn duty to the Philippine Islands broken down and turned 


-Yes; and I certainly value it very 


‘back and chaos reigning where there ought to be harmony and 


unity of action. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The present Administration of the Government has been indus- 
trious, intelligent, and patriotic, following up the line of ad- 
ministrative action laid down by the McKinley Administration 
in the early days of our administration of this important duty. 
There was no man in the United States who could have been 
selected who would have been better fitted for the position than 
the distinguished gentleman, William H. Taft, and if ever a 
man deyoted himself intelligently, devotedly, and unselfishly 
to the accomplishment of a great purpose that man was Taft. 
Standing by the interests of his own country and the Admin- 
istration which he represented, he neyertheless so administered 
his high office as to challenge and receive the approval, admira- 
tion, and affection of the Filipino people. In our excursions 
through the islands it was marvelous to witness the enthusiastic 
admiration that the common people had for Taft. Taft is an 
American, a Republican, and a strong supporter of the princi- 
ples and policies of the Republican party, and yet he comes here 
zealous in support of this bill and comes here as a representa- 
tive of the Republican party and a representative in the highest 


-degree of the best sentiment of the American people. 


Now, then, a very few words about the Filipino. I do not 
expect to be here at the time, but I want to say to the gentlemen 
that the hardest things that have been said about the future of 
the Philippine Islands, the talk about the degraded people, their 
stupidity, their ignorance, their poverty, their barbarism, all 
of the most eloquent language that has eyer been used during 
the whole of these past years pale into insignificance as com- 
pared with the description that Daniel Webster gave of all the 
people in the great territory we acquired from Mexico and upon- 
which stands the great State of California and the Territories 
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of New Mexico and Arizona. I quote from Mr. Webster's 
speech in Congress: 

There are some things one can e against with temper and submit 
to, if overruled, without mortification. There are other things. that 
seem to affect one’s consciousness of being a sensible man and to imply 
a disposition to impose upon his common sense. And of this class of 
topics, or pretensions, I have never heard of anything more ridiculous 
in itself, more absurd, and more affrontive to sober judgment than 
the cry that we are getting indemnity by the acquisition of New Mexico 
and California. I hold they are not worth a dollar; and we pay for 
them vast sums of money. 

Go back, you gentlemen who think you can foretell things, 
and think you can see ahead of them, and read what the great 
leaders of sentiment in the Senate and House of Representatives 
said when the question of ratifying the treaty with France by 
which we acquired the Louisiana purchase came. You will 
find that they were limited in their scope to the Allegheny 
Mountains, and they did not believe that God himself would 
ever have anything to do with anybody that did not live on this 
side of the mountains, and I am afraid that some of them are 
in the same boat to-day [laughter], as I will attempt to show 
you after a little. ' f 

When the nation’s claims to the Oregon country were under 
consideration, a distinguished United States Senator, Mr. Mc- 
Duffie, said: 

What is the nature of the country? Why, as I understand it, 700 
miles this side of the Rocky Mountains is uninhabitable—a region 
where rain seldom falls, a barren, sandy soil, mountainous, totally im- 
passable. Well, now, what are we going to do in this case? How 
are you going to employ steam? Have you made anything like an esti- 
‘mate of the cost of a railroad from here to the Columbia? Why, the 
oe Fest add tees . 8 of — fpe will this be 
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pinch of per for the whole territory. I thank God tor. 5 
placing the Rocky Mountains there. 

And when the purchase of Alaska was contemplated, Benja- 
min F. Butler, a Representative from Massachusetts, declared: 

If we are to 1 se Russia's friendship this amount, I desire to give 
her the $7,200, and let her k Alaska. I have no 
doubt that any time within the last twenty years we could have had 
Alaska for the asking. I have heard it was sọ stated in the Cabinets 
of two Presidents, provided we would have taken it as a gift. But no 
man, except one insane enough to buy the earthquakes in St. Thomas 
and the ice fields in Greenland, could be found to agree to any other 
terms for its acquisition to the country. - i 
. I believe that the: Philippine Islands will become one of the 
greatest jewels in the crown of American achievement. Mr. 
Chairman, a people domestic, orderly, well behaved, willing to 
work, temperate in their habits, and sending under these condi- 
tions more than half a million of children to the English schoois 
in those islands, rapidly adjusting themselves to American cus- 
toms, to American law, to American purposes, who people that 
rich ecountry—not all tobacco land, not all sugar land, not all 
abacá land, but a country competent to support the whole popu- 
lation and raise products to be sent abroad—a people that will 
thus adjust themselves to American customs and American con- 
ditions is a people not to be treated in the manner that the 
Philippine people are being treated by some of our statesmen. 
It may be a long time. Well, this country is going to last a 
long time. This country will have obligations to the people of 
the Philippines when the youngest Member -of this House is 
dead and his grandchildren are in Congress. 

Mr..MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will. 

Mr. MONDELL. Is not the optimistic view which the gen- 
tleman expresses, and with which I agree, relative to the Fili- 
pinos and their possibilities, the view that all the gentlemen 
have taken who have opposed the bill? And is it not true that 
the other view of the Filipinos, the view that pictures him as 
impossible of improvement and his country impossible of de- 
velopment, the view that has been taken by the gentlemen who 
are for the bill? i eis 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The argument of the gentleman, to the 
man who is utterly selfish and feels no obligation to God or 
man or duty, is a strong argument. It does not have any effect 
upon me whatever. I owe an obligation to a source that is 
higher. : 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman owe a higher obliga- 
tion to the Filipinos than to the people of the United States? 

Mr. GROSVENOR.. To the Almighty above any human be- 
ing; and when I believe He has laid a duty on me, I will try 
to discharge it if I may in so doing do harm to nobody else. 

Now we are getting into a field of operation in which I do not 
think either one of us has been famous up to this time. [Laugh- 
ter.] > y 

Mr. Chairman, at this fortunate or unfortunate time, as it 
may be, in the history of our country, the Democratic party on 
this floor, through its most fearless and able champion—of 
course I need not say I refer to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Crark]—comes here and seeks to stir up trouble about the 
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‘tariff question; and I am going to refer to one or two of the 
propositions he made the other day. I give him notice now 
that if he ever again attempts to assault the memory of James 
G. Blaine I shall rise up in condemnation of bim. I am going 
to give him the fullest opportunity to apologize after my speech 
is finished [laughter]; and if he does not do it, E give him 
notice he must never read that extract from Blaine’s book on 
the tariff of 1846 without reading a whole lot more with it. 
Mr. Blaine wrote a book. He wrote the facts of history on 
events, events that he had witnessed and events that he had 
not witnessed; and I have never yet heard anybody charge him 
with unfairness, especially in the first volume of his writings. 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] undertook to bring 
Mr. Blaine into court to testify so as to impeach the Republican 
platform of 1904. He indicted the platform, and he made some 
remarks more or less complimentary to the supposed author of 
the platform, a distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, when 
he proposed to assail it. Now I am going to quote the platform 
exactly; I am going to say to you that he got the idea of that 
platform from a speech that was made a number of years ago 
in the Senate of the United States by Senator Harry Davis, of 
West Virginia, in which he said, in substance, he had lived a 
long time, that he had studied the tariff question, and he always 
noticed that when we had a high tariff we had prosperity, and 
when we had a low tariff we had adversity; and Mr. LODGE, a 
wonderful historian, who looks into all the publications, had 
discovered, I assume, Mr. Davis's speech, and he incorporated it 
in substance and effect into the platform upon which Roosevelt 
was nominated for President. The substantial effect of that plat- 
form is that whenever we have had low tariff it has done harm, 
and whenever we had a high tariff we have had good times. 
Now, I am going to make a few brief remarks for the benefit of 
the gentleman from Missouri, and in the first place I am going to 
put his witness on the stand, and I am going to quote the whole 
of that witness’s testimony. i 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I say in ordinary fairness that the 
gentleman from Ohio ought to quote all the sentence. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam going to quote it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, if that is your text, you 
ought to state what it is; no preacher is allowed to suppress an 
essential part of the sentence of his text that he is going to 
preach from. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And no man ought to read one para- 
graph of a man’s statement before a court and then leave out 
another one. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why, Mr. Chairman, there is not 
a man who ever practiced law twelve months in his life—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have practiced longer than that. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You have practiced longer than 
that—that does not invariably use that portion of the witness's 
statement on the other side that best suits his own case and 
leaves the other out if he wants to. [Laughter.] That's the 
rule laid down in the books, and it is a sensible rule. Now, if 
the gentleman does not know what that sentence in the Re- 
publican platform is, I will quote it to him verbatim. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have sent for it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am glad you have, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am very proud of it. Now, then, 
what Mr. Blaine wrote is a very good statement of facts, but 
before I read the paragraph to which I have referred, I want 
to say that another gentleman—doubtless by error of knowl- 
edge—I can not make that apology for my friend from Mis- 
souri—undertook to assail Mr. Blaine upon the same proposi- 
tion, no less a personage than Mr. Gladstone, and Mr. Blaine 
made an answer to Mr. Gladstone, which I am going to rend. 
It will be found in the North American Review, in a debate 
between those two great men, who are both dead. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not want to interrupt you, 
but I want to protest against your assuming that I assailed 
Blaine. I did not do anything of the sort. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am not saying that you did. 

Now, I want to give the gentleman the language of the plat- 
form of the Republican party, so that we can start square, and 
I say to him that it is in effect the same declaration that was 
made by Mr. Davis when he was a Senator: 


A Democratic tariff has always been followed by business adversity ; 
a Republican tarif by business prosperity. 


There we are. 

Now— 

Says Mr. Blaine, about the tariff of 1846, which seems to be 
the sole oasis in the desert of Democratic tariff making 
one of the most suggestive experiments of that kind— | 

Which is a tariff for reyenue— 


had its origin in the tariff to which I have just referred, passed In 1846, 
in apparent harmony with England's newly declared financial policy. 


1906. 
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At that moment a Southern President [Mr. Polk] and a Southern Sec- 
retary of the Treasury [Mr. Robert J. Walker] were far more inter- 
ested In expanding the area of slave territory than in advancing home 
manufactures, and were 5 eager to make commereial exchanges 
with Europe on the somewhat difficult basis of cotton at bigh prices 
and returning fabrics at low prices. 

Under ordinary circumstances the free-trade tariff of 1846 would 
have promptly fallen’ under popular reprobation and been doomed to 
Speedy repeal. But it had a singular history, and for a time was gen- 
erally acquiesced in, even attaining in many sections a certain ve 
of popularity. Never did any other tariff meet with so many and so 
great aids of an adventitious character to sustain it as did this enact- 
ment of 1846. Our war with Mexico began just as the duties were 
lowered, and the consequence was the disbursement of more than 
$100,000,000 in a way that reached all localities and favorably affected 
all interests. This was a great sum of money for that period, and for 
the years 1846, 1847, and 1848 it considerably more than doubled the 
ordinary outlay of the Government. In the middle of this iod the 
Irish famine occurred and called for an immense export of breadstuffs 
at high prices. The discovery of gold in California the succeeding year 
flushed the channels of business as never before by rapidly enlarging 
the circulation of coin in all parts of the country. Before this out- 

uring of gold had ceased the three great nations of Europe, as prece- 

ence was reckoned at that time—England, France, and Russia—en- 

tered upon the Crimean war. The export of manufactures from Enz- 
land and France was checked; the breadstuffs of Russia were blocked 
and could not reach the markets of the world. An extraordinary 
stimulus was thus given to all forms of trade in the United States. 
For ten years—i1846 to 1856—these adventitious aids came in regular 
succession and exerted their powerful influence upon the prosperity 
of the country. 

The withdrawal or termination of these influences, by a treaty of 
peace in Europe and by the surcease of gold from California, placed 
the tariff of 1846 where a real test of its merits or its demerits could 
be made. It was everywhere asked with apprehension and anxiety, 
Will this free-trade tarif now develop and sustain the business of the 
` country as firmly and securely as it has been developed and sustained 
by protection? The answer was made in the ensuing year by a wide- 
spread financial panic. 


I sometimes differ with my friend about the proper use of the 
word “ panic,“ and I have had a great many very nice discus- 
sions with him as to whether panic and hard times mean the 
same thing. I say we can have a panic and not hard times, 
and we can have hard times and haye no panic. Here we had a 
panic that came immediately after these adventitious matters 
had passed away. 

The answer was made in the ensuing year by a widespread 
financial panic, which involved the ruin of thousands, including 
proportionately as many in the South as in the North, leaving 
the country disordered and distressed in all the avenues of 
trade. The disastrous results of this tariff upon the permanent 
industries of the country are described in President Buchanan’s 
well-remembered message communicated to Congress after the 
panic. 

Mr. Buchanan was a Democrat, the last Democratic President 
but one, I say. Doubtless my friend would hesitate, but he 
would be inclined to say that Buchanan was the last Democratic 
President this country had. This is what Mr. Buchanan said: 

With unsurpassed plenty in all the elements of national wealth our 
manufacturers have suspended, our public works are retarded, our pri- 
yate enterprises of different kinds are abandoned, and thousands of use- 
ful laborers are thrown out of employment and reduced to want. 

This testimony as to the result of a free-trade tariff is all the 
more forcible from the fact that Mr. Buchanan, as a member of 
President Polk’s Cabinet, had consented to the abandonment of 
protection, which in his earlier career he had earnestly supported. 

And a large amount more, showing that while Mr. Blaine ad- 
mitted the ten years of prosperity, he always pointed out that 
there was a special reason for it, and always pointed out that 
when these adventitious supports fell away the crash came. 

Now, here is what my friend [Mr. CLARK of Missouri] quoted, 
and if I have said that I thought he was unfair I certainly did 
not mean that, for he is the fairest man ever I had a controversy 
with. A man who knows as much as he does can afford to be 
fair. Here is what he said, and he read this, and I had heard it 
so often that I could almost repeat it by heart, but I never could 
get the documents to answer it until now: 

The Whig victory of 1848 was not sufficiently decisive to warrant any 
attempt, even had there been desire, to change the tariff. General Tay- 
lor had been elected without subscribing to a platform or pledging him- 
self to a specific measure, and he was therefore in a position to resist 
and reject 11 of the ordinary partisan character. Moreover, the 
tarif of 1846 was 9 abundant revenue, and the business of the 
country was in a flourishing condition at the time his Administration 
was organized. Money became very abundant after the year 1849, large 
enterprises were undertaken, speculation was prevalent, and for a con- 
siderable period the prosperity of the country was general and appar- 
ently genuine. After 1852 the Democrats had almost undisputed control 
of the Government, and had gradually become a free-trade party. The 
principles em ed in the tariff of 1846 seemed for the time to be so 
entirely vindicated and approved that resistance to it ceased, not only 
among the people, but among the protective economists, and even among 
the manufacturers to a large extent. So general was this acquiescence 
that in 1856 a protective tariff was not suggested or even hinted by any 
one of the three parties which presented Presidential candidates. 

Now, then, right over on the other page, against this statement 
of Mr. Blaine, right in the same chapter, is this: 


The one excuse given for urging the passage of the act of 1857—— 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to 
interrupt the gentleman unnecessarily, but I want to ask him 
if the tariff of 1857 did not cut the tariff rates lower than the 
Walker revenue tariff? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; it did, and I will show you the 
effect of it: 

The one excuse given for urging the passage of the act of 1857 was 
that under the tariff of 1846 the revenues had become excessive, and 
the income of the Government must be reduced. z 

To-day you hear the Democratic doctrinaire—and my friend 
from Missouri was in that line of battle in the last Congress— 
say that inasmuch as we were threatened with a deficit in the 
Treasury we should have to lower the tariff in order to replenish 
the Treasury. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. He says that the Walker tariff 
produced more revenue than was needed, but in 1857, by 
common consent of all parties, it was reduced unfortunately 
below the correct revenue point. I never have been in favor 
of cutting it below the revenue point. I am not now, because I 
want abundant revenue. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But while it stood at the revenue point 
it destroyed the industries of the country. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If that is so, I want to ask you 
why the Whigs and Know-nothings and Democrats altogether 
joined on a proposition to cut the tariff lower than it was by 
the Walker tariff bill of 1846? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We were in an experimental stage then. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; the truth is we were in a pros- 
perous stage and wanted to get rid of some of the surplus, but 
they put it too low. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I cite President Buchanan against the 
gentleman from Missouri. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. He was in his dotage. I don’t care 
a straw what he said. [Laughter.] 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I was not in my dotage. I was just ad- 


mitted to practice law in 1857, and the hardest time that I ever 
saw in the United States of America was then. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me ask the gentleman. This 
panic of 1857 came on after the tariff bill of 1857 was passed 
on the 3d day of March? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is, after the repeal of the 
Walker tariff bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think so. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That message was sent in in De- 
cember, 1857, after the panic. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will see that those dates are made 
absolutely correct: 

But it was soon found to be a most expensive mode of reachi 

end. The first and most important Asiya fiowing from the papan 
was a large increase in importations and a very heavy drain in con- 
sequence upon the reserved specie of the country to pay the balance 
which the reduced shipments of agricultural products fai ed to meet. 

In the autumn of 1857— 

That was before the passage of the tariff law. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That was nine months after the 
passage. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is right— 

In the autumn of 1857, half a year after the passage of the tariff 
act, a disastrous financial panic swept over the country, prostrating for 
the time all departments of business in about the same degree. The 
agricultural, commercial, and manufacturing interests were alike and 
speur involved. The distress for a time was severe and widespread. 

e stagnation which ensued was discouraging and long cont nued, 
making the years from 1857 to 1860 extremely dull and dispiriting in 
business circles throughout the Union. The country was not exhausted 
and depleted as it was after the panic of 1837, but the business com- 
munity had no courage, energy was paralyzed, and new enterprises were 


at a standstill. 

That is what Mr. Blaine says, and I read it in his interest. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to ask 
the gentleman from Ohio a question right here. I ask the gen- 
tleman as a lawyer if that statement I read from Mr. Blaine is 
not a plain statement of facts by a historian which he felt called 
on in the cause of truth to say, and if what the gentleman has 
read from Blaine in addition to what I read is not a special plea 
of a protectionist to bolster up protection by reason of his love 
of protection? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I decline to support any such proposition. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will suggest at this point that I will 
put into the Record at this part of my speech conclusive and 
unanswerable evidence that from the foundation of this Govern- 
ment every change of the tariff from higher to a lower tariff has 
brought more or less disaster upon the country, and I will put 
it there in the form of facts and figures that the gentleman from 
Missouri will not be able to answer, and therefore I conclude 
upon this proposition that the Republican platform of 1904, 
emanating from whatever source it may have emanated, is abso- 
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lutely true, and is backed up by the concurrent evidence of the 
history of my country. 

The documents which I here and now present I present with 
a deliberate challenge to the gentlemen on the other side of 
this question to assail the statements made and to show by his- 
torical proof that the statements are not correct. At the risk 
of being prolix and tedious, I think this matter is of the highest 
importance at this time, and the student of American commer- 
cial and financial history will find a wide and ever-interesting 
study as he goes through the record of the past to acquire wis- 
dom for the discharge of his duty in the present. 

The writer and compiler of these facts, Mr. Francis Curtis, 
is pretty well known to the people of this country, and I think 
I risk nothing in saying that his statement until contradicted 
will carry weight. 


WHEN SHALL WE REVISE THE TARIFF? 
(By Francis Curtis.) 

It is manifestly due to those so-called tariff revisionists, both within 
and without the party, who are advocating an immediate change that 
those who oppose aay change for the present should answer their query, 
“When s we revise the tariff?’ 

Pid A a review of former revisions should be both profitable and in- 
uctive. 

No material and complete revision of our first tariff of 1789 was made 
until 1812, when it was enacted : 

“That an additional duty of 100 per cent upon the permanent du- 
ties now imposed by law upon goods, wares, and merchandise imported 
into the United States shall be levied and collected upon all goods, 
wares, and merchandise which shall, from and after the passing of this 
act, be imported into the United States from any foreign port or place.” 

And it was further enacted : 

“That this act shall continue in force so long as the United States 
shall be 3 in war with Great Britain and until the expiration of 
one year er the conclusion of peace, and no longer: Provided, how- 
ever, That the additional duties laid by this act shall be collected on all 
5 wares, and merchandise as shall have been previously im- 


ted. 

This was the only complete revision of the tariff that has taken place 
in our history on account of war. The increase in tariff rates, coupled 
with the prohibitions of nonintercourse, threw us on our resources and 
resulted in the establishment of many new industries, which, in spite 
of the ravages of war, brought immense increase of national wealth and 
business activity. In a special message to Congress, February 20, 1815, 
President Madison asked— 

“Deliberate consideration of the means to preserve and promote the 
manufactures which have orng into existence and a ed an unpar- 
alleled maturity throughout the United States during the period of the 
European wars.” 

TARIFF ACT OF 1812. 


The tariff act of 1812 provided for its own termination, which would 
have come without any legislation on February 17, 1816, one year after 
the treaty of Ghent was ratified. It was feared that the duties exist- 

before the war would not afford sufficient protection to our newly 
established industries, and it was pretty well agreed on all sides that 
those duties should be increased. rst, the act of 1812 was continued 
until June 30, 1816. 

It was undoubtedly the purpose of the Members of the Fourteenth 
Congress to give us in the law of 1816 a thoroughly protective tariff, 
and yet it proved a failure, not use the principle upon which it 
was Based was not protective in character, but ause the spirit of in- 
dustrialism which then prevailed in the mother country was such as to 
overcome with an inundation of goods the effects of protection which 
were not protective, simply because duties were not made high enough. 
In other words, moderate protection was no protection at all, and when 
England resolved to flood our country with her great accumulation of 
goods of all kinds, our tariff did not prove a sufficient barrier. 

Our present revisionists would do well to study with great care the 
conditions and the results of that period of our history. For eight 
years we suffered as only a nation can suffer when she buys her goods 
from abroad and her own artisans are idle and unproductive. It was 
during this period that the tariff question as a great national poy 
came to the front in our politics and was most thoroughly debated, not 
only in both Houses of Congress but by the press and on the epee 
ond through numberless pamphlets ana speeches made throughout the 
country. 

The 1 result was a new tariff in 1824, which was intended to be, and 
which proved to be, thoroughly 1 in character, and in the 
words of President McKinley: The nation was quickened into new 
life, and the entire country under the tariff mov on to higher tri- 
umphs in industrial progress, and to a higher and better destiny for 

its le.“ 
* * REVISION IN 1828. 

o satisfactory was this tariff that it was still further revised in 1828, 
gen higher duties substituted to such a degree that by its enemies it was 
called the tariff of abominations,” and its enactment marked the be- 

nning of the secession spirit at the South, which led to nullitication 
£ 1835 and rebellion in 1861. In fact, it was the tariff of 1828 which 
brought about a sectional division which has not since been eradicated. 
Daniel Webster, the free trader of the early part of the century, seeing 
the benefits which accrued from the protective tariff of 1824, became 
himself one of the stanchest advocates of protection, becanse he saw 
that it was a benefit to the whole country, while John C. Calhoun, who 
had been a protectionist while Webster was a free trader, now believing 
that free trade would be better for his State and section, and jealous 
of the wing power of the North because of protection, became an 
ardent a trader. 

The time spent in revising the tariff into the law of 1816 was thirty- 
nine days of actual consideration by both Houses of Congress and the 
President. 

A considerable portion of the Sixteenth Congress, which began in 
December. 1819, was given up to a tariff COR ERAT AEST but without legis- 
lation. The discussion was, however, productive of good. 

FAILURE TO REVISE UPWARD. 

As the count was now aroused to the necessity of a tariff which 
would Jat an end to foreign competition, the failure to revise the tariff 
in 1820 was a most severe disappointment to the protectionists through- 


‘out the country. 


Mr. Niles cites the case of a paper in Kentucky, the 
n Pu Inquirer, which at the failure of the bill came out 
with a black border and column rules, op eet 
O ye sons and daughters of Kentu 


Mou 10 ye inhabitants of 
the Uni States, put on sackcloth and ashes, for the great enemy of 
our independence has prevailed. You must still remain prostrate. 
our agricultural productions must lie and rot on your hands.” 

Mee were now held in various parts of the country, and me- 
morials o Co The Seventeenth 


om all sides were presented 
Congress contented itself with resolutions, but no tariff legislation fol- 
lowed, The Eigh th Congress, however, which met in December, 
1823, took the matter up almost immediately. A bill was reported on 
January 9, 1824, and a discussion began on February 10. passed on 
the 16th of April. The Senate n its consideration on the 28th of 
April and passed it on the 13th of May, it being signed by the President 
na May “ore having been debated and passed and approved in less than 
ve mon 

The Twentieth Congress met in December, 1827, and the new tariff 
bill was 22 In on the last day of January following. It occupied 
the time of the House and the Senate about four months. 

The so-called modified tariff of 1832 was not by any means a 
thorough revision, but simply contained amendments to the act of 
1828. The compromise tariff of 1833 was, however, an entirely new 
measure, and was the result of conciliation to meet the demands of 
southern leaders. The enactment of the amendments to the tariff of 
1828, which became known as the tariff of 1832, occupied but a few 
months, and was immediately followed by nullification. 


COMPROMISE TARIFF OP 1832. 


On the assembling of the Twenty-second Congress in December, 1832, 
the 1 of nullification and the tarif were, of course, uppermost. 
A bill was reported on the 27th of mber and discussion began on 
the 5th of January. On the 1ith of February Mr. Clay gave notice in 
the Senate that he should on the next day ask leave to introduce a bill 
to modify the various acts a ge duties on imports. It was then 
that the basis of the compro: tariff was presented, and it must be 
remembered that it was presented by the father and founder of the 
American system of protection, as exemplified in the acts of 1824 and 
1828. But Mr. Clay loyed his country better than a section, and he 
believed that through compromise and concillation he might save the 
Union, expecting that there would be found a way to protect our in- 
dustries after the Union had been saved. 

In the House of Representatives the so-called“ Verplanck"” bill had 
been for several weeks under debate, but the House was evidently wait- 
ing to see what the Senate would do, and the debates oragged. alon 
most — is On February 25, two days after the bill had pa 
the Senate, it was substituted in the House for the bill there pending, 
and it was approved by the President on March 21. But a few weeks 
had transpired in its discussion and enactment. In fact, up to this 
time three or four months at the longest was 8 for the framing 
and discussion and ge of a tariff law. oreover, at no time 
could the tariff itself up to this period be called a paramount issue. 
Since 1820 the slavery question had been at the front, and the tariff 
question was always secondary. Even in the debate over the com- 
promise of 1833 it was felt that the compromise itself was but a 
means toward an end—namely, the adjustment of the slavery question 
for the time being, if not for several years to come. The protection- 
ists of the North preferred peace before all things and sacrificed the 
material interests of the country in order that peace might prevail. 

The fiscal year 1834 then was entered upon with the prospect of 
constantly decreasing duties until all should be wiped out but 20 per 
cent by 1842. The crash came in 1837, and the worst panic and 
business depression which the country had yet known followed. 


TARIFF OF 1842. 


In 1840 the Democrats in their platform condemned protection and 
indorsed practical free trade, while the eas, althou they adopted 
no platform, presented as their candidate iliam Henry Harrison, 
who was a strong protectionist. Mr. Harrison was elected, and with 
him John Tyler as Vice-President. Not only were these candidates 
successful, but a decided protectionist majority was elected to the next 
Congress. This Congress did not meet till ber, 1841. Several 
attempts had been made to change the tariff of 1833, but none had 
been successful, and when the Twenty-seventh Congress was called 
together by President Harrison to meet in extraordinary session, May 
31, 1841, although Mr. Harrison had su ed by Mr. Tyler, the 
condition of the Treasury was such as to require immediate attention. 
The last reduction under the tariff of 1833 had not yet taken place. 
Mr. ler, who had been professedly a protectionist while he was a 
candidate, now became hostile to his party interest and gave warning 
that te compromise act should not be altered except under urgent 
necessity. 

‘The new tariff bill was not taken up in the House until the 24th of 
July and was debated less than a week. It was delayed in the Senate 
until the 27th of August and was passed almost immediately on the 
31st. Here it will be seen that it uired but little more than a month 
to enact a tariff law which was ly a complete revision, and which 
took the place of a tariff then in operation. his law, although hastily 
constructed and passed, was by far the most elaborate bill which the 
country had known up to that time. It was made up of ules con- 
sistently arranged and the specific duties were equitably imposed on 
both raw material and finished product. 

TARIFF OF 1846. 


The tariff of 1846 was framed by the Secretary of the Treasury, Rob- 
ert J. Walker, of Mississippi. Mr. Walker was a pronounced free trader, 
and took the very first opportunity which his new position allowed him 
to start the machinery for the repeal of the tariff of 1842. Under that 
tariff the country had been exceedingly prosperous since its adoption. 
Hope revived and industry throughout the country felt a new impulse. 
The prosperity of the country continued, and, in addition to the in- 
creased business activity, the act of 1842 was also a revenue raiser ; 
in fact, the law was successful in every respect, and there was no reason 
whatever for its repeal on the ground of helping either industry or 
labor or the revenue. The reason lay far back of that, and was much 
the same as the reason for nullification in 1832. The President, who 
had received the votes of Pennsylvania, and therefore had been elected 
because he was thought to be a protectionist, at once fell in with the 
Southern leaders, whose tool he became, and in his message to Congress 
advocated a change in the existing tarif laws. His Secretar 


of the 
‘Treasury went much further, and in his annual report. dated I 


ember 


3, 1845, gave to Congress one of the most famous tariff documents ever 
promulgated in this country. All students of the tariff should read 
this paper of Secretary Walker, although it can only be referred to here. 
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The Congress which met in 
by the election of John W. Davis, of Indiana, a free trader, as Speaker, 
who appointed a Committee of Ways and Means 5 of six Dem- 


December, 1845, organized in the House 


ocrats, five of whom were free traders, and three ie A bill was 
not reported for some time, in fact, not until the middle of April, and 
it was not considered in Committee of Whole until the middle of 
June. The bill was by the House on July 3, was pana before 
the Senate on July 13. and passed on July 28. The final vote on its 
passage in the Senate is one of historical interest, resulting in a 
when the Vice-President, Mr. Dallas, elected because he was su 

to be u protectionist, cast the deciding vote with the free traders, 
making the passage of the bill a possibility. 


ELEVEN YEARS OF FREE TRADE. 


This tariff of 1846, or the Walker tariff, as it was called, remained 
practically uncha for eleven years. A di on of the merits of 
the bill, of the changes brought about by its adoption, and the result 
upon the Industries of the country would require volumes and must not 
be attempted here. It may simply be stated that, abandoning all 
academic discussion upon the subject, accepting no editorial utterances, 
but confining ourselyes to the news columns of the periodicals of the 
time, it brought idleness and 8 such as has seldom been known 
during any business depression of this country; and yet, in spite of 
this result, made especially apparent during the last few years of the 
life of the law, in 1857 the tariff was still further reduced, bringing a 

ic and further destraction of very many of our industries. It has 

n said that the vote in favor of the tariff of 1857 included many 
New England Members of Congress and many otherwise known 3s 
“ protectionists.” This is true, for the one reason that the President 
and Senate were absolute! against the North, and that eyen the House 
was Democratic on every issue Giai the slavery question. The north- 
ern manufacturers were not able to get protection for their finished 
product, and, in despair, they voted for a removal of the duty from the 
raw material of their goods, which in itself would give them a small 
measure of protection. The bill was debated from August, 1856, until 
its adoption on the last of February, 1857, again over six months being 
occupied in the e of a bill which was not really a complete re- 
vision, but only amendments to another law. 

The tariff of 1846, together with Its offspring, the tariff of 1857, were 
In operation for a may 5 period of time than any other tariff in our 
history. It was also the longest continuous only of free trade which 
we have experienced since the foundation of the Government. Its trial 
was lengthy and thorough, and the result was disaster and ruin. The 
tarif question, however, was at the time a secondary question in poll- 
ties and general interest throughout the country. The slavery question 
was paramount, and became so acute in 1854 that a new party was 
born, resolved to check the further extension of the slave power beyond 
the territory of the South. This party, known as the Republican 

, did not at first make any attempt at an im ble solution of 
tariff question In fact, it was not until the Thirty-sixth Congress, 
which met in December, 1859, that they had a controlling number of 
members in either House of Con . In the House, after eight weeks 
32 William Pennington, of New Jersey, a Republican, was chosen 
peaker. 
FIRST REPUBLICAN TARIFF LAW. 


Justin S. Morrill, of Vermont, was selected as chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee, which at once framed a tariff law upon thorough 
protection lines, both for the purpose of raising revenue to meet 
necessary expenses of the Government and to protect our labor and 
industries. his bill the House of resentatives by a vote 
of 105 to 64 on May 1i, 1860. When it reached the Democratic Senate, 
however, it was held up, and would never have been heard of again in 
that Congress had not several southern Senators resigned their seats 
in the early part of 1861. After some debate the bill was ssed by 
the Senate on February 20 of that year by a vote of 25 to 14, and it 
was signed by President Buchanan on March 2. Of this bill and its 
effect the Annual Encyclo; ia for 1861 said: 

“A revenue law affording uncommon protection to manufactures 
was enacted. This was proposed not for the purpose of husbanding 
the resources of the country in 3 of approaching strife, but 
chiefly as a great party measure, and to secure an increase of pros- 
perity to this great national interest. It has proved to be the wisest 
measure adopted during the session, It immiediately checked the 
importation of foreign manufactures, secured the reduction of the debt 
of the country to other nations, caused a large importation of specie 
in payment of exports, and thereby enabled the citizens to advance 
loans to the Government in its most pressing hour.“ 

This was the first measure enacted by the Republican party, and 
since the enactment of the Morrill law in 1861, which was framed and 
enacted solely for the purpose of rerenue-and protection, the Repub- 
lican party bas steadfastly and continuously advocated and adopted 
tariffs that have given protection to our labor and industries, and suffi- 
cient revenue, together with the internal revenue, to meet the necessary 
expenses of the Government. 


TARIFF BECOMES PARAMOUNT. 


With ee the exception of the tariff of 1824, there was no time 
in the history of the country peers to 1880 when the tariff could be 
ealled the paramount issue in any election or discussion. Even in 
1833, when the compromise tariff was enacted, it was but a portion 
of the greater issue of disunion. From that time until 1861 slaver: 
and its extension, secession and rebellion so far overshadowed ali 
other questions that, although at times most acrimoniously debated, 
none ever rose to the dignity of a paramount issue. Following the 
enactment of the Morrill tariff, and along with the several amendments 
made necessary by the war and by the condition of the country fol- 
lowing the war, the war itself and reconstruction succeeded by our 
financial adjustments far overshadowed the tariff question. 

In 1867 attention was given to the wool and woolen interests, and 
the increased duty resulted most favorably to those industries. The 
same was true of the amendments of 1870, which gaye great impetus 
to our iron and steel industries, and ye geld to the manufacture of 
steel rails, upon which a specific duty of $28 per ton was placed. 


DOWNWARD REVISION IN 1872. 


In 1872, however, the reformers and revisionists thought it time for 
a general reduction, and to appease their clamor a horizontal cut of 
10 per cent was made. The panic of 1873 followed, due in part to 
this reduction. ‘The 10 per cent reduction was repealed in 1875, to the 
benefit of all industries. 

Protection from 1861 up to 1880 had produced sufficient revenue not 
‘only to carry on the necessary expenses of the Government, but to 
enable us to year after year reduce the great debt which had piled 


up during the civil war. Our industries were flourishing, our coun 
was develop both in manufactures and apioa our great rail- 
roads were being built, and our coast and e commerce increased at 
rapid strides; and yet, in spite of this great pr: rity, in spite of the 
perasa industrial advance and increase of wealth which ever came 
o any nation in the same space of time, it was found In the campaign 
of 1880 and the years following that there was a desire on the ah 
of a large number of our people to revise the tariff, and revision then 
meant, as it does now, reduction. 


“ FRIENDLY ” REVISION IN 1883. 


This question was an issue of the campaign of 1880, and although 
the Republicans and Protectionists won, the desire for revision would 
not down, and in 1882 so general was the cry that President Arthur 
in response appointed the famous tariff commission, whose recom- 
mendations were largely adopted by Congress, and the so-called “ Com- 
mission law" of 1883 was framed and adopted. > 

The report of the commission was presented to the Forty-seventh 
Congress at its second session, in December, 1882, and the law reached 
the President for his signature on March 3, 1883. If we include the 
time spent by the commission in its hearings and preparation of its 
report, we may charge nearly a whole year of time to the preparation 
and enactment of the tariff law of 1883. This law remained unchanged 
until the McKinley tariff of 1890, although during the years interven- 
ing the tariff i could be called not only the paramount question 
in litles and general discussion, but practically the only question. 

he election of Mr. Cleveland in 1884 gave new hopes to the so- 
called “reformers” of the United States, now being encouraged by 
the free traders of Great Britain, and in 1887 Mr. Cleveland in his 
message to Congress of that year devoted himself solely to the tariff 
—— advocating the doctrines set forth by the Cobden Club and 
the various free trade and reform elements of the United States. The 
result was the introduction of the Mills bill, a most iniquitous measure, 
which consumed months of debate in both House and nate, although 
it was known that the bill could not possibly become a law. But the 
message of Mr. Cleveland and the debate upon the Mills bill again 
led to the tariff discusison meee J the Presidential 3 of 4 
when Mr. Cleveland was defeated by Mr. Harrison, a Republican 
and protectionist House of Representatives was elected to join with 
the Republican Senate in framing an entirely new tariff law to super- 
sede the one then in operation. 


UPWARD REVISION IN 1890. 


The Fifty-first Co met on December 2, 1889, and the Honse 
organized by the el on of Thomas B. Reed as Speaker, who a week 
after appointed William McKinley, of Ohio, as chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee. President Harrison in his m had recom- 
mended a revision of the tariff law, and the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee entered at once upon the preparation of a complete and compre- 
hensive bill, Even th a good working majority in both Houses of 
Congress, and with a desire to have a new law at the earliest possible 
day, the McKinley bill did not reach the President until October 1, 
upon which day it also went into operation. Nearly ten months were 
spent in its construction, debate, and enactment. But this law was 
apparently condemned by the people two years afterwards, when they 
again elected Mr. Cleveland to the Presidency, in 1892, and with him 
a Congress Democratic in both branches. Although the platform and 
candidates were pled, to an immediate reform of the tariff and to the 
enactment of a de law, yet it was August 27, 1894, before the 
tariff bill became a law, and then without the President’s signature. 
It took the Democratic party nearly a year and a half to prepare and 
agree upon a tarif law, which when framed and amended and finally 

ssed was not satisfacto to a single Member of either House of 
Jongress, nor to the President, who would neither veto nor sign it. 
The effect of this law is too recent and too well-known to be more 
than alluded to here. 


PREE-TRADR REVISION IN 1894. 


Never before, perhaps, in the history of our country was the antici- 
pation of legislation so keen as in the case of the Democratic tarif law 
of 1894. Immediately after the election of Mr. Cleveland in 1892, and 
with him the assurance that both Houses of Congress would be Dem- 
ocratic, the country awoke to the situation and nh at once to pre- 
pare for it. It was not known what kind of a tariff law would be put 
on our statute books, but it was known that duties would be reduced 
all along the line, and that we would have 3 free trade for many, 
if not all, of our industries. The panic which had accompanied previous 
reductions of the tarif did not wait for the actual occurrence of the 
reduction of duties. Capitalists, manufacturers, and merchants all 
knew from previous experience what was to be expected, and so the 
panic came at once, and continued as long as the tariff continued. 
Fortunately, the ple came to the rescue in the next election, and 
gave us a Republican House of Representatives, while in 1896 Mr. 
McKinley was elected, and with him a good majority in both branches 
of the National Legislature. Again anticipation acted before realiza- 
tion, and just as soon as the commercial and financial interests of the 
country were assured of protection being restored hope returned and 
the busy wheels commenced to revolve and employment gave place to 
idleness, so that when the Dingley law went into ration, on July 24, 
1897, after six months spent in Its preparation, debate, and enactment, 
the country was prepared for the busy and prosperous years which 
followed, and which have continued until the present time. 


AVERAGE TIME SPENT IN TARIFF REVISION. 


Our tariff history shows, in the first place, that on an average from 
six to twelve mon are required for the preparation, hearing, debate. 
and enactment of a tariff law. We have also spent many months ot 
hearings and debates on bills which have not been enacted into law. 
It is always a period of the greatest suspense to all industrial and 
commercial Interests, and this suspense has affected business in the 
past according as to whether the tariff under debate was to be revised 
upward or downward. We n not go back to our early history for 
illustrations of this effect, as they were not so keen during the first 
half of our history, when the tariff question was not the uppermost 
subject for discussion, and when industrial development constituted 
but a small fraction of its present tremendous proportions, as has 
been the case during the last eration. A knowledge that the tariff 
will be reduced or increased has much the same effect as does the 
actual reduction or increase itself. This has been notably the case 
with regard to our last two laws, the so-called “ Wilson-Gorman law ” 
of 1894 and the “ Dingley law of 1897, both of which repealed tha 
tariff then in operation. Till the enactment of the law of 1890 we 
have had no instance since 1861 of one law entirely replacing another, 


The various laws during and immediately after that law, the laws of 
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1867, 1870, and 1872, and even the Commission: law of 1883, were 
amendatory rather than repealing, and so the entire country was not so 
much concerned as those engaged in Industries which were known to 
be under consideration. But in 1892 and 1893, when it was known 
that our whole protective principle would be overturned and substi- 
tuted by a law having for its basis free trade, our ple were naturally 
apprehensive and prepared for the worst; in other words, they pre- 
pared for an inundation of foreign goods which would replace our 
own manufactures. 

In 1896 the feeling was exactly the reverse. It was then known 
that the period of free trade would soon be followed by the enactment 
of a protective law, and that our own industries and labor would soon 
have sufficient protection against the competition of foreign mills in 
Europe and throughout the world. 


DISASTER HAS INVARIABLY ATTENDED REDUCTIONS. 


The history of our tariff laws shows, too, that in every instance 
without exception since the foundation of the Government where the 
existing tariff or any part of it has been reduced there have followed 
disastrous consequences in all or a part of our industries. ‘There has 
not been a single exception—not one. On the other hand, it can be 
said that in every instance where the tariff has been increased as a 
whole or upon single industries those industries and the commercial 
prosperity of the country at large have been increased and continued 
so long as’ that aner tariff itself continued. This, too, can be laid 
down as a rule without a single exception, 

It must be admitted that during our histor 
for a change in our tariff laws unconnected with the wants of our 
labor and industries. ‘This has been the question of revenue. Here, 
again, we have never been in a Ser a portion of our people be- 
lieving that low duties would bring large revenues. The opposite, 
however, has been the case. For a time, it is true, low duties might 
mean a large increase of importations and consequent increase in duties, 
but as our own idleness and low wages meant a loss of purchasing 
power, then importations must fall off and duties as well. 

It was said that the reason for the lowering of the duties in 1857 
was because of our redundant Treasury, and yet our redundant Treas- 
ury was not due to the receipt of customs under the Walker tariff, but 
to the receipts from the sales of public lands; but under the reduced du- 
ties of 1857 the revenue fell, as it did before and has since, under purely 
revenue laws, while, on the contrary, under our protective tariffs our 
revenues have almost invariably been more than sufficient to meet the 
necessary expenses of the Government and to decrease our national 
debt. In fact, one of the reasons for the propaganda of the reformers 
from 1880 to 1890 was because our revenues were so large as to be- 
come almost a menace to good government. 

Our history, then, shows that wherever we have reduced the tariff, 
whether reduction has been brought about by our free traders or by 

rotectionists, it has been more or less disastrous. This was the case 
In 1816, 1872, and 1883, when the tarif was supposed to be revised by 
its friends. In 1890, on the contrary, when it was revised by its 
friends, but when the rates were increased, the results were beneticial, 
and the years 1891 and 1892, under the operation of this law, were the 
most p erous in our history up to that time, the assertions of Demo- 
cratic orators and free traders to the contrary notwithstanding, 


Important tariff revisions. 


there haye been reasons 


3 Reason for revision. oe Nature of change.] Result. 
AODA WAE narren No debate Rates doubled. . Beneficial 
1816 TO provide new rates 9 Moderate pro- | Disastrous 

war tection. 
duties. 
1824 | Ruinous condition of in- | 44 months. Substantial in- | Beneficial 
dustries. crease. 
1823 | To increase prosperity ..| 4 months.. Further increase $ 
1882 Conciliation 6 months.. Decrease Injurious 
1838 Sa ia to save the | 2 months A Disastrous 
nion, 
1842 | To save our industries 5 months.. Increase Beneficial 
1846 | To satisfy the Southern | 34 months.. Free trade and | Ruinous 
free traders. ad valorem du- 
es. 
1857 To decrease the revenue | 6 months.. Further decrease Bankrupt- 
and still further satisfy cy 
the South. 
1861 First Republican tariff | 11 months. Increase Beneficial 
for revenue and pro- 
tection. 
1831 
pe To meet requirements | Pa ss e d General increases Do. 
1864 of war. promptly. 
1865 
1867 | To help wool and woolen | 7 months.. Upward changes Do. 
1870 mo cstablish indus- | 4 months. . $28 t Do. 
0 es new indus- | 4 months per ton on ` 
tries, especially iron steel rails. 
and steel. 
1872 | To conciliate reform- 8 months. . 10 per cent re- |Injurious 
ers,” duction. 
1875 | To correct act of 1872...-| 1 month... Repeal of 10 per | Beneficial 
cent reduction. 
1883 | To conciliate revisionists | 2 months.. Reduction and | Injurious 
mo 
1890 | To meet existing condi- | 5} months. Increase and spe- Beneficial 
tions. cific rates. 
1804 | To try free trade ........ 8 months.. Large reduction, | Ruinous 
free wool, etc. 
1897 | To provide revenue and | 5 months. Substantial in- | Beneficial 
to protect our crease. 
industries. 


a This is the time of actual debate and passage, exclusive of time 
spent in agitation, hearings, and preparation. 

Thus it will appear and will be sustained by proof as strong 
as proof of Holy Writ that the declaration of Senator Harry 
Davis in the Senate of the United States many years ago and 


the statement made by the platform of the Republican party was 
in spirit and in letter absolutely true not only in substance and 
effect, but in the details and fullness of statement. It is the im- 
perishable record of more than one hundred and twenty-five 
years that the American people prosper under high tariffs and 
suffer under low tariffs, and that accounts for the fact that the 
Democratic party has been so utterly unable to command the 
popular sentiment of the American people. Their victories have 
come when, taking advantage of an opportunity of some charac- 
ter, they have carried away the public mind from the discussion 
of the tariff question. 

And now one further point for the benefit of the gentleman. 
I take a special interest in this point for he has driven it at 
me so many times, and I haye quailed under it, and I am de- 
lighted that at length I am able to meet and turn back the shaft 
of his wit and argument. He came, he says, pretty near catch- 
ing somebody here the other day, who, not knowing that the 
President of the United States in his younger days wrote a 
eulogy of Mr. Benton—he came very near saying that the 
writer of that paragraph was a free trader. I denied that. I 
had heard a great deal about Mr. Benton, and I remembered 
something about the salt tax. Now, let us see what the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri is. He says that Mr. 
Benton procured the repeal of the salt tax. He will never make 
that statement again while he lives. He will put a modification 
to that that will be very significant and very effective. He 
says that the President, writing of Benton, said Benton did 
right, or words to that effect, and I said I agreed with Benton 
and I agreed with the President, and I did that rather hastily. 
Now, I come to say I offer three cheers for old Tom Benton, who 
stood away back in 1828 right on the platform and under the 
crowning principles of the Republican stand-patter of to-day. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] Let us see. There was no 
salt manufactured in the United States of any considerable 
importance, but there was a great trade in meats and fish 
shipped abroad, and the regulation of the traffic required that 
the meat of the United States should be packed in what Benton 
called “alum” salt, which was a foreign product—none of it 
produced in the United States then and none of it ever produced 
in the United States since so far as I know. It was salt for 
the fishermen of New England, because it was to them a source of 
a great deal of trouble and annoyance that they must pack their 
foreign-trade fish and meats in a salt that was not produced in 
the United States, and therefore when we put a tariff on all salt, 
which we have now in the United States, it of course affected 
them unfavorably. Now, I will not trouble you to read at any 
great length what Mr. Benton says about it, but I cite page 154 
of the first volume of Benton's Twenty Years in Congress, or 
thirty years was it 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. Thirty years. 

Mr. GROSVENOR— 

Act of 1790 increases the bounty in lieu of drawback to 10 cents a 
barrel on pickled fish and salted peonon and 10 cents a quintal on 
dried fish, the duty on salt being then raised to 12 cents a bushel, 

Now, that is honestly attacking the entire salt tariff. That 
was not wise, because there was an infant industry in American 
salt, and so gentlemen representing the exporters of American 
meat and so Mr. Benton attacked the whole of it and failed to 
repeal the tariff on salt corresponding to American salt. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then your three cheers for Benton 
which you offered a while ago had a string to them? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all. I will show you. He starts 
out with a beautiful eulogy about salt. He says it was taxing 
an article that God had made and we had to have. Now, Mr. 
Benton gives nine reasons why he urged the repeal of the salt 
tax and states directly that he failed to get his repeal so far as 
the American article was concerned, but he did not fail of 
getting the tariff taken off alum salt, which we did not produce 
in the United States, and he states the reason why on page 157, 
and in that statement he stands precisely where the Republican 
tariff men stand to-day—a tariff upon things that we produce 
in this country and free trade in the things that we do not 
produce in this country, so he cheapened the cost of salt 12 
cents a bushel to the man who was compelled to buy the for- 
eign salt and vindicated his correctness at that early period of 
time as a true and faithful supporter of the Republican idea 
of protective tariff. I may say under the present law while 
it is true we have a tariff upon this foreign salt we have a 
rebate for all of it that is used in the export of fish and meat. 

Mr. PAYNE. And always have had under Republican laws. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to ask the gentleman if he 
thinks it is right for the New Englanders to have free salt for 
their fish? That is practically what it comes to. Why is it not 


fair for the meat producer of the Mississippi Valley to have free 
salt for their cured meat? 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman has got a wrong state 
of facts. He has not got any such question to encounter. The 
New Englander has no free salt for his fish unless he exports it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I understand that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The Mississippi Valley man has free salt 
for his meat if he exports it. Both stand equal. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How long has that been? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Always. I would advise the gentleman 
to get the A B C primer on this question and study it 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am trying to do so, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am coming to 
another question, and this does not involve the gentleman from 
Missouri, so far as I know. It is said, and it is said in circles 
of the utmost respectability, that the Dingley tariff bill was 
made by the Republican party, but largely as the handiwork 
of Mr. Dingley, with certain provisions in it, placed there for 
the purpose of being used for reciprocal tariff with foreign 
people, and it has been said within a week in one of the 
most respectable papers in the country, for the hundredth time, 
no doubt, that Mr. Dingley told somebody that he had put into 
the tariff a series of high rates for the purpose of using them 
for reciprocity. Mr. Dingley is dead. If there was one man 
in this House during the last years of his life whom I honored 
and admired above any of the others it was Nelson Dingley. 
And I am going to make a statement, and I am going to make 
it with some considerable positiveness. I was a member of 
the Committee on Ways and Means when that bill was framed. 
I was a member of the Ways and Means Committee, a sort 
of volunteer organization, that worked all the winter of 1896-97 
in the Cochran Hotel making that bill. I was a Member of 
the House when the bill was discussed and passed. I was a 
member of the committee of conference that sat for ten days 
and tried to agree, and finally did agree, with the Senate upon 
this bill. Mr. Dingley told me on one occasion—and there is 
another gentleman, at this time not in the House, to whom Mr. 
Dingley made the same statement—that he had consented to 
a compromise upon a single schedule of the Dingley tariff bill 
for a reason which he gave and which I am going to give to 
you; and then I am going to challenge the world at large to 
produce one living man that ever heard Dingley say anything 
different than that. There is a long discussion over this 
question of sugar, and I am glad it has come up here and that 
it is pertinent to the discussion which I am making. No 
man was more anxious to promote the interests of the beet- 
sugar men than was Mr. Dingley, and during the whole of that 
contest his heart was in the battle for this new industry. 
Without the action of Dingley and the men who made that 
tariff there would not be a beet-sugar factory in the United 
States to-day. He was the man who made it possible for the 
beet-sugar growth that we have had in this country; and I am 
going to read from his own language to show you that he 
understood be was doing the best that could be done for the 
industry at the time. 

Now, the question was a question of differential; and I might 
say if I was elsewhere than in the House of Representatives 
we came very near having a very bitter condition of things 
growing out of the discussion of what ought to be the dif- 
ferential between raw sugar and refined sugar. What is the 
differential, my beet-sugar friends? Why, it is that which 
stands between you and bankruptcy. ' 

You talk about joining the Democrats on the other side of 
the House to repeal the differential. Some day you may happen 
to do that, and the Senate may take you, as the representa- 
tives of this great industry, as in earnest about it and agree to 
the proposition of the House, and when you do, it will not be 
twenty-four hours until a petition in bankruptcy will be filed 
by..every beet-sugar factory in the United States. What is 
it? We say there shall be a certain tariff put upon raw sugar. 
That does not affect you only indirectly. Then we say, in 
order to countervail the prices that the American sugar trust 
can sell this sugar at, we will put the differential upon refined 
sugar, and you get the benefit of it. Now, you want to break 
up the sugar trust, do you not, by repealing the differential? 
Why, you are both under the same umbrella. You are exactly 
alike in interest. The destruction of one is the destruction of 
the other. Take off the differential and let the two-thirds of 
the products of the world in refined sugar come into this coun- 
try free of duty, or with as low a duty as upon raw sugar, 
and you will be wiped out. It is the differential that protects 
you, and yet you would think to hear some of these gentlemen 
talk that the Republican party was the enemy of this sugar, 
and that we had abandoned you to the wiles and torments of 
the sugar trust. 

Now, let me go further. After this controyersy has raged 


for quite a while—and there are no less than eight of the gen- 
tlemen who were present on that occasion still living—Mr. 
Dingley held a conference at the hotel, in which a long inter- 
view was held between himself and a member of the sugar trust 
at that time. He is not connected with it now. 

I was present during the whole of that long, hot afternoon, 
and next morning Mr. Dingley said to me, “I think the best 
we can do will be to consent to the compromise that was of- 
fered us last night (or yesterday), for,” he said, “ they seemed 
determined to insist upon it.“ That was the differential. 
“They seemed determined upon it, and we shall want a pretty 
high tariff on sugar in order that we may enter into reciprocity 
with Cuba or Spain or South American countries that produce 
sugar.” 

Now, that was Mr. Dingley’s statement. He made it to Mr. 
Dotiiver afterwards, and I have the authority of Mr. DOLLIVER, 
given to me yesterday, to quote him, so that I am backed by 
the statement of Mr. DoLLIVER in the statement which I make, 
that the view expressed by Mr. Dingley as to any other ar- 
ticles especially selected for reciprocity were put into the 
Dingley tariff bill in the form of the articles themselves that 
were to be the subject of reciprocity. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, do you think Mr. Dingley was that 
character of man that he would in the first place specifically 
name the articles, as he did, as you will find them in the 
Dingley law, which he enumerated that might be used at a cer- 
tain reduction, and yet had it in his mind or made an utter- 
ance that he had purposely placed high rates here in order that 
he might put them down for reciprocal purposes? 

Now, so much for the Dingley incident, except that I want 
to read to you what Mr. Dingley thought he had accomplished. 
On page 2707 of the ConcressionaL Recorp of the Fifty-fifth 
Congress Mr. Dingley said: 

The House differential between raw and refined sugar and the gen- 
eral features of the Honse schedule have been preserved, and the Sen- 
ate amendment increasing the differential to one-fifth and reducing 
the duties one-tenth on sugars of 87° and below (which would have 
made a difference of thirteen-hundredths between 88° and 87° sugar) 
have been rej in conference. In deference to the wishes of those 
interested in beet-sugar production, the Senate rate of 1.95 on refined 
sugar has been reta “a as an encouragement to that industry, but 
the duty on raw sugar has been increased seven and a half one- 
hundredths, precisely the same as the increase on the refined, so as to 
leave the differential between the raw and refined at the initial int 


of 100° the same as in the House bill, and secure so much additional 
revenue. 


To meet the objection that the House bill provided for larger equiva- 
lent ad valorem duties on the lower than on the higher grades of 
sugar, the conference agreement commences with 75° at ninety-five 
one-hundredths of a cent instead of 1 cent, and then raises the duty 
on each degree of raw sugar from three one-hundredths to three 
and a half one-hundredths, so that when the one hundredth degree is 
reached the duty will be 1.823 and the duty on refined 1.95, leavin: 
the 123 differential between raw and refined sugars of 100° test, as 1 
stood in the schedule 8 the House. : 

Under the bill as it p the House the duty on raw sugar of 100° 
purity would be 1.75, and the duty on refined 1.87}, leaving twelve 
and a half hundredths differential at this point. nder the confer- 
ence schedule the duty on raw sugar of 100° 8 would be 1.823, and 
the duty upon refined sugar 1.95, leaving the differential at this point 
precisely the same, 124 cents per hundred, in both schedules. 

By this arrangement the revenue will be increased about two and a 
half million dollars on the sugar schedule, because the, increased duty 
has been placed not simply on refined sugar (as proposed by the Sen- 
ate), but also upon raw sugars, the point where revenue will be re- 
ceived; and those who are endeavoring to develop the production of 
beet sugar in this country will have seven and a half hundredths 
greater protection than they would have had under the bill as it passed 
the House, but the differential as between refined and raw sugars will 
remain precisely the same at the 100° point. 

Showing that this very Dingley law was fought over and 
fought for, and ultimately sustained and passed by the great 
author of the bill for the express purpose of rescuing and sup- 
porting the growing industry of sugar. Now, gentlemen haye 
been standing here on the floor and talking about joining the 
Democrats and repealing the differential. When you do that 
and destruction has come to this industry, and the eyil effects 
of your votes are felt, you may go home to your constituency ; 
you can select your burial places and your tombstones, and you 
may put this inscription on them: “Traitor! Fool!“ Laugh- 
ter.] You can not go back on an industry ef that character for 
spite; you can not undertake to talk to the people in that sort 
of way, or the people of this country will very shortly take your 
attitude and say that you do not value the present condition 
while you seek to destroy the industry you claim to defend. 
You will not do any such thing. 

One other topic, and then I am through with this long speech. 
It is said that Germany will not trade with us. I am going to 
put into my speech a statement showing that Germany’s trade 
to-day is better with us than ever before, and 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri? 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Are not our exports to Germany at 
the present time, and even for the last three or four months, 
greatly increased from the very fact that that tariff there is 
going ‘nto effect in March? Is that not a fair conclusion? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There may be an inference of that kind 
drawn from the situation. The Germans are a pretty shrewd 
people, and they buy where they can buy the cheapest and best. 
I have no fears that they are going to be troublesome to us; and 
if they were, I am one of the kind of Amican fellows that 
believe that we should take care of ourselves and let other peo- 
ple take care of themselves, if they see fit to do so. That is my 
doctrine. [Applause.] 

Here is a newspaper clipping which I vouch for as containing 
the exact official figures of our trade with Germany. They 
speak in louder tones than the cry of the fearful. It must be 
borne in mind that the more prosperous times are the larger 
the consumption of breadstuffs among the American people, and 
the fact that our breadstuff exports to Germany haye fallen off 
only indicates the value of our home market: 


TRADE WITH GERMANY—THAT COUNTRY SECOND AMONG OUR FOREIGN CUS- 
TOMERS—IMPORTS FROM THERE WERE $118,000,000 AND EXPORTS 
$194,000,000—BREADSTUFFS FELL OFF. 

Trade between the United States and Germany, whose commercial 
relations are now the ge ta of negotiations between the two Govern- 
ments, aggregated in the year 1905 over $300,000,000 

A report ued by the Bureau of Statistics of the 
Commerce and Labor says: 

“The imports from Germany were $118,000,000 in value, and exceeded 
imports from that ae. in any earlier year. The exports to Ger- 
many were $194,000,000 in value, and exceeded our exports to that 
country in any earlier year except 1904, in which the total was a little 
over $214,000,000, this decrease in 1905, compared with 1904, having 
occurred in raw cotton, and being altogether due to a fall in price, 
since the quantity in 1905 was greater than in 1904. Imports from 
Germany increased $37,000,000 in the period from 1895 to 1905, and 
exports to that country increased $102,000,000 in the same time. 


GERMANY STANDS SECOND. 


“ Germany stands second in the order of magnitude of our trade with 
foreign countries both as to imports and exports. 

* Manufactures are the bulk of the $118, 000 worth of merchandise 
imported from Germany. These manufactures include cotton ‘oods, 
about $14,000,000 in value; chemicals, drugs, and dyes, $15,000,000 ; 
iron and steel manufactures, about $4,000,000; leather manufactures, 

3,000,000; silk manufactures, about $5,000,000; manufactures of 
1 755 about 83,000,000; woolen goods, $3,000,000; paper, and manu- 
factures thereof, over $3,000,000, and toys, $4,000,000. 

“Raw cotton is by far the largest single item in our exports to 
Germany, amountin În 1905 to $87,000,000 in value, as compared with 
exports of $43,000, in value in 1895. The increase, however, is due 
in rt to the general advance in the price of cotton. Lard exports 
to Germany in 1905 amounted to practically $15,000,000. Exports of 
provisions of all classes, including lard, amounted to $21,000,000, 
against about $13,000,000 in 1895. 

BREADSTUFFS FALL OFF. 


“ Breadstuffs form a less important factor in our trade with Germany 
than formerly, owing to the great falling of in the quantity which the 
United States is now able to spare to the outside world. Of wheat, for 
example, our exports to Germany, which amounted to more than 10,- 
000, bushels in 1901, and practically 20,000,000 in 1902, fell to 
fourteen and one-half millions in 1903, seven and one-half millions fn 
1904, and 100,040 bushels in 1905, the value in 1905 being but $84,760. 
Flour shows also a considerable decline, but corn showed marked In- 
crease, its total export to Germany being over $9,000,000 in value. 

In manufactures, ele copper, mineral oil, leather, scientific 
instruments, and certain manufactures of iron and steel our exports to 
Germany show a staar growth. The value of copper ingots, bars, and 
T exported from the United States to Germany amounted to over 
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14,000. „ against a little more than one and one-balf millions in 
895, the record year; kerosene, eight and one-half million, against 
four and three-quarter millions in 1895; leather, one and one-half mil- 
lion dollars, against over a million in 1900; cotton-seed oil, practically 
one and one-half million dollars, and oil cake, five and three-quarter 
millions, against less than $1,000,000, and less than two and one-half 
millions, respectively, a decade ago. Imports from Germany formed, 
in 1905, 10.7 per cent of the total importations into the United States, 
and exports to that country, in the same year, 12.8 per cent of the total 
exports of the country. Germanys figures show that imports from the 
United States in 1904 formed 14.8 per cent of her total imports, and 
that exports to the United States formed 9.5 per cent of her exports.” 

But, in the language of Patrick Henry, as nearly as I can re- 
member it, “In the midst of all this rejoicing there comes up a 
wail from Massachusetts.” [Laughter.] 

The best trade we ever had in the world is now. Wealth is 
accumulating beyond the dreams of anybody. Every man who 
wants a job has got a job and is at work, and his wages have 
increased in the last ten years more than 30 per cent. The cost 
of his living has been increased, too. And who get the cost of 
his living? My friend from Connecticut over there was worry- 
ing about the tobacco worms of the Connecticut Valley. His 
farmer friends that he so ably and truthfully represents are 
getting the differentials between the former cost of the working- 
man’s living and the cost of his living to-day. 

“Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. By the grace of Mr. Dingley, 
assisted by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr: GROSVENOR. By the grace of God, if you please, and 
of Mr. Dingley. I do not care how you fix it. But now here 
comes Massachusetts. I am sorry for Massachusetts. I wish I 


could do something to cheer her up. I want to know what kind 
of people they have down there. That is in New England, you 
know. I was born in New England and I am proud of the fact, 
and I thought New England was in pretty good shape. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. New England is proud of the 
gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am very much obliged. Now, I hold in 
my hand two copies of the Boston Herald of two several dates, 
six months apart—one in July and the other in January. I 
shall not weary your patience now, but I am going to put in 
my printed remarks a few exuberant extracts from the state- 
ment of the Boston Herald, a free-tride, occasionally Demo- 
cratic, occasionally any other kind of a “cratic” newspaper 
that they have in Boston. I do not think I could fairly say that 
it is a party newspaper, but I believe it usually supports the 
Democratic ticket. I do not think it would misrepresent on that 
account. It is a strong, able, and fair paper. I find here, 
among other things, something which happens to come in just 
in point on this question of the tariff on hides. I quote from 
the heading: 

Boston great leather center; only second to London as a market for 
this product ; reaches out for raw material to every part of the world; 
Massachusetts“ commanding position; improvements new machinery 
have introduced. 

Then at a later point in the same article they speak of exports 
of leather and manufactures thereof from the United States dur- 
ing the calendar year 1904, which amounted to $35,000,000, as 
against $23,000,000 from the United Kingdom; and during the 
first quarter of the calendar year 1905 the exports of these 
articles from the United States amounted to $9,000,000, as 
against $6,000,000 from the United Kingdom. Then it goes on 
to speak of the amount of leather that they export. 

Now, where do they get their hides? It tells here. They get 
them from all over the world. It sounds like a Peter Parley's 
geography that I studied when I was a boy to read the places 
where Boston reaches out and gets hold of hides of every de- 
scription. Fine grades of Persian sheep and goats—Turkey 
sends goatskins, and the whole Asiatic continent exports to 
this market a great variety of goat and sheep skins. Russia 
sends an enormous supply of colt skins, one house alone im- 
porting over a million hides. Good Mohammedans slaughter 
colts for meat, and so the hide is made an article of commerce, 
and it goes right into Boston. Now, what happens? Boston 
makes it into leather of all kinds; and there is a statement here 
showing the tremendous exports of this leather, not only manu- 
factured in the greatest home and beehive of manufacturers in 
all the world, but they send abroad enormous shiploads of manu- 
factured leather. Do they pay any duty on that? They get it 
abroad and they bring it in, but they get a drawback of 99 per 
cent, and they are growling here about one cent and a half 
additional tax on hides. Why, Mr. Chairman, the very birds 
that sing in the trees of Boston Common attune their melodious 
voices to the refrain of the protective tariff. There is not a 
stone in the monuments that grace the beautiful city of Bos- 
ton that is not the product of a protective tariff. If I was to 
select one place above all others that has levied contributions 
in the form of tariff duties upon all mankind, I would locate 
that place in the city of Bostomand in the State of Massachu- 
setts. [Applause on the Republican side.] They have grown 
rich and powerful, the greatest merchants in the world, the 
greatest manufacturers in the world, and one third of all their 
wealth has come since the Dingley bill was placed upon the 
statute books. And in this great morning of glory, when we 
are all happy, we hear the voice of John Hook hoarsely crying 
through the American camp, “Hides! Hides!” [Laughter.] 

In the Boston Herald of Sunday, July 16, last, we have the 
following statement: 

Up to the end of the first quarter of the nineteenth century the 
business of Boston was almost entirely commercial in its character. 
Its wealthy and successful merchants were shipowners and importers, 
but at about that time the business of manufacture received an im- 
petus and those Boston merchants who had been importers of mer- 
chandise from England and France and from the countries bordering 
on the Mediterranean and Baltic seas began entering upon the work 
of domestic’ production. 

And then appears this statement, speaking of the distances of 
the sources of raw material in certain manufactures from Bos- 
ton, or from Massachusetts, perhaps: 

This has been very noticeable in the manufacture of steel and fron, 
many concerns engaged in the manufacture of the heavier products hay- 
ing moved away, but, notwithstanding this, the iron and steel industry 
has shown a marked increase in Massachusetts, both in the number of 
persons employed and the value of its products, although the number of 
concerns decreased from fifteen to eight during the ten years preceding 
1900. On the other hand, there was an increase of nearly 1,000 in the 
number of persons employed, and the value of products Increased from 
$11,201,149 to $13,491,159, or 20.4 per cent. The increase has come al- 


most 5 in the manufacture of fine tools and delicate instru- 
men 
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Here, let it be said, that this branch of industry in iron and 
steel is heavily protected by the Dingley bill. 

Then follows this: 

New England makes the greater part of the spindles and looms used 


in the cotton mills in the country, and 
the machinery used in the woolen mills. 

Here, again, comes the protection which makes that industry 
highly profitable. Speaking of the industries of Massachusetts, 
they say: 

In its twenty-one leading industries, including 5,570 establishments, 
or 19.1 per cent of the total number in the State, there is an invested 
capital of $578,812,222, giving employment to $32,232 wage-earners, 
and paying in wages $143,868,269. 

The textile SA A which is the most important of all these, has 
experienced a change in recent years. Massachusetts has for some years 
led all other States in the manufacture of worsted goods, and within ten 

ears the worsted has exceeded the manufacture of woolen goods. There 

as been a wonderful increase in the amount of machinery and spindles 
in the worsted mills, and the manner in which this State has gone ahead 
in this direction is shown by the fact that while the increase in spindles 
in the worsted mills of the United States as a whole has been 81.6 per 
cent, in Massachusetts it has reached 110 per cent. 

Here, again, is the schedule of the Dingley bill; woolens and 
worsteds highly protected, and strangely enough, Mr. Chairman, 
no man has risen on the floor of this House nor stated in the 
campaign in Massachusetts, so far as I have heard—certainly 
no Republican—that he demanded a reduction in the tariff on 
woolen manufactures and worsted goods. Now comes this: 

Massachusetts leads the country in a number of important industries, 
and the manufacture of boots and shoes is one of the most interesting. 
Figures already given show the magnitude of the business, but t 
do not include the totals of some of the allied industries, such as boots 
and shoes cut stock, which show an increase in the value of prod- 
ucts of $2,315,272. The rival centers in this industry are B ton, 
Lynn, and Haverhill. Cincinnati is fourth In rank in the shoe cities 
of the United States, and Brockton's products in 1900 exceeded those of 
the Ohio city by $11,055,973, or 125.8 per cent. 

In the issue of the Boston Herald of Sunday, December 31, 
1905, we find this: 


almost as great a proportion of 


BOOTS AND SHOES. 


The factory manufacture of boots and shoes ranks, according to the 
last census report, as second among the industries of the State, with 
640 establishments, 58,645 wage-earners, and products valued at 
$117,115,243. In 1890 there were 1,057 establishments, 67,374 wage- 
earners, and products valued at $116,387,900. In 1900 Massachusetts 
ranked first in the United States in the factory manufacture of boots 
and shoes—a rank it had held for many years. It manufactured 44.9 

r cent of the total value of the aor t and shoe products of the 

nited States, while the State second in rank, New York, turned out 
only 9.8 per cent of these products. 


Speaking of the relative growth in Massachusetts of the boot 
and shoe business, we have the following: 


Although since 1850 Massachusetts has held her own, with about 
45 per cent of the total production of boots and shoes in this country, 
the business has increased enormously throughout the other States. 
In 1850 the value of the total production in this country was 
$54,815,948, and of this Massachusetts had $24,102,366, or 44 per cent 
of all. In 1890 the value of the total production in the United States 
was $220,649,358, and of this Massachusetts had $116,387,900, or 52 
per cent. In 1900 the total value of these products was $261,028,580, 
and of this Massachusetts’s share was 45 per cent 


Thus you see, Mr. Chairman, that the highly educated, thor- 
oughly competent, wise business men of Massachusetts stay with 
an industry that puts into their hands at this time 45 per cent 
of the total manufacture of the boots and shoes of this country 
and the ever-increasing percentage. 

Now, about leather. I quote again from the Boston Herald of 
December 31 last: 


Cowhide leather is cheaper than calf and it has several finishes and 
grades. Cowhide is the leather for the millions. It 3 the need 
of the man or woman who wants a heavy shoe made of durable leather. 
Cowhide is still made with the bark oil, and there has been no change 
in recent years in the method of tanning it. The demand for this kind 
of leather has not been affected by changes in the market for other 
leathers. Much of it is exported to England. 

Boston's business in sole leather is larges than that in cowhides, and 
has been variously estimated at from $25,000,000 to $40,000,000 a 
year. The sole-leather headquarters of the country is here. Like 
cowhides, sole leather is still tanned by the old-fashioned bark process. 
As in other heavy leathers, Boston does a heavy business in export of 
sole leather. But in leather Boston has found its best market in this 
country. Foreign trade has not been put aside, but there has been 
little need of making vigorous attempts to secure it. Germany and 
4 5 are now buying American leathers, as do South America 
an exico. 


Bear in mind, Mr. Chairman, that upon every pound of this 
leather the duty paid upon the raw material of hide is refunded 
in the finished product of the leather to the exporter. 

Exports of leather and manufactures thereof from the United States 


during the calendar year 1904 amounted to $35,000,000, as against 
$23,000,000 from the United Kingdom, and during the first quarter of 
8351 present calendar year those from the Unit States amounted to 


8,837, as gt 425,911 from the United Kingdom. Of the 
exports from the Unit Kingdom of. leather, amounting during 1904 
to $23,146,383, the larger rtion was Marae ye leather, tanned or 
dressed, the exports of which amounted to $8,320,000; the next largest 
item was boots and shoes. 


Of our own exportation of leather, it is in various forms. The prin- 
cipal articles for the calendar year of 1904 were largely unworked 
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leather. The United States leads all countries in its leather exports 
oe in Lard amount consumed at home. And Boston is the center of 
e marke 


In the recent address of Governor Guild, with pardonable 
pride it is said, he called attention to the high commercial and 
industrial rank of his State. a 

We are met in no mean city— 

Said he. 


This is the second seaport in the United States. 
imports exceed those of last year. 


Continuing proudly, as it is said, in praise of his State, he 
used the following language: 


Massachusetts, fourth from the foot in area, is seventh from the top 
in population, fourth from the top in the annual value of her manu- 
factures, and third from the top in the annual amount paid in wages. 
Measured by valuation of the property in her borders Massa- 
chusetts is 5 but two States. Fou from the foot in area, 
Massachusetts is third from the top in wealth. 

The annual value of the manufactured products of Massachusetts 
increased by but $175,173,033 between 1885 and 1895. It increased by 
$300,267,558 between 1895 and 1905. The total value of goods made 
in Massachusetts was $1,150,074,860 in 1905. The increase in the 
value of the annual pone of cotton goods from 1885 to 1895 was 
$52,190,463. From 1895 to 1905, in spite of southern competition, it 
was $38,949,280. The increase in our wool and worsted products be- 
tween 1885 and 1895 was $7,400,533. Between 1895 and 1905 it was 
$50,581,514. The increase in our shoe product between 1885 and 1895 
was $7,405,548. Between 1895 and 1905 it was $70,271,966. 

On October 31 the total amount on deposit in our 8 banks was, 
in 1885. $274,998,412; in 1895, 8439,269,861; and in 1905, $662.808,- 
812. The increase in the last decade was greater by over $58,000,000 
than in the decade that preceded it. In 1885 the average deposit for 
each 8 of population was $141.64; in 1895, $175.69, and in 1905, 

220.67. The gain in deposits per capita in the last decade was greater 
y nearly a third than the gain in the preceding decade. 


From a recent report of the shoe and boot business in Mas- 
sachusetts, dated as will be seen: 


EASTERN SHOE TRADE—-SHOWS A HEAVY INCREASE OF BUSINESS COMPARED 
WITH LAST YEAR, 
[Special dispatch to the Enquirer.] 
Boston, January 14, 1906. 

The Boston boot and shoe market has taken on an active 3 
Shoe manufacturers are rushing to their full capacity, in most instances 
on spring goods. The majority have a large volume of orders booked, 
and as buyers increased their purchases from 10 to 40 per cent over 
those of a year ago manufacturers do not look for any large volume of 
supplementary business. As these shoes begin to be shipped out, and 
as the wearing season approaches, however, manufacturers look for 
some new business. à 

The shipments for the past week haye amounted to 96,736 cases, as 
compared with 85,671 cases during the corresponding period a year ago, 
showing a gain of 11,065 cases. The 898 to Cincinnati were 
3,318 cases, to Cleveland 939 cases, to Columbus 1,039 cases, to Mil- 
4 905 847 cases, to St. Louis 13,028 cases, and to New Orleans 

„531 cases. 

The leather market has shown more 1 05 this week than for some 
time. Shoe manufacturers are showing samples for next fall and, feel- 
ing that prices of leather will be no lower, are placing orders for sup- 
plies for future delivery. This demand is taking up some of the sur- 

lus of 1 weights that was beginning to be seen. New orders of 
‘air volume for immediate delivery are also reported and at full prices. 
Calf leathers are yery strong in price and ine are not large. All 
tanners are badly taxed to make deliveries on old contracts, owing to 
the short supply offering. The strong demand for patent-leather shoes 
keeps all grades of patent leather closely sold up, and also creates a 
strong demand for mat calf for toppings. 

Side leathers are in better call. Satin is beginning to attract more 
call from abroad. Kangaroo side is in good demand and tanners owe 
large lots on old contracts, Gla kid is in active demand and dealers 
report that they are getting an advance on some grades. The call for 
sheep leather is vaT air at firm prices. 

The hide market uiet. Western buffs are held at 13 to 131 cents. 
Bids of 13 cents for No. 1 Ohio buffs are refused. Extremes are quiet 
at 133 cents. Southern green salted hides are in large offering at 12 
to 123 cents, but the demand is dull. Calfsklus are scarce and in good 
demand. Foreigns are in smaller offering than for months. 

This was a most splendid statement of the situation. Now, I 
turn from a governor happy to a governor misled, and Governor 
Guild adds to the glowing description just stated the following 
wail: 

Through the conventions of her two at parties, through her gen- 
eral court and governor, Massachusetts has already demanded from the 
National Government the immediate construction of a tariff framed t 
meet the lines of modern 8 Massachusetts asks the removal 
of such duties as are now needless ; the reduction of such duties as were 
once just, but are now excessive, and the r not of our com- 
merce alone, but of the commerce of the United States by more friendly 
trade treaties with other nations. 


And this, too, when he shows that our shoe preducts increased 
only $7,405,548 in the single year, and adds that during the past 
decade the increase has been $70,271,966. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I will ask the gentleman 
if he is aware of the fact that under a Republican tariff the 
Sandwich Glass Works, the Suffolk and New England Glass 
Company, the great furniture factories of Cambridge, the South 
Boston Iron Works, the Norway Iron Works, and the Gilmore 
Rolling Mills, of Cambridge, all went out of existence? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; I am not aware of that; but I am 
aware 


Both exports and 
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Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Then I am glad to in-] him for a certainty, but I think it was Captain Cuttle, who ad- 
crease the gentleman's store of knowledge. vised little Walter, with tears in his eyes, in a most affectionate 
Mr. GROSVENOR. But I am aware that at Pittsburg and | way, Never go back on them as brought you up by hand.” 
Wheeling and all up and down the Monongahela River, and | [Great laughter.] 
everywhere else where iron works and glass works are carried Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman from Ohio permit an 
on upon proper principles, they have grown rich, and enor- | interruption there? 
mously so, under this very tariff law; and if you have a condi- Mr. GROSVENOR. In a second. Therefore I appeal to 
tion of things where your raw material can not be transported | Massachusetts and to Boston and all New England to never go 
from the Allegheny Mountains, why wind up, as a matter of | back on them as brought them up by hand. [Laughter.] 
course, buy Government bonds, so you need not pay any duty, Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the gentleman admit that New Eng- 
or go down there and operate where business is good. land has been brought up by hand through Government aid? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. If we had had free raw Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; under God and the Republican 
material, these iron works and glass works would have stayed in | party. [Laughter.] 

Massachusetts. Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I want to recognize the un- 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not yield, Mr. Chairman, for the | usual magnanimity of the gentieman from Ohio—unusual for 
gentleman to make a speech. I do not want to seem discour- | him—in naming God this once as the senior member of the firm. 
teous to the gentleman and I will reply to what he has said. | [Great laughter.] 

They would not have had any glass works, they would not have Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, a word in conclusion. 

| had any market for the iron, they would not have had any mar- Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I don't want to in- 
ket for the glass, but they would have been where they were in | terrupt the gentleman’s peroration—— 

1857 if it had not been for the Dingley tariff law. My friend Mr. GROSVENOR. I haven't any peroration. I don't make 
is not so ingenuous as to attempt to claim that even under the | them. 

Wilson bill the prosperity in New England was like the pros- Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If the gentleman is through with 
perity now. Massachusetts and the Republican tariff reformers—— 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The works I have spoken Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; I am through with Massachusetts. 
about were established in the early part of the nineteenth cen- Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to ask a question about this 
tury, and they all went out under the high tariff. salt business. I want to get it straight in the RECORD. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I presume that their system of manufac- I understood you to say that the Massachusetts and New Eng- 
ture was such that under the improved conditions it made them | land fish are cured with imported salt? 


useless and put them out of business. Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand so. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I would like to Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is in the bill. i 
ask the gentleman a question, i Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not certify to that, but that is my 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not want the gentleman from Ten- | understanding—for exportation purposes. 
nessee to cut me off from the answer to the gentleman from Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And they have a drawback on that 
Massachusetts. equal to the whole tariff on salt? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to ask the gentleman Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 
from Ohio if he fayors the reciprocity features of the Dingley Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, the meat raisers have a draw- 
tariff bill? back on foreign salt if they use it, but, as a matter of fact, they 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, that is an academical study. Let | do not use foreign salt. 
us devote a whole day to that. [Laughter.] Mr. GROSVENOR. That is their misfortune. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did not the gentleman from Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; it is not their misfortune. 
Ohio vote for that feature of the Dingley tariff bill? Here is a question I want to ask you. If the New England 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; I voted for the Dingley tariff bill. | fishermen use imported salt in packing their fish and get a 
I was not proud of that feature then, and I was glad to see it | drawback on it, and the American meat producer uses American 
salt in curing his meat on which there is no drawback, then does 
not that give the Massachusetts people and the rest of the New 
Englanders an absolute advantage over your people and my 
people and the people of the Mississippi Valley who raise meat? 
That ean not be waived by the A B C business. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman from Ohio allow me to read 
that clause of the Dingley Act? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will be glad to have the gentleman do so. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is paragraph 284, which reads as follows: 

Salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 12 cents 100 
pounds; in bulk, 8 cents per 100 hundred 1 Provided. That im- 
ported salt in bond may be nsed in . h taken by vessels lice 
to engage in the fisheries, and in curing fish on the shores of the navi- 

ble waters of the United States, under such regulations as the Secre- 

ry of the Treasury shall prescribe; and upon proof that the salt has 
been used for either of the purposes stated in this proviso, the duties 
on the same shall be remitted: Provided further, That exporters of 
meats, whether packed or smoked, which have been cured in the United 
States with imported salt, shall, upon satisfactory proof, under such 
regulations as the ienga | of the Treasury shall prescribe, that such 


out. 
1 GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman favor its re- 
enactment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Because I do not want to interfere with 
this flood tide of prosperity. [Laughter.] I do not want to go 
to throwing chunks into it. I went down to the State of Ten- 
nessee and there I met my friend on his native heath, like Mac- 
gregor, and where he sat was the head of the table [laughter], 
and I do not want to interfere with the prosperity there that 
my friend will always testify to when he is not making a po- 
litical speech. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. One other question. Does not 
the gentleman remember that when we were framing the Ding- 
ley tariff bill thirteen nations of the world protested against it 
as being unfair to the foreign markets, and that if it was en- 
acted they would retaliate, and, as a matter of fact, have not meats shall have been cured with imported salt, have refunded to them 
they retaliated more or less? from the Treasury the duties paid on the sait so used in curing such 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If they have, I hope they will keep it up exported meats, in amounts not less than 8100. 
right along. [Laughter.] That same provision in substance was in the McKinley law, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Have they net retaliated? | and was knocked out in the Wilson law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not think so. Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Has not England put up the tax from New York before he sits down 
on tobacco in retaliation? Mr. PAYNE. I could get up if the gentleman from Ohio will 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Have we grown any the poorer for it? yield? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman from Ohio wants The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 
ship subsidies to encourage the hauling of our produce to foreign Mr. GROSVENOR. I think we had better haye it out on the 
markets. salt question. 3 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We don’t want to haul off all of it; just Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If it is true, and it is true, that the 
a little. Mr. Chairman, the difference between the gentleman New England fish are cured by imported salt on which we have 
from Tennessee and myself can be put into a very small com- | a drawback to the amount of the tariff that they paid, provided 
pass. He is living on his prophetic genius for evils to come; I it is exported, and the American meat producer cured his meat 
am reveling in the joys of the present. [Great laughter.] with American salt on which there is no drawback, where is the 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes; the gentleman from Ohio is | advantage he gets by any drawback? Is not that language about 
always reveling; he is always at home under any circumstances. | the western meat raisers’ drawbacks on imported salt, which 
[Laughter.] they do not use, put into that bill as a mere makeweight in order 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Mr. Chairman, let us get back to | to confuse the public mind and cover up the advantage which 
Boston. I appeal to Boston and Massachusetts to stand firm. | New England gets from the exported salt which the other does 
I want to give them some simple advice that Dickens puts into | not get? - : 
the mouth of one of his characters. I won't undertake to name Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman when this 
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clause was put in the Dingley bill there was a statement that 
meat packers did use this salt, and I have always understood 


they did use foreign salt and get the drawback. If they de- 
clined to use it and did not take advantage of the law, of course 
we can not compel them and do not compel them, but they did 
not have under the law any more advantage for fish than they 
did for meat. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the salt question is settled, I will go on. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask either the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] or the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne], it does not make any difference which, 
does not this tariff on foreign salt put up the price of American 
salt? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think it does. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Do you think the meat raisers of 
the Mississippi Valley are big enough fools to go to the Atlantic 
coast and import salt from foreign markets to cure their meat 
when Kansas and that whole country out there is rammed 
chock full of American salt, where all you have to do is to dig 
it out of the ground in carload lots? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will say to my friend from Missouri when I 
Was a boy on the farm my father always considered it necessary 
to have Turks Island salt to cure his meat with. Whether that 
condition has changed now or not I do not know. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is three-quarters of a cen- 
tury ago. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. I am much obliged to the gentleman; I confess 
to half a century, but three-quarters of a century I decline. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, before I conclude, let me 
finish this salt question. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Let me make one remark. I 
would like to say to the gentleman who has been talking about 
salt that the reason the factories of the Mississippi Valley 
use American salt instead of importing salt and getting the bene- 
fit of the rebate is because the American salt is so much cheaper 
they can not afford to use the other. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is not the reason. It is be- 
cause the American salt lies at their very doors, and that makes 
it cheaper. It saves freight charges. There are whole counties 
in Kansas underlaid by salt hundreds of feet deep, and all you 
have to do is to quarry it out, as easily as you can quarry mar- 
ble in the State of Vermont. 

Mr. PAYNE. If it had not been for protection it would not 
have got in there. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why not? There is not a country 
on God’s earth that can compete with Kansas in the production 
of salt. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, Mr. Chairman, when I was a boy 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That was about a century ago. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR (continuing). I remember going with my 
father in an ox-cart conveyance nearly 30 miles to trade wheat 
for salt. That was in good old Democratic times. It was in 
1846 or 1848, or somewhere along there. We bought a barrel 
of salt containing 5 bushels and gave for that 12 bushels of 
wheat. To-day, in the district in which I live, you can buy 
a barrel of better salt than that was, in good cooperage, for 65 
cents. Now, if the gentleman wants to make a fuss about salt, 
I advise him to estimate as nearly as possible how much salt it 
will take to be the equivalent of the tariff on one hide, and go 
into a compromise to repeal the duty on the hide and on the 
salt and see how he would come out. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
state, with the great reputation which he has at stake, that this 
reduction in the price of salt, what he has stated it was when 
he was a boy down to the present low rate, has been produced 
by the tariff, and that new machinery and the appliances and 
the new methods of production of salt have had no effect in re- 
ducing the price of salt? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is not a great deal of machinery 
involved in the making of salt, but there are scientific improve- 
ments very greatly used. The production of salt was never im- 
portant until the tariff stimulated the men engaged in the indus- 
try, and then I confess it has gone away beyond the effect of 
any protective tariff, and the present duty on salt is totally im- 
material so far as the cost of salt is concerned, in my judgment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit 
one more question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I want to ask him whether the operation 
of a drawback is not always to enable the American manufac- 
turer of the article concerning which there is a drawback for 
raw material to sell cheaper to the foreign consumer than to 
the American consumer? Is not that its necessary result? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ‘The question of its purpose and of its 


result are two different propositions. It certainly has some- 
thing to do with getting rid of the difference between the de- 
livery at the place of manufacture and freight to the place of 
foreign delivery. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. In other words, does not it make the 
article cheaper to the foreign consumer, freight left out of con- 
sideration, free on board at the place of shipment, than it does 
to the home consumer? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No doubt. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, that being the case, will the gentle- 
man tell me what becomes of the old time-honored and well- 
Soloyong Republican principle that a tariff is a tax on the for- 
eigner? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is too profound a proposition for 
so short a time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This seems to be a tax on the home man 
and a bonus to the foreigner. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The object of the rebate on raw mate- 
rial brought into this country, manufactured and exported, is 
in order to give the laborer a cheaper raw material than pos- 
sibly he could get at home. It is done wholly and entirely 
in the interest of the labor of the United States, and does not 
benefit the manufacturer, so far as I can see, in any degree 
whatever. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will proceed with about two minutes 
of my speech, and then I will be through. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a great question. This is a question 
that will reach out into the future; it is a question that is 
important in the present. It has been confided by the people 
of the United States to the disposition of the Republican 
party, and there is no member of the Republican party— 
I say it with profound respect for every one of you—there is 
no member of the Republican party that in his individual ca- 
pacity knows more about what ought to be done than does the 
Republican party as an aggregation of statesmen and patri- 
otic men; and I appeal to the Republicans on this side of the 
House to stand together as one man and not permit ourselyes 
to be raided by the sophistry of Democratic disorganization. 
The Republican party has never failed in one of its great enter- 
prises, and time will fail me to take them up one by one to 
prove to you that from its birth in 1853, all along the line of 
its magnificent pathway, it has never undertaken to do any- 
thing in politics, in civilization, in business, or any question of 
any other character that in the long run it did not achieve the 
result for which it started. This is not a time, in the very 
heyday of the glory of the country, to disrupt the Republican 
party because of slight differences of opinion upon minor ques-. 
tions of policy. [Loud applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, we have just listened to 
another of those well-known Republican speeches upon the tariff 
question which illustrate the aptness of the Latin adage, “ Qui 
ambulat in tenebris, nescit quo vadit.” Whoever walks in the 
shadows is ignorant beforehand of the point at which he is 
coming out. The closing part of that speech illustrated the fact 
that when a tariff bill fails it benefits the American people. 
The object in imposing a tariff is to raise the price of the article 
upon which it is imposed. If the tariff be imposed for protec- 
tion, whenever it fails to do that, then the object of the protec- 
tionist has failed, and then the protectionist in due course of 
time comes before the American Congress and boasts of its 
failure as one of the blessings of protectionism. 

The gentleman has just shown that American salt is so much 
cheaper than foreign salt that American meat curers use it all 
the time. He has proved that the object in laying a protective 
tariff upon salt has failed, and then the gentleman congratulates 
the country upon the benefits which were derived for the con- 
sumers from cheap salt. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if a man were to attempt to dam up a 
stream and were to discover afterwards that the stream had 
dug itself a new channel around the dam with a current as 
strong as ever, and were to come in and boast that he had cre- 
ated an additional current, he would stand in just about the 
attitude that the gentleman stands. 

Mr. Chairman, let us get our bearings. I want to talk about 
these particular bills. What is the choice of the House to-day 
when it comes to the question of fixing the commercial relations 
between the Philippine Islands and continental United States 
or the balance of the United States? We stand with a major- 
ity bill before us, and I am glad to welcome as its advocates 
among the Democratic following in this House the Agamemnon 
of the Republican party, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Payne]; old Ulysses himself, the gentleman from Ohio Mr. 
GROSVENOR], and young Achilles, perhaps with a vulnerable 
heel, but nothing else vulnerable about him, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Datzert]. [Laughter.] The gentleman 
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from Colorado was right when he said these gentlemen eyen 
in advocating their own bills were following in Democratic 
footsteps. We have been for years trying to drive the Repub- 
lican party to the very position which this majority bill now 
expresses, and what strikes me as curious is that there are 
some few men upon this side of the Chamber who, when we 
have succeeded in bringing them to that position, want us now 
to quit driving because they are about to do what we have 
been trying to make them do for years. One proposition before 
the House is the majority bill. What is it? It is a recognition 
of the Democratic claim that all parts of the common domain 
of the United States ought to have free trade with one another. 
The majority bill recognizes free trade now in every product 
except two, and then it says that on and after a certain day 
in 1909 we shall have free trade between these two separate 
parts of the common domain of the United States in all prod- 
ucts, these two products included. 

That is one bill before you. It recognizes the Democratic 
principle of the relation that ought to exist between the Fed- 
eral Government and a remote province, colony, appendage, 
territory, appurtenant appendage—I care not what you call it 
a domain under the flag of the United States. It is Demo- 
cratic because Democracy is Americanism, and Americanism 
had its birth in the assertion of the principle that the mother 
country had no right to make one set of laws for Englishmen 
in England and another set of laws for Englishmen in America ; 
that Great Britain had no right to make discriminations against 
her own subjects in America in favor of her own subjects in 
the mother country. It is Democratic for that reason. 

It is Democratic for another reason. Leaving out of ques- 
tion the relationship that ought to exist between different parts 
of the common domain, it recognizes the grand old Democratic 
principle that the freer you can make commercial relations 
between the different congeries of the human race the better 
for commerce, the better for mutual enrichment and the greater 
benefit you have conferred upon all, especially the wage-earner. 
Why, Republicans in this debate speak of a reduction of tariff 
upon American goods going into the Philippines as “a benefit 
to the Filipino.” So it is, but that is Democratic talk. My 
friend, the gentleman from New York, amongst others, says 
this, and yet if the Republican theory be correct then the 
higher tariff you can put upon American goods going into the 
Philippines the better for the Filipinos. 

How glad I was the other day to hear my friend from New 
York [Mr. Payne] elucidating and clarifying the good old 
Democratic doctrine that cheap labor is not always low-priced 
labor, that a man may be hired very cheaply per diem, per 
week, or per month, and yet his labor may be a very dear labor, 
because it is dearer per yard, per pound, or per bale of product. 
But, Mr. Chairman, whenever a Republican intellect, being an 
American intellect, can for the time being divorce itself from 
some special interest or partisan purpose it immediately begins 
to clarify itself, and it begins to understand a whole lot of 
things that it either theretofore has not understood or else con- 
cerning which its possessor has pretended not to understand. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the majority bill here is one thing, the 
minority bill is another, and unlike the majority bill, the 
minority bill goes the full logical length and is the consistent 
yoice of the minority. The majority bill is not the consistent 
voice of the majority. Well do I remember when we had this 
same question up in connection with Porto Rico that a great 
Republican President, well-bred gentleman that he was, uttered 
the words that manifest justice” and“ plain duty“ required 
that we should give Porto Rico free trade with the balance of 
the United States. And well do I remember the time, not long 
after that, when the cohorts of tobacco and of sugar and of 
rice and of Heaven knows what else crowded upon the city of 
Washington that a different voice came, not so publicly, from 
the surroundings of the same personage. Well do I remember 
that there was a bill about to be produced from the Committee 
on Ways and Means giving the balance of the United States 
free trade with Porto Rico, a bill about to be reported by the 
leader of the Republican side, the chairman of that great com- 
mittee. Well do I remember that a little bit after that, when 
the cohorts had won their way to the Republican heart, as they 
usually somehow do, that a bill was introduced by the same 
gentleman to fix duties upon articles coming from Porto Rico, 
and then well do I remember that, having forgotten about our 
“plain duty” and “manifest justice,” as far as that bill was 
concerned, some months afterwards the same voice of consistent 
Republicanism came in with another bill finally giving free 
trade with Porto Rico. And during all that time the grand 
old historic party, select though few it may have been in vari- 
ous Congresses, has stood upon the historic American doctrine 
that it is not right fer any mother country to float its flag, in- 


scribed with the pretenses of its liberties and privileges, over 
a people without giving them the common benefits of the Gov- 
ernment under which they live. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] We have done the same thing about the Philippines. 
We have tried to drive you in every minority report as near 
the position that we now occupy as we could. We have driven 
you now to where you say that in 1909, anyway, you are 
going to be with us all over, and that now you are with us 
except in two spots, a sugar spot and a tobacconized spot. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, there is another bill before this House, and 
that is the present law, the present tariff existing between 
Porto Rico and the Philippines. It is on the statute books, but it 
is as much before us for reenaetment ag if it were to-day for 
the first time propounded. Let no Democrat deceive himself. 
You can not yote so as to avoid the truth of the old law and 
common-sense maxim that “every man is responsible for the 
natural and necessary consequences of his own conduct.” The 
man who votes against the substitute bill, or after the substi- 
tute bill shall have been voted down, if it shall be—and I 
heartily hope that it shall not be—the man who votes against 
the majority bill after that is not only voting against some- 
thing, but he is voting for something. He is voting for the 
existing tariff between the United States and the Philippines 
and between the Philippines and the United States. He is con- 
sciously and deliberately voting for its reenacting as his choice, 
rather than for its disenactment or repeal. 

When his conscience concerning the constitutionality is so 
delicate that he can not swallow a rate of 25 per cent of the 
Dingley rate upon tobacco and sugar, even though it be a rem- 
nant after reduction and eyen though all duties on all other 
articles be repealed, he will have to go back and explain how 
that same delicate conscience could swallow all of the present 
existing tariff rates between these two parts of the common 
domain. He can not plead any doctrinaire excuse. He has got 
to plead before common-sense people in a forum of common 
sense, and their inquiry will be: “ Did you not know when you 
voted against the bill that you were voting for the existing law, 
and if your objection to the bill was that it is unconstitutional 
in two respects, to wit, as to sugar and tobacco, how can you 
justify yourself in voting for a bill that was unconstitutional 
in every respect?” [Applause.] 

If a great, big, strong fellow, like my friend, Mr. Rucker, of 
Missouri, were to come up to me some night and poke a pistol 
at my head—and in his particular case I think his fist would 
be sufficient—and say, “ JoHN WILLIAMS, you have got $100 in 
your pocket, and I want it,” and I surrendering to the sight 
of the blue metal of the pistol barrel, what would be thought if 
my friend the other gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] should 
come up about that time with power to help me, if seeking to 
use his influence with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Rucxer] to give me back my money—all of it—after talking 
with him a while and getting the consent of Mr. Rucker to give 
me back $75 of my money, Mr. Rucker pleading, whether falsely 
or not, that he “really had need of the other $25 "—what would 
be thought of it if my friend Mr. CLARK said, “ Well, RUCKER, I 
can not stand by that sort of an agreement, because if I stand 
here as a witness to your keeping $25 of the money of JOHN 
WIIILIaus, I am a party to the original robbery—particeps crim- 
inis in the entire affair.” [Laughter.] ] 

Now, that is the question before this House. The gentleman 
from Colorado was right when he said that both of these bills 
are Democratic. One—ours—is altogether so. The other—that 
of the majority—is really altogether so. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Kemer] was right when he said both of these bills 
are Democratic. I am glad to see, now and then, a Republican 
Administration having a lucid interval and recommending good 
old American doctrine born in the throes of the American Revo- 
lution to the American people. [Applause.] 

I am glad to see the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIER] ap- 
plaud the sentiment that the American President ought to rec- 
ommend good old American doctrine to the American people, 
[laughter], that American doctrine having already been stigma- 
tized or complimented by him as Democratic in its character. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DaLzeELL] did not go quite far enough back. He might have gone 
back to the Porto Rican bill; he might have gone back to the 
first bill upon the question of commercial relations with the 
Philippines. I do not want to discuss that now. Here is one 
thing that I do want to say in connection with this question: 
I do not believe that the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in connection with these insular cases was good 
law until, of course, after it had been made, when it does be- 
come good law, whatever else bad—ethics or whatnot—there 
may be in it. 
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A decision of the Supreme Court does not change the right 
of a case; it does not change the ethics of the case. If you were 
to ask me now, in view of that decision, what was the legal 
relationship between the Philippine Archipelago and continental 
America I would answer that I did not think fourteen Philadel- 
phia lawyers could answer the question. But if you asked me 
what the ethical relationship between us and those islands in our 
occupancy—temporary, I hope in God’s name—my answer would 
be that a child with common attributes in its heart could tell 
you what the ethics were—the duty to give them equal op- 
portunities, the duty not to allow our Government to be solely 
a burden upon them, but to let it be, in as far as it naturally 
may be, a benefit as well as a burden. The Supreme Court 
decision could not change the right, it could not change plain 
duty, it could not change manifest duty, it can only make or 
change law. It ought to confine itself to declaring law; but un- 
der the pretense of declaring it does sometimes, and in my 
opinion did in this case, make law. 

Now, I expect some of you will be surprised to hear me say 
that I am glad they gave the decision. If they found that in 
their conscience they could do it—it is not a conscience burden 
of mine, I was not one of them—I am glad, because when they 
failed to decide that the Philippines were eternally and forever 
and under all circumstances and conditions altogether and ex- 
clusively domestic, because we can not hold colonies; when they 
decided in words almost that Congress had the right to do any- 
thing that Congress would as regards the relationship between 
us and them, they in substance decided also that Congress had 
the right to get rid of them whenever Congress chose. This 
power, in my opinion, it would have had anyhow. The power 
under treaty to acquire carries with it the power by treaty to re- 
lease, unless the territory has in the meantime become a State. 
But many did not agree with me about that. Get rid of them? 
Why? For their sake? Yes, but not mainly, but for our sakes 
more than any other. Gentlemen, I speak with feeling upon 
this question. All of us in the cotton States, where there is an 
overwhelming population of another race, speak with feeling 
upon it. The American who can read American history and 
can not discover that almost every great natienal trouble we 
have ever had, every great problem seemingly unsolvable that 
we have been faced with, has grown out of the presence in the 
same country of two different, unassimilable races, and races 
are never assimilable except by legal intermarriage and by a 
recognition on the part of one of the absolute equality of the 
other; the man who can read American history and not discover 
that the landing of the first ship freighted with Africans at 
Jamestown was the beginning of all our woes, or nearly all of 
them, is too weak in his intellect to be required to read his- 
tory at all, too weak to be expected to learn any lesson what- 
soever from it. 

It is one thing, when a common negro selling Yankee ances- 
try and a common negro buying Southern ancestry have given 
you the problem, to deal with it bravely and well with a first 
and just regard to the integrity of your own race and the ethics 
which underlie the civilization of that race, but it is a different 
thing to go across the sea, to do this of your own accord—of 
your own accord, with eyes opened by past experience, to annex 
and permanently nurse by retention another race problem. 
Not of God’s accord. Curse the hypocrisy of the fellow who 
tells us God put us in the Philippine Islands.” [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] Nobody but a hypocrite says it. ‘There 
is nobody but a fool who believes it. We had 10,000 men at 
sea going to the East before we signed the treaty which took 
them because we knew we were going to take them, and we 
knew we would need soldiers for them when we did. We bought 
them and knew we were buying a war when we did. “The devil 
came out of his study, and, quoth he, ‘the best way te do my 
will is to call it the will of God?” American greed sent us 
there; American appetite for prestige and conquest sent us there; 
American pride and appetite to go “ world-powering” sent us 
there. We went there of our own accord. There was not a 
moment after we went there, even the very moment after the 
blessed sun shone upon the victory of Manila that we could not 
have left, and the first opportunity was the best. I am glad 
the Supreme Court has left us a way to get rid of them at some 
time. You can get rid of them at some time. There are a 
hundred ways. Any one of them is better for us and our chil- 
dren than staying. If you gentlemen, whose special industries 
are faced with real or fancied injury, want to defeat this leg- 
islation, if you want to defeat legislation like it in the future, 
get rid of the Philippine Islands and you will always find when 
you come to the Democratic doctrine that it is un-American 
to hold crown colonies, a solid Democracy over here to help you, 
including cane sugar, beet sugar, rice, tobacco, and everything 
else. [Applause on the Democratic side.] When I say get rid 


of them, I do not mean the “ scuttle doctrine,” as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania called it. If I want to leave a house I would 
not leave the house with all the doors wide open and all the win- 
dows wide open without finding a proper man to take my place 
to handle the keys and see that burglars did not enter. There 
is no trouble about the way to get rid of them. We have our- 
selyes shown the way in the case of Cuba. 

Something has been said about the function of a minority. 
I will tell you what in my view is the function of the minority, 
and especially in a House like this, where the minority can in- 
itiate nothing, can accomplish by its own votes nothing, and 
can only vote. Whenever anything comes from the other side 
of the Chamber that is wrong, oppose it. Whenever an 
comes from the other side of the Chamber that is right, vote 
for it. There is no way to serve the minority better than to 
remember the good old adage, that he serves his party well who 
seryes his country best, and he serves his country best who 
serves the right whatever the right may be. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] I mentioned a moment ago—— A 

Mr. KEIFER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not want to interrupt the gentleman’s 
discussion, and I only want the gentleman to give the credit of 
that which he has attempted just now to quote. Will you 
please tell us who is the author of it? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not remember, but I think Edmund 
Burke, while he was not the author of the exact words, was the 
author of the sentiment. I have not attempted to quote the 
exact words. 

Mr. KEIFER. The first time it got into our history and 
politics was when it was put into an inaugural address by 
President Rutherford B. Hayes, of Ohio. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I am glad to hear that so 
old a sentiment coming from such a distinguished source as 
Edmund Burke received the approval of Rutherford B. Hayes. 
[Laughter.] In the opinion of everybody acquainted with both 
historical characters it adds immensely to the value of the 
maxim. 

My friend Mr. Gnarrr of Massachusetts was asked while 
upon his feet: What will the Republicans do about the tariff? 
He replied, as I am informed—because I was not in the Cham- 
ber at the time and have not read the Recorp—*I am not a 
prophet.” Now, my friends, I am not a prophet, either, but I 
believe from the clouds now in the skies, the direction of the 
wind, and all the balance of it, that a man need not be a 
weather prophet to answer that question. You are going to do 
nothing about the tariff. The Republican party in its present 
decadent condition has neither the brains nor the intelligence to 
remedy tariff abuses. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
That is the reason why you are going to have a Democratic 
House of Representatives after the next election. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Oh, a few stand-patters, with absolute contempt for popular 
sentiment and absolute trust in the omnipotence of the Commit- 
tee on Rules, and in the Committee on Ways and Means, and in 
our little legislative coteries here in Washington, may imagine 
there is no outside world. There is an outside world in Michi- 
gan, in Wisconsin, in Iowa, throughout all the great Middle West, 
whose world market for their wheat and corn and meats and 
agricultural implements is being menaced by the initiation of a 
commercial warfare by the Emperor of Germany in retaliation 
for our spirit of commercial exclusiveness. There is an outside 
world up in Massachusetts, although, as the gentleman from 
Ohio said this morning, Massachusetts was “brought up by 
hand” on the tariff. There was a bottle of governmental pap 
given to her early, and all she had to do was to suck. She 
owes her predominance in the Union, so far as wealth is con- 
cerned, to the fact that her statesmen all had the shrewdness to 
mold tariff schedules to suit Massachusetts and to suit New 
England. 

Mr. McCALL. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Just one word more and then I will. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it so happens in this world that no 
patient can exist long in a healthful condition upon the same 
medicine, no matter whether it be governmentally administered or 
not. The time will come when the thing that was formerly a 
medicine will become a poison. Massachusetts now is crying 
out for a revision of the tariff. Changed conditions have 
brought it about that she feels the burdensomeness of her part 
of the payment of tariff taxes. It is not nearly as nice as 
having the other fellow pay the tax while she collected. God 
bless her! I am glad to see her back shoulder to shoulder with 


old Virginia, as she was early in the histery of this country, 
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and once more recognizing Democratic principles. Massachu- 
setts did not go into the tariff willingly. It was forced upon her 
by the West. Her great statesman, Daniel Webster, made a 
speech against it, a speech which even he, the“ godlike Daniel“ 
himself, could never subsequently answer and which nobody yet 
has answered. At that time Massachusetts was a navigating 
State, and desired to remain one. But when they put this ini- 
quitous system upon the statute books, Massachusetts, amidst 
her rock-ribbed hills, with her magnificent intelligence, her 
superb courage, her excellent adaptiyeness, said “All right; 
that is the law of the country and we will proeeed to take ad- 
yantage of it, and when it comes to molding schedules we will 
mold them to suit New England. Let the southerners, with their 
sentiment and their oratory, go; let the westerners, with their 
patriotism, loud-mouthed, pass by.; we will pay attention to 
schedules.” 

And New England paid attention to schedules and for a long 
time had her way about them, no matter what party was in 
power. Now some of them have come to be awfully inconyen- 
ient, and she wants to get rid of such of them as are incon- 
venient. Pennsylvania and the West got to “fixing things.” 
Very well; may God bless you to our ranks, We will help you 
to get rid of them; we have been robbed, too; but“ when you 
come into a court of equity you must do equity.” There is one 
power in the world that can rid you of the inequity of your 
part of the burden, sharing even in present conditions, and that 
power is the Democratic party. 

But Massachusetts has helped to take some of the tax off the 
Kansan’s mower and reaper—they are his raw material, his 
tools—off the blacksmith’s hammer, the carpenter’s saw and 
nails, the steel rails necessary for the development of our internal 
commerce, and the Mississippian’s cotton gin, bagging, and ties. 

Massachusetts says she wants “free hides.” I have offered 
a bill reducing the duty on hides to 5 per cent, a reduction of 
two-thirds; the duty on sole leather to 7 per cent ad valorem 
and to reduce the balance of the leather and harness and shoes 
schedule and leather-glove schedule 50 per cent. Surely you are 
willing if the duties on your raw material be reduced 663 per 
cent to reduce the duty upon the finished product 50 per cent. I 
have, with the view again of trying your Republican friends, 
introduced another bill, to put hides on the free list, pro- 
vided you will reduce the balance of the schedule a little more 
than 50 per cent. When you come into a court of equity, do 
equity. If you are to get a reduction on your raw material, in 
the name of Justice let the millions who must wear shoes and 
whose wives and children must wear them get them for a less 
part of a day’s wage. There is no more honest, no more intel- 
ligent part of this Union than the young Democracy of the State 
of Massachusetts; and it is going to win its fight because the 
Republican party has not the courage—I said brains a moment 
ago; I believe I will take that back—it has not the courage to 
disturb this protective chain-armor suit. Why not? Because 
your several pocket receipts from the system are all banded to- 
gether like one of those old-time sets of armor that the knights 
wore, plate by plate, riveted together, and the minute one chain 
broke the whole armor fell to pieces. 

That is what you are afraid of; and yet a certain Sir Robert 
Peel in England, who was a protectionist and found himself in 
such a situation, had sense enough and courage enough to go at 
it, and go at it gradually, not to dynamite the whole thing, but 
gradually to bring about a successful issue out of a false posi- 
tion. You say that you are afraid that we Democrats, if we 
try it, will dynamite and blow up the house in order to build up 
another house. Well, if so, then for God’s sake, if you think as 
you speak, revise this tariff yourselves. Remove its excres- 
cences, remove its injustices, fix it so that no American manu- 
facturer under its «gis and shelter can longer sell goods 
cheaper to the foreigner at a good profit while he exploits the 
American consumer at an unreasonable profit. [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side.] Do that; do it yourselves, I say. I 
am so much an American rather than a Democrat I would rather 
see it done by you than that it should not be done at all; and 
if it be true that we can not do it without dynamiting all the 
industries of the country—that proposition I deny—but if I be- 
lieved it, then I would rather see you do it than to see us do it. 
You say you are the party which“ does things.” Do something. 
You are afraid. You are afraid of finding yourselves in the 
attitude of freebooters at daggers’ points about an equitable di- 
vision of the spoils. We used to say about the Republican party 
that it might be guilty of every sin in the world, but that it 
did not lack courage and it did not lack brains. That was 
when you called yourselves “the party of moral ideas.” Now 
you have only schedule ideas. Now you have got down to the 
point where you lack courage, and I begin to mightily suspect 
that you lack brains. 


It is one of God's ordinances that people who know they are 
wrong and yet are held back by thoughts of profit and worldly 
5 from remedying their wrong are generally lacking in 

Some of the arguments made in connection with this question 
amuse me a bit. I beg pardon; I promised a moment ago to 
yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL]. 

Mr. McCALL. That would involve the gentleman's return- 
ing to a part of his argument that he has left, and he after- 
wards corrected the impression which he gave my mind in the 
statement that he made. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That was about New England having orig- 
inated the protective policy. New England did not do it. 

5 8 xe B it healers statement in which he re- 

TT ew England as practically the originator 
tective tariff. $ = z EER 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; New England was not; but New Eng- 
land took advantage of it after it was originated and devoted 
her attention to schedule making for several generations, much 
to her own enrichment, until it is strictly true, as the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] said this morning, that she 

was brought up by the hand” of the Federal Government. 

Some of these arguments amuse me by their own inconsistency. 
A gentleman gets up and says that if we let sugar in from the 
Philippines cheaper than it is now the Philippine producer will 
get nothing by it; that the American consumer will get nothing 
by it; that the American sugar trust will get everything by it. 
Then, in the very next breath, the same gentleman says if we 
let sugar in from the Philippine Islands at a reduced tax it will 
encourage and develop the sugar industry in the Philippine 
Islands” to such an extent that virtually all of their arable 
lands will go into sugar. 

The next man tells you that the Philippine tobacco farmer 
will not get anything out of the bill; that it will be of no benefit 
to him; that the tobacco trust will get it all; and then, in the 
next breath, he tells you—forgetting about the necessary small 
plats of land that are due to be put down in sugar by the 
prophecy of his colleague—that virtually the whole arable land 
in the Philippines will go into tobacco, so much more money 
will be made in the archipelago out of that product. And, by 
the way, some of my friends seemed to be frightened the other 
day for fear all the arable lands in the Philippines would go 
into rice “to the ruin” of Texas and Louisiana rice planters. 
Great heavens! Mr. Chairman, picture the two things, will you— 
the Filipino, half naked, suffering with anwmia, driving a 
water buffalo as his motive power, with a sharpened stick for a 
plow, 6,000 miles away, with freight rates to pay, and a Texas 
or Louisiana planter with the most magnificent supervising in- 
telligence that the agricultural world has ever known, with all 
modern machinery, upon an immense great place! Picture my 
friend the Texan or the Louisianian driven out of business by 
the half-naked Filipino with the water buffalo and sharp stick! 

But that is not all. If they placed it upon that basis alone 
we might “sort o’ stand for it;” but he is not to do it directly, 
but to do it indirectly, by shipping out his own rice, half fed as 
he is, with no money in his pocket, shipping cut his own rice 
to America while he buys from China and Japan the rice to 
feed himself and his family and keep alive while he is waiting 
for the remittance for his own rice that has to be sold. What a 
wonderful industrial foresight and ingenuity is attributed to this 
poor half-naked Filipino, who is not fit to govern himself or to 
go to the dickens by himself, whichever you choose, in the 
opinion of the Republican party. He grows rice to eat, and he 
makes so little of it that he has to import some, and yet he is 
to be such a modern financier on the rice question as to be 
entitled to a diploma to serve as a president of a great life- 
insurance company. He is going to send his rice here, over 
6,000 miles, and pay all the freight on it, after it has cost him 
more to make it with his water buffalo and his sharp stick, to 
compete with this rice, raised in this beautiful country, in 
Texas or Louisiana, with the magnificent intelligence there for 
its supervision and with magnificent machinery for its cultiva- 
tion, and meanwhile he is to do without something to eat until 
he can get his rice sold or else is to negotiate a meantime loan 
at oriental rates. That little brown fellow lives on a farm of 
about 6 or 8 or 10 acres and raises his rice in the water; not 
the way they raise it down here, but trusting in Providence for 
the water to come; not by means of irrigation canals upon which 
thousands of thousands of dollars have been expended. And 
he is frightening my friends from Louisiana. 

Why, take courage from us—the cotton planters of Louisiana 
and Mississippi and Texas and the Carolinas! We have never 


had a dollar of protection from any buman being in the world, 
and I do not want my children and my grandchildren to work 
under the «gis of any protective tariff, even if I could make 
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more money in my lifetime by it or some of them make more in 
theirs. Why? Because they would become accustomed to a 
protective-tariff margin of doing business, and any set of politi- 
cians at any time could withdraw the margin. Having con- 
tracted a different habit of doing business and a different stand- 
ard of living, when the withdrawal time came, although it 
ought not to ruin them, it would ruin them. The very cotton 
business of this country to-day, if we were doing business under 
a protective tariff, would be ruined to-morrow by the with- 
drawal of the protective tariff. Why? Because part of our 
standard of living, perhaps, would be a month or two in the 
summer at the seaside or in the mountains and a week or two 
at the St. Charles, in New Orleans, in the winter, and our wives 
and daughters could not get used to the change of régime in 
time to keep us from being ruined. 

Thomas Jefferson was right in saying that “ pride costs more 
than hunger, thirst, and cold.” 

I say, take courage from us. We have faced in competition 
the fellaheen of Egypt; we have faced the Hindoo— 

Who for pants makes his skin do— 
God bless the poor Hindoo, 

Both work for very little money. Through the supervising 
intelligence that has brought the cotton-raising industry to the 
highest point of perfection we have faced them all successfully, 
and will continue to do it until the crack of doom. [Applause.] 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kirn] said yesterday, Find 
a man who has nothing and produces nothing and you find a man 
who is by nature a free trader.” Let us analyze that a bit. The 
man who has nothing can buy nothing, and therefore he does not 
care a cent what it costs. It is the man that has something to buy 
with that is interested in getting his goods at a fair price. The man 
that has nothing does not care, and it does not pay him to care, 
because he is reduced either to stealing or to begging, and either 
one of these processes is a free process. I can give the gentleman 
something that will reply to that, and it happens to be true: 
Find a man that is not willing to stand up alone and fight the 
world in fair competition and without governmental prop or 
assistance, relying upon the rich soil and the neighborhood of a 
great people and a magnificent area of a free trade among com- 
munities hitherto unequaled in the history of the entire world, 
stretching from Canada to the Gulf and from the Atlantic to 
the Pacific; find me a man who is unwilling, who is afraid, who 
is not brave enough, relying on his own intelligence, industry, 
and courage, to stand up without governmental prop, without 
governmental crutch, or governmental shelter, but who wants 
to be made prosperous at the expense of other people, by gov- 
ernmental assistance, so that he can make other people pay him 
a tax for the product which he raises, and I will find you a man 
that is a natural-born protectionist. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] That definition is not a joke; it is true. 

But, Mr. Chairman, how pitiable is the obtrusion of all these 
little selfish pocketbook interests in connection with the solu- 
tion of a great question of humanity on trial in the forum of 
the mother country when that question is, Shall we do jus- 
tice by the colony? Why, even Great Britain does not exploit 
her colonies for the benefit of Great Britain any more. Her 
own bone and sinew—and, thank God, they were ancestors of 
nearly all of us that wore the colonial uniform whieh reenforced 
the argument—her own bone and sinew taught her better than 
that in the war beginning in 1776. And the very people who 
taught Great Britain that lesson are now to follow foolishly, 
if not wickedly, in the current of the policy which she pursued. 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Is it not a fact that every country in 
Europe producing beet sugar places a duty upon cane sugar 
imported from its own possessions? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not know whether that is so or not, 
but if it is, it is a demonstration. of the folly of misdirected 
energy. Whenever any country undertakes to bring into exist- 
ence an industry which is not naturally prosperous, purely by 
the taxing power, and keep it dependent on the taxing power, 
they have taken that much capital and that much labor out of 
some other channel in which it might be more wisely directed. 
This is especially true if under the same flag there is land 
which will raise sugar cheaper for the consumption of all the 
people to whom the flag belongs. In addition to the unwisdom 
of the proposition is the unrighteousness of it, because the 
other fellow, who is pursuing the natural profitable avocation, 
has to pay the bill. I know Great Britain puts no duty on 


cane sugar made in her colonies. I do not know that Germany 
has any colonies that raise cane sugar. France has some. 
There is nothing, by the way, more absurd than the war that 
Burope has had for I do not know how long between different 
countries competing with one another in the raising of beet 


sugar until it absolutely got to this status: Austria-Hungary 
and Germany and France, raising beet sugar, encouraged it by 
a bounty on exports, which was, of course, deducted from the 
price of the purchaser in the foreign country to which the goods 
were exported, until they were selling to the great market of 
London sugar from all those countries at about 30 per cent less 
than their own people were getting it for in their own country; 
and, finally, having raised one another’s bounties to a point of 
absolute absurdity, they had sometime ago to hold a beet-sugar 
convention and agree on reduction of bounties all along the line. 
In other words, Austria-Hungary, Germany, and France each 
was taxing itself to death in order to sell sugar cheap to the 
English market. 

Now, that is an absolute historical fact. It is not a piece of 
irony ; it is not a piece of sarcasm. It is not the plot of a comic 
opera. Men in some future age reading that may think some- 
body as a burlesque had written it, but it is a matter of his- 
tory. My friend the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kemer] had 
Clew’s circular read, showing how this country had prospered 
under a protective tariff. I believe I noticed that he used the 
preposition “under,” rather than the preposition “ from,” but I 
think he meant “from.” That it has prospered under a protec- 
tive tariff there can be no manner of doubt; that it has pros- 
pered from a protective tariff there is all sorts of doubt, and 
Clew’s circular itself settles the doubt, because if you listened 
to its reading it went on to state the magnificent crops of cot- 
ton, the magnificent crops of wheat, the magnificent herds of 
cattle browsing upon all our hills, the great exports of agricul- 
tural products, unprotected, bringing to our American shores 
gold from every clime until it has made us a very rich country. 
But I am not one of those who are going to be absurd enough 
to deny that we and the balance of the world owe our chief 
blessings to the Dingley tariff. I am sometimes accused of 
being ironical. I remember, down at a little place in West Vir- 
ginia, notifying a Democratic nominee for the Vice-Presidency, 
I had occasion to notice the peculiarity of the present Chief 
Executive which leads him to extol the arts of war while he 
regards peace as a sort of sloth breeder, and during the course 
of my remarks I took occasion, as I thought, ironically to agree 
with him, and said: “Who was the fool who said war is 
hell,“ anyhow? He could not have been acquainted with any 
real war like the President and I are. He must have been an 
amateur in war. Whatever you do, Mr. Vice-President, urge 
the President who will be elected with you to pray for war as 
a manhood breeder and a preventive of sloth,” Well, I did not 
know that I had overargued the matter so far, but some time 
after that I got a letter from an old Confederate soldier down in 
West Virginia, who said: 

I have been watching your career with some degree of interest, and 


I have liked you up to the time you made that speech, but when you 
Say that war is not hell you do not know what you are talking about. 


[Laughter.] 
I was in the war for four years. It is hell on men, it is hell on 


women, it is hell on children, it is hell on business, it is hell on morals, 
and, my boy, do you not make the mistake to think it is not. 


I wrote back to him and tried to explain I had not precisely 
meant all that I had said to go without any salt of humor in it 
at all, but I never did succeed, and I have been informed the 
old fellow does not admire me any more because I did not rec- 
ognize the horrors of war. Now, then, having made that state- 
ment, I am going to show you, gentlemen, how much the Dingley 
tariff has benefited Canada during the same length of time that 
it has taxed us into prosperity, and I am going to show you that 
it has benefited Canada more than us. 

I am not going to deny that the Dingley tariff is responsible 
for all the prosperity in the world. I am not going even to put 
God in the firm as the senior member, as the gentleman from 
Ohio this morning reluctantly did. I am going to admit that 
the Dingley tariff has not only made the United States, but 
Canada and the Argentine Republic and Mexico and pretty 
nearly all the balance of the world more prosperous right at 
this moment than they have ever been in their history, and 
has brought about in a period of a decade at least and some- 
thing over an unparalleled march of industrial progress through- 
out the world. I know the Dingley tariff bill did it, because it 
did it here. I know the Dingley tariff bill is responsible for the 
fertility of the valleys in the Argentine Republic. because it 
has raised my cotton for me in Mississippi, while benefiting me 
all along the line by making me pay higher prices for the 
plows and machinery that raised it, for the gins that ginned 
it, for the clothes that my laborers wear while they pick it, and 
for the stuff I put upon my back while I was engaged in the 
industry, and for the nails and lumber of their cabins. Let 
us see. Just before us here is the Dominion of Canada, and 
in the November number of the Review of Reviews, year 1904, 
I find the things which I am going to read to you in an article 
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on page 574 by Agnes C. Laut. Listen to me. Oh, the won- 
ders of the Dingley tariff just across the border. I read: 

Ten years ago Canada was buying only $56,000,000 worth of Ameri- 
can goods, To-day, despite the raise in the Canadian tarif, $125,000,- 
000 worth of American imports yearly enter the Dominion. Canada's 
exports to Great Britain represent almost the same, doubling at a 
bound in ten years; and the entrance of 20,000 immigrants in 1894 has 
gone up to nearly 154,000 in 1904, of whom 50,000 are Americans, 
citizens of the United States. 

What is the index of the comparative prosperity of two coun- 
tries? That people with common sense leave the less pros- 
perous of the two in order to seek prosperity upon the shores 
of the more prosperous of the two. Why is it that for a hun- 
dred years Europeans have been coming to the United States 
Irish, Sectch, English, Welsh, Germans, Scandinavians, Italians, 
Hungarizns, and Slav? Because they can find here the pros- 
perity they could not find comparatively at home. And here 
are 50,0CO immigrants of what sort? Loafers on the streets? 
No. Ifcodlums? No. They are American farmers. Where 
from? The Dakotas, Iowa, and some of them from Missouri. 
The Dingiey tariff did this for Canada. Let me go ahead: 

good feature of this immigration is that the settlers have money, 
and piety of them are even American capitalists seeking fields of invest- 
ment, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it may happen now and then in the 
opinion of a financier that a farmer or laborer is simply a fool, 
and thet he has gone to the wrong place because he did not 
know any better. But it never happens that a “ capitalist” is a 
fool. He is going to the right place because he knows it is 
better. 

Let me go on with this: 

Receipts on the Canadian Pacific Railroad have almost reached the 
million-2-week mark and a second transcontinental road is being built. 

Yes; and receipts upon the Canadian Pacifie Railroad will go on 
and on zad on, growing in comparison with American railroads, 
taking the same direction upon the other side of the border as long 
as your miserable steel schedule permits the steel trust to sell 
rails to Canadian railroads being built to compete with yours 
at $7 to $9 a ton less money. There is no longer any denial of 
the fact, from any Republican campaign orator even, that this 
has been done, that the Great Northern Railway itself bought 
for so much of its track as lay in America steel rails at $28 
or $29 a ton, and for so much of its track as lay in Canada stcel 
rails at $21 a ton; that the Mexican National Railroad bought 
steel rails for so much of its track as lay in Texas at $28 and 
for so much of its track as lay in Mexico at $20 a ton. In 
that far, at any rate, the Dingley biù did have something to do 
with Canadian prosperity in no Pickwickian sense. Let us 
go on: 

7 ‘or five crops have been phenomenal; the phenomenal crops, 
with ‘dollar Doahet bent 5 ee om 

Oh, how fondly gentlemen rely upon the increased price of 
American agricultural products brought about by the Dingley 
bill, wheat among other things. Well, the Dingley bill increased 
the price of Canadian wheat just exactly as much as it did 
American wheat, and undoubtedly, therefore, is responsible for 
the wheat farmer’s prosperity in Canada. 

Mr. KEIFER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. KEIFER. I wanted to ask the gentleman if he knew 
how much less wheat sells for now in Alberta or Manitoba, or 
how much less it is than the wheat at the mills of St. Paul and 
Minneapolis? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why, my heavens! the gentleman might as 
well ask me how much less cotton sells for in Yazoo City, Miss., 
than it does in New Orleans or New York, or Fall River, Mass. 
Of course it sells for less the farther off it is from the mills. 

Mr. KEIFER. This is the point, Mr. Chairman. Does it not 
sell for substantially less in those portions of Canada—that is, 
measured by the 25-cent duty now upon wheat? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It sells for less in Manit4ba and Alberta 
than it does in St. Paul or Minneapolis, of course. I do not 
know how much less it sells for. It sells for less in Manitoba 
and Alberta than it does in Quebec and Montreal, and cotton 
sells for less in central Mississippi than it does at Fall River, 
Mass. 

Mr. KEIFER. But, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will 
allow me, I desire to know how it is affected by the 25-cent duty 
on wheat on the bushel? = 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Not a particle. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is your claim. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Not a particle, and for the simplest reason 
in the world. 

Mr. KEIFER. One of the greatest mill men in this country 


5 any other has recently testifled exactly opposite to the gen- 
eman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The greatest mill man in the world might 
testify until he was blue in the face and he could prove just 
this, that wheat is worth more in densely populated countries 
and large cities and near flouring mills than it is in a remote 
farming country, with freight rates to pay and maybe bad 
roads; and he can not prove anything beyond that. The man 
who asserts that the price of wheat, which is an export article 
both from Canada and the United States, and whose price is 
fixed in the markets of the world, can be controlled either by a 
Canadian tariff or a United States tariff is too ignorant of eco- 
nomics to be heard to testify about anything. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit me? 
I only want to get at the truth. The fact is that much of the 
wheat lies along the line of Canada much nearer to the Pills- 
bury mills in Minneapolis than the wheat that is brought there 
and paid a higher price for from farther west. It is not a ques- 
tion of distance, but a question of the 25 cents duty. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is undoubtedly true, all except the 
reason you give; and it is also true that there is a great deal 
of American wheat lying nearer to Canadian mills than to any 
American mills and that the American wheat will sell for less 
where it is than the Canadian wheat will sell at the Canadian 
mill. Of course, when you say to a man across the border, 10 
miles from a mill, “I am going to make you ship your goods 
a hundred miles to the Canadian mill,” or when the Canadian 
government says to an American 10 miles from a Canadian 
mill, “I am going to make you ship 100 miles to an American 
mill,” you do decrease that man’s price for his wheat at the 
farm by the difference of the freight which he has to pay 
increased by the bungled influence of Government. But you 
do not raise the other man's price for his wheat one cent, nor 
do you raise the price of your own country’s wheat in the Liver- 
pool market one mill. The price of the wheat is the same in 
both places; but there has been a deduction from the price of 
the wheat for the higher freight to the distant mill than to the 
near mill. 

Now, let me go on. I find here in this same review another 
article headed.“ Western Canada in 1904,“ and it is written by 
Theodore McFarlane Knappen. Listen to this, on page 578: 

In the last fiscal year the 8 commerce of Canada amounted to 
473,000,000, an increase of $6, „000 over the preceding year, and of 
233,000,000 over 1894. 

Two hundred and thirty-three million dollars increase out of 

a total of $473,000,000! 

The imports were $253,000,000, of which $143,000,000 were from the 
United States. 

This little country—little in population—now has a foreign trade 
one-fifth as large as that of the United States, which has fourteen 
times as large a population. 

Even the old balance-of-trade men do not contend now that 
what you ship and sell to somebody else is not that much pros- 
perity, though some of them deny that you are ever benefited 
by buying what you want. The total, at any rate, of the foreign 
trade of Canada is one-fifth as large as that of the entire United 
States, who have a population fourteen times as large. And 
that was all brought about by the operation of the Dingley 
tariff, because one of the curious things about a protective 
tariff is this: That it is put up as a barrier to keep foreign prod- 
ucts out, and yet whenever the foreign products come the 
Agamemnon and the Ulysses and Achilles and the new knight 
of the Republican party discover that the importations come not 
in spite of the tariff, but because of it. The tariff is the only 
thing in the world that can work beneficially both ways. You 
put it on to raise the price, but if the price should happen to 
fall in spite of it, why then it is “a benefit of the tariff.” 
You put it on to keep out imports, but if the imports should 
happen for any other reason to come, then it is “due to the 
tariff.” Oh, what a remarkably consistent party you are here, 
you worshipers at the shrine of protectionism! You are put- 
ting up a barrier to keep the products of the earth from coming 
in and feeding and clothing our children instead of letting them 
come and adding nothing to their price except the necessary 
tax that would carry on a magnificent government on true 
American lines. You put up a tariff for this purpose, and then 
you go down to the Isthmus and spend $600,000,000, or whatever 
it will be before you get through, to cut a ditch in between the 
two oceans, so that these products you have purposely raised the 
value of can come in cheaper. Then you subscribe to a great 
project, to have something in the character of a great American 
commercial marine, not for the purpose of cultivating, but of 
defeating “the just and equitable and beneficent effects of the 
Republican protective tariff ”—a merchant marine to let the 
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products that you have barred out come in cheaper, to carry the 
products that you have legislated against letting come in. 

At one time you cry: “A bas the products of foreign pauper 
labor!” At the next moment: Tax the people to build ships 
to bring them in, and to dig canals to bring them through. 
The more we can raise the tariff tax to keep them out the 
better. The more we can lower the transportation tax to let 
them in the better.” 

You give reasons for tariff taxing in the name of “ national 
prosperity” and in the name of “labor.” They are not your 
reasons, my friends. Your reason is that some one along the line 
puts money in his pocket by it. Do not ask too closely whom. 

Sir Walter Scott says in one of his novels, The Antiquary, 
I think, that there was a Latin adage floating around among 
the deer stealers of the Scottish border. It is not very good 
Latin, but it is a very good adage. The adage was “ Non est 
inquirendum unde venit venison.” [Laughter.] Not to in- 
quire too closely whence the venison comes. The secret at the 
bottom of your whole system is the secret of not inquiring 
too closely whence the money comes that goes into the pocket 
of the fellow that you make prosperous, not by his intelligence, 
not by his exertion, not by fair play between him and his 
_ fellow-citizens, but by a governmental crutch, by governmental 
hothousing at my expense and at the expense of the poor 
darky who works my cotton. Somebody said to me the other 
day, But are not your darkies pretty prosperous now, and 
you too?” Yes, we are; but we are a good deal less prosperous 
than we would have been if you had left us comparatively un- 
filched. A man may haye a hundred thousand dollars a year 
and be robbed of $25,000 and still be a pretty rich fellow, 
because he has got a very large plant and a very large income; 
but he is not as rich by $25,000 as he would have been if you 
had let him alone. 

Rapidly as the railways proceed, they can not keep up with 
the settlers who come in ever-increasing numbers from the Old 
World, eastern Canada, and the United States. The most in- 
teresting feature of this population movement is the American 
contribution. Eight years ago some 46 Americans moved from 
the United States to Canada. These were the scouts of an army 
that now crosses the boundary in a force of approximately 
50,000 a year. In the fiscal year of 1902-3 the inyading 
Americans numbered 49,000, officially counted; for the fiscal 
year just past they numbered 46,000. Thousands of Americans 
cross into Canada without being counted. The picturesque 
prairie schooner still conveys land seekers in the West. Wan- 
derers in prairie schooners have been seen at Calgary, in 
Alberta, 2,000 miles from their starting place in Iowa and 
Nebraska. 

Some one has said: 

Why do these Americans, the very cream of the farming population 
of the wealthy American West, seek homes in a foreign country? 
Briefly, the answer is to be found in the lure of free or cheap lands in 


western Canada and the inducement to turn the old farm into cash 
at high prices. : 


This man is a heretic. He don’t see that is“ all on account 
of Eliza”—the Dingley tariff. He shakes my faith because 
that is just exactly what made us prosperous in comparison 
with Europe, too. The cream of Europe came here, disposing 
of old lands if they had them, and if they had not, getting rid 
of old low wages and coming here to buy cheaper lands that 
were better, or if they were going to work on the place, to give 
equally as good work with higher pay; and as they began to 
give equally as good work with higher pay they soon got to 
giving better work with higher pay, because higher pay puts 
more soul in a man, more heart in him, and makes him work 
better. He does not work like a galley slave, looking forward 
merely to that day’s return, but he works with the hope that 
some day he can rise above that and work for still more money 
in a still higher situation. 

Another thing has made you rich. Go to any country in the 
world and let it have a large surplus population that leaves it 
every year, and what is the character of the men who leaye? 
They are the brave, adventurous, enterprising, courageous, 
sometimes reckless men. We Americans are no better morally, 
we are no wiser mentally, we are no stronger physically than 
the average German or Frenchman or Hungarian, except in so 
far as we live in a higher situation and are better fed. But 
there is one thing we are. We are as a rule more enterprising, 
we are more initiative, we are braver, we are more ready to 
throw the whole thing upon the die. Why? Because the man 
who left Europe and begot his children here, from whose loins 
we came in the course of time, was that sort of a man, and 
like breeds like. The timorous of his class remained behind and 
bred their kind there. An immense free-trade area, new and 
fertile lands, the bravest and most adventurous population in 
the world, the most adaptive, capable of the most initiative, 


because it comes from forbears of that sort who left the old 
country because they were of that sort—of course they wrought 
out prosperity! And then you tell me it is all owing to taxing 
those of them who are pursuing naturally profitable vocations 
in order to keep or make prosperous those of them who choose 
to pursue ayocations that would not be prosperous at all unless 
the Government kept them up. That is your rule. Now, let 
175 go on a bit. I want to get one figure here, if I can find it. 

All this rapid material advance in Canada raises the question, What 
will the future bring? 

Listen to this: 

Ten years ago the maxim 
20,000,000 bushels. In 1902 it was 67,000,000" bushels; The. next 
bumper 1 will take the total yield of wheat to 100,000,000 bushels. 


It takes 117 miles of cars to handle the grain grown on the Canadian 
Pacific alone. 


Read the following to show how rich our Dingley tariff made 
each individual farmer in Canada in 1904. It must have been 
that, because we hear of nothing else as explaining what made 
our farmers’ crops: 


This year's agricultural round-up means nearly $90,000,000 f 
60,000 actual farmers. * z3 oE abont 


Truly, I believe the farther off the Dingley tariff is and the 
less force of law it has, the more it “benefits farmers.” 

There is an increase in ten years of wheat production in Can- 
ada—this is my calculation; I am not reading from the book 
now—of 333 per cent. In spite of the glowing tribute paid our 
farmers by the Secretary of Agriculture some time ago, have we 
in ten years increased our wheat production 333 per cent? No; 
and the reason is because the Dingley tariff bill applies more 
intensely in Canada than it does in the United States. It ap- 
plies there, I suppose, by common agreement. [Laughter.] 

Ten years ago the acreage devoted to wheat in Canada was 
ae acres, which is an increase of 350 per cent in acreage 
alone. 

Now, gentlemen, I do not wish to abuse your patience. I have 
got here something I want to read about the Argentine Repub- 
lic in an article headed “Argentine, the wonderland of South 
America,” but I will put it in the RECORD. 

E WEEKS. May I interrupt the gentleman, Mr. Chair- 
man 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

Mr. WEEKS. Does the gentleman know the relative amount 
of ores and exports of the United States to Canada ten years 
ago 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; I do not. 

Mr. WEEKS. Does he not know that they were about equal? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think in the main that that is correct. 

Mr. WEEKS. Then does not the gentleman know the rela- 
tive imports and exports to-day? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I read them a moment ago. I forget the 
exact figures. 

Mr. WEEKS. Does not the gentleman know that our exports 
to Canada to-day are twice what our imports are from Canada? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That we buy from Canada twice as much 
as we sell? 

Mr. WEEKS. No; the reverse. Does the gentleman con- 
sider that that is evidence that Canada is prospering at the 
expense of the United States? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Ah, Mr. Chairman, I thought that the last 
man that worshiped the old mercantile theory that buying 
things you wanted impoverished you and selling things you did 
not want made you rich had died. [Laughter.] Both make 
you rich, of course. My heayens! I stood upon my feet 
here—but what is the use of my standing on my feet? Adam 
Smith stood up and demonstrated the absurdity of this old 
theory to the intelligence of the universe. Everybody else has 
dropped it long ago. If a man were made rich by what he sold 
alone and made poor by what he bought, then how could you 
ever get anything you wanted? [Laughter.] $ 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mississippi 
said on one of the first days of the session that he was not much 
of a business man. I thought he was speaking modestly of him- 
self, but I want to say now that in what he said he spoke the 
truth. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Ah, would not I be a fine business man if 
I pursued your theory? Is not the miser a fine business man 
who adds nothing to production of the earth, sells whatever he 
has got of labor, intelligence, or product, turns it into cash, buys 
nothing in turn, puts it in a box, and sits down on it? Even the 
miser buys bread. Bread to him even is worth more than the 
money it costs. The business man takes his assets and invests 


them in something. Because you buy a thing you have not 
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wasted the money. Why do you buy it? Because you would 
rather have the thing than have the money. Why would you 
rather have the thing than the money? Because it is more prof- 
itable to you to have the thing than it is to have the money. 
Why will I pay a Missourian $140 for a good cotton mule? 
Because the mule is worth more to me than the $140. I can 
make more money out of the mule than I could out of $140. 
This gentleman would have me to believe that the business man 
should sit down on his $140 rather than buy the mule that is 
worth more to him in raising cotton than three times the value 
of the mule. 

There is no such thing as balance of trade in the sense that 
the gentleman is speaking of, except in the long run the true bal- 
ance. If a man sells more than he has got, he has got to steal 
something to sell. If you buy more than you have got the 
money to pay for what you buy, you have got to steal the money, 
and there is a balance between what is sold and what is bought. 
I do not mean that there is a balance between me and the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts in our mutual dealings, or between 
France and Germany. I do not mean that there is a true bal- 
ance between him and me. He may buy my cotton and manu- 
facture it into cotton cloth, and I may never buy a single thing 
from him. I may buy mules from the gentleman from Missouri 
to make my cotton, and he may never buy a single thing from 
me, but he must sell his cotton goods made out of my cotton to 
somebody, and he sells them for what he paid me for cotton 
plus a labor value on his time and help, interest on the plant, 
dividend on the business, and a fair profit. 

A man no more loses by what he buys, unless he is a fool and 
buys foolishly, than by what he sells, and he can lose by what 
he sells if he is a fool and sells foolishly. Why, if that were 
true, what would become of the tight little island of Great 
Britain? She has bought in the last hundred years, I suppose, 
about fifty times as much as she sold in this senseless “ balance- 
of-trade” sense, and, of course, according to the gentleman’s 
theory, she would be the multiple of fifty on the other side of 
insolvency. And what in the world would become of Holland, 
where the people are the most prosperous, where wealth is more 
equally distributed than any country in the world, where the 
people are well educated, shrewd, smart, and happy? 

Holland has not seen a day for two hundred years when she 
did not “ buy more than she sold” in this senseless “ balance of 
trade” sense, yet in any true sense she has not bought more 
than she has sold. When I buy a mule from the gentleman from 
Missouri at $140 which he bought from a farmer when it was 
a colt for a hundred and ten and which he maintained for $15, 
making a hundred and twenty-five dollars, he has made $15 
out of me, and a simpleton might imagine I had lost the $15, 
yet that mule may be worth to me in its productive capacity 
in the cotton field so much more than a hundred and forty dol- 
lars that if I could not get it for less than $200 I would pay that 
and still make money; so I have made money by buying the 
mule, he has made money by selling the mule, I have made 
money by selling my cotton, and you have made money by buy- 
ing my cotton, and people who want to wear the goods have made 
money by buying the cotton goods. I thought that miserable 
old mercantile theory of the “ balance of trade” was too dead 
even to smell bad in public. [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side.] I started to read to you about the Argentine 
Republic, and, Mr. Chairman, I am going to do it, but I have 
been lately by no means well 

Several MEMBERS. Go on. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will ask permission to insert in the 
Record so much of this article in the Review of Reviews for 
July, 1905, entitled “Argentina, the Wonderland of South 
America,” by John Barrett, formerly American minister to 
Argentina and Panama and now minister to Colombia, and a 
great Republican, I believe. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD by 
inserting the matter to which he refers. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The article referred to is as follows: 

The Argentine 1 as it Is commonly called, is to-day one of the 
most prosperous and progressive countries. Its foreign commerce for 
1904 reached the immense total of $451,463,000 in gold. This was 

ter than that of any other Latin nation, not excepting Mexico and 
Brazil. It exceeded the foreign trade of Japan of whose marvelous 
progress we now hear so much, and it went far beyond that of China, 
concerning which there is general discussion. In other words, Argen- 
tina, with only 5,000,000 ple, showed a buying and selling capacity 
in excess of Japan with 40,000,000 people and C with 400,000,000! 
My comparison is no reflection’ on these latter countries, and I have 
always m an earnest advocate of the importance of our commercial 
and political interests in the Far East, but these should not overshadow 
or hide what we have at stake in South America. 

That Argentina is moving ahead with proverbial leaps and bounds fs 
proved by the fact that her foreign commerce, the best thermometer 


of a country’s prosperity, increased $90,000,000 in 1904 over the 
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The transcontinental trains that convey travelers across the broad 
pampas and climb the Andes to connect with the road on the Chilean 
side are solid and vestibuled, with up-to-date dining cars, The tourist 
or business man can now go from Buenos res, on the Atlantic, to 
Santiago in Chile and Valparaiso, on the Pacific in seventy-two hours. 
* * — * 0 * » 


In conclusion, I wish to epitomize some of the foregoing facts to 
be remembered by the passing reader: Argentina is as la as half of 
the United States proper, and covers 1,200,000 square miles; it has a 

eming a eames of only 5,000,000, but ‘an annual foreign trade of 
£430, ; , or $90 per head. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. This immense development in Argentina 
is, of course, due to the Dingley tariff. Argentina had a worse 
panic in 1893 than we had. This was, of course, due to the 
anticipation of the passage of the Wilson-Gorman bill by the 
Congress of the United States. I had some figures about 
Mexico, its progress under Diaz, still more remarkable, but I 
have lost them. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, without taking up the time further with 

tina, something was said about what a Democratic 
tariff is. The Democratic faith upon the tariff question can be 
expressed in a few words. First, a tariff is a tax. That is 
no longer disputed by anybody. There used to be some Re- 
publicans, who, at campaign time, used to say it is a tax, 
but it is a tax on the foreigner. It is not disputed now that 
the tariff is a tax. Secondly, it is a tax upon the consumer 
of the goods. Well, wherever a tariff fails to enable the pro- 
ducer of the article taxed to get a higher price and thereby to 
make the consumer pay more for the thing upon which the tar- 
iff tax has been imposed, then the tariff has simply, for some 
other reason, failed of its purpose. The natural result of the 
tariff is that it raises prices and thereby taxes the consumer. 

The third Democratic idea that follows that up is this: All 
taxes ought to be, as nearly as possible, equal in proportion 
to the burden-bearing capacity of the taxpayer. In other 
words, there is no reason why the consumer of tea should not 
pay a tax while the consumer of coffee does pay a tax, or vice 
versa. There is no reason why the mill that consumes cotton 
should not pay a tax while the mill which consumes wool 
does, or vice versa. There is no reason why the man who 
wears shoes should pay a tax while the man who wears a cra- 
vat or a hat does not. The tariff is a tax upon the consumer; 
ought to be as nearly equal as possible, with the conditions 
that it is adapted to the burden-bearing capacity of the tax- 
payer—his ability to pay. Now, what grows out of that? The 
genuine ideal Democratic tariff, if one could be constructed 
upon a tabula rasa—unfortunately we have not a tabula rasa, 
and a wise man will be controlled always in urging any ideal 
result to a certain extent by confronting conditions—but 
the Democratic ideal tariff with a tabula rasa to write it on 
would be to divide all sorts of imports into about three classes. 

First, necessities, and by necessities I mean the necessaries 
of life and the necessaries of industry. The necessaries of 
industry are raw materials of various sorts; the necessaries 
of life are food and clothing of the plainer and cheaper kind. 
Other necessities, like agricultural implements for the farmer, 
books for schools, the tools of the commoner, and indispensable 
sorts for the blacksmith and carpenter, will suggest themselves. 

Such a bill would levy upon the necessaries, everything in that 
class, a very low tax, so that the poor man who used necessaries, 
or industries that had to have them, would pay a slight tax in 
order to get them. This tax onght to be uniform or nearly so 
for’ all articles in that class, and as low as possible. That tax 
might be 5 per cent, 10 per cent, or 15 per cent ad valorem, 
but not necessarily prescribed by ad valorem expression in 
form of language. And some of the prime necessaries of life 
such a bill would put upon the free list, but not many. And, 
fellow-Democrats, remember that the Walker tariff, which came 
nearer than any other tariff we have ever had to being an ideal 
Democratie measure, and under which this country throve im- 
mensely, progressing by leaps and bounds, so much so that Mr. 
Blaine, as the gentleman from Missouri quoted him as saying, 
said that in 1857, when the Whigs came into power, there was 
no desire on anybody’s part to disturb the existing tariff tax; 
remember that that tariff, if I remember right, did not put but 
one thing on the free list, and that was salt, so far in that day 
did the Democratic idea go that consumers ought to pay their 
share, but in proportion to ability to pay, in carrying on the 
Government. 
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Then there would be another class, composed of luxuries— 
diamonds, fine wines, high velvets, distilled liquors, anything 
that is a luxury, anything that is not necessary to the life, or 
industry, or comfort of humanity, purely a luxury, consumed 
by rich people, or else by thriftless people, or else by reckless 


people. How would you tax them? Tax them up to the smug- 
gling point. Make them bear all the tax the traffic can bear, 
because the man who consumes them is able to pay the tax. 
Rockefeller does not pay much more tariff tax under the present 
system than one of the darkies on one of my places. The poor 
fellow is making a tolerably good living now, but God knows 
that from 1890 to 1891, and up along there, he did not make 
much of a living. 

And then, in between these two classes, one of necessaries and 
one of luxuries, would come the intermediate articles, which 
you might call “comforts.” Make them pay a reasonable tax. 
How are you going to determine how much tax you make all of 
them pay after you have got them classified? Classify them as 
high tax, masonable tax, low tax. But how are you going to 
determine how much money you want? Find out how much 
money you need—revenue to carry on your Government hon- 
estly, economically, and effectively, a government improving 
the water courses, a government giving public buildings, a gov- 
ernment doing everything else that a strong, effective govern- 
ment ought to do, a government giving justice to people seek- 
ing justice, a government giving abundant governmental pro- 
tection to life and limb and property, and giving it in an abun- 
dantly effective way—and then, when you find out how much 
you need, add a little margin to it for fear of unexpected con- 
tingencies. A little bit of a surplus is a good thing to have. 
This you would not regulate your tariff system by the desire of 
Tom to put money into his pockets, by the desire of Dick to put 
money into his pockets, by the desire of Harry to be hothoused 
at somebody else's expense. You would levy your taxes, not 
according to the necessities of the fellows who are knocking at 
committee doors to be hothoused into unnatural prosperity or 


to be hothoused into a greater prosperity than they would nat- 


urally enjoy, but according to the necessities of the Government; 
not according to the demand of graft, but in accordance with the 
demands of government. 5 

Then what have you done? I will tell you what you will 
have done. You will have settled the tariff question. You will 
never settle it in any other way. Nothing is ever settled until 
it is settled right. You will neyer settle the tariff question, you 
will neyer have a stable system of tariff taxation, until you di- 
yorce private business from public business—the question of pri- 
vate demands from that of public needs—until you divorce graft 
from the governmental system which you administer, until you 
have rooted out of the mind of every American citizen the idea 
that the Government was made to support him, and supplant 
that with the idea that it is his duty to support the Govern- 
ment—that it costs everybody something to do it, and that there- 
fore he had better watch it. 

I said that any other sort of tariff is the mother of graft. I 
mean by that, of course, a protective tariff—protectionism— 
that is, a tariff levied for the purpose of enabling one man, by 
charging a higher price, to grow rich at the expense of other 
men. Now, answer me this, some of you—— 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Such as the tariff on tin plate, I 
suppose? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, the tariff on tin plate cost the Ameri- 
can people plenty of money until they discovered new processes 
of making tin plate in this wonderfully inventive country of 
ours, and then it went down below what it ever was before the 
tariff was levied. Does the gentleman contend that the tariff 
made it go down? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I contend that the increase in the 
yolume of production brought it about. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let me fasten that right there. What in- 
creased the volume of production, the tariff or cheapened proc- 
esses? Under the operation of the tariff tin plate did go down 
in price, below the price at which tin plate was selling before 
the tariff was enacted. . That is an absolute truth. But it has 
not gone down below the price to which it subsequently went 
and now stands in Great Britain. And it is now costing the 
American people more than they could buy it for if they were 
allowed to buy it in the markets of the world. And not only 
is the great reduction in the price owing to the discovery of 
new inventions for treating the stuff, but it is still further due 
to the fact that they substituted an inferior tin in the American 
market for the old style tin we used to buy.” 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does the gentleman believe the 
price of tin, in Great Britain, for instance, went down because 
they were deprived of this market in a measure? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Suppose it did. Why should it have gone 


down more than ours? It is the world produce that makes 
world price. Laws may locally raise it. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Because they had no market for 
their tin, and we had a protected market for ours. That is the 
idea. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. They had the world and we had the north- 
ern part of one continent, and that fenced off from competition. 
They had as good a market as we did. 

Now, if it be true that tariff upon tin had the effect of driy- 
ing the price of tin down below what it otherwise would have 
reached—mark that, now—not below what it was, but below 
what it otherwise would have reached, then one of two results 
follow, either that particular tariff, owing to some other reason, 
failed of its purpose, or else all of your arguments for protec- 
tion fall to the ground, because the effect of that particular 
tariff was not to raise the price to the American producer, and, 
therefore not to bolster him up, crutch him up, or prop him up. 
If not, then he was not “ protected,” that is, did not get his share 
of the discriminating advantages of the system. Some other 
factor must account for the result. But as a matter of fact he 
did get his share—is getting it even now. Moreover he got it 
out of my pocket and yours whenever we put a tin roof on a 
house, 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Now, I do not want to interfere 
with the gentleman. We claim that the purpose of the tariff, 
first, was to have tin plate made in America and to reduce the 
price, both of which have been achieved. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The purpose of the tariff was to enable 
the producer of tin plate in America, under the shelter of the 
protection of the tariff, to compete with the producer of tin 
plate in Wales or in Germany. In order to do that it had to 
raise the price of the tin plate to the American consumer. In 
order to raise the price of tin plate to the American consumer 
the American consumer had to pay more of his money, honestly 
earned, I hope, in order only to give more for the tin plate. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Only for a little while. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Only for a time? Even till now. Now, let 
us see about that. Of course, as humanity continues to progress, 
as industry develops, the amount of manual-labor cost in any 
given article becomes less and less, and the proportion of 
machine cost in it becomes more and more, and as cheaper 
processes come in yogue new inventions are applied to the pro- 
tected article, and the article itself goes down in price. That 
is true of every manufactured article that does not depend upon 
disappearing raw material to such an extent that the cost of the 
raw material is increased beyond the decrease in the cost of 
producing the finished article. Of course, then, almost any 
manufactured article becomes gradually cheaper, eyen in a 
fenced-off market. But the fencing off did not make it cheaper. 

Now, then, I will just say this: I am willing to take tin 
plate or any other thing. There is no way of protecting an 
American producer so as to enable him to compete with a 
cheaper producer somewhere else except by imposing a tax 
which enables him to charge and to get in the American market 
a higher price than the cheaper producer elsewhere can get 
after he has paid the duty and the freight. If the tariff does 
not accomplish that result, if instead of raising the price it re- 
duces the price, then the tariff has failed of its purpose or else 
the price of the product has fallen, not because of the tariff, but 
because of some other reason. There is no answer to it, snd 
there can be none. It is true that you can “ hothouse” an un- 
necessary number of producers into a given industry, aml you 
may get so many of them in there that they may be disposed to 
cut ene another’s throats, but we have passed that period now. 
We used to talk about the tariff working that way sometimes, 
but we have got to the point whereby the gigantic organizations 
er trusts—for the tariff is the mother of trusts as well as 
graft—they have been enabled to keep up the price in the 
home market, and whenever they do sell cheaper than they sell 
here they sell the foreigner, he having the benefit of the reduced 
price, the benefit of the temporary overplus of production—he, 
not we. 

So that you are doing about what the beet-sugar bounty people 
did in Austria-Hungary and France—taxing all the people in 
order to allow some of your people to sell through the trusts 
cheaper to Great Britain than to you. 

Now, then, let me go ahead with the Democratic tariff. The 
tax ought to be nearly equal, adapted to the ability of the 
taxpayer to pay, and therefore it ought to be lower on the 
necessaries than on the comforts, less on the comforts than the 
luxuries, and the total amount of tax to be levied ought to be 
determined by the necessities of the Government. Every tariff 
tax does carry with it some protection. There is no doubt 
about that. That is what I mean, and yet the power of 
taxation ought not to be exercised for any other purpose 
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except a public purpose. You have got no right to levy 
a tax upon me for a private purpose. You have got no 
right to levy a tax upon me in order to keep my friend from 
New York [Mr. Ryan] from “going out of business.” If you 
want me to help him from going out of business, come to me 
and appeal frankly to my charity to help him, and to do so out 
of my own money, but do not bring the strong arm of the 
Government upon me and say that I shall help him under the 
pretense that what he gets out of me enriches me. 

Now, one more thing and I am done. I was sorry to hear the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] talk about “the free- 
trade lesson“ of the panic of 1893. 

Now, my friends, are you not yourselves getting a little tired 
of this talk about there never being a panic except under a 
Democratic tariff, while history blazons in your eyes a panic in 
1873, under a Republican tariff, a panic in 1819, under a very high 
protective tariff? Are you not getting tired of men’s memories 
not running back far enough to know that the panic of 1893 
began, on the farm at least, in 1890? You gentlemen from 
Kansas know that you were burning corn for fuel in 1891, 
weren't you? The country kept getting worse until the panic 
came to its acute stage, and the head of the boil broke in 1893. 
Is not the gentleman from Ohio aware of the fact that the 
panic of 1893 happened while the McKinley bill was in opera- 
tion, and is he not aware of the fact that the panic was over 
its acute stage and business was on a rock-bottom basis for a 
start upward again before the Wilson-Gorman bill was enacted? 
Does he not know that the Wilson-Gorman bill was not enacted 
until 1894? And is he not aware of the fact that over there 
on that side of the Chamber at that time, whatever they tell 
us now, they said then that the panie was due to the fact that 
we would not hurry up and repeal the purchasing clause of the 
Sherman Act—was due to a lack of confidence in our money? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That is what Cleveland said. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; and that is what Tom Reed said, and 
that is what nearly everybody said over there. And, finally, is 
not the gentleman aware that the Wilson-Gorman bill was not 
a free-trade measure at all? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. To which “ gentleman from Ohio” does 
the gentleman from Mississippi refer as having spoken about the 
panic of 1893? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why, I started to say the elder gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is myself. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I referred to General Kerrer, the younger 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. KEIFER. When did I speak of it? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In your speech here upon the floor. The 
gentleman said that here at some prior time, in a twelve-minute 
speech, he had “predicted” to the American people that the way 
to get rid of free trade was to let the American people try it. 

Mr. KEIFER. I did say that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And you added, if I am not mistaken—if I 
am, of course, the gentleman will correct me—that the panic 
came in 1893, and the people were seen stalking the streets, 
hungry, and all that. I can not repeat the gentleman’s eloquent 
words in which he described their sufferings. And the gentle- 
man said that since then the American people were not going to 
risk free trade any more, That is the way I understood him. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has just simply 
fallen into an imaginary notion about my speech. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman’s speech has not been printed 
yet. Will he send me the stenographic notes of the official 
report? 

Mr. KEIFER. I did not speak of a panic coming in 1893 by 

reason of the Wilson-Gorman bill that was passed August 27, 
1894. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Then I apologize to the gentleman most 
deeply and most humbly. I so understood him. I have heard 
twenty gentlemen on that side say so, and I thought the gentle- 
man was saying the same thing. The gentleman did say that he 
predicted that the only way to get away from free trade was to 
let them try it, and that they had tried it, and that in 1893 the 
country saw the result of it. 

Mr. KEIFER. That I said, and I stand by it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. How did they try free trade in 1893, when 
the McKinley bill was in existence in 1893, and until August 27, 
1894? Was it free trade? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will tell the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, I know what you are going to say. 
You have told me that three times, and there is not a bit more 
sense in it now than there was the first time you told it. You 
said it was an anticipation of a Democratic tariff. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think the gentleman might let me make 
my own statement, 


Mr. The gentleman says that what brought 
about the panic of 1893 was the anticipation of Democratic vic- 
tory. Was it the anticipation of Democratie victory that ` 
brought about the panic of 1873? What brought about the panic 
of 1819? Was it the anticipation of Democratic victory? What 
brought about the panic in Australia and in Austria and in 
Great Britain in 1893? Was it the anticipation of a Democratic 
victory? What brought about the panic in Canada in 1893? 
Canada had as a bad a panic as we had that year. Was it the 
anticipation of Democratic victory in Canada? What has made 
Canada since then increase 333 per cent in wheat production? 
What has made her increase 250 per cent to 350 per cent in her 
wheat area, gathering herself up from the débris of 1893, when 
she suffered as we did, and making that gain in the next suc- 
ceeding ten years, far surpassing in proportion the gain that 
we made in the same time? Was it the displacement of the 
Democratic party and the enactment of the Dingley bill in 
Canada? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Mississippi is 
hardly fair. He occasionally interrupts me, and I have always 
yielded to him. Now I ask him the privilege of stating what 
I did say, and the gentleman goes on and pours out a thunder- 
storm of words about Canada, and this is the third time he has 
gone through that Canada business. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This is the third time I have had to 
answer. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, if the gentleman will let me go 
on, I will put it in a sentence. There was the Democratic 
platform of 1892, upon which Mr. Cleveland was elected, in pur- 
suance of which he wrote the celebrated free-trade letter de- 
claring that all forms of protection were robbery; a Democratic 
party had got control of the House; a Democratic Senate had 
come into power, and the consequence of it was that a stampede 
took place in this country that was followed up and emphasized 
by the passage of the Wilson bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I knew what the gentleman 
from Ohio was going to say, and I answered by saying that 
exactly the same cause led to the panic in Canada and in 
Australia and all over the world. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman from Mississippi yield to 
me for a suggestion? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

Mr. MACON. The gentleman from Ohio has just said that 
the depression came from the anticipation of the Democrats 
coming into power. Will the gentleman explain why Kansas 
corn was burned in 1890 and 1891, before that Democratic 
declaration that all kind of tariff was robbery? I would like 
to hear him explain that. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, will the gentleman from 
Mississippi allow me? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What is it? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman think 
that the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
assured the American people until long after the votes were 
counted that Cleveland was not going to be elected and was 
not elected, and is it not a fact that the revenues of the Goy- 
ernment began to diminish months and months before the 
election of Cleveland? Is it not also a fact that Mr. Foster 
issued an order for the bonds ten days before the close of the 
Harrison Administration? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; all that is true. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, I might have put the question to the genial gentleman 
from Ohio as to whether he had not assured the American 
people for some time before and after the election of Cleveland 
that he would not be elected and was not elected, but I was 
afraid the gentleman from Ohio might respond by saying that 
the American people would not believe him, and that would 
have put us both in a bad attitude. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am 
both tired and sick, and I ask permission of the House to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? . 

There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, 
its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested : 

S. 1. An act to incorporate the American National Institute 
(Prix de Paris) at Paris, France; 

S. 64. An act for the extension of Seventh street and Frank- 


lin street NE., and for other purposes ; 
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S. 951. An act to grant to the State of Minnesota certain vya- 
cant lands in said State for forestry purposes; 

S. 979. An act to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing 
the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company to construct 
a combined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Yankton, S. Dak.; 

S. 1160. An act to correct the military record of John McKin- 
non, alias John Mack; 

S. 1234. An act to provide for the appropriate marking of the 
graves of the soldiers and sailors of the Confederate army and 
navy who died in Northern prisons and were buried near the 
prisons where they died, and for other purposes 

S. 1747. An act to authorize the Mobile Railway and Dock 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge or viaduct across 
the water between the end of Cedar Point and Dauphin Island; 

S. 2106. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Arkansas River at or near Vanburen, Ark.; 

8.2140. An act to authorize the Postmaster-General to dis- 
pose of useless papers in post-offices ; 

S. 2260. An act authorizing the extension of Meridian place 
NW.; 

8. 15. An act granting an increase of pension to Lizzie E. 
Shehan; 

S. 21. An act granting a pension to Mary G. Bright; 

S. 23. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles A. 
Bradbury; 

S. 76. An act granting an increase of pension to Hartwell C. 
Keyes; 

S. 82. An act granting an increase of pension to Curtis A. 
Carpenter; 

S. 85. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Keaster ; 

S. 99. An act granting an increase of pension to Eugene P. 
Kingsley ; 

S. 113. An act granting an increase of pension to John D. 
McFadden ; 

S. 135. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter P. 
Chacey ; 

S. 137. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Wiper ; 2 

S. 144. An act granting an increase of pension to Minerva 
Briggs; 

S. 147. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
McCue; 

S. 149. An act granting an increase of pension to Cassius 
Leisk ; 

S. 150. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucius A. 
Lincoln; 

S. 157. An act granting an increase of pension to Lizzie G. 
Reynolds; 

S. 168. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Davis; 

S. 182. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver P. 
Smith; 

S. 184. An act granting an increase of pension to Leyman 
Marsh; 

S. 194. An act granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Cowell ; 

S. 195. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Pieper ; 

5. 202. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen 
Amburn ; 

S. 204. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Walter; 

S. 205. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis Gee; 

S. 217. An act granting an increase of pension to William C. 
Breckenridge ; 

S. 327. An act granting an increase of pension to Walter 
Barney ; 

S. 336. An act granting a pension to Abraham M. Cory; 

S. 386. An act granting an increase of pension to Orange G. 
Jones ; 

S. 471. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas Me- 
Laughlin; 

S. 489. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson B. 
Tool; 

S. 525. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Brady; 

S. 528. An act granting a pension to Robert M. McCormick; 

S. 530. An act granting an increase of pension to Sophia * 
Knapp; 

S. 532. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram B. 
Doty ; 

S. 559. An act granting an increase of pension to Seth M. 
Tucker ; 


S. 560. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew C. 
Reed ; 
S. 571. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Knight; 
15 574. An act granting an increase of pension to Lee H. Buck - 
8. 026. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen J. 
Nash; 
PR 627. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
er; 

Hie 708. An act granting an increase of pension to Maurice 
wney ; 
ona An act granting an increase of pension to Ephraim A. 

n; 
„ An act granting an increase of pension to Byron 
1 
pe 783. An act granting an increase of pension to Moses H. 
wyer; 
15 786. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
arvey ; 
z S. 844. An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 
yan ; 
S. 849. An act granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
Carter ; 
S. 944. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert F. 
Catterson ; 
e Se An act granting an increase of pension to David L. 
rig 
S. 988. An act granting a pension to Russell A. McKinley; 
S. 1036. An act granting an increase of pension to William C. 
Beachey ; 
IE 1040. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
oan; 
hes * An act granting an inerease of pension to Henry E. 
e 
he 1201. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
reston ; 
Pips 1214. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
eson ; 
S. 1238. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Christoff ; 
8. 1239. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph G. 
McGaryey ; 
8 „ An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
m 
S. 1310. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
S. M. Hooton; 
125 a An act granting an increase of pension to John 
av 
Ags 1341. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred Prei- 
singer; 
= ores An act granting an increase of pension to Morton M. 
oa 
8. 1359, An act granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
Ingalls, alias Jeremiah Boss; 
18 1408. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia W. 
tes ; 
S. 1431. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Lane; 
S. 1444. An act granting a pension to Dora H. Huhns; 
S. 1505. An act granting an increase of pension to Uriah D. 
Barrett; 
8. 1787. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen M. 
Blanchard; 
S. 1826. An act granting an increase of pension to Rufus H. 
Paine; 
S. 1872 
White; 
S. 1888. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Patton ; 
S. 2082. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
T. Carpenter; and 
S. 2143. An act granting an increase of pension to Angelina 
Hernandez. 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca A. 


PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Witrams], the distinguished leader on 
the other side of this Chamber, has stated the old Democratic 
doctrine that has been heard over the United States for the last 
sixty or eighty years, that the tariff is a tax, and he says that 
nobody denies it. Of course nobody denies it, because there is 
harldy anybody in the United States to-day that believes it, 
except a certain portion of the Democratic leaders and some 
free-trade professors in the universities. It is pretty late in the 


974 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 11, 


day to enter into a general discussion of the tariff question. It 
is almost a pathetic thing to see a gentleman standing up here 
on this floor and spending from one to two hours in rehashing the 
old Democratic doctrine of free-trade Democracy and in reading 
lessons to the Republican party of the United States, and calling 
attention to the fact that that party is a decadent party. It did 
pretty well in the last campaign. The same doctrines which the 
gentlemen haye enunciated here were talked about in the last 
Presidential campaign, have been declared on every Democratic 
stump, talked of in all the newspapers, and argued in every leg- 
islative chamber, and the American people, by a majority more 
overwhelming than that which it gave to any Republican candi- 
date, elected Theodore Roosevelt, and elected him because he 
was a protectionist. [Applause.] 

The gentleman from Mississippi says that the Republican 
part of this Chamber will not do anything with the tariff, but 
will let it alone; that there is no sentiment among the party 
leaders for revision, but that we will “stand pat” because we 
are bound and riveted together. I want to suggest to him that 
before I get through he will find that some of us are not bound 
and riveted, and I want to suggest further to the gentleman 
from Mississippi that they had better get in a little work to 
bind and rivet together the scattered remnants of the Democ- 
racy, so that they can make a respectable appearance before the 
people of the United States. [Laughter and applause on the 
Republican side. | 

There is some division on this side of the Chamber about the 
tariff question. I come from the Mississippi Valley. I repre- 
sent a State which is both agricultural and manufacturing, and 
I represent a part of the Republican party of Wisconsin, and I 
believe that that party in that State believes that it is the duty 
of the Republican leaders of this House and of the Republican 
Administration to revise the tariff system and adjust it to the 
conditions which exist to-day. Some of us on this side of the 
Chamber find ourselves in rather a peculiar position, not only 
upon this question, but upon other questions. 

I was born of Whig parentage; all my life has been spent in 
the Republican party.. No man can charge me with disloyalty 
to the principles of that organization which is represented in 
this majority; I am not a protectionist because I am a Repub- 
lican, but I am a Republican because I am a protectionist. I 
want to say, further, to the gentleman from Mississippi that 
although we have divided judgment here you have any number 
of divided judgments upon your side of the Chamber, and there 
is more than one man sitting in his seat as a Democratic Repre- 
sentative who does not believe any more in the free-trade doc- 
trine that he has enunciated than gentlemen on this side of the 
Chamber. It is only a few months ago that I had occasion to 
go down to the State of Virginia, to the beautiful city of Rich- 
mond, and address a large gathering of farmers from every 
State in the Union. I came in personal contact with many ex- 
Confederate officers, dyed-in-the-wool Democrats, good fellows, 
as we know them to be, add three out of four told me they were 
glad that Theodore Roosevelt was elected, because the election 
of a Republican President meant the continuation of the protec- 
tive-tariff policy and greater prosperity, not only for the North, 
but prosperity for the South. 

I do not want to make a stump speech upon the prosperous 
conditions which exist in the United States to-day in reply to 
the arguments of the gentleman from Mississippi. He talks 
about the theory of free trade and he talks about right and 
wrong, but does he forget that not only the Government of the 
United States is dominated by men and by a public sentiment 
which approves of a protective tariff policy, but that Russia, 
Germany, France, and eyery civilized nation on earth, except 
England, have protective tariffs, and even the colonies of Great 
Britain protect themselves against the mother country? Does 
the gentleman imagine that he alone has the moral sense, that 
he alone knows the distinction between right and wrong, and 
that nearly all the great governments of the earth are destitute 
of both morality and sound political judgment? Not only that, 
but there is a rising tide of protection—of protection sentiment 
everywhere—and increased duties are being levied for the pro- 
tection of the business life and industries of every nation upon 
the earth, except the one that I have named. It is a little 
singular, but the people who are in favor of free trade are the 
gentlemen who think in their closets and write books on political 
economy and the leaders of the Democratic party, but the men 
who do business and raise reyenues and run the governments 
and develop the industries of great nations all over the globe, 
all of them believe in the protective tariff policy that is defined 
and defended by the Republican party. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] 

Now, then, gentlemen, it has been my fortune all my life to be 
connected, more or less, with agricultural interests. If there is 


any class of men to whom the siren song of the free trader can 
go with more effect than any other it is to the farmer. He 
receives very little direct protection, but there is no class of 
men in the United States of large numbers and extent that 
received more benefit from this protective-tariff system than 
the American farmer. He has appreciated it, he has stood by 
the party, and favored that system. Why is he interested in it? 
Because protection diversifies industries, builds factories, opens 
up avenues for the exercise of human talent, human ingenuity, 
and human genius, because it tends to take a man from the 
farm and put him in a factory; it tends to take him from the 
farm and make him a consumer of the things the farmer pro- 
duces. Away back in 1860 in the State of Wisconsin, where I 
lived, 80 men out of 100 were engaged upon the farms. Twenty 
men out of 100 in that State were buying the products of the 
farmer. To-day, under the growth of our manufacturing inter- 
ests in that State, 49 men are producing upon the farm within 
the limits of that State and 51 men are buying the things that 
the farmer produces. Oh, we could tell you about tin plate and 
we could tell you about steel and we could tell you about cotton 
goods and woolen goods, shoes, and everything which enters 
into the needs of human life, cheapened to the consumer by the 
effect of the Republican protective tariff. But I do not want 
to take the time to doit. It is not necessary. 

The American people haye settled that question practically 
and properly, not only for now but for years to come, and the 
question which comes home to us in the consideration of this 
bill, we who believe thoronghly in this protective-policy principle, 
is what we will do in reference to a measure which proposes to 
open up the American markets to the unrestricted competition 
of the products of the Philippines. That is the question. It is 
not always pleasant to be considered an insurgent. Some of 
you know how it is; you know what sort of discipline you get; 
you know what you have to meet; you know the many things 
that are brought to bear; but I say that the men who oppose 
this bill are not insurgents, and I do say that we have the re- 
markable spectacle of the Republican leaders of this Chamber 
and the Administration going into the insurgents’ camp them- 
selves and leaving us without leaders. 

The Republic will see the friends of this bill joining with the 
free-trade Democracy to diminish the protection which is to-day 
received by the men upon the farms of this country. [Applause 
upon the Republican side.] I want to say to you, gentlemen, 
that not for one solitary moment would I criticise the purity 
of the motives of the President of the United States or of the 
gentlemen who are leaders upon this floor. 

I want to say to you that there are some Republicans favoring 
this Philippine tariff bill who are hurting their political inter- 
ests in their districts, and I bow to them in respect because 
they are following their judgment, their conscience, and their 
convictions. But you must also understand that the rest of us 
do the same thing. If there were not one solitary pound of 
tobacco produced in my district or my State, if there were not 
one solitary pound of sugar produced in my district or my 
State, I would be opposed to the Philippine tariff law. Why? 
The question of plain duty has been raised here. We bear it 
every day, in every discussion, in nearly every speech. Do 
you not think it is getting to be a little bit overworked? What 
is our plain duty? Have not we done fairly well by the people 
of the Philippine Islands? What have we done? By the way, 
we have obtained those islands, and we got them properly. 
There is not time to discuss that fairly. But there was nothing 
else under heaven that the United States could do except to 
hold them and care for those people as we have done. What 
did we do in the interest of humanity? We declared war 
against a nation with which we were at peace. We went into 
that war and we saddled ourselves with expenses amounting 
to hundreds of millions of dollars, issued the bonds of the Gov- 
ernment, and are paying interest upon those bonds to-day and 
will for many years to come. We unsettled, to some extent, the 
business of this country. We raised an army, we sacrificed the 
lives of thousands of men, and there was mourning in many 
homes, both North and South. 

We have given to those islands a stable government at the 
cost of money and the cost of men. We have established thou- 
sands of schools in which there are half a million of children. 
We are building railroads over those islands. We ave estab- 
lished courts of justice there where justice can be had. And it 
seems to me we have done as our plain duty required us to do, 
to make the Filipino people good citizens, to give them liberty, 
to give them instruction, and to fit them for self-government. 
Why, the gentlemen have talked about the capacity of the island 
for sugar and tobacco production. They tell us what the census 
figures are, and every man in this Chamber who has read the 
testimony and the literature upon that subject knows that no 
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live man can tell the capacity of the Philippine Islands for the 
production of either sugar or tobacco. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I think that the gentleman is 
better versed on tobacco than I am. My district is a tobacco 
district; however, I never raised any. Can the gentleman tell 
me what effect the production of Porto Rican tobacco has had on 
his tobacco market? 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. No, sir; I can not tell you. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It has had such little effect upon 
our people that they do not know it has been introduced. I am 
glad that the gentleman has stated that his people are all happy 
and prosperous. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. I do not say that they are all 
prosperous, but 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You speak of the Filipinos as 
“our children.” Does not the gentleman think that when his 
people are basking in the sunshine of so much glorious pros- 
perity he should let those little stepchildren at least send a few 
of their things over here to sell to us when it will not hurt us? 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. That is precisely what I think— 
“when it will not hurt us.” The Philippine Islands contain 
seven and one-half millions of people and Japan, which has 
less fertile territory than the Philippines, contains 48,000,000 
of people; and when these gentlemen say to us that because 
their ways are crude, because those people are lazy and shift- 
less and thriftless, there is no danger in their competition to 
American industry, they are simply disregarding the law which 
prevails when an enlightened nation gets hold of a fertile 
country and establishes law there and makes property safe 
and life and investment safe; and I want to say to the gentle- 
man that beyond any question—and this is a question of judg- 
ment—so far as my judgment goes there is richness enough 
of soil and area enough of soil in the Philippine Islands when 
capital becomes assured of its safety to increase the sugar 
products of those islands and the tobacco products of those 
islands until they shall seriously compete with the sugar and 
tobacco interests of the United States. 

Now, if the gentleman will wait a minute before he asks an- 
other question. I was interested in the speech of the gentle- 
man from Ohio. I was rather amused by his statement that 
the cigars made in the Philippine Archipelago are not fit to 
smoke, and that they would never come into the American 
market and obtain any standing here. Then, on top of that the 
gentleman said he never smoked a cigar himself and did not 
know anything about it. [Laughter.] That struck me as 
being about as valuable as that literature contributed to the 
Lady’s Journal by old maids who have been giving instructions 
to mothers how to take care of their children. Now, I have 
smoked these cigars—five or six brands of them—and I do not 
think my physical appearance is caused by smoking them. 
[Laughter.] . 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I think you will find a great 
many things will go up in smoke before you get through with 
this. 


Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Some of them are not very good, 
some of them are very poor, and one brand is exceedingly good, 
and every solitary brand that my friend, Mr. Coorer of Wiscon- 
sin, brought back from the Philippines and was kind enough to 
give to me would find a place in the market of every State in 
the Union, because, although they are not very good, they will 
be cheap. > 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit a 
suggestion? 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Any number of suggestions from 
the gentleman. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I wish here in the interest of 
truth to say that the one I tried on the gentleman from Wis- 
consin is the only one that worked well. I tried it on eight or 
ten other gentlemen and none of them said it was a good smoke, 
and said, “Have you not got something else besides this?” 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. I can say in answer to that, Mr. 
Chairman, that the reason for it is this: that I am a simple 
ordinary farmer, accustomed to smoke ordinary cigars, and the 
friends of my friend were mostly millionaires. : 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, why have you not kept 
on smoking those Porto Rican cigars? í 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. I have not smoked any Porto 
Rican cigars. . 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why is not the gentleman dis- 
posed to keep on smoking the Philippine cigars? 

. Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. I will smoke them just as long 
as Mr. Coorrr gives them to me. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Ah, now; it is because he gives 
you something, that is the only advantage. There may be 


some force in that. Now, with the average cost and the insur- 
ance, ete., on these cigars, which can be brought here in twenty- 
six days from the Philippine Islands, are you disposed to think 
that those things will not make the price of these cigars rather 
higher than cigars can be bought for here? 

Just a few minutes now. I am talking seriously of the mat- 
ter, as I am a tobacco man myself. I think the Constitution 
follows the flag, and I am not going to follow the Supreme 
Court to the contrary. Now, while these cigars can come in 
twenty-one days from the Philippine Islands, paying the insur- 
ance on them and the expense otherwise—I do not know what 
the expense would be—and then putting 25 per cent tariff on 
top of that and hauling them over into the Mississippi Valley 
in which we both live, are you not disposed to believe that that 
will be very expensive traveling for that cigar to the man 
who imports it and that it will prove an embargo on its sale? 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Oh, no. I will say to the gentle- 
man I have only a few minutes and I can not answer that ques- 
tion in a moment. 

Now, another thing. When you talk about the capacity of the 
Philippines for the production of tobacco you are tréading on 
ground that you can not know very much about. Away back 
forty years ago in Wisconsin we began raising tobacco around 
the little village of Edgerton. They raised it for many years. 
It was generally claimed that it was the only place in the State 
of Wisconsin where it was possible to raise that kind of to- 
bacco. Time passed along and they began the study of soils; 
they poser to understand the matter. The industry began to 
sprea 

It went over the county of Dane and into the counties of 
Rock and Richland and away up in the county of Vernon, and 
went all over one-half of the State of Wisconsin, because of the 
knowledge that came to them as time passed and scientific inves- 
tigation came to their aid. I want to say to the gentlemen of 
that committee and to the gentlemen of this House that just as 
certainly as time passes and we make life and property safe in 
tbose islands you will find that there will come a gradual deyel- 
opment of their tobacco interest, a development of their sugar 
interests, and American interest in those two things will be 
seriously interfered with. ‘There is no nation on the globe but 
what protects its own sugar interests against the cheap sugar 
of tropical countries. It may be insisted here, and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania came closer to the heart of this contro- 
versy perhaps than anyone on the other side of this question, 
that we are bound to do this thing because the Administration 
is committed to it, because the leaders of this House are com- 
mitted to it. 

But I want to say to you, gentlemen, that no man need fear 
to vote upon this question or any other which comes up in this 
House in accordance with his own judgment and his own con- 
science simply because of the position of the Administration. 
The distinguished gentleman who is now President of this Re- 
public has won his way into the hearts and the affections of the 
American people because he has insisted that his obligations 
and the obligations of all men should be not simply to party, 
but to country, and that always they should remember the obli- 
gations of individual conscience and individual judgment. [Ap- 
plause.] And I want to say to the Members of this House on 
the Republican side that if they want to be loyal to the preach- 
ings and the teachings of Theodore Roosevelt they will not vote 
for this bill simply because the Administration is for it. They 
will not vote for it simply because the organization of this 
House is for it, but they will vote in accordance with their own 
consciences and their own judgment, because when they do 
that they are men. They will remember that their responsibil- 
ity is not simply to the administration of the House or to the 
Administration of the country, but to the people who sent them 
here. 

I want to say one other thing, that day by day the lines are 
drawing closer, and day by day the membership of both parties 
are coming closer to a common platform. I want to say fur- 
ther that the Administration in the White House can not and 
will not permit its friends in this House to whip the party 
lash about our heels. It can not afford to do so when a Cabinet 
minister goes into a disputed State in a hot campaign and 
makes a speech which has the effect of turning down the Repub- 
lican candidate for governor and electing the Democratic can- 
didate. siki 

Mr. JAMES. What Republican Cabinet officer made that 

5 


Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. The gentleman ecan read the 
papers, and he knows perfectly well. I am not criticising the 
President, and I want to commend his independence, and I want 
to commend the rising spirit of independence that has come up 
in the Democratic party in the city of New York and in many 
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Southern States. Not only in the cloakrooms and on the streets 
and in the hotels, but elsewhere, I hear from Republicans and 
from Democrats this doctrine that we should stand together 
upon business questions; that we who believe we are right 
regarding the business interests of this country should not per- 
mit party labels to be put upon simple business questions. 

Mr. JAMES. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. The gentleman is at liberty to 
ask me any question which is pertinent to this subject. 

Mr. JAMES. Is it not true that the Cabinet officer to whom 
the gentleman referred was William H. Taft, and that he was 
speaking against ring rule and against Cox in Cincinnati? 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. JAMES. Do you say that caused the defeat of the Re- 
publican ticket in Ohio? 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. It is so stated by the press of 
5 755 State and by Democratic gentlemen on the floor of this 

ouse. 

Mr. JAMES. Then the Republican party stood for ring rule 
there? 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. No, sir. 

Mr. JAMES. How did it defeat you there, then? 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. I say it had that effect there— 
that the Republican President permitted a Cabinet officer to go 
into a State where a hot campaign was raging, and, to be more 
explicit than in my former statement, he did denounce ring 
rule—denounced the rule of men who were supporting the Re- 
publican candidate, and the effect of that unquestionably was to 
elect the Democratic candidate in that State. 

I want to say to the leaders of this House and to the rank and 
file that there is arising spirit of independence all over the 
land. There never was a time since I cast my first vote when 
the two political parties were standing so close together as 
they are now. The bitter questions raised by the war are 
being forgotten. The North and South are coming together 
in a closer union. You men of the South are beginning to find 
out that we of the North are pretty good fellows, and we are 
beginning to find out that you of the South are pretty good 
fellows. [Applause.] When we come into the discussion of a 
question of this kind we should disregard party lines and 
sectional lines and lines of every kind and stand up here as 
American citizens, exercising the faith that is in us and voting 
in accordance with that faith. For one I believe that the men 
who represent the $40,000,000 invested in sugar factories, the 
men who have the duty of representing here the owners of the 
hundreds of millions of dollars invested in sugar-beet farms, 
the men who represent the owners of the $100,000,000 invested 
in tobacco lands of the United States, the cigar makers and 
manufacturers of the United States, who manufactured last 
year $167,000,000 worth of cigars and cigarettes, all these great 
interests which have been built up under the protective tariff 
policy of the Republican party are right when they say that 
the opening up of these islands, with their wide territory and 
fertile soil and swarming population, will be a menace to those 
industries. 

I believe that we are right, and I believe that our plain duty 
in the future and now, as it always has been, is for us on the 
Republican side to stand by the interests of our own people as 
against those of any other people on the face of the earth. 
{ Applause. ] 

Why, the other day when the gentleman from New York made 
his speech, if I could have closed my eyes I could haye imagined 
that it was a speech delivered by the eloquent gentleman from 
Mississippi. We heard the same old song that we have heard 
in many campaigns—a tribute to American genius, a tribute to 
American enterprise, a tribute to the industry and the spirit 
and productive power of the American people. And then he 
says: “How are they going to compete with us; how are the 
ragged deyils on the other side of the world going to compete 
with such people as these?” Why, that is Democratic doctrine 
that we have heard from the Democratic side of this Chamber 
for the last forty years and in every campaign. The trouble 
is that they can compete; they have competed, and if it had 
not been for the policy of the Republican party, maintained in 
spite of the position of our Democratic friends, you would not 
have thirteen hundred millions of dollars in gold under the 
currency of the nation and you would not have exported within 
the last nine years over seven billions and a half of agricul- 
tural products; you would not have had enormous exports of 
manufactures; you would not have had an annual balance of 
trade in our favor of $450,000,000 since the golden days of 
McKinley, and you would not have to-day this country rich and 
happy with the splendid prosperity which we enjoy. [Pro- 
longed applause.] 

Mr. McKINLAY of California. Mr. Chairman, I would hardly 


venture to participate in this discussion at this late hour if it 
were not for the fact that I was one of those who made the 
journey through the Orient, touching at the Hawaiian Islands, 
China, Japan, and visiting the Philippine Islands, with the Con- 
gressional committee who lately made that tour. Therefore, in 
these remarks I will confine myself chiefly to giving evidence as 
to what we saw. I am unused to this kind of work; neverthe- 
less I am capable of forming just impressions and of reasonably 
detailing them to those who are willing to listen. 

I do not know how the people on the eastern side of the con- 
tinent viewed the situation when war was declared between 
the United States and Spain; I do not know how you viewed 
the situation of the Philippine Islands; but I do know that 
the people of the Pacific coast looked with much apprehension 
across the waters and saw the supposedly powerful Spanish 
fleet operating on the coast of Asia. I know that it brought 
relief to every man and woman in California when the news 
was flashed over the wires that the President of the United 
States had ordered Admiral Dewey to the bay of Manila to 
destroy the Spanish fleet. With the destruction of that fleet 
came relief to the citizens of California, because we knew that 
it would no longer be possible for that fleet to prey upon Ameri- 
can commerce or, perhaps, descend upon and ravish the coasts 
of our State. 

One of the gentlemen on the other side alluded to the fact 
that it was American greed for power and glory- and the con- 
quest of arms that took the flag across the Pacific and planted 
it over the walls of Manila. This is not the fact. When 
Admiral Dewey destroyed the Spanish fleet in Manila, it was 
instantly apparent to the writers of the world’s history that 
the power of Spain was ended in the Philippine Islands. 
Spain’s ability to protect the civilization then existing in the 
Philippine Islands was destroyed at the same time. It did 
not take Admiral Dewey long to understand that the cosmo- 
politan bands under Aguinaldo, to the number of 60,000, gath- 
ered behind the city of Manila, could not protect that city. 
And so it became imperatively necessary that the United States 
should rise to the measure of its responsibility and protect that 
civilization, and she rose to that necessity, and the islands are 
ours to-day. 

With that responsibility came the further one, the duty of 
establishing a stable government. I do not intend to recapitu- 
late the history of the breaking out of the insurrection, I do not 
intend to say very much about the sending out of the Schur- 
man Commission, but we all know the anxiety that was felt 
throughout the Republic and the hopes and prayers expressed 
that peace should soon be brought about. We know how in time 
Secretary Taft was sent over to the islands with a commission 
from President McKinley, his duty being first to endeavor to 
establish peaceful relations between the leaders of the insur- 
rectos and the American Government. When these relations 
were established it was then his duty to form a civil government 
that should supersede the military. I do not need to trace the 
course of the work of the Secretary and of the splendid Commis- 
sion which accompanied him. Suffice it to say that to-day the 
Philippine Islands are thoroughly organized with a splendid 
system of government. They have a great territory, if I may 
use that word, and reasonable consideration by the American 
Government at this time will guarantee them a useful and a 
prosperous future career. 

They haye rebuilt, almost, the city of Manila ; they have im- 
proved her harbors; they have built warehouses; they have 
built a breakwater to guard the shipping; they have fitted, as it 
were, the city of Manila so that she may in a very short time 
become the great maritime city of the Orient. They have gone 
further. They have improved the harbors of Iloilo and Cebu. 
In fact the only criticism that might be made of the Taft Com- 
mission and the insular government as now established is that 
perhaps they have proceeded a little faster than the people of 
the islands were able to endure. 

What is the result? On our yisit to the islands, as we were 
supposed to do, we took a trip through the various provinces for 
the purpose of ascertaining the wishes of the people, for the 
purpose of studying the industrial and economic conditions, and 
I submit that any observing man could soon inform himself as to 
the absolute necessity that the United States at this time should 
hold forth a hand to help those people upon their feet. [Ap- 
plause.] 

For more than seven years predatory insurgent bands have 
traveled over their plantations, labor has been driven from its 
employment, homes have been destroyed, all organized industry 
has been displaced. Usurers from China and Japan have taken 
advantage of the necessities of the people; money is loaned at 
great risk, and the money lenders of China and Japan, taking 
advantage of these deplorable conditions, make loans to the 
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people of the Philippine Islands at the rate of from 14 to 3 per 
cent a month. It is almost impossible for those poor people to 
rise to any civic dignity as a commercial section of the world 
without assistance from this country. The pledges of two Ad- 
ministrations have gone forth to them—the pledges of President 
McKinley and President Roosevelt—and the question before 
this House at this moment is, Are those pledges to be kept or not? 
The insular government has laid the foundation of prosperity 
in the Philippines. It has done the best it can do, and now all 
that is asked is that the United States shall do its part to bring 
these islands into closer relations with the mother country. 

I yield to no man in this House in my devotion to the principle 
of protection. I personally have known what it was to lose my 
job because of a change of tariff, and I am devoted to the prin- 
ciple of protection, but I do not believe that my devotion to pro- 
tection calls upon to support a measure that will perpetuate 
injustice to more than 7,000,000 people who to-day are trustingly 
living under the protection of the American flag. 

Many in this House are anxious to extend American trade in 
the Orient. We hear a good deal on every side about oriental 
trade, and we hear more from the workingmen of the Pacific 
coast about excluding the Japanese cooly from our shores; 
American labor fears his competition, especially in California. 
Then we hear on the floor of this House the answer, that we 
must have the oriental trade, even if we disregard the wishes 
and interests of the laboring men of the Pacific coast. Why, 
gentlemen, in that trip through the Orient, we visited Japan 
as well as the Philippine Islands, and it seems to me that any 
reasonable person observing the preparations which Japan is 
making to-day for a great industrial career, must come to the 
conclusion that she will be as successful, commercially and in- 
dustrially, as she has been in conquering the forces of Russia 
upon land and sea. We visited the principal cities of Japan, 
and found in every one of them amazing industrial activity. 
We found them making preparations for the manufacture of 
almost every commodity that is used in the oriental world. In 
the city of Osaka, which is called the “ Pittsburg of Japan,” we 
found buildings being erected almost upon every street cor- 
ner and smoking chimneys upon every corner of those buildings. 
We found that the great statesmen of Japan, headed by Marquis 
Ito, were even then making preparations for the bringing back 
of the armies from Manchuria and Korea, and the training of 
them in industrial methods, even as they have been training 
them for the last fifteen years in the use of arms. I prophesy 
now, and it does not need the tongue of a prophet to tell you, 
gentlemen, that the result of Japanese development along in- 
dustrial lines, within the next ten years, under the tutelage that 
is even now being given them, will be as startling to the world 
as the wonderful victories they recently won from Russia 
upon the bloody fields of Manchuria and Korea or the stormy 
waters of the Sea of Japan. 

What will America meet in Japanese industrial competition? 
She will meet a people absolutely unscrupulous in trade, com- 
merce, and productive methods. She will meet a nation with 
the lowest-priced well-trained skilled labor in the world. On 
our recent trip through the Orient we learned that Japanese 
laborers work for 20 cents a day, American money; Japanese 
mechanics of ordinary ability for 35 cents, while the highest 
skilled mechanical workmen receive no more that 1 yen per day, 
which is less than 50 cents in gold. 

We found how they were equipping their plants. It might be 
a cotton industry, it might be a woolen factory, it might be a 
boot and shoe manufactory, but we found them installing in 
those plants American and European machinery. The great 
cost of establishing an enterprise in this country is the expense 
of up-to-date high-speed machinery. In the United States the 
manufacturer who contemplates establishing an industry must 
first estimate the cost of such machinery. He buys, of course, 
the latest improved inventions. It may take a dozen, twenty, or 
a hundred machines to equip that factory. The cost of a plant 
may be five times the actual cost of making the machinery. 
Why? Because every cog and wheel and crank of the machines 
he buys is patented under American and European patent laws, 
and so the buyer of machinery pays a royalty to the patentee, 
and the total cost of equipment is proportionally high. 

But in Japan they buy American machinery for a model only. 
They send to this country, buy the latest-made machine, take 
it over there, and their skillful mechanics take it to pieces and 
make as many more like it as they require to equip their estab- 
lishments, and by this method they furnish their industrial 
plants with machinery at one-fifth the outlay an identical equip- 
ment would cost in the United States. In Japan they simply pay 
no respect to the patent laws of America or those of European 
countries, and infringe upon all patents alike with absolute 
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impunity. Thus they have a bed-rock capitalization added to 
their bed-rock labor cost. And, added to all this, these Japa- 
nese competitors of ours can buy their raw materials in the 
world’s markets as cheaply as the manufacturers of the United 
States or Europe, and yet we dream of industrially exploiting 
Japan, Korea, Manchuria, or China—we dream of sending our 
ships to those oriental lands and secure such a great proportion 
of oriental trade that it shall build up the industries of the 
United States and make the nation great. 

It isa vain dream. It will never be realized. We will never 
exploit, commercially or industrially, any territory under the 
flag of Japan or any nation under her guardianship, as China 
is to-day. 

Read the reports which come from China. China—world- 
old China—slothful, prejudiced, and timid for a thousand years, 
at last rousing from her indolence of centuries under the tu- 
telage of Japan, is developing, training, and disciplining an 
army which may astonish the world and bid defiance to all the 
powers of the white nations. 

While on our return from the Philippine Islands we stopped 
at the city of Yokohama, and there I was told by one of the 
officers who accompanied General MacArthur through Man- 
ehuria that already Japan had on the way 30 American mills 
for the grinding of the grain of the fields of Manchuria. They 
were not 30 American mills made in the factories of the United 
States, but 1 American mill, used as a model, and 29 others 
manufactured in Japan, at one-fifth the American cost, and yet 
we dream we will compete with those people in securing the 
trade of the Orient. We desire trade with the Orient, of course 
we do, and we have a logical way to get the measure of oriental 
trade that should come to America. We have the Philippines 
upon our hands. God knows they are a great problem and it 
should be the desire of every honest American heart to aid the 
Government, the leaders of the Republican party, and President 
of the United States to work out that problem for the well- 
being and the glory of the American Republic. 

We have a magnificent opening in the Orient now. The 
Philippine Islands, with their more than 7,000,000 of inhabitants, 
with a fertile soil, a people eager for education, ambitious to 
progress upward along the pathway of the world's civilization, 
anxious to buy, because they need the things America manu- 
factures in such abundance—as soon as these people become 
more prosperous, as they surely will under the operation of a 
reduced tariff between the islands and the United States, they 
will become a great consuming market for the products of the 
farms and mills of the States and Territories of the East and 
West. I believe in protecting beet sugar, as I believe in pro- 
tecting other industries. But fortunately in California we have 
something else besides beet-sugar factories to consider. We 
produce in California gold, as does the State of Colorado. 
California rejoices in some of the greatest forests in the world. 
Why, the counties of Mendocino and Humboldt alone can supply 
building material for half the United States for a hundred 
years to come, and we want to send lumber to the Philippines 
to be used in the construction of buildings and railways. 

We raise cattle in California; we raise sheep in California, 
and we want to send meat products to the Philippines in re- 
frigerator ships. California is one of the greatest wool-pro- 
ducing States in the Union, and we want to send our share of 
such woolen products as they consume to the Philippines. 

California has the splendid plains of the San Joaquin Valley, 
where the food of a continent may be produced, and, above all, 
there is no section of the world equal to the valley of the 
Sacramento in the production of fruits, deciduous and citrus, 
vegetables, and farm products, and we hope to create markets 
for all this great variety of products in the Philippine Islands. 

As we traveled through the islands we found their imports 
eame from Europe and from all parts of the world except the 
United States. Poor as they were last year they nevertheless 
imported $30,000,000 worth of products, and yet the United 
States sold them less than $4,000,000 worth. We traveled over 
those islands from end to end, from Luzon to Jolo, and we could 
not find that California wines, California fruits, or California 
vegetables were sold anywhere. They brought their pork and 
their beef, as well as dairy products and flour, from Australia. 
They brought rice, a crop on which they were short at that time, 
from the French East Indies. 

And so they are importing from the world. How much bet- 
ter policy it would be then to have this nation of ours pass such 
laws as would have a tendency to bring that people into closer 
relation with us and make them loyal to American sovereignty, 
contented with American occupation, and the consumers of 
American products. [Applause on the Republican side.] We 
would not then be passing class legislation. We would not then 
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be legislating for the beet-sugar interests alone, but rather 
would we then be legislating on broad lines for a great pro- 
ducing people and a great consuming market. I have a duty 
to my district which I recognize. My district is interested in 
beet-sugar production, but we are also interested in lumber 
and meat and dairy products and grain and fruits and wines; 
and my idea of legislation is to so shape my course and cast 
my vote as to do the greatest good for the greatest number. 
Therefore I am constrained to support the measure of the 
Ways and Means Committee. Why? First, as a measure of 
justice; second, because it is for the honor of the nation to 
support it; because it will carry out the pledges made by two 
Administrations, and the fulfillment of those pledges will help 
lift these people up in the scale of civilization and ultimately 
make them the consumers of the products of this great country ; 
finally, because I believe that in supporting this bill of the 
Ways and Means Committee I will be doing more for the Amer- 
ican workingman and the American producer than if I op- 
posed it. These are the reasons why I unqualifiedly give my 
meal to the measure. [Loud applause on the Republican 
side, 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, I should not venture to take 
part in this discussion if it had been confined to the bill before 
the committee, for I am well aware that those who have spoken 
and others who may speak have had opportunities to give the 
subject a personal scrutiny which entitles them to speak with 
authority. I propose to very brefly refer to another phase of 
the tariff which has been injected into this debate, but before 
doing so, as I intend to vote for this bill, I wish to put on record 
my reasons for favoring its adoption. 

We frequently hear repeated the statement that if Admiral 
Dewey, having found and destroyed the Spanish fleet, as he was 
ordered to do, had then sailed away, the Philippine question 
would have been settled then and there, but such a suggestion 
made as an afterthought does not do justice to the situation 
which we had to face. In time of war it is a duty to damage 
the resources of the enemy as well as the enemy himself, and I 
believe that it would have been bad tactics to have turned our 
backs on a captured dependency of the enemy which was a 
source of revenue and which might have been used as a base in 
future operations before the end of the war, and we should re- 
member that the Spanish fleet was destroyed and Manila cap- 
tured months before peace was made. Moreover, there was an- 
other vital reason why this course was not practicable. Ad- 
miral Dewey had been ordered to leave Hongkong, a neutral 
port, within forty-eight hours, so he could not have returned 
there or have gone to any other neutral port without being 
either warned away or interned; his only resource would 
have been to go to Hawaii, which if our Democratic friends had 
preyailed would not have been available, or to return to an 
American port, leaving Manila and all of the foreign interests 
there liable to pillage and destruction. I doubt if there is a 
Member of this House who, if he had had the responsibility of 
acting at that time, whatever might have been his judgment or 
wishes as to the future of the islands, would have taken any 
other course. There was then and is now a great diversity of 
opinion among the people of this country as to the advisability 
of retaining these islands, and while I would welcome any hon- 
orable and practical suggestion to get them off our hands, I see 
no such way at present, and I doubt if there has been a day 
since that eventful May morning in 1898 when we could have 
turned them over to others with honor or credit to ourselves or 
to the advantage of the Filipinos; furthermore, such policy as 
we have formulated indicates that we are likely to hold the 
islands for years, if not perpetually; therefore, whether we 
like them or not, whether they are a desirable acquisition or 
not, I believe that we have reached a stage in the development 
of this question when we should cease treating them as half 
American and half foreign, and, being in complete control, with 
peace prevailing throughout the islands, I can not see why they 
suona not be treated as have been Alaska, Hawaii, and Porto 

co. 

If they are American territory there is no more reason for 
continuing duties in one case than in the others; we have long 
since removed all trade restrictions with the others and we have 
given one of them representation in this House. When this 
House legislates for those who have no voice here and at the 
same time for our own benefit it should be at least just and fair. 
Briefly, these are my reasons for supporting this measure, and 
the reasons for delay in adopting final free trade with the 
islands seem to me sound and wise and in no way can I see 
that this solution of this question affects or indicates the action 
which this House might take on tariff revision, reciprocity, or 
other tariff action with foreign countries, as has been su 
I wish it did indicate on the part of my party associates a readi- 


ness to consider other and more important tariff matters and 
to dispose of them with the same dispatch which has marked 
and will continue to mark their action in this case. The 
modern up-to-date Republican party has framed two tariffs, 
which in an exceptional way have met the business needs at the 
times when they were enacted; it has to-day the same ability, 
and power and I believe incentive, and it should in my opinion 
act once more. The gentleman from Missouri in his desire to 
show that the Democratic party had had, if it does not possess 
now, the faculty to perfect a businesslike tarif went back 
sixty years for his first and only example. It is true that the 
Walker tariff did produce adequate reyenue for the necessities 
of the Government, but a man would be a very careless student 
of history not to see that this was due quite as definitely to 
the Mexican war and the expansion which followed it and to 
the unprecedented impetus given all industries by the discovery 
of gold in California as to the merits of the tariff itself. But 
even assuming for argument’s sake that this law was adequate 
and effective, the fact should not be lost sight of that a change 
in it was recommended by a Democratic President, that the 
change was made by a Congress in which the Senate was Dem- 
ocratic and although the House had a Republican Speaker, he 
was elected as a compromise and that in no sense did the 
Republican party as then made up represent the tariff policy 
which has been consistently followed by it since the early days 
of the civil war, when it first came into complete control of the 
Government. As a matter of record only about half of the 
Republicans who from the first supported the successful can- 
didate for Speaker, General Banks, supported the tariff, and for 
all essential purposes it was the work of the disorganized 
Democracy and approved by a Democratic President—Pierce; 
but the gentleman from Missouri failed to call the most com- 
petent witness to pass on the merits of this revised measure, 
James Buchanan, who in his first annual message to Congress, 
in December, 1857, spoke of the conditions produced by this 
bill as follows: 

The earth has yielded her fruits abundantly and has bountifully 
rewarded the toil of the husbandman. Our great staples have com- 
manded high prices and, up till within a brief period, our manufactur- 
ing, mineral, and mechanical occupations have largely partaken of 
the general prosperity. We have possessed all the elements of ma- 
terial wealth in rich abundance and yet, notwithstanding all these 
advantages, our country, in its monetary interests, is, at fhe present 
time, in a deplorable condition. In the midst of unsurpassed plenty, 
in all the productions of agriculture, and in all the elements of natural 
wealth we find our manufactures suspended, our public works retarded, 
our private enterprises of different kinds abandoned, and thousands 
of useful laborers thrown out of employment and reduced to want. 
The revenue of the Government * has been greatly reduced 
whilst the appropriations made by Congress at its last session are ve 
—.— in amount. Under these circumstances a loan may be requi 
ore the close of your present session. 


A loan of $20,000,000 was made in 1857, another in 1858 of 
the same amount, and, in fact, a loan was required each year of 
Mr. Buchanan’s Administration to make up the deficiency in the 
running expenses of the Government, the rate of interest in- 
creasing as the loans increased, until the last loan made by this 
Administration could not be obtained without paying 12 per 
cent for the money. The total appropriations these years did 
not exceed $75,000,000, so that a $20,000,000 loan would bear 
about the relation to the total expenditure that $125,000,000 
would to the annual appropriations to-day. 

The country has had one other example, has seen one other 
attempt, of the Democratic party to formulate tariff legislation, 
furnishing another illustration of the incapacity of a Demo- 
cratic Administration to handle the tariff question intelli- 
gently, for it did exactly what its platform had repeatedly 
condemned in passing a high tariff bill which President Cleve- 
land denounced as an act “tainted with perfidy and dishonor,” 
and it was framed with so little regard for the needs of the 
country that it, too, failed to produce sufficient revenue, so that 
we once more resorted to borrowing money at exorbitant rates 
to pay running expenses, resulting in the general crippling of 
business enterprise which doubt and uncertainty always lead to. 

It was with these historical facts plainly in view that the 
Republicans of Massachusetts met in convention last October 
and adopted their platform. However, before referring to the 
position of Massachusetts Republicans on the tariff, I wish to 
thank my colleague [Mr. Sula] for his speech yesterday. 
It was one of those speeches which does no harm except to the 
maker’s party, and it remoyed any doubt which existed as to 
the real views of the Massachusetts Democracy relative to 
labor. The Democratic party of Massachusetts has for more 
than twenty-five years in its party platforms declared its al- 
legiance to the fixed and immutable principles of the national 
Democracy. Imagine such a thing as the national Democratic 
party having a fixed and immutable principle! It has de- 
claimed against the extrayagance of Republican administration 
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in that State, and has pointed with pride to its record as the 
friend of the laboring man. Last year, by chance, aided by a 
liberal expenditure of money, they elected a Democratie gov- 
ernor, and it was anticipated that the extravagance and prof- 
ligacy of Republican administrations, extending over a period 
of forty-five years, would be exposed without delay; but after 
months of searching the governor, an honest man, announced 
that he had hunted diligently for extravagance, but had failed 
to find it; that legislative appropriations had been kept to the 
lowest limit consistent with an efficient administration, and that, 
generally speaking, the State’s affairs had been wisely and 
economically managed. Now comes my colleague and shatters 
another fixed and immutable principle—that of being the pro- 
fessional friend of the laboring man. It will give a shock to 
his constituents and to all the people of Massachusetts, where 
he has come to be considered a party leader, due to his recog- 
nized ability, that he now affirms that the laboring man in this 
country needs no protection. Therefore the only thing fixed 
and immutable left in the principles of the Massachusetts 
Democracy is their desire for office and incidentally to get the 
other party out. I can not leave this subject without recalling 
my colleague’s impassioned appeal for the downtrodden farmer. 
It sounds like a cry from ancient history, and comes with pecul- 
iar appropriateness from my colleague, who represents a dis- 
trict in which there is not a foot of street, road, or alley which 
is not paved, a district which has not had a farmer among its 
residents since the Revolutionary war. His statement gave 
me a distinct shock, for it is a common and, I believe, a well- 
established impression that the farmers of this country have 
paid off their mortgages and are loaning money. 

The tariff plank adopted by the Republican party of Massa- 
chusetts follows: 

We believe that the policy of protection to American labor and Ameri- 
can industry should be maintained. 

The Republican ty of Massachusetts reaffirms its devotion to the 
principle of protection, and is opposed to tariff changes tending to de- 
press or destroy any of our industries, or to lower the wages of Ameri- 
can labor. But we recognize the fact, as declared by the national 
Republican convention at Chicago, that rates should be changed when 
conditions have so changed that the public interest demands the altera- 
tion of schedules. The time at which revision of the tarif should be 
undertaken must be determined by the representatives of the party 
from all parts of our common country. 

We approve the poon taken by our Senators and Representatives at 
the last session of Congress in fayor of present action, and we urge 
that they should continue to press upon their party associates in 
Congress from other States the wisdom of a consideration of the tariff 
for the purpose of revision and readjustment. 

We further recommend for the consideration of Congress the enact- 
ment of a tariff provision which shall protect our exports against dis- 
crimination and secure to the United States the treatment accorded to 
the most-fayored nations in all foreign markets. 

If there is any straddle in that declaration it must be discov- 
ered by the man who uses language to conceal his intentions. To 
the Republicans of Massachusetts it means that we believe as 
firmly as ever in the policy of protection; but we believe that 
tariffs should be changed from time to time to meet conditions 
and we believe this is one of those times, so we are going to 
continue to call this fact to the attention of our fellow Repub- 
licans until action is taken. 

But the fear of Democratic attempts to revise the tariff were 
only incidents among the reasons which prompted this action. 
It was taken notwithstanding a firm belief that the Dingley 
tariff was the most scientific and has proven the best tariff 
ever adopted by Congress, added to the knowledge that in many 
respects at least it is still, as a revenue producer and protector 
of labor, difficult to improve upon; but it is apparent to anyone 
in touch with the business affairs of this country that never in 
its history have there been such radical changes in the manner 
of conducting the public corporation or great transportation 
companies as have taken place in the last eight years, and that 
many of these changes have produced conditions which prevent 
the necessity for the continuance of the present schedules, 

I shall be glad to take up this subject in detail at some more 
opportune time, but for the moment I will instance one ex- 
ample, the dufy on hides, to illustrate the point which I wish to 
make. For twenty-five years there was no duty on hides, and 
if there were any necessity for it when the Dingley bill was 
enacted, I believe that necessity has passed; the control of the 
hide market has passed from the producer to the packer. I 
am doubtful whether the producer receives any benefit whatever 
from the duty, but in any case the tanners and manufacturers 
of shoes in Massachusetts believe that a removal of the duty 
will assist them to increase the exportation of shoes; and to 
remoye any lurking fear that this is an entirely selfish move 
from which the consumer is to receive no benefit, I believe I am 
stating the substantially unanimous willingness of the shoe- 
makers of Massachusetts in making the suggestion that they 
will gladly agree to a reduction of the duty on shoes equivalent 


to the amount removed from hides. In many cases the whole 


duty could be removed; in others, in the cheaper grades of 
shoes, less reduction should be made. This suggestion is not 
made in a haphazard way, but as the result of a canvas, and 
further it is believed that if the duty were entirely removed 
from hides and an equivalent amount from shoes that the 
shoemaker could easily continue to control this market and in- 
erease exportations in the next ten years from $8,000,000, 
exported last year, to $50,000,000, and as the labor item is 
about 25 per cent of the cost of shoes it follows that $10,000,- 
000 from this source alone would be added to the wages of the 
laboring men of this country. 

We have become, under the provisions of the Dingley bill, a 
great manufacturing nation, and such changes as the one I 
haye mentioned will, in my judgment, secure what we haye 
and provide an opening for a large increase. 

The people of Massachusetts are not unmindful of the fact 
that there are now in this House, in the full strength of their 
capacity and possessing an experience which is invaluable, 
many of those men who were active, indeed vital factors, in 
framing the Dingley bill, and they want the benefit of the ripe 
experience of these men in the revised edition which would 
come from their hands. 

The minority leader of this House stated on this floor the 
other day that the trouble with the people of this country was 
that they were tired of the Republican party and afraid of the 
Democratic party. I subscribe to the last part of that state- 
ment without hesitation or reservation, and I have a lurking 
fear that the first part may come true if we do not follow com- 
mon business prudence and adopt ordinary business foresight 
in making repairs while they can be made safely and econom- 
ically. The wise owner of a mill never delays replacing a 
doubtful piece of his machinery while his force is intact and 
competent to do the work, even though the necessary shut down 
may cause a temporary loss. He would be a fool to wait until 
his boiler had exploded, killing or crippling his engineer force 
and compelling him to resort to the inexperienced and inefficient 
to make his repairs or renewals. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know whether there is any other gen- 
tleman who wants to get in a short speech. I move that the 
committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OLMSTED, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 3 and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, reference of the bill (H. R. 10847) to 
treat the findings of the Court of Claims in certain cases as 
judgments and to provide for the payment of the same, was 
changed from the Committee on War Claims to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below : 

S. 560. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew C, 
Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 559. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram B. 
Doty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 530. An act granting an increase of pension to Sophia A. 
Knapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 525. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Brady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 489. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson B. 
Tool—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 471. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
MeLaughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 386. An act granting an increase of pension to Orange G. 
Jones—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 327. An act granting an increase of pension to Walter 
Barney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 217. An act granting an increase of pension to William C. 
Breckenridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 205. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Gee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 204. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Walter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 202. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen Am- 
burn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 195. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Pieper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 194. An act granting an increase of pension to James L. 


Cowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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S. 184. An act granting an increase of pension to Lyman 
Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 528. An act granting a pension to Robert M. McCormick— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 182. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver P. 
Smith—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 168. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Dayis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 157. An act granting an increase of pension to Lizzie G. 
Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 150. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucius A. 
Lincoln—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 149. An act granting an increase of pension to Cassius 
Leisk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 147. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
McCue—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 144. An act granting an increase of pension to Minerva 
Briggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 137. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Wiper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 135. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter P. 
Chacey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 113. An act granting an increase of pension to Jobn D. 
McF'adden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 99. An act granting an increase of pension to Eugene P. 
Kingsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 85. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Keaster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 82. An act granting an increase of pension to Curtis A. 
Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 76. An act granting an increase of pension to Hartwell C. 
Keyes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 23. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles A. 
Bradbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 15. An act granting an increase of pension to Lizzie E. 
Shehan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 2260. An act authorizing the extension of Meridian place 
NW. to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 2140. An act authorizing the Postmaster-General to dis- 
pose of useless papers in post-offices—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

S. 2106. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Arkansas River at or near Vanburen, Ark.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 1747. An act to authorize the Mobile Railway and Dock 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge or viaduct across 
the water between the end of Cedar Point and Dauphin Island 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 1234. An act to provide for the appropriate marking of the 
graves of the soldiers and sailors of the Confederate army and 
navy who died in northern prisons and were buried near the 
prisons where they died, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

S. 1160. An act to correct the military record of John McKen- 
non, alias John Mack—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 979. An act to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing 
the Winnipeg, Yankton and Guif Railroad Company to construct 
a combined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Yankton, S. Dak.”—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 951. An act to grant to the State of Minnesota certain va- 
cant lands in said State for forestry purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

S. 64. An act for the extension of Seventh street and Frank- 
lin street NE., and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

S. 1. An act to incorporate the American National Institute 
(Prix de Paris) at Paris, France—to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 

S. 1444. An act granting a pension to Dora H. Huhns—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1431. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Lane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1359. An act granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
Ingalls, alias Jeremiah Boss—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

S. 1342. An act granting an increase of pension to Morton M. 
Noah—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1341. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred 
Preisinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1340. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Leavitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1310. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
S. M. Hooton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 1269. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1239. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph G. 
McGarvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1238. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Christoff—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 1214. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Oleson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 1201. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Preston—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1164. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry E. 
Bedell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1040. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Sloan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1036. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Beachey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 974. An act granting an increase of pension to David L. 
Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 944. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert F. 
Catterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 849. An act granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
Carter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 844. An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Ryan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 786. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Garvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 777. An act granting an increase of pension to Byron 
Lentz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 713. An act granting an increase of pension to Ephraim 
A. Gordon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 708. An act granting an increase of pension to Maurice 
Downey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 627. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Hiler—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 626. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen J. 
Nash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 574. An act granting an increase of pension to Lee H. 
Buckland—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 571. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Knight—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 532. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram B. 
Doty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2148. An act granting an increase of pension to Angelina 
Hernandez—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1888. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Patton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1872. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca A. 
White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1826. An act granting an increase of pension to Rufus H. 
Paine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1787. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen M. 
Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1505. An act granting an increase of pension to Uriah D. 
Barrett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


Mr. CHAPMAN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Nancy Day, Fifty-seventh Congress, 
no adverse report having been made thereon. 


CLOSE OF GENERAL DEBATE. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to renew the request 
I made this morning to close general debate on the Philippine 
tariff bill at 5 o’clock on Saturday next and take up the Dill 
on Monday under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I shall object. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I understand the request to 
be to close general debate at 5 o’clock on Saturday evening, 
and that the bill be taken up on Monday morning under the 
five-minute rule. The request involves nothing else, 

Mr. PAYNE. That is all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. So far as I am concerned. I am perfectly 
willing to agree to that. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I know that there are some 
gentlemen who were present this morning when the request 
was made who would object, and I suggest to the gentleman 
I will object at present. But he can bring it up in the morning 
before we go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PAYNE. What is the use of making a request in the 
morning if they are going to object? I do not understand that 
the gentleman objects. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. YOUNG. I object at this time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I renew the notice that I gave 
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this morning, that I will move on Monday to close debate on the 
bill. I now move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock 
p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Attorney-General submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for stenographers for judges in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for purchase of a target range at 
Boston—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia submitting an estimate of appropriation for 
the electrical department—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. ; 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for lighting Am- 
brose channel, in New York Bay—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for the satisfaction of the claim of 
8 Fulgham— to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Postmaster-General submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for the relief of J. J. Cole and 
Frank W. Swanton—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 6009) to regulate the construction of bridges over navi- 
gable waters, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 182) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5976) to provide for 
the final disposition of the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes 
in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 183); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 11485) to permit the own- 
ers of certain vessels and the owners or underwriters of car- 
goes laden thereon to sue the United States—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11486) to authorize the maixtenance of 
actions for negligence causing death in maritime cases—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 11487) for the relief of 
soldiers and sailors who served under assumed names, while 
minors or otherwise, in the Army or Navy during the war with 
Spain—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 11488) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
1887, and all acts amendatory thereof—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMYSER: A bill (H. R. 11489) to define felonies and 
misdemeanors and prescribing practice in criminal cases—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 11490) granting 


the Edison Electric Company a permit to occupy certain lands 
for electric power plants in the San Bernardino, Sierra, and San 
Gabriel forest reserves, in the State of California—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 11491) appropriating money 
for the protection of the easterly bank of Mississippi River—to 
the Committee on iRvers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 11492) to authorize cities and 
towns of the Indian Territory having an assessed valuation of 
$250,000 or more to issue and sell bonds to raise revenue for 
the construction of public school buildings—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 11493) for a public building 
at the city of Bainbridge, Ga., and appropriating money there- 
for—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11494) for a public building at the city of 
Albany, Ga., and appropriating money therefor—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11495) for a public building at the city of 
Thomasville, Ga., and appropriating money therefor—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 11496) for the enlargement 
of the United States post-office building at Frankfort, Ky.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11497) for the enlargement of the United 
States post-office building at Lexington, Ky.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11498) for the erection of a public building 
at Paris, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 11499) to provide for the 
merging of the fourth class of domestic postage into that of 
the third class—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 11500) to amend section 29 
of chapter 106 of the act of the Thirty-eighth Congress entitled 
“An act to provide a national currency secured by pledge of 
United States bonds, and to provide for the circulation and 
redemption thereof,” approved June 3, 1864—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 11501) to amend an act to 
provide for circuit and district courts of the United States at 
Albany, Ga.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 11502) to repeal part of par- 
agraph 3, section 4693, Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relating to pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11503) to extend the provisions of the pen- 
sion act of June 27, 1890, to the Enrolled Missouri Militia and 
other militia organizations of the State of Missouri that co- 
operated with the military or naval forces of the United States 
in suppressing the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 11504) for an appropriation 
for enlarging the Government building at Sheboygan, Wis.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 11505) to authorize the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company and the Pennsylvania and 
Newark Railroad Company, or their successors, to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Delaware River— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 11506) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to prevent the importation of impure and un- 
wholesome tea,” approved March 2, 1897—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 11507) to amend section 54 
of chapter 106 of the act of the Thirty-eighth Congress entitled 
“An act to provide a national currency secured by pledge of 
United States bonds, and to provide for the circulation and re- 
demption thereof,” approved June 3, 1864—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 69) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to 
the Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, and 
Representatives in Congress. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 11508) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas B. Moore—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 11509) granting an in- 
erease of pension to Josephine Hoornbeck—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 11510) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph S. Larrance—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: A bill (F. R. 11511) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Volentine Rowen—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11512) granting an increase of pension to 
William Whitlock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 11513) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Ripperdan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 11514) granting an increase of 
pension to William Locust—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 11515) to cor- 
rect the military record of William A. Persons—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 11516) granting an increase 
of pension to Marquis D. L. Staley—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11517) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane James—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11518) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebbecca J. Stamm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11519) granting an increase of pension to 
David Blosser—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11520) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia Fern—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11521) granting an increase of pension to 
Burrel M. Mullins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11522) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin McEbeoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11523) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert L. Hamill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11524) granting an increase of pension to 
James D. Anderson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 11525) granting a pension to Mary B. 
Hines—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11526) for the relief of Robert H. Semple— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11527) granting a pension to L. H. Boyle 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11528) for the relief of H. S. Day—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11529) for the relief of Benjamin H. 
Frisbie—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 11530) granting an increase of 
pension to G. J. Shaffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11531) granting an increase of pension to 
Esek B. Chandler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11532) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Speed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11533) for the relief of John Albright— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 11534) granting 
a pension to Isaac M. Ashford—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11535) granting a pension to Margarette 
R. Bacon—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11536) granting an 
increase of pension to James D. Hudson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11587) granting an increase of pension to 
David Watson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11538) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli Duvall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 11539) granting 
an increase of pension to James McMahon—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 11540) for the relief of John 
Murray—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11541) to refund legacy taxes illegally 
collected from the estate of Robert McMurray—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 11542) granting a pension 
to George S. Loomis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 11543) to correct the mil- 
itary record of Benjamin F. Graham—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 11544) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Butler—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11545) granting an increase of pension to 
Julius T. Williamson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 11546) for the 


relief of the estate of Benjamin F. Myers, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11547) for the relief of the heirs of Hugh 
McGayock, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11548) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam J. Thomas, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 11549) granting an increase of 
pension to James Devirs—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11550) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Livysey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11551) granting an increase of pension to 
John Daly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 11552) granting an in- 
erease of pension to Abraham G. Leiser—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 11553) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel H. Horsey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11554) granting an increase of pension to 
William K. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 11555) granting an increase 
of pension to Butler Mote—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11556) granting an increase of pension to 
Almarin Peck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOAR: A bill (H. R. 11557) granting an increase 
of pension to Clinton A. Chapman—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11558) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Peter Tatro, alias John Goodro—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. x 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 11559) for the relief o 
Peter H. Donohew—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 11560) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. McAdams—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 11561) granting an increase 
of pension to Egbert P. Shetter—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11562) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Wiles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11563) granting an increase of pension to 
John Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11564) granting an increase of pension to 
James Morrow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11565) granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Brinker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 11566) granting an increase of 
pension to Alexander H. Rowland—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 11567) for the relief of Mrs, 
Mary English—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11568) for the benefit of the Christian 
Church of Cadiz, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11509) for the relief of J. ©. Peeples—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11570) for the relief of the estate of John 
M. Higgins, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11571) for the relief of the estate of John 
Allred—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11572) for the relief of the estate of Joseph 
Wilson, deceased, late of Fulton County, Ky.—to the Committee 
on War Claims, X 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11573) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph 
Chandet—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11574) for the relief of William H. Cal- 
vert—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11575) for the relief of S. E. Gallemore— 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 11576) author- 
izing Suis Sis Kin, or Loupe Loupe Charley, an Indian allottee, 
to sell his allotment—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 11577) for the relief of George 
W. Pearson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KEIFER: A bill (H. R. 11578) granting a pension to 
Crissa J. Whitlaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 11579) to refund legacy 
taxes illegally collected from the estate of Virginia R. Osborn— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KLEPPER: A bill (H. R. 11580) granting a pension 
to John Nixon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11581) granting an increase of pension to 
Haywood W. Weathington—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KNOPF: A bill (H. R. 11582) granting a pension to 
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John McAlpin, alias Joseph Dean—to the Comnittee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LEB: A bill (H. R. 11583) for the relief of Noah 
King, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11584) for the relief of the estate of J. W. 
Marshal, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 11585) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lawrence P, Frederick—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 11586) to grant an exten- 
sion of certain letters patent to Ezra N. Dunwiddie—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 11587) to reimburse Ulysses 
G. Winn for moneys erroneously paid into the Treasury of the 
United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11588) granting to the University Pre- 
paratory School of the Territory of Oklahoma section 33, in 
township No. 26 north, of range 1 west of the Indian meridian, 
in Kay County, Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11589) granting to the University of Okla- 
homa section No. 36, in township No. 9 north, of range No. 3 
west of the Indian meridian, in Cleyeland County, Oklahoma 
Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 11590) granting an increase of 
pension to Martha H. Ten Byck—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11591) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Hali—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11592) granting an increase of pension to 
A. J. Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11593) granting an increase of pension to 
Evans Blake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11594) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Northup—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11595) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura E. Glover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11596) granting a pension to Marion H. 
Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11597) granting a pension to George M. 
‘Apgar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11598) granting a pension to Laura Mc- 
Nulta—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11599) granting a pension to Lewis Isbell— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 11600) granting a pension to Mary W. 
Sherburne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11601) for the relief of Julius Frank—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11602) granting an increase of pension to 
Orrin L. Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11603) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Haner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11604) granting a pension to Margaret M. 
Best—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 11605) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Milo B. Morse—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 11606) granting an increase of 
pension to Edward W. Bixby—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 11607) raising the rank of 
Chief Engineer Robert Potts on the retired list of the Navyy—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11608) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert W. Keen—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11609) for the relief of Mary Jane Pol- 
lard—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 11610) granting an increase 
of pension to George F. Woods—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11611) granting an increase of pension to 
David Frazier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11612) granting an increase of pension to 
James Weller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11613) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas E. Schreoes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 11614) granting a pension to 
Carl W. Barroth—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 11615) granting an increase 
of pension to Josiah F, Staubs—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11616) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11617) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline A. Bloom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 11618) granting an increase 
or pension to Cyrus K. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11619) granting an increase of pension to 
T. A. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 11620) granting an increase 
a pension to John J. Quimby—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11621) granting an increase of pension to 
Hollis Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 11622) granting a pension to 
Martha A. Remington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 11623) granting an increase 
2 pension to Simon Motz—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11624) granting an increase of pension to 
Helen M. Painter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 11625) granting a pension to 
William C. Robison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11626) granting a pension to Carrie 
Keefer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCROGGY: A bill (H. R. 11627) to amend the mili- 
tary record of Capt. Thomas M. Elliott—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11628) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah C. Choate—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11629) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip P. Farnham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 11630) granting an increase of 
pension to Harriet E. H. St. John—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11631) granting a 
pension to William E. Fuller—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11632) to correct the military record of 
James Gleeson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 11633) to pay the claim 
of Samuel O. Randall, administrator of the personal estate of 
Richard Ralph Randall, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 11634) granting an increase of 
pens ion to Nathaniel Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11635) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Lundsford—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11636) granting an increase of pension to 
Lawrence Hogan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11637) granting an increase of pension to 
William Cody—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 11638) granting a pension 
to John N. Vivian—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11689) granting a pension to George L. 
piovere alias George Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bilis of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10578) granting a pension to William McCall 
and others—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10892) for the relief of William B. West—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 10935) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
J. L. Boone—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10892) granting a pension to Philene Burns— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10853) granting a pension to Thomas B. Davis— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10921) for the relief of Joel Glover—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER: Petition of the American Association for 
Advancement of Science, for preservation of American for- 
ests—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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Also, petition of the American Association for the Advance- 
ment of Science, against commercial spoliation of Niagara 
Falls—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Chicago Historical Society, for a histori- 
eal commission and building at Washington—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lawrence County, Pa., against sale of liquor in all 
Government buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 


Traffic. 

By Mr. AIKEN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil- 
liam Summer to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of Civil Club of Allegheny, 
Pu., against spoliation of Niagara Falls to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Civic Club of Allegheny, Pa., for a pure- 
food law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. P. Winower Council, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Pittsburg Chamber of Commerce, relative 
to certain modifications of the immigration laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of citizens of Lawrence, 

. Kans., for repeal of the duty on hides—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas J. Ingra- 
ham—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Petition of Minisink Grange, No. 907, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Unionville, N. Y., against tax on 
alcohol used in the arts—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petitions of Vanare and Greenville 
Councils, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John J. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Civic Club 
of Allegheny County, Pa., against spoliation of Niagara Falls— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Civic Club of Allegheny County, Pa., for 
a pure-food law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

‘Also, petition of Winower Council, Junior Order United 
‘American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of citizens of Maine, for the 
parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Valentine Rowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ‘ 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Whitlock— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of W. W. Elam—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Eureka Council, No. 38, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of J. P. Winower Council, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, fayoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Laurel Council, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Foreign Missionary Society of 
Christ Methodist Episcopal Church, of Pittsburg, Pa., for prohi- 
bition in Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Foreign Missionary Society of 
Christ Methodist Episcopal Church, of Pittsburg, Pa., to pro- 
tect no-license towns—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of sundry Pittsburg manufacturers, against tax 
on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Civic Club of Allegheny, Pa., for pure- 
food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of the Pittsburg Post-Office Clerks’ Beneficial 
Association, for a new classification for postal clerks—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Foreign Missionary Society of 
Christ Methodist Episcopal Church, of Pittsburg, Pa., against 
sale of liquor in Government buildings—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: Petition of the New Orleans 
Board of Trade, for a law to improve the condition of Ameri- 


can shipping—to the Committee ‘on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Audubon Park Association, against com- 
mercial spoliation of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Board of Underwriters of New Orleans, 
La., against any Federal legislation inimical to the pilotage 
system of the port of New Orleans—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of the Ministerial Association of 
Muscatine, Iowa, favoring the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the city council of Sioux City, Iowa, against 
n atrocities on the Jews—to the Committee on Foreign 

a 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Margarette R. Bacon—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Melvina J. Swiger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John A. Logan Council, No. 95, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Benton Council, Junior Order United Ameri- 
ean Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
State of New York, for consular reform—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Arizona Cattle Growers’ Association, 
against joint statehood—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the Chicago Historical Society, urging support 
of bills S. 5797 and 4181—to the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of United Gold Beaters’ 
National Union, for an increase in the tariff on gold leaf—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, for a law requiring a statement to a member of the 
Board of Appraisers of charges against him before removal—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLACK: Petition of Deer River Grange, No. 702, of 
Lawrenceville, N. Y., against tax on alcohol used in the arts—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of the Trades League 
of Philadelphia, favoring modification of immigration law rela- 
tive to better classes of Chinese—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Brotherhood of Painters, Decorators, and 
Paper Hangers of America, against tax on wood alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of General Stark Council, No. 35; Lincoln 
Council, and Newport Center Council, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, and Minnehaha Lodge, Knights of Pythias, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of Order of Railway Telegraphers, No. 45, of 
Littleton, N. H.; Otter Creek Division, No. 347, and Bellows 
Falls Division, No. 106, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
of Rutland, Vt.; St. Albans Division, No. 24, and C. M. Clement 
Division, No. 296, Order of Railway Conductors—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the National German-American 
Alliance of the United States, for reciprocity treaty between 
Germany and the United States—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Arizona Anti-Joint Statehood League, 
against joint statehood—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of S. R. Taber, against bills H. R. 47, 145, and 
440—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Paper to accompany Dill 
for relief of W. W. Randolph, administrator of estate of Mrs. 
I. H. Randolph—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Julia Moorman- 
Hill, heir of Charles W. Moorman—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs of Andrew R. 
Humes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Hugh C. Jackson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of J. P. Winower, Etna and 
Pleasant Valley councils, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, favoring restriction- of immigration—to the Com- 


mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
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Also, petition of the Civic Club, of Allegheny County, Pa., 
for a pure-food law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Civie Club, of Allegheny County, Pa., against 
spoliation of Niagara—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Pittsburg Chamber of Commerce, relative 
to certain amendments of the immigration laws—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of citizens of Three Oaks, 
Mich., asking for removal of internal-revenue tax on ethyl alco- 
hol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Spencer & Barnes Company, of Benton 
Harbor, Mich., for removal of internal-reyenue tax from domes- 
tic alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of General Stark Council, No. 
35, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Springfield, 
Vt., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Minnehaha Council, No. 5, Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HAYS: Petition of the Water and Forest Associa- 
tion of California, relative to administration of the forest re- 
serve—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the International Printing Pressmen's Union, 
for a foreman of the press room in the Government Printing 
Office—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of the California Water and Forest Association, 
for legislation against destruction of forest trees—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the California Water and Forest Association, 
for making national forest reserves game preserves—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of Santa Clara, Cal., for adoption of 
the Gallinger amendment to the statehood bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
for a Federal judicial court in the Orient—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
urging necessity of changing certain regulations of Germany as 
to dried fruits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
for full consideration for the dried-fruit industry in any recip- 
Tora treaty with Germany—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
for appointment of six commercial attachés in Asia and the 
same to come from the Pacific coast—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOAR: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Clinton 
A. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petitions of Bolivar and Painterville Councils, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics; Knights of Pythias 
Lodge No. 505; Westmoreland Council, No. 840, and Scottdale 
Council, No. 885, Junior Order United American Mechanics, fa- 
voring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Adam Wiles—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Egbert P. Shelter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John Henderson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of May 
Colcord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HUNT: Petition of the Chicago Historical Society, 
for a United States historical commission and an appropriate 
building at Washington—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of the Board of Trade of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., for a further appropriation to carry on work at 
the Presidio of San Francisco—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of San Francisco, Cal., 
for an appropriation for the Yosemite Valley Park—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of the International Printing Pressmen and 
Assistants’ Union of North America, for a foreman of press- 
work at the Government Printing Office—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Petition of Natural Bridge Grange, No. 497, 
against tax on alcohol used in the arts—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Petition of the International Print- 
ing Pressmen and Assistants’ Union of North America, for a 


foreman of press work in the Government Printing Office—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of Colonial Council, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of York, Pa., favoring restriction 
of Immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 316, of Mc- 
Sherrytown, Pa., against bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAMB: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Cas- 
sandra C. Hicks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Patrick 
H. Corrigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Sarah H. 
Milvenry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
the State of New York, favoring bill S. 1345, reorganizing the 
consular service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, favoring an amendment to section 12 of the admin- 
istrative act—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Arizona Cattle Growers’ Association, 
against joint statehood—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
M. F. Nason—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Lawrence P. 
Frederick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Waterford, for legislation substituting gymnasiums for canteens 
at military posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MANN: Papers to accompany sundry House bills grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George M. Apgar, Marion H. Long, 
John B. Hall, Evans Blake, A. J. Fuller, Charles Northrup, 
Laura MeNulta, Laura E. Glover, Lewis Isbell, Mary W. Sher- 
burne, Martha H. Ten Eyck, Francis Hauer, and Margaret M. 
Best—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Augustus Joyeux—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Petition of Frankford Council, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Petitions of citizens 
of Pennsylvania; William Valley Lodge, No. 446, Knights of 
Pythias ; Tremont Lodge, No. 245, Independent Order of Odd Fel- 
lows, and Washington Camp, No. 62, Patriotie Order Sons of 
America, of Gordon, Pa., favoring restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of various churches of Wolcott, 
N. Y., against liquor sales in all Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
Henry Brandt, of Bedford County, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Annie S. Jones, of 
Altoona, Pa.—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Gurdon B. Hotch- 
kin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHODES: Petition of Bismarck (Mo.) Lodge, Inde- 
pendent Order of Odd Fellows, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SCHNERBELI: Petitions of Stroth Council, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, and citizens of Palmerton, 
Pa., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John Sarvis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of D. L. Davidson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Harmon 
Modlin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of citizens of Michi- 
gan, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of Lenawee County 
(Mich.) Grange, favoring removal of duty on alcohol used in the 
arts—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of the National Casket Company, 
of New York, against tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of. William Fowler Council, No. 64, of Milford, 
Conn., and Camp No. 8, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of New 
Haven, Conn., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of Cigar Makers’ 
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Local Union No. 98, against bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the St. Paul Board of Trade, favoring a law 
for adequacy of rolling stock for safe carriage of freight on 
railway lines—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of George A. Sanborn and 26 
other citizens of New Hampshire, asking for a modification of 
postal laws and limitation of power of Postmaster-General in 
issuing fraud orders—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of citizens of Sterling, Mass., 
for consolidation of third and fourth class mail matter and 
postal check currency—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of Wyandotte Council, Junior 
Order United American Mechanies, favoring restriction of im- 
1 the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. WEBB: Petitions of Gastonia, Dilworth, and Hot 
Springs councils, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WHISSE: Petition of the Republican Club of New 
Work City, against pernicious discrimination in railway rates— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Chicago Historical Society, favoring a 
Hall of Records and History at Washington—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of citizens of Alaska, for representation in 
Congress—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petitions of Evelyn, Treed, Chapel, 
{White Plains, and Palestine Councils, Junior Order United 
‘American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Fray, January 12, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. CoupEn, D. D. 

pin Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
prov: 


£ 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bill of the follow- 
ing title; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested: 

S. 2159. An act authorizing the Jasper and Eastern Railway 
Company, its successors and assigns, to construct and operate a 
railroad bridge across the Sabine River, in the States of Texas 
and Louisiana. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its ap- 
propriate committee, as indicated below : 

S. 2159. An act authorizing the Jasper and Eastern Railway 
Company, its suceessors or assigns, to construct and operate a 
railroad bridge across the Sabine River, in the States of Texas 
and Louisiana—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 


Mr. PAXNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 3; and 
pending that, I again ask unanimous consent that all general 
debate close to-morrow at 5 o’clock. 

‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to close all general debate on House bill No. 3 
to-morrow at 5 o’clock. Is there objection? 

Mr..CLARK of Missouri. I just want to state that the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wretrass], the Democratic leader, 
told me that he was satisfied with that. 

Mr. PAYNE. He stated so on the floor of the House yester- 


day. 

Mr. YOUNG. Reserving the right to object, I suggest to the 
gentleman that he make it 12 o’clock on Monday, giving an 
opportunity, if it were thought wise, for the House to convene 
at an earlier hour than 12 o’clock on Monday. That would give 

|a little more time. 
| Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection to making it 12 o’elock Mon- 
day; that all general debate close at 12 o'clock. 


| Mr. CLARK of Missouri.. I have not either, 


Mr. NORRIS. I would like to inquire of the gentleman if he 
knows whether that will permit all those who desire to speak 
on the question to be heard? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I do not know how that would be. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to say to the gentleman from 
New York that I desire to make a few remarks on this matter 
before debate is closed. I have no objection to expediting the 
matter as much as possible, but still I would like to have an 
opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, the chair- 
man, who has the disposition of the time, knows more about 
that than anyone else. A greater opportunity to have a reason- 
able hearing in the time might be obtained if gentlemen limited 
their remarks to argument and not give so much time to politics. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would have no objection to the matter being 
expedited. 

Mr. PAYNE. And I would be willing that the House should 
meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow as well as on Monday. 

Mr. NORRIS. I know not whether this will give time suffi- 
cient to gentlemen who ought to have a hearing, and I would 
dislike that agreement to be made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman that the other 
alternative will be the motion on Monday to close all general 
debate as soon as the House meets. We would not have an hour 
to-morrow morning or Monday morning. If the gentleman de- 
sires to be heard he would have a much better opportunity for 
a hearing if we make that kind of an agreement. 

Mr. NORRIS. I have no objection to it, if I could be heard. 
I would like the chairman of the committee to state, if he can, 
what opportunity there will be. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The number of gentlemen who will be heard 
will depend very largely upon the length of time which the 
committee itself, by unanimous consent, gives to those who are 


recognized. 

It is absolutely impossible for the gentleman in the chair to 
control that, and if a gentleman on the floor asks the Chair for 
twenty minutes and is recognized for twenty minutes, and then 
at the expiration of the twenty minutes the committee extends 
his time indefinitely and he occupies three hours it is abso- 
lutely impossible for the occupant of the chair to tell how many 
other gentlemen will have an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. NORRIS. I should like to inquire how many are on the 
list and about what time they have asked for, and how it cor- 
responds with the time remaining under this proposed arrange- 
ment. 

Mr. OLMSTED. There are twelve gentlemen desiring to be 
heard against the bill and about twenty-five gentlemen desiring 
to be heard in favor of it. 

Mr. NORRIS. This is a question which affects me directly. 
There are a number of sugar-beet factories in my State, and I 
desire to be heard on this question. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I will state that the time asked for by the 
opponents of the bill amounts to about seven hours. 

Mr. YOUNG. And how much for those in favor of it? 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this bill, but 
I want to ask that my colleague [Mr. Nonnts] who probably is 
opposed to the bill, be allowed to be heard on this subject. He 
has in his district quite a large sugar industry, and I think 
it is nothing but fair, considering the fact that this debate has 
taken a long time and some gentlemen have talked two and 
three hours apiece, that he be allowed the time that he desires. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 
modifies his request for unanimous consent, that all general de- 
bate close on this bill on Monday next at 12 o’clock and that 
to-morrow and on Monday the House meet at 11 o'clock. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I desire very much 
to be heard for a few minutes upon this bill. I am away at the 
foot of the list of speakers, and it seems to me that if consent 
is given to close debate on Monday at 12 o'clock I shall not have 
an opportunity to say one word. 

Mr. PAYNE. Let me suggest that there is more likelihood of 
the gentleman being heard under this arrangement than there 
will be if I am compelled to make a motion to close debate. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. That is possibly true, but would 
it not be possible to extend the time until Tuesday? 

Mr. PAYNE. That will be for the House to say. I shall 
make the motion on Monday, and gentlemen understanding that 
that course would be taken have gone away and will return on 
Monday with that end in view. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will suggest to the gentleman 
that the motion might be defeated, but I do not desire to place 
myself in the position of opposing the leader of the House, the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The gentleman ean get in unless unani- 


1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


987 


mous consent is giyen to extend the time of other gentlemen who 
will speak before he does. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. OLusrzp] informs me that I will get in under the ar- 
rangement suggested by the chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee if time is not extended to other speakers beyond that 
which they have already been promised; but unanimous consent 
to extend time is very easily obtained from the committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. I shall object to any extensions of time from 
now on while I am in the Hall of the House. If it is done, it 
will have to be done while I am momentarily absent. I think 
in justice to gentlemen who desire to speak and who have stated 
to the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole what time they 
want, I shall have to object to any extension of time hereafter. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I should like to say, speaking for 
myself personally, that I should like to see every man who 
wants to make a speech about this bill have an opportunity to be 
heard. The debate has taken such a wide range and the House 
has been so yery kind to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Payne], the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor], the gentle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. HILL], the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. DALZELL], the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WittramMs], and myself, and the other Members on that com- 
mittee, that we have, five or six of us, monopolized a great deal of 
time, and it will hardly give these other Members a fair deal 
unless they have what they wish in the way of time. That is 
my private opinion of it, speaking for myself. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER.. Is there objection? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I shall have to object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota objects. 

Mr. PAYNE. I renew the notice that I shall make a motion 
on Monday immediately after the reading of the Journal, to 
close debate on this bill, and shall press that motion to a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York, that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of House bill 3. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolyed itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 8—the Philippine tariff bill—with 
Mr. OLMSTED in the chair. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Chairman, the proposition submitted 
is to reduce the existing rates on sugar and tobacco coming into 
this country from the Philippine Islands to 25 per cent and to 
permit the free entry of sugar and tobacco grown in the United 
States into the Philippine Islands free of duty. There are pro- 
visions in the bill to which I shall make no reference for the 
reason that it is my purpose to deal only with the effect such re- 
duction of the pending tariff rates will have upon sugar both 
coming into this country from the Philippines and going into the 
Philippines from this country. The Philippine tariff act of 
March 3, 1905, establishing tariff rates for the Philippine Islands 
provides that the tariff on raw sugar, gross weight, shall be $1.62 
per hundred kilos, or $14.73 per ton, and upon refined sugars, net 
weight, $3 per hundred kilos, or $27.30 per ton. This tariff 
applies as well to sugar produced in this country as to sugar pro- 
duced elsewhere in the world entering the Philippines. Under 
the existing tariff in this country, as fixed by what is known 
as the Dingley tariff act,” the duty on sugar imported into 
the United States, not above 16 Dutch standard and not above 
75 polariscope, is 0.95 of a cent per pound, and an additional 
0.035 of a cent per pound for every additional degree of the 
polariscope. 

This would, therefore, make sugar not above 16, Dutch 
standard, of 96 polariscope test, $1.68} per hundred, or $33.70 
per ton. This 96 sugar corresponds with the “raw sugar” 
referred to in the Philippine tariff act, and upon which we 
placed, in the Philippines, a tariff of $14.73 a ton. The propo- 
sition, therefore, to reduce the tariff on sugar coming into this 
country from the Philippines to 25 per cent of the tariff rates 
on the same grade of sugar would be a reduction of that rate 
from $33.70 to $842 per ton. So that 96 test, or raw sugar 
coming into the United States from the Philippines after the 
passage of this bill, shall pay $8.42 per ton, giving that sugar 
an advantage over the same grade of sugar produced anywhere 
else of $25.28 per ton. It follows that if a ton of Philippine 
sugar landed in the United States costs a tariff of $8.42 a ton, 
and the $8.42 after being collected by the Government of the 
United States is turned over into the treasury of the Philippine 
Islands, that the Filipino sugar producer has the advantage 
over the world in the American market exactly equivalent to 
the entire tariff on that grade of sugar; that is $33.70, of which 
$25.28 is his advantage in the market, and $8,42 is a contribu- 
tion by the people of the United States toward the maintenance 


of his government. He will then find it profitable to manage 
his output of sugar in the following way: Ship it to the United 
States, secure $8.42 in the shape of revenue for his government, 
secure an advantage of $25.28 for himself, replace the same ton 
of sugar with a corresponding grade of sugar from Java or 
Santo Domingo or South America, pay $14.75 a ton duty into 
the Philippine Islands on this latter sugar, get this sum again 
into his treasury to relieve him of taxation, and by that trans- 
action haye the same quantity and the same quality of sugar 
for his own consumption as he had originally, he will have 
cleared a profit for himself of $10.53 a ton, and will have placed 
in the treasury of the Philippine government $23.17, which will 
go to relieve him of taxes to his government. Or a Java sugar 
producer could ship into the Philippines an equal quantity of 
sugar to that produced by the Filipino sugar producer, pay the 
tariff of $14.75 into the Philippine treasury, exchange that 
sugar for Philippine sugar, import it into the United States, pay 
the $8.42 duty and clear $10.53 per ton on the transaction. 

It will pay the Java producer to make this trade, because he 
clears over and above any other profits he may have in the pro- 
duction of sugar $10.53 per ton. And it will pay the Filipino 
sugar producer to make the trade, for the reason that he will 
lose nothing, having the same quantity of sugar of the same 
grade as that which he gives in exchange, plus $8.42 and $14.75, 
into the treasury of the islands, which to that extent relieves 
5 0 of the burden of taxation to administer the affairs of the 
slands. 

No one, therefore, can doubt but that with these advantages 
no producer of sugar in the Philippine Islands would be foolish 
enough to consume a pound of his product, but that every pound 
produced there will find its way into the United States and all 
sugars consumed in the Philippine Islands will be bought in the 
markets of the world outside of the United States. 

This argument is predicated upon the correctness of the posi- 
tion of the gentlemen who are advocating this measure. But 
they are entirely wrong in their calculations, and no such result 
will be reached. The only advantage that will accrue to the 
Filipino sugar producer out of this measure will be his release 
from taxation to administer the affairs of his government to 
the extent that $8.42 a ton on the number of tons produced in 
the islands will be to the entire amount necessary to properly 
run his government, and the further advantage that he will not 
be burdened with the collection of this tax, but that the Amer- 
ican people will not only pay the tax into his treasury but de- 
fray the expense of the collection. That the Filipino sugar pro- 
ducer will get no more advantage and the American consumer 
will get no more advantage is apparent from the following 
facts: No sugars come into this country above 96 polariscope, 
and no other consumer is found in this country for that grade 
of sugar except the American sugar refiners. 

Now, it is a well-established fact that a person will always 
buy where he can buy cheapest and will always sell where he 
can sell dearest. He will no more voluntarily pay more than 
the cheapest price for what he needs than he would sell what 
he has to dispose of at a less price than the highest figure ob- 
tainable. It follows if the American refiner is the only pur- 
chaser of imported 96 sugar, he is also the only seller of refined 
sugar, barring, of course, the production of beet sugar in the 
West, which when manufactured is a refined sugar. 

The intent of the Dingley Act was to give the American re- 
finer what is known as a “ differential,” and that differential con- 
sists of the difference between sugar testing 96 and what is 
known as “ refined sugar.” That amounts to the difference be- 
tween $1.68} and $1.82}, which is the difference between 96 
sugars and 100 sugars, or 14 points, or $2.80 a ton. And the dif- 
ference between 100 sugars and what is arbitrarily called in the 
tariff act “refined sugars,” which pay a duty of $1.95. is 124 points, 
or $2.50 per ton, making a total differential of $5.30 per ton. The 
purchaser of raw and refined sugars must pay the world’s price 
for raw and refined sugar plus the tariff imposed upon raw and 
refined sugar by the country wherein it is consumed. 

I eliminated in that statement the cost of transportation and 
marine insurance, for the reason that all 96 sugars coming into 
this country must pay transportation and marine insurance, and 
therefore it can be taken out of consideration for the purposes 
of this argument. The purchaser of all the raw sugar is the 
American sugar refiner, and the seller of all refined sugar in this 
country is the American sugar refiner. So that if conditions 
were permitted to continue as they were originally intended in 
1897, what is known as the “ differential,” or the profit of the 
American refiner, is the difference between the tariff on raw and 
on refined sugar, or $5.30 for every ton brought into this country 
by the American refiner refined and sold to the American con- 
sumer. 

It follows that if the tariff on refined sugar remains as it is, and 
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the tariff on raw sugar is reduced, the differential is increased, and 
the profit of the American sugar refiner is likewise increased. And 
the greater the difference between the tariff on the raw and the 
tariff on the refined, the greater the profit of the American sugar 
refiner. It is true that reducing the tariff on raw sugar coming 
from the Philippines from $33.70, as fixed in the Dingley law, to 
$8.42 as it is proposed to fix it in this bill, makes a reduction 
of the raw sugar of $25.28 per ton. So that to that extent the 
American refiner finds additional ‘profit in buying that sugar, 
refining it and disposing of it on the market in this country. 
His differential on that sugar will not be $5.30, but his differ- 
ential will be $5.30 plus $25.28, or $30.58 for every ton of sugar 
produced in the Philippine Islands. A differential almost 
equivalent to the entire tariff on 96 sugars entering this country. 

Now, I have shown that it will not pay the Philippine sugar 
planter to consume a pound of his sugar, so that by this bill 
you compel him, in order to get the advantage of the tariff you 
are conceding him when you give him $8.42, which you charge to 
the American people for the benefit of the Philippine Govern- 
ment, to sell his sugar to the only purchaser of his grade of 
sugar in the United States—the American sugar refiner. 

Mr. Chairman, gentlemen advocating this bill on this floor 
have repeatedly expressed not only a willingness but a desire 
to remove the differential on sugar, and, in the event of a 
successful effort to so remove that differential, to vote against 
this proposition. But they contend that they can not remove 
the differential, and they conclude that they will vote for the 
passage of this bill. The logic of that argument is that if they 
can not remove so insignificant a sum as $5.30 a ton differential 
on sugar, to kill the sugar trust, they are willing to con- 
cede them a further differential of $25.28. And from that argu- 
ment they can not get away. But if, Mr. Chairman, the Fili- 
pino sugar producer is not permitted to consume the sugar he 
has himself produced, so also by a committee amendment will 
he not eventually be permitted to consume any other sugar, 
except that purchased from the same American sugar refiner. 
The amendment reads as follows: 

That in consideration of the rates of duty aforesaid sugar and to- 
bacco, both manufactured and unmanufactured, wholly the growth and 
1 of the United States, shall be admitted to the Philippine 
slands free of duty. i 

Now, when the committee put that amendment in this bill, 
it knew full well that not a pound of American-produced sugar 
would find its way to the Philippine market. And the reason 
of that is this: Porto Rico and Hawaii, producers of 96° sugars, 
will not ship their sugars to the Philippine Islands, because 
they bring their sugar free into the markets of the United 
States, where it receives the protection of $33.70 per ton against 
the sugars of the world. 

To ship it into the Philippine Islands would be to ship it into 
a market which affords only $14.74 a ton tariff duty. This 
applies to the Louisiana producer as well as to the Porto Rican 
and Hawaiian sugar producers. Neither will the beet-sugar 
producer ship his sugars there because he sells it on a market 
where it is produced, affording him $39 a ton tariff, and to ship it 
to the Philippines would be to place it on a market affording 
him only $27.30 a ton of tariff duty. And these are the only 
sugars that are the product and manufacture of the United 
States contemplated in this amendment. It would seem, there- 
fore, on its face, that this is a harmless proposition. But not 
so. The purpose of the amendment is that whenever the pro- 
duction of sugar from the United States proper, from Hawaii, 
Porto Rico, the Philippines, and Cuba shall exceed the quantity 
of sugar consumed in the United States the American sugar 
refiner should have an additional profit, as follows: The Ameri- 
can sugar refiner would then take the surplus of the cheapest 
sugar he buys, which is the free sugar of Hawaii and Porto 
-Rico and Louisiana, refine it, send it to the Philippine Islands 
without duty and sell it on a market with $27.30 tariff protec- 
tion against the world, and to the extent of the consumption of 
sugar by the Philippine people this refiner will have an addi- 
tional market, without a competitor in the world, for the surplus 
sugar over and above the production of those islands as com- 
pared with the consumption of the United States. It is, there- 
fore, the laying of a foundation for a new market for the sugar 
trust which is bound to happen in the near future with the 
great impetus that is being given in Porto Rico, Hawaii, Cuba, 
and the Philippines by such legislation as this. 

In other words, the American sugar refiner operates in this 
way: He first takes the cheapest sugar he can buy, which is 
96° sugars on which there is no tariff for entry into the United 
States—the Louisiana, Hawaii, and Porto Rican production. He 
will then take the next cheapest sugar, which is the Philippine 
output, with a tariff of $842, and will then take the Cuban 
sugar, which is the next cheapest sugar, with a 20 per cent 


reduction under the treaty between this country and the Cuban 
Republic, or a tariff of $26.96. And when these sugars shall 
have supplied more than is necessary to meet the consumption 
of the people of the United States, he will be in a position to 
compel the Philippine people to buy only his sugar by refining 
the cheapest sugar he gets, placing it on the Philippine market, 
supplying the deficiency by additional draft on Cuba at a 
reduced rate and get the differential growing out of the 20 per 
cent reduction under the treaty. Under this bill he secures both 
ae in advance of a surplus production for the American 
people. 

Our friends on this side of the Chamber who are so solicitous 
and emphatic in their desire to rid themselves of the Philippine 
Islands are now engaged in an effort to so better the conditions 
there, supply the treasury of those islands, relieve the people 
thereof of all taxation, tax the American people to carry on their 
government, giving them the protection of this great Republic, 
furnish its Army and Navy for its protection, all in the hope 
that when all of these things shall have been granted they will 
chafe under this pampering treatment and become yery solicit- 
ous of being freed from the domination of this Republic. 
They know that in this country men vote their commercial 
advantages, as a rule, and yet they seek to establish commercial 
relations between the people of this country and the people of 
the Philippine government that will make it not only not desir- 
able by a great number of the people of this country to be rid 
of the Philippines, but make it a distinct advantage to hold on 
to them. 

But, Mr. Chairman, some time ago a proposition was pre- 
sented to this Congress to permit the President of the United 
States to negotiate a treaty with Cuba, under which the tariff 
on sugar coming from the island of Cuba into this country should 
receive a reduction of 20 per cent on the tariff imposed on a like 
grade of sugar coming into the country from elsewhere. In 
order to permit this treaty to be negotiated it became necessary 
to pass an enabling act, and on December 19, 1903, Congress 
passed such an act, in which the following appears: 

Provided, That while said convention is in force no sugar imported 
from the Republic of Cuba, and being the product of the soil or indus- 
try of the Republic of Cuba, shall be admitted into the United States at 
a reduction of duty ter than 20 per cent of the rates of duty there- 
on, as provided by the tariff act of the United States approved July 24, 
1897, and no sugar the product of any other foreign country shall be 
admitted by treaty or convention into the United States while this 
convention is in force at a lower rate of duty than that provided by the 
tariff act of the United States approved July 24, 1897. 

Under this enabling act and the treaty growing out of it, the 
Cuban producer receives the advantage of 20 per cent reduction 
on 96° sugar shipped by it into the United States. So that in- 
stead of paying $33.70 a ton, it is paying only $26.96. Now, Con- 
gress committed itself and this Government committed itself to 
the policy, by the provision above cited, not to change the tariff 
on sugar coming from any foreign country pending the existence 
of that treaty. The clear purpose of that policy was to assure 
the American sugar producer that if permitted to negotiate this’ 
treaty it would thereafter be the policy of the Government not 
to further interfere with their business by changing the tariff on 
sugar. And it was an assurance to the Cuban Government that 
if it negotiated such a treaty it would be permitted the adyan- 
tage which the bill provided against all other competitors in the 
world growing the same grade of sugar. 

The Philippine Islands at that time belonged to this country. 
The Supreme Court had decided that it was foreign territory 
to the United States for all purposes of taxation. The Cuban 
producer therefore had a right to expect that good faith should 
be kept both by the Congress and by the American Goyernment, 
to continue the advantage which it secured in the reciprocity 
treaty just referred to. Your reduction under this bill of the 
tariff on sugar that is a competitor to Cuban sugar to $8.42 
grants the Filipino sugar producer an advantage of $18.54 
over the Cuban producer in the markets of the United States. 
The Cuban producer has a right in law and morals to expect 
at the hands of Congress and this Government an equal treatment 
to that you propose to grant the Filipino people; and at the 
next session of Congress—nay, perhaps at this session of Con- 
gress—the Cuban producer will be found here clamoring for a 
like advantage to that given the Filipino sugar grower in the 
American market by the passage of this act. 

I have been here not so very long, but I have never attended 
a session of Congress that these gentlemen were not here asking 
some reduction on raw sugars. I have seen a demand made by 
Congress for reduction of the tariff on refined sugar but once, 
and the host that was behind the proposition to reduce Cuban 96 
sugars 50 per cent of the existing rate disappeared in an instant 
the moment the differential was taken off. With the regularity 
of the taxgatherer, at every Congress since this sublime doc- 
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trine of manifest destiny became fashionable, a cry of distress 
has been heard from some dark fastness and charity solicited as 
the cure for the distress. Then some disciples, conceiving 
themselves especially anointed to relieve the distress by dis- 
pensing charity, have appeared upon the floor of the House, 
and, Mr. Chairman, with what magnanimity have these dis- 
pensed this charity! They heard this cry of distress when 
Hawaii sought annexation to this country, and some of us, 
acquiescing in their charitable inclinations, denying the genu- 
ineness of this cry of distress, said: “If it be charity you are 
bent upon, take the wherewith out of our common purse, but do 
not dispense this charity at our exclusive expense.” 

But, Mr. Chairman, they said: “ Oh, it won’t hurt you; they 
produce little sugar there; it is not a drop in the bucket.” And 
they dispensed the charity at our expense. 

They heard it when Porto Rico sought a reduced tariff to ob- 
tain a superior market, and later when it sought free entry 
to our ports. And some of us, acquiescing in their charitable in- 
clinations, denying each time the genuineness of the cry of 
distress, said: “If it be charity you are bent upon, take the 
wherewith out of our common purse, but don’t dispense this 
charity at our exclusive expense.” 

But, Mr. Chairman, they said each time: “Oh, it won't 
hurt you; they produce little sugar there; it isn't a drop in the 
bucket.” And they dispensed the charity—at our expense. 

They heard it in 1902 when Cuba sought a 50 per cent reduc- 
tion on its sugar into this country. And some of us, acquiescing 
in their charitable inclinations, denying the genuineness of 
the cry of distress, said: “If it be charity you are bent upon, 
take the wherewith out of our common purse, but don’t dis- 
pense this charity at our exclusive expense.” 

But, Mr. Chairman, they said: “Oh, it won't hurt you; they 
produce little sugar there; it isn’t a drop in the bucket.” And 
we took off the differential on sugar, and, in a moment of for- 
getfulness and absent-mindedness, they forgot to dispense charity 
that year. 

They heard it in 1903 when Cuba sought a 20 per cent reduc- 
tion on its sugar into this country. And some of us, acquiescing 
in their charitable inclinations, denying the genuineness of the 
cry of distress, said: “If it be charity you are bent upon, take 
the wherewith out of our common purse, but don’t dispense the 
charity at our exclusive expense.” 

But, Mr. Chairman, they said: “Oh, it won't hurt you; they 
produce little sugar there; it isn’t a drop in the bucket.” 

And we did not take off the differential on sugar, and in a 
moment they dispensed the charity—at our expense. 

They heard it when the Philippines sought a reduction of 25 
per cent on their sugar coming into this country. And some of 
us, acquiescing in their charitable inclinations, denying the gen- 
uineness of the cry of distress, said: “If it be charity you are 
bent upon, take the wherewith out of our common purse, but 
don’t dispense this charity at our exclusive expense.” 

But, Mr. Chairman, they said: “ Oh, it won’t hurt you; they 
produce little sugar there; it isn’t a drop in the bucket.” And 
they dispensed the charity and we bore the burden. 

They hear it now when the Filipinos seek a reduction of 75 
per cent on their sugar coming into this country. And some of 
us say to them: “ We acquiesce in your charitable inclinations; 
we deny the genuineness of the cry of distress, but if it be 
charity you are bent upon let’s take the wherewith out of the 
common purse, but don’t dispense this charity at our exclusive 
expense.” 

Will they hear us, Mr. Chairman? If we take off the differ- 
ential on sugar they must; otherwise I fear that charity will 
be dispensed and the burden will be borne by only a few of our 
citizens, 

Mr. Chairman, these gentlemen of honorable intentions, of 
charitable proclivities, and of superb liberalities must stop and 
learn that some of us are countrymen indeed. But we have at- 
tended our first circus. We have met the fakir man, the mount- 
ebank, and the gold-brick man, and we may have perhaps 
paid the price to learn, but we have learned. We don’t 
object to being buncoed even now and pay the price provided 
the game is smart. But we are tired, oh, Mr. Chairman, so 
tired, of being continually, regularly, annually buncoed in the 
same old game with the same old paraphernalia. 

We would like a new game, and if we must haye the game 
and pay the price, let the game be at least smart and entertain- 
ing and instructive. 

We are tired of this old game, for the reason that while we 
all seem to play it, only a few are made to defray the expeses 
of the game. 

But perhaps, Mr. Chairman, I am all wrong in this. It may be 
a mere coincidence that since “ manifest destiny ” has obtained 
possession of the national soul, and we dispense charity, some of 


us must put up the charitable fund while others do the dis- 
pensing. 8 

This may be a mere coincidence. I am reminded of what I 
believe was first said upon the floor of this House, that if a per- 
son throws five sixes once, it is a strange performance; if he 
throws it twice in succession, it is unusual; if three times in 
succession, it is suspicious, and if he throws it four times con- 
secutively, the dice are loaded. If we are going to divide our 
cake with some people who it is claimed have not any, let us 
all put up equally, but do not take it out of mine and then try 
to demonstrate that I have as much left after as I had before 
you divided mine. It is bad enough for you to do the deed with- 
out reflecting on my intelligence by attempting to prove to me 
that I have lost nothing by the transaction. Perhaps, who 
knows, Mr. Chairman, but that at night as he retires, this dis- 
penser of charity at other people’s expense may not find reason 
to pray, “O Lord, I thank Thee that I am not as other men.” 
Mr. Chairman, in this discussion I haye sought to show what 
advantages would accrue to the Filipinos as a result of the 
adoption of the pending measure. | 

I think that I haye demonstrated that he will receive nothing 
beyond this $8.64 which the American people will have to pay in 
order to help him run his government and to relieve him from 
taxation; that all the balance of it will fall into the hands of 
the sugar manufacturers of the country. I think I have shown 
that under our treaty relations with Cuba and under the act 
enabling the President of the United States to enact the treaty 
with Cuba that Cuba will be at the doors of this Congress at 
the next session—nay, perhaps at this very session—asking 
that we live up to our treaty obligations and give her equal 
chance in the markets of this country, and that while we will 
gain nothing by this transaction except the privilege of shielding 
the people of those islands with our Army and our Navy—while 
we gain nothing but the poor privilege of taxing ourselves for 
the purpose of maintaining their Government—we turn around 
and give additional profits of many times that value to the 
only individual interested in the purchase of cheap raw sugar, 
the American sugar refiner. I think I have shown these things, 
and, having shown them, I believe it becomes the duty of this 
body, legislating for the people of this country, to call a halt 
to this charity business, which, after all, is charity which does 
not go to help either the producers or consumers of this Repub- 
lic, but falls into the coffers of those who make money without 
producing anything at all, but thrive most upon other people’s 
substance. 

I think that it is time that those who are engaged in the pro- 
duction of sugar in this country, those who are engaged in the 
production of beets, those who are engaged in the production of 
cane in this country should get a hearing at the hands of Con- 
gress. I think that those who come at every session of Congress 
seeking to reduce the price of the raw sugar which enters into 
the manufacture of the refined sugar, should call a halt. And 
this Congress, for once, should legislate on this question in be- 
half of the American man engaged in the production of sugar 
instead of, under the guise of charity, legislating for the savage 
or semicivilized man in the Tropics, but in reality in behalf of 
the sugar trust. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee now 
rise. 


(Mr. SMITH of Arizona addressed the committee. See Ap- 
pendix.] 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I renew my motion that the 
committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OLMSTED, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had instructed him to report that they had further 
considered the bill H. R. 3—the Philippine tariff bill—and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 3, and, 
pending that, I ask unanimous consent that general debate be 
closed on Monday at 5 o'clock, and that the House meet on 
Saturday and Monday at 11 o'clock for debate on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that all general debate be closed on House bill 
No. 3 on Monday next at 5 o’clock, and that on Saturday, to- 
morrow, and on Monday next the House meet at 11 o'clock. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I want to understand 
this thing now. Does the gentleman say that debate is to run 
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until 5 o’clock Monday, and in the meantime the House is to 
meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow and òn Monday, instead of at 12? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then it is taken up under the five- 
minute rule? 

Mr. PAYNE. On Tuesday morning. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the bill H. R. 3—the Philippine tariff bill—Mr. OLM- 
STED in the chair. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, after a week’s de- 
bate upon this subject, perhaps it might well be asked, of what 
advantage is it to prolong further discussion, and what useful 
purpose can be subserved by the argument? Judging, however, 
by the remarks which have been heard upon this floor, we who 
are opposed to this bill at this time have signally failed to re- 
moye some of the misapprehension that seems to be current. 
We have also failed, I think, to make our position entirely clear. 

In 1896 it was my pleasure to travel for two days in the West, 
with an expert from the German Government. He repre- 
sented an association of German sugar-beet growers. He was 
a highly cultured, widely travelled Alsatian gentleman, and he 
seemed to be admirably adapted to the work he had to do. He 
was a chemist and a soil physicist, and he was evidently par- 
ticularly apt in matters of practical science. He was vouched 
for by the German Government, whose commission he bore. 
He was just returning from California, where he had been, 
as well as through the rest of the country, on a mission from 
his employers for the purpose of investigating the American 
beet-sugar situation. And he was going back to his people with 
a story about like this: That outside of Los Angeles County, 
Cal., Conejos County, Colo., and a little section of the Pecos 
Valley, New Mexico, there was no area in the United States 
where sugar beets could be grown sufficiently successfully, 
on a commercial seale, to become a feature in the world’s pro- 
duction or to appear as a factor in competition with the German 
output. 

The gentleman had about the same broad, far-seeing, sym- 
pathetic view of the American industry that some of the gentle- 
men upon this floor seem to have, who would now subordinate 
it to the interests of some wards of ours on the other side of the 
globe; wards who, if we may credit the statements which have 
been made, are hardly emerged from barbarism and are engaged 
in a moribund industry that must fail, without we give them 
the heritage of our own children, access to the best markets of 
the world. We are asked in their behalf to menace, or, at 
least, to retard, and, in my judgment, to seriously injure, an 
industry which means more to the economic welfare of great 
areas of the United States than does any other single form of 
agriculture. 

We are asked to do this by a committee consisting of gentle- 
men who are among the most able, the most conscientious, the 
most distinguished in service in this House. They are, doubt- 
less, thoroughly conscientious and thoroughly devoted to the 
public interests in the position that they take. They, or the 
majority of them, come from districts wherein are located in- 
dustrial enterprises, which have grown strong and prosperous 
because of the wise and prudent fiscal legislation which we have 
inaugurated in this country. They themselyes have played a 
prominent part in building up the wonderful prosperity that has 
marked and has been characteristic of our industrial system. 
They are vastly proud of the growth of their iron and of their 
steel industries, of their factories, and of their hundreds of 
thousands of contented and prosperous employees, and we join 
with them in their pean. But they seem to have no place in 
their hearts for the beet and cane sugar industries or for the 
tobacco culture of a dozen States. 

Filled with an exquisite compassion for the Moro and the 
Tagal, for the Igorrote and the Visayan, their hearts are 
steeled to the planters of Louisiana and the tobacco growers 
of Pennsylvania, of Wisconsin, and of Connecticut; steeled 
also to the sugar-beet grower of Michigan and of Colorado. They 
are very careful lest through any slip of theirs in the drafting 
of this bill, any of the products of the manufactories of Eng- 
land and Germany shall find access to our market through a 
Philippine byway. They are very careful to protect their own 
interests in our markets, but they are entirely willing that there 
shall be sacrificed on the altar of what they call “ national duty,” 
and righteousness, the interests of these great American agri- 
cultural communities. They are extremely willing, are these 
gentlemen, to pay their debt of conscience to the little brown 
brother in the coin of beet sugar and tobacco, But I hear no 


suggestion of a compensating advantage to these industries, 
however much their own individual feelings may be relieved. 
I do not question their good faith and I do not question their 
devotion to the whole country, but I do question, and seriously, 
question, their breadth of view. 

I do not believe that the American people want this done. I 
do not believe that this House for one moment would take 
this step if they appreciated the real conditions. It is our fault 
that you do not, but even if this were not the case, it would be 
small compensation for the beet-sugar growers that we could 
charge you with the responsibility for it. There would be small 
compensation in that for ruined industries, blighted prospects, 
and arrested industrial development. 

When the German expert I spoke of was in this country there 
were then but four experimental beet-sugar plants in operation 
in America. Their output was comparatively hardly more 
than a laboratory test. There are now fifty-three factories in 
operation (I think my figures are exact) and three closed, a 
total of fifty-six. Their output this year was over 300,000 tons, 
approximately 325,000 tons of beet sugar, more than half of our 
total sugar production. The value of that output was more 
than $30,000,000. 

I do not want to speak locally only, or to present the interest 
of a single section; but twelve of these factories are in the 
State which I represent, and therefore, so far as this industry 
is concerned, Colorado is a type of a very large area which is 
very much interested in the culture of sugar beets; practically 
of all that country that lies west of the one hundredth meridian. 
What can be done in Colorado can be done in every other part 
of this arid or semiarid region, with the possible exception of 
the land that lies in the extreme north; and whatever vitally 
concerns that great section of this country vitally concerns the 
whole country. 

There is one phase of this subject that has been very little 
touched upon thus far. This Government is now carrying on a 
great work and expending a vast accumulating fund, now 
amounting to over $30,000,000, in the development of that re- 
gion, in providing homes for the coming millions, a safety valve 
for, and a refuge from the overcrowded cities of the East. It 
is doing this through the work of the Reclamation Service. 

I am weil within the bounds of fact when I say that, in a large 
portion of the region covered by the operation of this Service 
the beet-sugar industry is the most certain guaranty of the suc- 
cess of the experiment. Outside the region of the Pacific slope 
it is absolutely necessary that some intensive product readily 
convertible into money be grown on this irrigated land, a prod- 
uct the cost of production of which is reduced to a minimum, 
and with regard to which the handicap of distance from market 
is eliminated to the greatest degree possible. 

Very many of the reclamation projects now under contempla- 
tion, when completed will represent an acre cost of from $25 to 
$35; add to this the expense of ditching, clearing, and prepara- 
tion of the land and its initial value, and you have an investment 
of from $40 to $50 an acre, and in some places more. Such 
land can not successfully compete, in such amounts as the 
Hydrographie Survey proposes to reclaim, with the prairies of 
Iowa, Illinois, and the Central West if it has to rely on the great 
staples alone. This is a very serious feature of this subject. 

At present the local market consumes enough of the crops so 
that, with the very limited areas available under present irri- 
gating facilities the irrigated lands are highly valuable, and the 
prices are well maintained. This will not be the case when the 
irrigated areas are multiplied ten, twenty, or fifty fold and it 
becomes necessary to find a market for the wheat and the oats 
and the potatoes in Chicago and New York. 

I speak in all seriousness when I say that I am thoroughly 
convinced that the hope of the work of reclamation lies in the 
farming of small tracts with highly productive crops, readily 
convertible into money in the immediate vicinity of their pro- 
duction. 

For instance, to-day, in the Grand River Valley. in Colorado, 
with the small areas valuable for irrigation, fruit land has a 
market value of from six to twelve hundred dollars per acre. But 
when the few thousand acres at present irrigated become one or 
two hundred thousand, as they easily may become, this high-cost 
land must seek other sources of income. There will be no ade- 
quate market for the fruit raised, and you can not grow corn, 
wheat, or other staples on this ground with success, with a 
market one or two thousand miles away. Beet sugar is ideally 
fitted for this work, and the 3,000,000 tons of sugar annually 
consumed in this country offers a safe and sure market. Every 
irrigated valley in the arid region can and should support from 
three to half a dozen factories, with an equal number of 
prosperous, progressive, and intelligent communities. If you 
simply let this industry alone for a while, there is not only a 
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probability, but almost a certainty, that in another ten years the 
intermountain region alone, will supply an annual demand for 
more than 1,500,000 tons of refined sugar. 

In the six years that the industry has been in operation in 
Colorado it has grown so that to-day there are more than 
85.000 acres under cultivation, but this is only 132 square miles, 
only a tithe of the land available in that State alone. It sup- 
ports about 10,000 employees, and it distributed to the farmers 
this year nearly four and three-quarter millions of dollars. It 
produced in that State, in the year just closed, 95,000 tons of 
refined sugar. The fourteen other States and Territories of the 
intermountain region, west of the ninety-elghth meridian, need 
only to equal this record and a full half of the present domestic 
consumption will be supplied, and they can easily do it. 

What this new enterprise means can not be appreciated unless 
one sees the actual results. In more than one place in my State 
the factories have been built in what was entirely unoccupied 
territory, and upon the bare and uncultivated plains haye grown 
up ideal, prosperous communities, with all the concomitants of 
rapidly developing American civilization. 

Where five years ago there was little but sagebrush and 
buffalo grass, and the herds roamed at their will, to-day there 
are banks, libraries, schools, and churches, and all that marks 
our best industrial development in the older localities. This 
result has been wholly due to the beet-sugar industry, and there 
is no wonder that our people are interested in it. 

The growth of the beets is fairly remunerative to the farmer; 
but not by any means to the extent that you have been led to 
believe. It is an expensive crop to grow. It represents an acre 
cost of from $30 to $35. The average yield in beets last year 
was 11 tons, making an average value, at $5 per ton, of $55; 
but that average is made up of a few startlingly successful 
instances, very many cases of moderate profits, and quite too 
many failures. It can not, as a rule, be carried on by indi- 
viduals on a large scale. 

The average unit of cultivation in Colorado per individual 
owner is about 15 acres, and the proportion of profit seems to 
decrease as acreage increases. It is essentially for the. great 
majority a supplemental, money-raising crop, affording excellent 
opportunities for crop rotation, and stimulating intensive culti- 
vation in small areas. 

The fifty-six factories already built in this country have paid 
to the districts represented by the gentlemen from Ohio and 
Pennsylvania a round $30,000,000, and if the gentlemen from 
Ohio and Pennsylvania will keep their hands off, ten years 
more will see $50,000,000 additional spent in the same direction. 

It is mildly interesting to note in this connection that all our 
vaunted trade with the Philippine Islands reached in imports 
this year a total of about fifteen millions, and five millions in 
exports, only a fraction of the value of this single industry 
annually. 

I can not say that I believe that the proposed measure will 
destroy it. I do believe, and am thoroughly convinced that I 
am justified in believing, that, if this bill becomes a law, we 
shall see no new beet-sugar factories in this country for many 
years, and that only those at present built which are most fa- 
yorably located, and are operated under the best possible condi- 
tions can survive. Those who should know better than I go 
further and say that the injury will be much more serious, and 
that the industry will be ruined. 

In this connection I want to call attention to a statement of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] in opening this 
debate. You will recall that he called careful attention to the 
fact that a gentleman from Louisiana was absent; that that gen- 
tleman, named Hill, knew more about the cane-sugar industry 
than any other man in the United States; that he had always 
been present before the Committee on Ways and Means when 
hearings on this subject were in progress; that he was thor- 
oughly reliable and thoroughly responsible; that he had been 
the great spokesman of the cane-sugar industry, but that 
this time he was not here, although he had been one of that 
pleasant party that had gone to the Philippines and enjoyed 
that delightful outing and had come back shouting for the 
Moro and the Tagal. And the impression was rather left on 
our minds that Mr. Hill of Louisiana had been converted to 
the cause of Philippine sugar or else had no facts to meet 
the statements that were made in behalf of it. 

I have in my hand the copy of a telegram from that gentle- 
man: 

New ORLEANS, LA., January 5, 1906. 


D. D. CoLCOCK, 
Arlington Hotel, Washington, D. O.: 
$ Colonel Hill has just come to the office and requested me to send the 
allowing : 
“Am more opposed to Philippine tarif reduction to-day than last 


January, as I foresee the certainty of the islands being loited and 
developed to the ruin of our home industries.” om 
C. A. FARWELL. 


[Applause.] 

Now, the only reason for which I introduce this message is 
because the honorable chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee [Mr. Payne] seems now to count Mr. Hill as an author- 
ity, by inference, for the proposition he is advancing. 

We have had a good deal of the deadly parallel in this debate, 
and past records have been drawn with something of embarrass- 
ment to gentlemen who have been long in public life. Now, it is 
entirely true, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] 
says, that consistency is a jewel that men who have been long 
in public life must sometimes dispense with; but the gentleman 
in his speech yesterday alluded to the fact that there was an- 
other gentleman interested in the beet-sugar industry who was 
also supposed to have perhaps recanted. He made long ex- 
tracts and quotations from a speech of Mr. Oxnard, in which 
he said in effect that the Philippine product never could be- 
come an important competitor with the American product, and 
that the beet-sugar industry and the cane-sugar industry had 
nothing to fear from the Filipinos. i 

The gentleman might have gone further, and he might have 
stated, if he chose, that at the time that speech was made it was 
the Porto Rican tariff and not the Philippine tariff that was 
under consideration, and that at that time the full Dingley rates 
obtained against the Philippines, and the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. DALZELL] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] were loudest in their protestations that the Philippine 
tariff never would be reduced and never should be reduced if 
they could help it. 5 

Then you will recall that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALZELL]) made some very interesting comments about 
some experiments which the Department of Agriculture is con- 
ducting in developing unicellular or single-germ beet seed, and 
he talked much about the report of a gentleman named Palmer, 
drawing from it the conclusion that the unicellular beet seed 
was an established fact. He was trying to show that because of 
this supposed fact the cost of producing beet sugar would be so 
much reduced that it needed no protection. Now, if he had read 
from page 166 of the same little book that he had, “ Condition of 
the Beet Sugar Industry for 1904,” he would have seen the latest 
authoritative governmental expression about unicellular beet 
seed. You remember that they take selected unicellular seeds 
from a great many ordinary samples and then plant them, and 
they then select out the plants which produce unicellular seed, 
and this is the result: 

The seed from each of these plants was kept separate and the per- 
centage of single-germ seeds produced by 10 of these plants has been 
determined by actual count and found lie between 8.2 and 25 per 
cent, with an ave for the 10 pante of 14.3 per cent. * * > 

It is apparent, erefore, that the percentage of Moglo gat seed 
has been atly increased in one generation by selecti ngle-germ 
seeds for the production of seed beets. It is the expectation of thoes 
Sarnane work in charte to continue along the same line with the 
hope t by careful selection for several generations it will be possible 
to produce plants bearing only single-germ seeds. 

Does that sound very much like the painting of the rose and 
adorning the lily that characterized the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylyania [Mr. DALZELL] on this subject? There 
is simply the hope that after many years science may help the 
farmers in this respect, but it is all a prospect as yet. 

But this whole argument strikes me as rather unique. I can 
imagine the gentleman from Pennsylyania going before some 
Ways and Means Committee of which he is not a member and 
making a plea for an adequate measure of protection for the iron 
and steel industries. I can imagine, also, some sugar-beet man 
coming and saying: “My dear sir, you don’t want any protec- 
tion; you are one of the dominant American race that will 
never yield to the competition of the nerveless inferior. With 
your restless energy you will never allow yourself to be out- 
stripped in the contest for supremacy. You need fear no com- 
petition; but go and inyent a unicellular boiler and attach to 
it an automatic device for self-cleaning flues, put in sets of 
tandem turbines, utilize your by-product, use your scrap iron 
and put on a smoke-consuming device that will utilize the sur- 
plus carbon, and you won't need any protection. What you 
need is improved methods.” [Laughter.] I can imagine the 
reply of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to an argument of 
that sort. [Laughter.] 

It is a critical situation that confronts us. A great industry, 
of the American people is being threatened, and the only excuse 
they make, the only apology they make, is that the Philippine 
competition is so small that it never can be a factor. That is 
a matter of inference from some very conflicting data. 


It is very true, as my colleague stated, that these hearings 
would prove anything; that you could read them in every con- 
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ceivable way, and make out anything from the testimony in 
them. It is also true, as the gentleman from New York said, 
that a declaration against interest is the highest kind of testi- 
mony. Again, it is true, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
said, that it is our duty as legislators to weigh this testi- 
mony and see what it really means. I want, therefore, very 
briefly to call your attention not to what the enthusiasts for 
beet sugar say, not to what the Filipino says, but to the declara- 
tions against interest that appear in these hearings. 

As I have already said, first of all they start out with the 
proposition,—and the gentleman from New York and the gentle- 
man from Connecticut elaborated it extensively and with con- 
siderable effect,—that there is no fear of Filipino competition, 
because there is not land enough there. They said there were 
7,000,000 acres only, of agricultural land out of 73,000,000 acres 
in the islands, and they cited in support of that proposition the 
Philippine census, at page 181. 

Ordinarily such a statement would not be particularly im- 
portant, but these gentlemen haye made it the basis of rather 
fundamental claims in this discussion. 

The deduction, however, is not warranted by the census, upon 
which they rely. The totals furnished in the Philippine census 
in the fourth volume, beginning at page 181, do not refer, accord- 
ing to their own language, to arable land as distinguished from 
nonarable areas. They cover simply agricultural farming land, 
held as such by farmers, without discussing the possibility of 
extending the arable areas in the remainder. 

The figures given show that approximately 10 per cent of the 
73,000,000 acres of the islands is such agricultural and farming 
land. 

If the gentleman from Connecticut while he was learning that 
lesson which he taught to us so admirably had troubled to turn 
over to the next page of the census he would have seen that 
there was no attempt to state total arable lands, for this same 
total of 7,000,000 acres is given as the total of the 815,000 indi- 
vidual farms, held and occupied by farmers as such; the only 
difference being that in one place the area is given in hectares 
and in the other in ares. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Does the gentleman claim that the 
totals represent the land under cultivation? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I claim that it represents the 
farming land held and occupied as such and has no reference 
whatever to the agricultural lands,—the arable lands, except 
those occupied as farming lands. If the gentleman had gone 
further and read the text he would have been in no doubt 
about it. Now, I do not care to rest this on my own deduction, 
but I have here in my hand a letter from the Director of the 
Census, which I will read: 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND Labor, 
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS, 
Washington, January 10, 1906. 
Hon. F. E. BROOKS, 
House of Representatives U. S., Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sır; In response to your personal request of yesterday after- 
noon, with reference to Tables 1 to 18. Volume 1V of the Philippine Cen- 
sus, I to advise you as follows: 

Table 1, page 181 of the said volume, and the totals therein men- 
tioned refer to, first, the total area of the islands, 29,791,734 hectares ; 
second, the area in farms and occupied as such, 2,827,704 hectares. 
The succeeding tables referring to agricultural lands have reference to 
the same total farm area. 

The friar lands, so called, and the Government lands are not in- 


cluded in the total agricultural lands, nor are the figures for agricul- 
tural an supposed to include the entire area of arable lands in the 


islan: 
Very respectfully, S. N. Nortu, Director. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Now, if the gentleman from Colo- 
rado will pardon me a moment, if he will read the reference on 
page 199, where, on the same year in which this census was taken, 
the total agricultural area is given, and then in the next column 
is the amount under cultivation, the gentleman from Colorado 
will see that he is mistaken about that. The area in farms is 
so small that they have included in agricultural lands the 
kitchen gardens. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. They have, and they have in- 
cluded the forested farms, but they do not include the friars’ 
land. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. They must have included so much 
of the friars’ land as was agricultural, for they have reported 
the entire amount of the land under cultivation. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. The gentleman must be in error 
in regard to that. I think we will let the census rest where the 
men who made it put it. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think we had better. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. And we will leave the condition 


of the Philippine Islands just as nature left them. Great, splen- 
did, tropical islands, boundlessly fertile, admirably adapted to 
culture of cane sugar, with nobody knows how much agricul- 


tural land there; and as to the possibilities for sugar, we will 
leave them where the Secretary of War left them: 


I have no doubt there is land enough there, if sugar is properly cul- 
tivated, to raise,—well, I don't know how much Cuba can raise, But if 
Renn favor us, we are going to be a great sugar-producing archi- 
pe 

That is what the Secretary of War said to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs, and he knew what he was talking about and 
he meant what he said. Now, I cite these facts not by any 
means to question the good faith or absolute fairness of the 
gentleman from Connecticut or anyone else who has advanced 
that proposition, but simply to show the absolute worthlessness, 
for the purpose sought, of the figures they bave cited to sustain 
their proposition. 

However, I would prefer to leave it right where they left it, 
with 7,000,000 acres of arable land, and then admit more of their 
claims and say that there is only one-tenth of that amount 
adapted for cane sugar and only one-half of that, which can be 
cultivated in any one year. That will be 750,000 acres of 
adaptable land, and then dividing that figure by two, we will 
say that the amount that will be cultivated in any one year is 
375,000 acres. The amount before dividing is about the admis- 
sion of the remarkably fair, the remarkably candid, and remark- 
ably disinterested (?) witness, Mr. Welborn, the head of the 
insular department of agriculture, who has sufficient interest 
in this problem to come 11,000 miles to see that it does not go 
awry. He admitted that in 1903 there were 180,000 acres 
under cultivation, and then in response to interrogation he 
said that that amount could be increased twofold, threefold, 
and fourfold, which would make 720,000 acres, nearly 750,000 
acres. Now, I wish the questioner had gone a little slower and 
had not jumped to tenfold at once, which Mr. Welborn refused 
to admit, because I think further interesting disclosures would 
have been made if the examination had proceeded more cau- 
tiously ; but we will let it stand at 750,000 acres. 

Their next statement is that the possible production is only 
some 300,000 tons, and entirely too small to injure the American 
producer. 

Now, this same Mr. Welborn says that the island of Negros 
produces eight-tenths of the crop, therefore that can be pretty 
fairly taken as a type of the islands for the purpose of sugar 
cultivation. The testimony at Iloilo, given by the Filipinos 
themselves, is pretty nearly unanimous that that land yields 
about one and three-tenths to one and a half tons of sugar per 
acre, and some witnesses put it higher. That, you may remem- 
ber, is under conditions of cultivation and manufacture that the 
gentleman from New York so eloquently described, where two 
earabaos and one man work alternating shifts, vibrating be- 
tween the mudhole and the sugar plantation, scratching the 
ground to the depth of 3 to 5 inches; where the land is unfertil- 
ized and where no modern machinery or methods are used. 
Making no allowances for any improvements in culture or 
extraction, that acreage at 1.3 tons per acre would yield 487,500 
tons of sugar per annum. 

There remains only the question of extraction. Now, we can 
not assume for one moment that the planter of Negros, be he 
Filipino or be he foreigner, will continue the same methods of 
operation after this bill goes into effect which obtain now. He 
will not go on using two carabaos to crush one stalk of cane. 
He will have new methods and new machinery, and the extrac- 
tion will be about the ordinary normal extraction, where the 
ordinary result with reasonable facilities appears to be 90 per 
cent instead of 55 (which is the average of 50 per cent and 60 
per cent which they admit now). Now, that extraction would 
result in about 800,000 tons instead of 487,500 tons, and I believe 
that this is a more than fair, more than moderate, and more 
than conservative estimate of the production of the Philippine 
Islands, both as to extraction and acreage, and this amount, 
which is more than two and a half times the 300,000 tons that 
that they allow would, with any such tariff differential as 
proposed, certainly drive large importations into this country. 

One of the witnesses speaks of a probable million tons as the 
ultimate production of the islands, and earlier estimates were 
larger still. I call to your minds the fact that we are legislat- 
ing not for 1903 or 1904, but, as the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means has told us, for the genera- 
tions to come, during which time, we are told, we are to hold 
these islands. The fact is, what we are really to expect is 
what has happened in every instance where production under 
tropical conditions has received the benefit of northern capital, 
energy, example, and governmental protection; the growth will 
be tremendous in both acreage and extraction, and we shall not 
have 375,000 acres but more than twice that amount, yielding 
not 800,000 tons but more than double that amount, with a 
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millfon tons for export, all forced into the United States by 
means of the tariff differential. 

Then they say that the price of Philippine sugar will be so 
high that it can not compete with our own. 

The gentleman from New York very adroitly developed the 
proposition that the Philippine sugar reaches New York at a 
cost of $4.13 per hundred pounds. Now, I want to consider this 
statement a few moments. Mr. Welborn says the sugar of the 
islands at Iloilo sold in 1903 at $1.25 per hundred on the general 
market. Mr. Welborn, of course, disputes the conclusion and 
claims that the product was sold at a loss, but the selling price 
may be well taken as a maximum cost of production. This is 
pretty nearly elementary. That statement was in a measure 
confirmed by the hysterical telegram read in the Senate the other 
day, in which the selling price was put at $1.35. Again we have 
the statement of Mr. Luzuriaga, of the Philippine Commission, 
in the same Philippine census, who stated that they can, and 
for the last few years have produced Philippine sugar in the 
island of Negros for from $2.50 to $3.50 per picul Mexican, the 
average of which would be about $1.08 gold per hundredweight, 
so I think $1.25 gold is a very liberal estimate. 

We will now take the figures of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. PAYNE] again, and we will add 25 or 30 cents for freight to 
New York and for insurance and transportation, which seems to 
me pretty high, and then we will add another dollar to this 
because of the fact that we pay that amount for refining it, and 
that makes a cost of refined sugar in New York of $2.55. Now, 
they haye put on another absolutely arbitrary dollar; and there 
I decline to follow. They say that, because of the grade of 
Philippine sugar and because of the fact that for the last few 
years difficulties in production and extraction, due to bad 
methods and machinery, have resulted in an inferior product, 
making Philippine sugar worth a cent a pound less in New York 
than the standard grades, therefore we should add this sum to 
the cost. 

Now, I submit that the gentlemen have no right, in discuss- 
ing the conditions as they will exist after the tariff barriers 
have been removed and after profitable exploitation under im- 
proved methods has been made possible, to base their conclu- 
sions for the future upon facts as they exist to-day, with all the 
crudities and all the limitations that the gentlemen describe; 
and that there is no reason, in fact or in probability, why Phil- 
ippine sugar should not and will not reach New York in as 
marketablé a condition, well up to the general average, and in 
as high a grade of purity as unrefined sugar which comes from 
the island of Java or from Porto Rico or from the smaller im- 
porting countries. 

I submit, therefore, that the 1 cent differential added be- 
cause of the present poor condition of the Philippine product is 
not fairly or properly considered in estimating the future values 
of the Philippine output. Leaving this out of consideration, 
therefore, and adding the maximum tariff of 42 cents, which is 
25 per cent of the Dingley rates at 96 per cent purity, the total 
value which can be ascribed to Philippine sugar on the New 
York markets is $2.97 per hundredweight. Add to this, if you 
will, 20 cents for freight rate from New York to Chicago, and 
the Philippine product meets the Rocky Mountain product at the 
markets in Chicago at the gross cost of $3.17 per hundredweight. 

The Colorado sugar this year cost, sacked in the factory, with- 
out any allowance for loading or shipment, $3.71 per hundred- 
weight. Add to that 27 cents for freight to Chicago, and the 
Philippine product of the little brown man meets the product 
of the American farmer with a differential in its favor of 81 
cents per hundredweight. 

And let me say here that in estimating the cost of the Colo- 
rado sugar there is considered and deducted, the value of the by- 
product and the amounts received from the sale of pulp. Even 
if we should allow 50 per cent of the lower prices due to present 
inferior quality and adjust the tariff proportionately, the differ- 
ence in favor of the Philippine product would be nearly 0.4 
cent per pound. That this reduction is abundant is shown by 
the fact that much of the time even now the difference between 
Mascavado, which is about the same as the Philippine product, 
and standard sugar in New York has been only 50 cents. 

No one can believe for a moment, it seems to me, that the differ- 
ential will be even so small, but that is enough to be prohibitive. 

But our friends say that the Philippine product can not be a 
factor in the American markets because they say that the com- 
petitive price will be fixed by the volume of sugar which pays the 
full tariff duty; and that the Philippine sugar can not compete 
seriously with the American product until it has displaced impor- 
tations paying the full duty. Now, I suppose that is a correct 
statement, and we may admit it, but what are the facts in regard 
to that? Why, they are simply this: We imported during the 
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last year, in addition to the sugar coming from Hawaii and Porto 
Rico without tax, and Cuba with 80 per cent of the Dingley rate, 
about 650,000 tons of sugar which paid the full tariff rates, and 
that is the sugar that is going to fix the price of competitive sugar 
in our market. Well, what is going to become of that full-duty 
importation? Naturally, if there is a portion of the sugar that 
pays the highest tariff, that which pays no tariff is going to in- 
crease comparatively by leaps and bounds; that which pays a re- 
duced rate will also increase, but less rapidly, and this increase 
will reduce relatively the amounts coming from the countries pay- 
ing the full rates, and that is just what has happened. Porto 
Rican sugar since the tariff has been taken off has increased in 
production 180,000 tons, and the Cuban sugar has increased in 
the aggregate much more than that, and the Hawaiian has also 
increased phenomenally. ‘The result inevitably must be that 
more and more the high-tariff importation is going to yield to 
the low-tariff importation, and the increase from Porto Rico and 
Hawaii will more and more meet and displace sugar coming 
from Java, the Straits Settlements, and the other full-tariff 
countries, which must relatively decline. More and more there- 
fore, year by year, the domestic product will meet in the domes- 
tic markets the Philippine sugar with a differential of more 
than 25 per cent of its cost in favor of the latter. 

They say the normal increase of consumption in this country 
takes care of the increase in the countries favored by tariff con- 
cessions. Well, again they are very much in error in the figures. 
The increased production since 1903 in Hawaii, Porto Rico, and 
Cuba was about 450,000 tons, by Willet & Grey's figures. All of 
the exports from these countries come to the United States, and 
the local consumption is only a negligible factor in their total 
crop which for 1905 was over 2,100,000 tons. The increase in the 
consumption in this country for the same time was only about 
93,000 tons; and if you should go back one year further you will 
find it was still less; that it was only about 75,000 tons. In other 
words, the increase in domestic consumption, without any allow- 
ance for increase in domestic production, not only does not equal 
the increase in production in countries enjoying tariff advan- 
tages with this country, but is only a little over one-fourth of 
that increase ; and what is true of Cuba, Hawaii, and Porto Rico 
will be equally true of the Philippines. 

The conclusion is irresistible. You describe in glowing terms 
the degraded condition of the people, the crude and inefficient 
machinery, the untoward conditions under which the Philip- 
pine sugar planter labors; you teach him the possibilities of the 
business, and still argue that results will remain as they are 
with regard to the volume of his production and the seriousness 
of the menace resulting therefrom. 

You admit that under almost impossible conditions he has 
reached a maximum of 280,000 tons annually. You propose to 
throw over him the ægis of American power and protection, to 
allow him to maintain his own tariff barriers against the rest 
of the world, and to support him therein; to practically remove 
the barriers between him and the most splendid market the 
world has ever seen; to afford him tlhe mighty stimulus of 
American example; to give him the full benefit of American 
capital, enterprise, machinery, and methods, and you still figure 
the results in terms of carabao plow and Spanish misrule. If, 
under such conditions, he will raise 280,000 tons, what, in 
heaven’s name, can he raise under the conditions you propose? 

Never before has a northern government proposed to bring its 
own labor and its own industrial conditions in direct competition 
with tropical labor and tropical conditions, and, in addition 
thereto, protect the latter in the competition. 

You say that the tropical planter will not avail himself of his 
opportunity and that tropical industry will progress at a snail’s 
pace, and you figure twenty years as the period necessary for 
the development of the industry in the Philippines to a maximum 
eyen of 300,000 tons. The conclusion of all this, if true, is 
that you are not playing fairly with the Filipino; you are 
leading him to believe that he will reap some immediate benefit, 
but you tell us it will not harm us because it is too small a con- 
cession to injure, and therefore too small to help. On your own 
confession, your bill is an emasculated affair, which you protec- 
tionists, you Republicans, support, because there is not enough 
free trade in it to hurt, and you Democrats who accept it do so 
because there is not enough protection in it to hurt. [Applause.] 

So far as the Filipino is concerned you— 

BS he Le — with him in a double sense, 
keep 


And e word of promise to his ear, 
But break it to his hope. 


The Filipino asks for bread and you give him a stone. Some- 
where in the dim recesses of my memory there comes something 
from a Biblical source, and it runs something like this: 


I know thy works, that thou art neither cold nor hot: I would thon 
wert cold or hot. 


E 
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So then because thou art lukewarm, and neither cold nor hot, I will 
spew thee out of my mouth. 

That is what some of us would like to do with this Philippine 
bill. [Applause.] It is neither one thing nor another. It does 
not help the Filipino, and you say neither does it hurt the 
American. If you mean what you say, and of course you do, if 
you are genuine, and of course you are, why do you not do some- 
thing that is substantial for the Filipino? Why do you not 
turn your energies to some other source where there will be no 
competition with an American industry? Why do you not de- 
velop his coffee plantations, that paid at one time $2,500,000 
annually, and at one time was the fourth article of importance 
in export? Why do you not turn to the rubber industry? 

Turn your attention to some other noncompetitive form of 
production. Again, if you are genuine, as I have no doubt you 
are, why do you not amend this bill so that it will accomplish 
every purpose? We who are desirous of protecting the sugar 
industry in this country are sincere in our statements when we 
say that it is not the 100,000 or the 200,000 tons of Philippine 
sugar that we fear, but it is the seven, eight, nine, and ten 
hundred thousand tons which is coming that will destroy our 
industry. 

Why don’t you amend your bill providing that 200,000 tons of 
Philippine sugar and a proportionate amount of tobacco be 
admitted absolutely free, and that thereafter imports shall pay 
the Dingley rates? That will give a substantial help to the 
Filipino, and that will give to the American producers the 
protection and assurance that they need. 

If the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber are sin- 
cere, and of course they are; and if they support this measure 
because it is a step in the right direction, and not because, in 
the language of the minority report, they hail with joy evidences 
of dissension in our ranks; and if they believe that the Philip- 
pine product will be inconsiderable, as they seem to, then they, 
too, should accept this suggestion, because it is a longer step in 
the right direction; and we then may have the edifying spec- 
tacle of the gentleman from Mississippi taking the arm of the 
gentleman from New York to take this longer step, and we will 
all fall in. 

The records have not, however, sustained your views as to 
the probable increase. When the industry was first introduced 
in the Philippines, under conditions very similar to those which 
you now propose, stimulated by American and English capital, 
with easy access to American and English markets, the industry 
increased from 1855 to 1860 sixfold, or 600 per cent, and in the 
fifteen. years from 1855 to 1870 it increased 2,000 per cent. 
Hawaii, Porto Rico, and Cuba have increased in the last two 
years over four times as much as our domestic increase in 
consumption. 

In Porto Rico, with a vastly higher labor wage cost, under the 
stimulus of a free trade with the United States, the increase 
from 1901 to 1905 has been about 180,000 tons, and its possi- 
bilities are by no means exhausted. You say that there will be 
no competition. I should like to cite you an instance. 

A few hundred miles south of the archipelago lies Jaya. It 
is bathed by the same tropical seas. The sun and the shade, the 
wind and the rain have done for Java what they have done for 
Luzon, and no more, probably hardly as much. Java has a little 
larger area than Luzon, but no more arable land. It has been 
cursed with-the most complicated system of land tenure the 
Dutch brain could invent. Every kind of misrule laid its heavy 
hand on the country for generations. It has only about 250,000 
acres in sugar plantations, not the amount of ayailable land in 
Mindoro and Cebu alone. 

Under Dutch rule, without tariff advantages in its trade with 
this country, the production of sugar in 1890 was only 350,000 
tons; under the stimulus occasioned by release of government 
control in the island in 1891, the withdrawal of bounties in 
Europe, and later by the diminution of the Cuban product, the 
Javanese increased their production, by 1896, to the tremendous 
total of 600,000 tons. In 1904 they had reached 950,000 tons, 
and in 1905 it exceeded a million tons, of which 450,000 tons 
was imported to this country, paying full tariff rates. In 1903 
this export sugar, according to the most careful estimates that 
I can find, was produced in the island of Java at a cost of about 
1 cent to 0.125 cent per pound, eliminating from the computa- 
tion the sugar product on the smaller estates not for export. 
This is shown also by the fact that in 1903 the average selling 
price over the entire island, including therein domestic sugar 
made on the native plantations by obsolete and very expensive 
methods, was 1.71 cents per pound. 

I am quite aware of the difference in labor conditions between 
the two islands, but these are apparent rather than real. The 
latest statistics obtainable from Jaya show an average wage of 
the whole island, on the sugar estates of 11 cents per day, and in 


this estimate there is again included the comparatively back- 
ward development on the interior lands, where labor is employed 
which is far below the average, and where, as I have stated be- 
fore, the export sugar is not produced in large quantities. If 
one should confine himself, as he properly might, to the leased 
lands and the Government holdings, where the largest amount 
of the export sugar is grown, and where the class of labor is 
much better than elsewhere, there would be little, if any, 
difference between the Philippine figures and the Javanese. 

And what Java has done, the Philippines certainly can do. 
The Dutch colonies have no advantage over our own, many con- 
ditions are not so favorable, and the artificial stimulants to 
Javanese production from legislative and governmental action, 
at home and abroad, do not compare with the benefits you pro- 
pose to shower on these islands. Í 

Right in this connection I wish to say one word with refer- 
ence to the advance of the cost of labor in the Philippine 
Islands. When the Philippine census is favorable, it seems to be 
freely quoted; when not, there seems to be some disposition to rely 
upon that ever-present help in time of trouble, Mr. Welborn. 

At page 487, Volume IV, of the Philippine census, the total num- 
ber of laborers on sugar estates is given at 45,247, and the total 
monthly wage at 388,817 pesos, or an average rate of 17 cents 
gold per day. The latest authoritative statement from a gov- 
ernmental source is found in the report of the Department of 
Agriculture, under date of August 31, 1904, where this same rate 
is given as 16 cents per day gold, in money and food combined. 
And this is the class of labor which you propose to protect 
against, and bring into competition with the laborer in the 
mountain States who receives, in the beet fields, from $2 to $2.50 
per day for the lowest grade of labor. 

But I do not care whether in the Philippines the wage is 15, 
16, 17, 18, or 19 cents per day ; it is a miserably underpaid labor. 
And are you going to legislate with regard to it so that the 
American laborer in our beet fields, as he goes home at night 
and see the house his industry has built, his children to whom 
he has given the advantage of American citizenship, and the 
comforts that he has given them, must necessarily stop and think 
of his own condition. He will think that over on the other side of 
the globe the sun is just rising; that the American flag is floating 
there, and there is a fellow crawling out of his bamboo hut, 
without doors, without windows; who dresses himself in a 
waistcloth and gets his breakfast from the trees and his dinner 
out of the stream, and he is going to work in the Philippine 
sugar fields for 15 or 20 cents a day, and bring his work in com- 
petition with our man here at one-tenth of the sum per day 
which the American is paid. You are going to make that 
man think, too, that the Republican party is responsible for that 
competition, and, gentlemen, it will be pretty hard to convince 
him that he is wrong. 

There is another phase of this subject to which I want to call 
your attention very briefly. We are Republicans on this side 
of the Chamber. As the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
ApAms] said yesterday, we are Republicans because we are pro- 
tectionists, not protectionists because we are Republicans; and 
he stated it truly, because it is a matter of principle with us. 
And yet we are Republicans, and party men, and we believe 
in, and we glory in the Republican party, and we believe that 
it has, that it can, and that it will direct and govern this coun- 
try better than any other party ever has, ever can, or ever wiil. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] And because we believe 
that, we have once and again appealed to the great backbone of 
our country for our tenure of party power, and once and again 
they haye not said us nay. The men who made the Republican 
party and have kept it in power almost uninterruptedly for 
fifty years in this country, are the tillers of the soil. They are 
the men who made possible in the last twelve years a balance 
of trade in our favor of something like $5,000,000,000; who 
have not only done that, but who have, by the value of their 
product, wiped out an adverse balance against us of five hundred 
million dollars. 

These men claim and should receive some measure of consid- 
eration. I admit, nay, I do not admit, but I claim and main- 
tain and contend, that the farming industries share in the bene- 
fits of the protective policy in full measure with every other 
industry. I maintain and claim that the condition of the agri- 
cultural laborer advances as the condition of every other wage- 
earner advances. We all understand and contend that the con- 
dition of agriculture adyances as general industrial conditions 
advance; that the farmer’s markets have extended as the 
commerce of the nation has grown, and yet a concrete 
example is always better than an abstract illustration. We 
have talked protection to the farmers and we have talked to 
them about the tariff on wheat, and some Democratic brother 
has risen and called attention to the fact that we were the great- 
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est wheat-exporting country on the globe. We have talked 
about the tariff on dairy products, as we had a right to, and 
we haye been reminded that we are so far beyond competition, 
except on the Canadian border, that the tariff can have no 
direct tangible effect on the price of those products. 

Then somebody has cited the fact that down in Argentina they 
buy the same kind of a reaper for $60 that the American farmer 
here pays $100 for. We have met those arguments legitimately, 
properly, strongly as we could. and rightly, and yet they have 
had their effect. Here is one case where the farmer does re- 
ceive a direct, tangible, definite, absolute benefit. And can we, 
who have been pledged to the support of this industry by our 
platform utterances, by the declarations of our leaders, by the 
truths of our economic principles—can we gainsay it now? If 
we do, may not “ weighed, wanting, divided,” well be written on 
our standards? 

I said before that, in the language quoted by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, consistency was indeed “ the terror of feeble 
minds,” but that suggestion does not apply to parties. That is 
for indiyiduals. Parties are based on economic principles, and 
economic truths do not change. They tell us it takes ten years 
to develop a Philippine sugar plantation. It takes more than 
ten years to change an economic truth. What was true in 1896 
is true now (reading) : 

We— 

The Republicans— 
condemn the present Democratic Administration for not keeping faith 
with the sugar producers of this country. The Republican party favors 
such protection as will lead to the production on American soil of all 


the sugar which the American ple use, and for which they pay other 
countries more than $100,000, annually, 


That is from the Republican national platform of 1896. 
That was true then. It is true now. That is what we want to 
do, and that is what we will do, with God’s help, if you will 
give us a chance. [Applause.] 

Gentleman, the protective tariff is a unit. The protective 
system is one great structure. You can not attack one of its 
foundations without weakening it everywhere, and you can 
not assail it in one spot without opening it to attack in other spots. 
It must stand together, and it should, for the interests of this 
country are not diverse. The interests of Colorado and of Mon- 
tana and of Wyoming and of Idaho are not inherently different 
from the interests of Pennsylvania and Ohio and New York and 
New England. Every principle of protection, every argument 
that we can possibly make in favor of any protected industry, 
applies with double force to beet sugar. It is new; it is intensi- 
fying; it stimulates every line of activity. The value of the 
output is represented by a labor element of not less than 80 
per cent, and that labor is skilled, intelligent, progressive, and 
well paid. It is the labor of our own people, of our own brothers; 
they are our own Citizens; they are working for the upbuilding 
of our own country, and they are asking at our hands protec- 
tion against an alien race; labor paid almost as cheaply as any 
on the globe and fayored by tropical conditions of food, clothing, 
and necessary expenditures. 

I appreciate as thoroughly as anyone the force of a moral 
argument. I think an appeal to plain duty does not fall un- 
heeded on my ears. I think I understand in some small degree 
what should be the generosity, the forbearance, and the breadth 
of outlook of a great nation, but to me the plain duty that I 
see arising, is my duty to those whose commission I hold, whose 
interests I in part represent; who are working along the same 
lines that I am trying to work, for the upbuilding of great 
and prosperous ecommonwealths; and the generosity which 
appeals to me is the degree of generosity we should show to the 
best class of immigrants who ever came to our shores, to the 
men of Sweden, of Denmark, of Belgium, of Germany, and the 
better class of Russians, the men who mingle with us and in an 
economic sense, become bone of our bone, flesh of our flesh; who 
become units in our industrial communities, factors in our civic 
life, and carry their full share of the burdens of citizenship. 

The Rocky Mountains are far from the seaboard, but they are 
no farther than was the Ohio from the Philadelphia of Washing- 
ton’s day. 

The founders of this Government stretched their gaze south- 
ward and westward. They saw great cities, thriving commu- 
nities, and growing wealth where then there was only a wilder- 
ness. Our restless Saxon blood still carries in its channels 
their ideas, their hopes, and their aspirations; but they saw 
more, dreamed of more, worked for more, and accomplished 
more. 

It was not only national prosperity they desired. They have 
builded a state upon a foundation of civic righteousness, conse- 
crated to liberty, whose cornerstone is the individual, his rights, 
his future, his development, and his home. 

They made this nation great, not only in its wealth and its 


military prowess, not only in its vast stretches of great States, 
but along the higher lines, in education, in art, in literature, in 
philanthropy, and in every feature of an enlightened Christian 
civilization. j 

Talk of duty! What duty have we more sacred than to carry 
on the work they. initiated and remain faithful to the ideas and 
ideals they stood for; to carry into our newer States the stand- 
ard of civilization and national life they raised on the frontier 
of their day? 

Right? Is it not right to do this? Were they not right in 
the toil and self-sacrifice the fruits of which we now enjoy? 

The people of Colorado and of the other mountain States are 
our own people. Out there we hark back through a hundred 
lines to other origins blending with your own. Now it is the 
green-clad Berkshires, now the valleys of New York, again the 
stretches of the sunny South that rise in our minds when we 
think of home. Again, it is the great reaches of the Central 
West which call to us with the love of our childhood days, 
but with it all, and because of it all, we are one people. 

Saxon, Norman, and Dane we may be, but Americans all, in 
our devotion to our American ideas of home, of freedom, and 
of national unity and growth. In the name of that unity, in 
the name of our own people, of our past, of our present, and of 
our glorious future, we of the West ask that you should not put 
this cup to our lips; we plead with you that this unnecessary, 
ineffective, un-Republican, and unjust legislation shall not pass. 
For me, with all my strength, whatever it may be, in the name 
of duty, in the name of plain duty, if you will, and of the rights 
of these people and of all the people I shall vote and I shall 
work against this measure. [Applause.] 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr. Chairman, if this bill should pass this 
House, or a similar bill should pass Congress, then the tobacco 
farmer and the tobacco manufacturer in my State will look 
upon this legislation as another of the aftermath curses of ac- 
quiring the Philippine Islands by the United States Government. 
I tender my profound sympathy to the beet-sugar men in this 
House who arraign their party for breaking its pledges, but do 
not dare to go to the extent of denouncing it. ; 

I desire to express my opinion, in a parliamentary way, I 
hope, about that great party and its attitude on this question. 
That it is a great party is unquestionably true. You can get 


the amplest testimony upon this side of the House to that fact 


when we have been overrun and overslaughed by it for nearly 
half a century. But, Mr. Chairman, there is something about 
this party that I arraign here to-day upon this legislation. I 
arraign it as a Democrat; I arraign it upon its long-continued 
policy and upon a departure from it, of the very foundation 
stone of it, which is its professed protection to American indus- 
tries. And yet here is a bill that palpably repudiates that 
policy. 

Eminent gentlemen upon the floor of this House, members of 
the Ways and Means Committee, to escape the charge of direct 
inconsistency within recent years in utterances, were driven to 
the expedient of saying, in effect: “ Wise men change their 
opinions.” The Republican party moves in a mysterious man- 
ner politically. It has adopted for its motto, for it is a worldly- 
wise body, and acts upon it: “Assume a virtue if you have it 
not.” This party has inscribed upon its banners the words “ God 
and morality,” and it moves almost invincibly forward to its 
triumphs with the honest poor and the predatory rich fighting 
side by side. It is allied with the trusts and the corporate 
wealth of this country, and yet it despoils and exploits mankind 
in the name of humanity. If it covets its neighbor’s land, this 
Republican party denounces “criminal aggression,” and then, 
with flaming rifle and fixed bayonet, it moves into its neighbor's 
possessions and “beneyolently assimilates” them. Eloquent 
gentlemen upon the other side of the House have arraigned 
their own party for breaking its pledges. Is not that arraign- 
ment true? I desire to read an extract from the campaign Re- 
publican text-book of 1900; 

That duty [Porto Rican] was small, but it was an explicit declara- 
tion ne: the Republican party that it proposed to retain the power to 
fix such tariff as it might deem judicious against the product of cheap 
tropical labor wherever located and under whatever conditions. In 
other words, it was a distinct promise to the farmer that he need not 
fear that the Republican 19 277 would permit the cheap labor and . 
sugar of any tropical territory to be brought in in a manner that woul 
destroy the infant industry of beet-sugar production which the farmers 
of the United States have, under the fostering care of the Republican 
party, been building up during the last few years. 

Now, sir, I contend that that pledge was a pledge in principle, 
and that this Republican pledge went out to every infant iodus- 
try that related to the farming industries of this couni:y. I 
desire to arraign the Republican party for their broken pledge to 
the American tobacco farmer and tobacco manufacturer, the 
value of whose products will be lowered by competition with 
cheap oriental labor if this bill passes. More particularly I 
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speak of the Florida tobacco farmer and the Florida tobacco 
manufacturer, whose interests are identical, so far as this bill 
is concerned. The Republican party is in supreme contro! of 
this Government. They are responsible for legislation. This 
bill is of Republican origin. They are responsible for its effect 
upon the American tobacco farmer and American tobacco manu- 
facturer. It is unnecessary for me to discuss what the tobacco 
duty would be in amount were the Democrats in control of 
national legislation. It is sufficient to say that they are not in 


such control. The Republican party has built up largely by: 


the McKinley and the Dingley tariff duties upon tobacco a pros- 
perous and rapidly growing tobacco industry in the State of 
Florida. This is the testimony of tobacco planters and of the 
manufacturer. The tobacco farmer and the tobacco manufac- 
turer are alike prosperous. Now, the political party that built 
up this tobaeco industry proposes to throw it down. It proposes 
to reduce three-quarters at once the tariff duties upon Philippine 
tobacco, and in a few years to abolish the tariff duties entirely 
upon importations of tobacco from the Philippine Islands. And 
this is done upon two flimsy reasons; two impertinent reasons. 
First, that such removal will not injure the tobacco interests of 
this country; second, that the. American people owe this legis- 
lative concession and benefit to the people of the Philippine Is- 
lands, whom the controlling Republican leadership are pleased 
to call the “ wards of the nation.” 

It seems to me that I have heard those words used in past 
years by leading Republican statesmen in alluding to the ne- 
groes of the Southern States. Many of these negroes are now 
raising tobacco in the State of Florida upon lands owned by 
themselves. Some are getting good wages paid for their labor 
in the tobaceo fields of others. Still others are engaged as 
laborers in tobacco factories in that State at profitable wages. 
Far back in the years gone by the Republican party promised 
to these negroes that long looked for but never possessed 
“40 acres and a mule.” If the promise was not made by the 
party itself, still it was conveyed to these simple folk by that 
horde of Republican adventurers poured out from the North 
upon the Southern States, that robbed the white and black 
alike. 7 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this question of testifying in the House 
by Members of this House as to the effect of this legislation and 
what they saw in the Philippine Islands is largely a matter of 
speculative, theoretical guessing of Congressmen upon the effect 
of proposed legislation upon industries. Opposed to these guesses 
and these speculations is the testimony of business men in the 
professions and businesses to be affected by this legislation. 
What is the testimony of Mr. G. W. Perkins, president of the 
Cigar Manufacturers’ International Union? I am not youching 
now for these statements. They are in the testimony, they are 
embodied in the record before the Ways and Means Committee, 


and I give them to you merely for what they are worth: 
STATEMENT BY G. W. PERKINS. 

The bill Legge 9 to reduce the tariff on the cigars manufactured in 
the Philippine Islands and to have absolute free trade within four 

ears from now is solely in the interest of the foreign corporations and 

e American Tobacco Company, which is largely controlled by the 
Standard Oil interests. 

When W. C. Whitney, the ex-Secretary of the eh a a Standard Oll 
man, died, he left to his estate between $6,000,000 and $7,000,000 
worth of stocks in the American Tobacco Company. About one-half 
of the cigar factories in the Philippine Islands are controlled by the 
Chinese manufacturers, and with the number of Chinamen (to be as- 
certained at Washington) now in the island will monopolize the cigar 
trade as they did prior to the exclusion act in San Francisco. 

Prior to the passage of this Chinese-exclusion act in 1882 the cigar 
factories of San Francisco employed only 40 American citizens and 
over 6,500 Chinamen. z 

The bill proposed means that the Chinese-exclusion act, so far as it 
relates to the cigar 9 9 8 will be nullified completely by now reduc- 
ing the tarif and ultimately establishing free trade. 


Here is the statement of J. W. Upson, who represented the 
tobacco growers of the State of New York. What is the occa- 
sion of this legislation? Speaking for those he represents, he 
said: 

rary, Bement hs this bill were to be introduced without the prestige of 

without 


the insular government, without Secretary 
and spur, and the members of this outfit were to 


votes to accomplish anything. That is t they wanted me to say. 
Th a low estimate of 
the House of 


Mr. Upson. Well, it is an absolute fact. I do not believe there is a 


man in this house, or anywhere, that knows it any better than you do. 
that I can not agree with you. 


The CHAIRMAN. I am sorry t! 

Mr. Upson. I believe you are one of the pattest tariff men naturally 
that there is around this board. You know this is only my guess. 

I suppose he has a right to guess on this subject, as he has a 
very great interest in the matter. 

I have a printed letter sent to me from Davenport, Iowa, of 
date December 30, 1905, addressed“ To the honorable Members 
of the Fifty-ninth Congress,” and signed “ Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union No. 172.” 


A paragraph from that letter reads as follows: 


Gentlemen, if this bill successfully passes your honorable body, you 
are playing. into the hands of the American Tobacco Company, who are 
the promoters and beneficiary of this bill. 


The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Bundzss] made the point 
that if the protected manufacturing interests of Pennsylvania 
and other great interests of the North and East were in danger 
from competition from the Philippine Islands, we would have 
no House bill No. 3. It does not require a Congressman to say 
that. It is evident to every intelligent mind in the country. 

I desire to read an extract from the testimony of the state- 
ment of Mr. D. A. Shaw, of Quincy, Fla., before the Ways and 
Means Committee, representing the Florida Tobacco Company. 
He says: 

It is argued that the Filipino operates in such a crude way that their 
development will be so slow as not to affect us. Sup they had vast 
coal and iron fields there that would compete with us here, do you 
suppose for a moment that our coal barons and coal-road magnates 
would not consider their interests in great Senger? No; they would 
marshal their brightest intellects and ir untold millions to exclude 
this competition. 

Mr. Grosvenor. Do you think that they have not coal there? 

Mr. Suaw. Then let coal and iron be put on the free list. Let steel 
rails be put on the free list. I am supposing a case. Coal and iron, 
of course, have to be contiguous to be profitable. Suppose the two 
were combined in one nice place like this at Birmingham. 

The CHAIRMAN. Everything is put on the free list after 1909, 

Mr. Snaw. I am showing that if they could export these things out 
of their country it would hurt the Americans. That is my supposition. 

The CHAmMAN. We have bad people here talking about sugar, and 
we have had the tobacco men here, and now you are bringing in the 
iron and steel manufactures. Another dream. 

Mr. Saw. We think that we are wide awake. We may be doped 
to such an extent that we do not know whether we are awake or 
dreaming, but we think we are wide awake. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, whose opinions on the floor of this House 
are worth the most, the speculative, guessing opinions of Members 
of this House or of men who for years and years have had their 
money employed in tobacco raising and tobacco manufacturing, 
and who in some cases have inherited through direct descent, for 
half a century or more, these tillable farms and these valuable 
manufacturing plants? 

Here is a statement of Mr. Joseph H. Pierce, of Connecticut, 
before the Ways and Means Committee: 

Mr. Piknen. I am a tobacco raiser, and I have been one for fifty 
33 and have made my bread and butter that way. I have ! 
ittle to say, but I want to say one thing, that I am totally sp 
to any reduction of the 7 8 on tobacco as it stands to-day. have 
pt that much 8 and I know it will be of great detriment to us 

the duty is redu * 


Here is the testimony of Mr. Phelps, of Connecticut, before 
the Ways and Means Committee: 

Now, I have been a grower of tobacco for the last sixty years or 
sixty-five years, and we have had jeopardies to conted with, and we 
do not want at this time any in uction of forelgn wrappers to com- 
waa te he It is as much as we can do to compete with the pro- 

uction of wrappers in our own country. We have to-day a large 
amount of money invested in buildings and tools and appurtenances 
for the Eon and casas of tobacco, and we do not want the busi- 
ness to menaced by a bill that will introduce any foreign wrappers 
at a less rate than under the Dingley bill of $1.85. 

I most heartily nares with all that my friend Mr. Upson has said. 
He is a coworker with us in the Connecticut Valley. e know him 
from away back—truthful, honest, and well-meaning from beginning 


I do not wish to engage your attention for any length of time. I 
wish to be very brief, and in being brief I wish report again that 
our people are ungualifiedly opposed to any reduction of the Dingley 


But I say those wrappers, in spite of the ba Beary duty, would 
come here in competition with our wrappers. at is the reason 
those wrappers would not come here? I say they would. 

Mr. Chairman, it is the testimony of business men, not the 
testimony of guessing, speculating Members in this House, as 
to what their opinions would be upon the growers and tobacco 
manufacturers of this country if this duty is reduced in part or 
altogether in the States for a few years. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what has been the history of tobacco 
manufacturers in this country under this protective policy? I 
will read a short statement from Mr. Walter A. Schiffer’s tes- 
timony before the Ways and Means Committee. He represents 
the united cigar manufacturers of New York City. He says: 

The cigar-manufactor industry of this coun has been built 
up to its present magnitude mainly through the protective tariff that 
has been in operation since the close of civil war. To absolutel 
prove this assertion I beg to refer you to the statisties of the internal- 
revenue d tment. Previous to the year 1864 there were manufac- 
tured in thin country less than 200,000,000 cigars per annum. Within 


the next ten years the industry increased to 1,779,000,000. In each 
decade the trade under a protective tariff has increased as follows: 


During the fiscal year 1905 the cigar-manufactu trade of the 
United tes produced 1,589,337,206 cigars, apang the Government 
eri 76,091.95 internal-revenue tax and $20,482,809.99 import duties 
on tobaccos. 


And it suggests itself to me that an industry which pays this Gov- 
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ernment such a large amount of money should be seriously considered 
before gon any action that would affect its interest. 

This wonderful development has been possible for the reason that 
our industry has been directly fostered by a protective tariff. 

I desire to read also a paragraph from the statement of 
Mr. J. L. McFarlin, of Quincy, Fla. He is largely interested 
in tobacco culture in Gadsden County, of that State. He is a 
man of fine general information, and his testimony before the 
yer’ and Means Committee is entitled to much consideration. 

e says: 

In Florida there are in four counties more than $10,000,000 invested 
in the culture of tobacco, givin 5 including those who are 
engaged in it, to no less than 100, people. The annual production 
from this State alone is over 4,000,000 pounds, and the value is more 
than $1,000,000. This industry is now in its infancy, for I am speaking 
more particularly of what you might term an “ artificial" tobacco, or 
that grown under cloth or slats. For pan the 4 of Florida in 
these counties have experimented and battled, with success, to grow 
a tobacco that would compete with Sumatra, and just as it has 
passed the experimental stage, and as they can now see the dawn of 
success, to have this industry crippled and perha totally destroyed 
by legislation and for the benefit, not of our equal or our fellow-man, 
but for a lower class of cheap and worthless mongrel labor, seems to 
me an injustice. 

If given the same protection that we have enjoyed in the in a 
few years these three States that I have mentioned above will produce 
enough tobacco of the finer grades, comparing with the Sumatra, to 
supply the United States. This will mean the taking place of 37,000 

es of Sumatra annually imported and valued at more than $6,000,000. 

So I might read, Mr. Chairman, the views of others. Coming 
to this practical point, I wish to direct your attention to the 
development of that industry in Florida. In 1894 the people of 
that State raised but one-half acre of shade-grown tobacco. The 
past year they had the large area of 3,000 acres grown in the 
shade and a product of more than 12,000 bales. All this goes 
to show, Mr. Chairman, that the tobacco industry of this coun- 
try has grown and prospered under a high protective tariff. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the results of all this protection are 
to be jeopardized, if these experts who grow this tobacco and 
manufacture it are to be believed and are thought to be sin- 
cere. Then the industries on the farm and in the shop are to 
be ruined if this bill gives such opportunity of free competi- 
tion to the importation of foreign-grown products. I decline 
to treat the Philippines, as a Democrat on the floor of this 
House, other than as my party says, as political outsiders. 
They are here in the body of this Government as a mere po- 
litical asset. If the Democrats to-day had possession of the 
United States Senate and the House of Representatives and 
the Presidency, and were true to their platform utterances, 
they would part with these islands, and wish them godspeed, 
with a reservation possibly of enough land for a naval base and 
coal-supply station for this country. Therefore, if that is the 
attitude of the Democratic party, why, as American citizens, 
should we throw down the barriers which the Republican party 
has erected heretofore between foreign tobacco products and 
those of the United States? 

It will be time enough when the Democratic party wins a 
battle in this country sufficient to control its Presidency and 
the two Houses of Congress to discuss what this industry in 
my State shall suffer by way of reduction of tariff duties under 
what we call the Democratic doctrine of a tariff limited to the 
raising of revenue. That question is not before this House at 
this time. I take the Republican party upon its own declara- 
tions, upon its pledges to the people of the United States, that 
they would protect this industry if they would go into it. That 
brings me to the point that many of the Republicans of this 
body—those who have lately visited the Philippine Islands— 
have made. It is idle for them to say that that country is 
not fertile and that the labor there is in such a condition that 
it will never compete with this country. Who is able to say 
that the output in sugar cane and tobacco in those islands, 
under the influence of capital, with improved methods and bet- 
ter cultivation, can not successfully compete with and break 
down the American raised and manufactured products? 

Now, the very same gentlemen, Members of this body, who 
visited these islands in the last year, have testified on the floor 
of this House; and I know of nothing more amusing than to 
witness such amateur expressions of opinion in opposition to 
the testimony of those familiar by experience with the subject, 
and in opposition also to the testimony of Government experts. 
It may be very ingenuous, but yet it is not very interesting to 
those whose industries will be adversely affected by this legis- 
lation. Mr. Chairman, there is no better judge of the fertility 
of the Philippine Islands and their adaptation to raising to- 
bacco and their capacity to raise it than the Government 
experts sent to that country. They are presumably sent there 
by this Government because of their technical knowledge—their 
expert knowledge—and it is idle for Members of this House to 
interpose their jests and their jokes about the virtue or excel- 
lence of Philippine cigars against the testimony of these Gov- 


ernment experts. Here is a pamphlet sent out, marked “ Far- 
mers’ Bulletin No. 5,” upon the cultivation of tobacco, by 
Clarence W. Dorsey, soil physicist, in charge of soil investiga- 
tions, and dated Manila, P. I., April 22, 1903. He was sent 
there by this Government. I have here his letter transmitting 
his report to the Bureau of Agriculture. In that letter occurs 
this language, in writing about tobacco: 

The cultivation of this profitable crop deserves more widespread at- 
tention, for the soil and matic conditions in many parts of the Phil- 


ippines are favorable for growing tobacco t can successfully com- 
pete with the finest grades produced in the world. 


Again he says in his report: 

Philippine tobacco has long been held in high esteem in the Orient, 
and Manila cigars maintain the same Eastern countries that 
Habana cigars occupy in Europe and America. To-day tobacco stands 
third among the exports from the Philippines. 

And again here is his language: 

The markets of the United States offer every Inducement for the im- 
provement and spread of the Philippine tobacco industry. This be- 
comes all the more evident when we consider the vast sums of money 
annually expended by the United States for foreign tobacco. Durin 
the year ending June 30, 1900, the United States, according to officia 
statisties of the agricultural imports of the United States, paid for 
Cuban tobacco $7,615,991 United States currency and '94°509,271 
United States currency for Sumatra tobacco. During the same year 
the Philippines exported to the United States only a Tow hundred dol- 
lars’ wo of tobacco, or less than one-hundredth of 1 per cent of the 
tobacco importations of that country. 

Now listen. This testimony in Mr. Dorsey’s report has much 
significance to the American tobacco raiser and manufacturer: 

While it may be true that Philippine tobacco may never entirely sup- 

lant Cuban and Sumatra tobacco in the United States, there cer- 

inly every inducement to encourage and improve the industry until 
modern cultural me have realized to the fullest extent the highest 
perfection of the crop. 

Now, in conclusion, this Government expert (not an amateur 
Congressional witness), whose opinion is valuable from the sim- 
ple fact that he knows what he is talking about, concludes his 
report with this language: 

The author is of the opinion that the Philippine Islands can and 
should produce cigar-filler tobacco that is ful ual to the finest 
product of the famous Vuelta A district “ube and a cigar 
wrapper equal to Sumatra tobacco. With careful attention to soil and 
climatic conditions, it is believed districts can be found that will raise 
tobacco similar in flavor and aroma to that grown in the best districts 
of Turkey. These results can only be obtained, however, by persistent, 
intelligent, well-directed efforts on the part of the planters. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, within the past ten years this tobacco 
industry—tobacco grown under shade, the Sumatra tobacco—in 
the State of Florida was in its most crude condition. The to- 
bacco farmers labored under this disadvantage—the want of im- 
proved up-to-date cultural methods. But home capital and capi- 
tal from the North and from the West have invested in my 
State, and the consequence is that in a statement issued last 
year the Department of Agriculture of this Government made 
this declaration : 

Florida tobacco growers haye experimented with methods of shad- 
ing, cultivating, fertilizing, harves , and handling cigar tobacco and 
have develo an indus of vast portance. To-day they are pro- 
ducing the highest class tobacco n in the United States, employing 
methods they have originated put into actual practice. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, partly under the stimulus of the McKin- 
ley protection and the stimulus of the Dingley rates, under Re- 
publican protection, my State has built up an industry which 
the Department of Agriculture calls one of vast importance. 
And yet you Republicans, taking your own Government expert's 
testimony as correct, propose to do that which your party 
leaders said a few years ago you would not do, namely, to put 
twelve millions of Malays in competition with the American 
tobacco grower and the American manufacturer. 

I do not believe that the tobacco farmer in my State or in 
any other State in this Union believes that the Filipino himself 
could produce that tobacco in the next five years that would 
sacrifice his interests. But they know very well that with soil 
and climatic conditions favorable, with the cheap labor there, 
money from the United States and from foreign states will 
enter that fruitful and fertile country, and there manufacture 
the raw article which, imported into this country free of duty, 
will strike down these Florida industries and these interests 
throughout the United States, built up under the McKinley and 
Dingley rates—a policy against which I enter my protest, and I 
do it as a Democrat. I do it without in any way committing 
myself to the policy of protection. I impeach the sincerity of the 
Republican party which makes a pledge to the American tobacco 
farmer and the American tobacco manufacturer and then delib- 
erately breaks it. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me a 

on? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Florida yield to 
the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. LAMAR. Certainly. 
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Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Does the gentleman doubt that the 
Philippine Islands now constitute part of the United States? 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr. Chairman, I decline to go into any consti- 
tutional or technical discussion with reference to those islands, 
their occupancy, control, possession, or ownership by this Goy- 
ernment. It is sufficient for me to say to you, my distinguished 
friend from Kentucky, and every other Democrat on the floor 
of this House, that if you had the power to-morrow you would 
say to them “Go in peace,” for that is the practical effect of 
your political attitude; it is mine, it is Mr. Bryan’s, it is the 
platform declaration of the Democratic party, and I decline as a 
practical question on the floor of this House to sacrifice the 
interests of the people of Florida on this bill because the Re- 
publican party desires to break its pledges to the tobacco grower 
and manufacturer. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. But will not the gentleman concede 
that if the Philippine Islands constitute a part of the United 
States, then it is not within the authority of Congress to impose 
a tariff against the import of their product to the United States 
proper? 

Mr. LAMAR. I am willing my friend shall entertain what 
opinions he pleases about the islands and their relation to this 
Government. I have expressed mine. Whenever the Demo- 
cratic party gets into power—if it ever does get into power—and 
gets the President and the Senate and the House, then when 
this proposition to make a tariff bill, whether a duplicate of. the 
Wilson bill or a better bill, comes up, and it is proposed to cut 
down protected industries, then it will be time enough for the 
tobacco growers and manufacturers in Florida to appear before 
that committee and say what will be such a reduction, if any, 
of the McKinley or Dingley rate as will put them on a fair foot- 
ing with other industries in this country. I am taking it as a 
practical question now, and am addressing my remarks to the 
House from a Democratic standpoint, and arraigning the Re- 
publican party for withdrawing the protection to the people of 
Florida which they have guaranteed. They have permitted an in- 

dustry to be built up partly under the shelter of the McKinley 

and Dingley bills, and now they propose to withdraw that pro- 
tection, to withdraw the shield, and allow the Philippine Islands, 
with their fertile soil, with their own cheap labor, with Ameri- 
can and foreign capital training and directing it, to produce a 
raw product of the finest tobacco and ship it in here and break 
down the industries that have grown up in the State of Florida 
largely under a Republican tariff bill. I protest against it and 
will vote against it. I am addressing my remarks to the Repub- 
licans of this body. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman allow me a 
question? I know he is thoroughly familiar with tobacco 
growing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Florida yield to 
the gentleman from Connecticut? 

Mr. LAMAR. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Why has not that splendid tobacco 
come into the United States during the past three years when 
it has had a preference of $170 a ton? 

Mr. LAMAR. I will say to the gentleman frankly—— 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The gentleman recognizes that it 
has had a 25 per cent preference over any other tobacco? 

Mr. LAMAR. I will say frankly that, reading the testimony 
before the Ways and Means Committee, I believe that the 
tobacco industry in the Philippine Islands has declined in the 
last few years. Why? When the Spanish masters had them 
by the neck they made them work; they demanded a better 
material. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Does the gentleman expect that 
the American people are going to do the same thing that the 
Spanish masters did—take them by the neck and make them 
work? 

Mr. LAMAR. They won't be the Spanish masters in the same 
way or in the same sense, but wherever and whenever the Amer- 
ican Tobacco Company, with its capital and other American 
and foreign capital besides, puts its money into the Philippine 
Islands, buys these fertile lands, and works, trains, and makes 
experts of its cheap labor, then they will be the complete mas- 
ters of the Philippine Islands and of the American market as 
the steel-protected industry here to-day is master of the Ameri- 
can market, and that to such an extent that you can buy 
articles manufactured by them cheaper abroad than you can 
buy them in this country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Florida 
has expired. 

Mr. LAMAR.. I will conclude, Mr. Chairman, in five minutes, 
if there is no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida asks unani- 


mous consent that he may extend his remarks five minutes. 
Is there objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LAMAR. Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the reduction upon 
importation of tobacco from Porto Rico and the effect on the 
tobacco trade in this country from that small and unfertile 
isle, here is the testimony of Mr. Perkins before the Ways and 
Means Committee, as to cigars imported from Porto Rico. He is 
the president of the Cigar Makers’ International Union. He 
says: 

Of the cigars imported from Porto Rico, which competition is now 
felt severely and will be felt much stronger during periods of trade 
depression, the American cigar trust controls over 40 per cent. 

It runs through all this testimony, like a scarlet thread, that 
the American Tobacco Company—the American tobacco trust— 
and the Standard Oil interests are the real interests to be 
benefited in the Philippine Islands and in the American market. 

It will not help the Filipino people directly. They will be 
merely an adjunct to this foreign and domestic capital in 
their own country, competing against the Florida tobacco grower 
and the Florida tobacco manufacturer, and against the Ameri- 
can tobacco farmer and manufacturer everywhere. That is 
why the Florida farmer protests and the Florida manufacturer 
protests, and that is why the tobacco interests all over this 
country, with but few exceptions, protest against the passage of 
this bill. This bill from our standpoint is not a bill to help the 
Filipinos. It is a bill to exploit and despoil the Filipinos. It 
is a bill that substitutes in lieu of Spanish rule American and 
foreign money rule—that money rule which seeks to exploit 
that fertile isle; which seeks to take its fertile soil that needs 
no fertilizer, and with its cheap labor added, to overwhelm the 
American tobacco farmer and the American tobacco manu- 
facturer. That is why I protest on the floor of this House as a 
Democrat against the passage of this Republican measure. It 
is a breach of the faith that the Republican party entered into 
with the tobacco raisers of Florida and the tobaceo people of 
every other State when they shielded those infant industries a 
few years ago with almost prohibitive tariff duties—industries 
in the State of Florida declared by the Agricultural Depart- 
ment to be already of vast importance. Just as they are getting 
upon their feet and prospering you Republicans propose to 
knock their supports from under them. It is that, Mr. Chair- 
man, to which I object, and I rest my objection just upon that 
point. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Utah is recognized 
for thirty minutes. 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Mr. Chairman, the prolonged dis- 
cussion on the bill now before the House has already brought 
out a great deal of valuable information on the subject of cane 
and beet sugar and tobacco, both here at home and in the Philip- 
pines. I might correctly say that the ground has been com- 
pletely covered by those who have spoken here, whether for or 
against the measure. I desire, however, to briefly state the 
reasons that impel me to oppose this bill. 

It is with considerable regret that I find myself in this posi- 
tion of opposition. I am particularly distressed by the knowl- 
edge that my views on the subject at issue are at variance with 
those of the leaders of my party on this question. I do not 
forget that the veteran members of the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means who have reported this bill occupy 
a place, a very important place, in the galaxy of leaders of the 
great Republican party. Some of them for almost a generation 
have been leaders in that grand party and as such have ably 
done their part in proclaiming and champtoning the doctrine of 
protection to American labor and industries. Their speeches 
and expositions of political principles have crystallized into 
party declarations and have formed the text-books for handing 
down the traditions and teaching the principles of Repub- 
licanism. 

I had my training in the school of Republicanism and my text- 
books were the teachings of these leaders, and because of this 
training I am convinced that my opposition to this measure is 
amply justified. 

Having the honor to represent here on this floor a State in 
which beet sugar is produced in large quantities, I shall devote 
myself entirely to a consideration of the effects of the present 
measure on this particular industry, leaving to others better 
posted regarding cane sugar and tobacco the task of detailing 
the consequences to them. 

I sincerely believe that this present measure is a serious 
menace to the beet-sugar industry of the United States. With- 
out doubt it will check and retard its further development and 
threaten its very existence. 

The origin of the beet-sugar industry in the United States 
is directly traceable to the protective policy that has long char- 
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acterized our Government under Republican administration. 
That patriot and statesman, the beloved William McKinley, as 
chairman, in his time, of the Ways and Means Committee of 
this House, reported the wise tariff measure that ever after- 
wards bore his name. This measure provided for a governmental 
bounty of 2 cents on every pound of beet sugar raised within 
our borders. Under the stimulus of this bounty and the con- 
fidence inspired by it the first six beet-sugar factories in the 
United States were established, and thus was inaugurated an 
industry which has since grown to wonderfully encouraging 
proportions. 

But this wonderfully encouraging growth did not go on unin- 
terruptedly or without hindrance. Just as the stimulus of the 
McKinley bill had begun to be felt in the erection of beet-sugar 
factories the American people, allured by the siren voice of the 
free-trade party masquerading as tariff reformers, intrusted to 
that party the control of the Government, with the result that 
the withering blight of its administration fell upon the country 
during the years from 1892 to 1896. The beet-sugar industry, 
like all others, was seriously affected and passed through an 
exceedingly critical period of its existence. During these dis- 
tressing years no new factories were projected or erected, as 
the following figures will show: 

{Quantities in tons of 2,240 pounds.] 
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The last year before Cuban reciprocity took effect. 


But after this severe object lesson, with a return to sanity of 
those who had gone astray and with the Republican party once 
more at the helm, confidence was again restored, the Dingley 
bill was speedily enacted, and the wheels of industry began to 
hum as they had never hummed before. It is only since the be- 
ginning of this last era of confidence and prosperity that the 
beet-sugar industry has really had a fair chance to grow and 
develop and show its possibilities. 

It is interesting to note in this connection that when the Ding- 
ley bill was under consideration in the House the schedules 
were vehemently assailed by the Democratic minority, but 
their attacks were as vigorously met by the gentleman from 
New York, the able chairman of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee, as well as others. On that occasion he said: 

Now, we went at the sugar question with the idea in view to put suf- 
ficient duty to give us enough revenue and at the same time to enable 


us to raise su in this country. We want to build up the sugar in- 
dustry in the United States. 


Again, during that discussion, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR], in the course of an eloquent speech upon the doc- 
trine of protection—and I will say his speeches are always able 
and convincing—expressed himself as follows: 

We will give to the sugar producer of Louisiana an opportunity to 
8 products and to turn over some of the splendid lands of 
that utiful State to the production of sugar inst of corn, cotton, 
and other products of the soil; and so, Mr. Chairman, throughout Ne- 
braska, through Kansas, and all of the States of the Union the Re- 
publican piny comes and offers this boon. We will protect the indus- 
tries of the country in all directions from further đemoralization, and 
we ask you to turn aside hundreds of thousands of acres of the splen- 
did lands of all of these States from the production of corn, oats, wheat, 
potatoes and cotton, to 1 into an already over-stocked market, to the 
production of sugar, and give to the farmers upon farming lands of the 
country a better market with less competition n they now have. 

These are some of the characteristic expressions of the leaders 
of the Republican party at that time, and clearly indicate their 
attitude and determination to foster and protect the beet-sugar 
industry. 

I mention here, and take great pride in the fact, that my own 
State was in the forefront of this movement and has the dis- 
tinction of building the first factory to be equipped entirely with 
American-made machinery. 

We have now five factories in operation, with an annual 
capacity of about 50,000 tons of sugar and a capital of about 
$8,000,000. We are not only supplying our home requirements, 
but export about three-fourths of our production to other parts 
as far east as the Missouri River. [Applause.] 


No industry in our country ever responded more promptly to 
or more completely justified the wisdom of the policy of pro- 
tection than did the beet-sugar industry. [Applause.] With 
rare exceptions, wherever it has been undertaken in the United 
States it has proved eminently successful. So that the pro- 
duction of sugar has so greatly increased in the short space 
of five years that about 50 per cent of the total sugar output 
of this whole country, leaving out our insular possessions, 
is now credited to sugar beets. This fact alone demonstrates 
conclusively that beet-sugar production in this country is a 
commercial success, a success which, in my opinion, will be 
entirely overcome if this bill becomes a law. 

Three million acres out of a total of half a billion acres of 
improved land in the United States, or 1 acre out of every 170 
of our improved lands, if devoted to sugar would supply all 
our home needs; not only would it do this, but the withdrawal 
of such an acreage from the production of the ordinary farm 
crops would tend to improve the market for other crops by 
removing that surplus of production over actual needs which 
the farmer now has to contend with. 

I haye shown that from 1897 up to 1902 no cloud was on the 
horizon to darken the seemingly bright future of this new and 
vigorous infant industry; to all appearances it had become the 
settled policy of the Republican party to hasten the time when 
our country should produce a large portion, if not all, that it con- 
sumed of sugar, and the hope was that such a time would 
speedily arrive. The national irrigation law was everywhere 
hailed, not only as a means of creating homes for the home- 
less, but also as vastly enlarging the possibilities and hastening 
the development of the beet-sugar industry. The whole course 
of legislation denoted on the part of the Republican party a 
pride and satisfaction in its success and a guaranty for the 
uture. 

I feel confident that the production of beet sugar in this coun- 
try would have been yastly greater even than it is to-day if the 
question of Cuban reciprocity and free trade with the Philip- 
pines had never been agitated; but since both these proposi- 
tions have been brought forward and supported by hitherto 
champions of protection confidence in the future of this industry 
has yielded to uncertainty and is now giving place to anxiety. 

It would be difficult to estimate the many benefits which have 
resulted to the agricultural communities where these factories 
have been built. Not only is the farmer who raises a crop of 
sugar beets assured of a ready cash market for his crop, which 
is one that does not enter into competition with other products 
of the farm, but also does it enhance the value of his land and 
induces him to adopt more scientific methods in his agriculture 
and adds to the diversity of his crops. Further than this, it 
gives an impetus to every branch of business, which is reflected 
throughout the entire community. [Applause.] 

A majority of the majority of the able members of the com- 
mittee who reported this bill have, I believe, recommended its 
passage. They profess to believe, and undoubtedly do believe, 
that the development of the cane-sugar industry in the Philip- 
pines which will follow the remoyal of the present tariff does 
not portend any Injury to the competing beet-sugar industry of 
our country. 

The arguments of the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] and the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] along the line of sus- 
taining their position singularly harmonize with those of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] and the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WII Aus!] against all forms of protection. 
[Applause.] 

The position of the minority, however, in the light of past 
history, is much more consistent, for they are free traders by 
tradition and principle. They would go much farther, even to 
the extent of greatly reducing the tariff on coal, iron, steel, 
glass, and other important manufactures, so that the industries 
engaged in the production of these things would be exposed to 
world competition, regardless of the disastrous effects of such 
action. The interests affected by this proposed legislation have 
never for a moment counted on any assistance or special con- 
sideration from the free-trade minority, but have in perfect 
good faith, I maintain, counted on the necessary protection from 
the majority. If there ever has been one principle more than 
another of the Republican party that was basic and funda- 
mental, it is that of protection—that principle which says that 
the higher level of the intelligent and well-paid labor of America 
must be maintained and guarded against the lower level of 
industrial Europe, and particularly the swarming millions in 
the Orient. [Applause.}] On the other hand, the Democratic 
party from time immemorial has taken the opposite view. 

It has been the persistent argument of the tariff reformer and 
free trader that the American laborer by reason of his superior 


1000 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 12, 


intelligence and greater efficiency can successfully compete with 
the Inbor of the whole world. But this plausible argument of 
our free-trade friends has been vigorously and successfully met 
and disproved, as, of course, it could not prevail against the cold 
logic of facts. 

The pending measure leads, however, to a reversal of the 
hitherto uniform course of legislation on this subject; it involves 
a departure from that principle of government which has done 
so much for the industrial developement of our country that its 
commerce is now become the wonder of the nations. It means 
that the farmer engaged in the growing of sugar beets will have 
now to compete with the cheapest labor and lowest level of 
living on the globe. One can not forbear the question, What be- 
comes of the promises made by leaders in this House, in party 
platforms, and in public messages? 

Why are we so concerned and gravely apprehensive as to the 
consequences of this proposed legislation? I will tell you. The 
situation that confronts us is the certainty that the inducements 
of low-priced productive lands and an abundance of cheap 
oriental labor in addition to the bounty amounting to about $1.40 
per hundredweight will so stimulate the production of sugar 
in the Philippines that it, entering our ports, will precipitate 
a contest with our own sugar, with the results that our markets 
will be totally demoralized and the beet-sugar industry finally 
wiped out. A crushing blow will thus be dealt to the intelli- 
gent American farmer, for this industry has benefited him di- 
rectly and indirectly more than any other. 

In the extended hearings that have been held apropos of this 
measure the Committee on Ways and Means have listened to a 
great mass of conflicting testimony and argument. Some things, 
however, have been established beyond controversy. It appears 
that the total area of the Philippine Islands is 73,000,000 acres ; 
that about 50,000,000 acres of this is forest land, leaving of 
arable coast and uplands about 23,000,000 acres. Approxi- 
mately 30 per cent of the latter, some 7,000,000 acres, is now 
in private ownership, leaving 16,000,000 acres to be disposed of 
in tracts of 2,500 acres for sugar production. But there are 
vast areas of public lands much easier of reclamation than 
our western sagebrush prairies which can be conyerted into 
excellent and profitable cane plantations. 

Now, let us consider for a moment the results of this policy 
in the light of past experience. Since 1875 we have had free 
trade with Hawaii. What has been the result? In 1875 
Hawaii produced 11,197 tons of sugar. Under the stimulus of 
free access to our markets she now produces from 350,000 to 
400,000 tons upon an area of only 100,000 acres, which is 
merely one one hundred and sixtieth part of the arable public 
lands in the Philippines adapted to sugar. Cuba, since ob- 
taining a preferential of 34 cents per hundredweight, has 
doubled her production of sugar. Porto Rico has done like- 
wise. Now, what is to hinder a vast increase of production in 
the Philippines? It is generally conceded that the natural 
conditions are ideal—soil, climate, and so forth—and that with 
up-to-date methods and machinery the industry will be enor- 
mously profitable. Where great profits are in sight the history 
of the world is that difficulties melt away and all obstacles are 
overcome. [Applause.] 

Again, Japan, exultant over her success in her recent contest, 
is rendy to begin a struggle for commercial laurels. On the 
Pacific coast are already heard mutterings of anxiety over the 
influx of Japanese to this country. Here is an opportunity for 
them to go to the Philippines, right at their doors, as it were, 
and reap the rich harvest resulting from free trade with the 
United States, the best market that the world affords. 

Sugar cane is raised by Philippine labor at from 17 to 20 
cents per day, while American farm labor ranges from $1 to 
$2 per day. The present tariff rate on sugar from the islands 
is $1.26 per hundredweight for 96° sugar, with a propor- 
tionate decrease for every degree of less purity. This bill 
proposes to take off all but 25 per cent of this duty, which will 
give importers of Philippine raw sugar a further reduction of 
about $12.60 per ton, or 63 cents per hundredweight, on all 
sugar brought from the islands to the States until 1909, and 
then absolute free trade. With a restoration to normal con- 
ditions and modern methods it is impossible to estimate with 
any degree of accuracy the extent to which production of sugar 
will increase. 

The adoption of the policy embodied in this measure means, in 
effect, that we insure the Philippine producers of sugar against 
every other country a bounty to the extent of $1.68} per 
hundredweight for every hundredweight they raise of 96° 
purity, and against Cuba’s production to the extent of $1.32 
per hundredweight. In other words, the policy is one of 
fostering and encouraging by a most liberal bounty the cane- 
sugar industry in the Tropics into competition with our own 


beet-sugar industry, a policy wholly unique and contrary to 
that of every other beet-sugar country in the world. 

Now, it is claimed by some of the advocates of this measure 
that while it is intended to and undoubtedly will stimulate 
the production and raise the price of sugar in the Philippines, 
our home industry need have no fear of injury to its own 
markets thereby; that the mere potentiality of free entrance 
to our ports will enable the Philippine producer to control the 
oriental markets of China and Japan to the extent of obtain- 
ing for his product the United States price, less transportation 
and insurance charges, without this free entrance ever becom- 
ing actual. At the same time it is frankly admitted by the 
advocates of this bill that they expect to export to the United 
States vast quantities of sugar. This argument is so palpably 
absurd and fallacious that a moment’s investigation will make it 
plain. The buyers of China and Japan will buy according to 
their needs in the world’s markets. If sugar is quoted higher 
at Iloilo than at Java or elsewhere, then Iloilo need not expect 
to sell. The mere potentiality of free entrance of Philippine 
sugar to our ports will not raise the price of sugar produced in 
other countries to any appreciable extent, and the result will be 
that the entire Philippine product above that consumed at home 
will be disposed of in this country, and our own market will be 
depressed to an extent dependent upon the total Philippine pro- 
duction. It has required a hundred years of protection to de- 
velop the beet-sugar industry in Europe to its present state of 
perfection. It is now firmly established, as the following fig 
ures on European production will show: í 


Total beet-sugar production. 


Other countries. 


Total Europe 6, 750, 478 
It has required time and experience to establish this beet- 
sugar industry in these countries; no European nation has 
thought to risk the fate of this beneficent industry to unre- 
stricted competition with the cane sugar of the Tropics. Hol- 
land, though possessing Java and the Dutch East Indies, imposes 
the same duty on sugar from her tropical possessions as from 
other parts of the world; and in spite of this Java produces 
1,000,000 tons of sugar annually to add to the world’s supply. 

Why can not the people in the Philippines be taught the same 
lesson of self-reliance instead of being coaxed and pampered in 
the most unwise and unreasonable way and to the menace and 
injury of our sugar industry here at home? [Applause.] This 
policy of unrestricted competition in the production of similar 
products between an alien oriental race and our own people in 
the end is bound to produce an intense racial antagonism. 

The Philippines came into our possession through the fortunes 
of war, and until this present time we have been legislating for 
their immediate welfare and future good. We have assumed 
the responsibility of guiding them to a higher plane of civiliza- 
tion. They have been a very unfortunate people in the past, 
but we have given them a system of education, as also the 
widest opportunity to develop the resources of their country. 
We have sent them men of high character and great ability— 
men who are singularly devoted to their interests. No greater 
proof of this devotion can be cited than the effective interces- 
sion of these same men on behalf of the islanders for the legis- 
lation embodied in this bill. With such a body of men as has 
been sent them there—conscientious, powerful, intelligent, and 
able—with all that goes with experience and wisdom, more has 
been accomplished and is being accomplished than under any 
other colonial government in the history of the world. 

The honorable Secretary of War, with other powerful allies, 
has seen fit to enlist himself in the cause of the Filipinos; in 
the present matter he has brought to bear in favor of this meas- 
ure his strong personality and forceful ability. 

The important duties whieh he has been called mn to perform 
in connection with the pacification and rehabilitation of the is- 
lands has naturally awakened within him a sympathetic inter- 
est on account of the unfortunate condition of the inhabitants. 
But in the consideration of this matter he has approached it from 
the standpoint of the benefits accruing to the isalnds, while, in 
my view, the interests of American citizens is the paramount 
consideration. [Applause.] 
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It is contended by the advocates of this measure that the 
sugar and tobacco industries are at present in a languishing con- 
dition, while the other industries are doing well. But this is 
easily accounted for in the light of the successive calamities 
that bave swept over the country, for which we are no wise 
responsible. The serious consequences of the insurrection were 
not overcome before an epidemic of “rinderpest” decimated 
their carabao ; then followed successively and deyastatingly surra, 
drought, typhoons, and ladronism, all combining to bring about 
the unfortunate conditions in these industries now prevailing 
there. But with the dawn of a brighter day and with an orderly 
administration affording protection to life and property we will 
soon be better able to determine what are the normal industrial 
conditions and capabilities of the island people. Time is the 
only thing seemingly now needed to a proper working out of 
their destiny. 

In New York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio, for instance, this in- 
dustry has not yet been established or tried to any great ex- 
tent; but the products of the mills and factories of those States— 
the manufactures of iron and steel, glass and textiles, and all the 
varied manufactures of those great States are all wisely pro- 
tected against the cheaper similar products of other countries. 
In the equipment and construction of our beet-sugar factories 
we patronize the mills and tool works of the East, all of whose 
product is protected, while it is here proposed to let this prom- 
ising industry of ours shift for itself. In other words, the pro- 
posed bill discriminates against a new and struggling industry by 
lowering the tariff which protects it against the Philippines and 
the sugar trust, but “stands pat” on industries which, by all 
logical reasoning, are infinitely better able to meet the competi- 
tion of the world. 

This bill is in the interest of, not the natives, the real owners 
of the islands and the ones entitled to our sympathy, but spec- 
ulators, exploiters, and capitalists, who alone will profit by it, 
while the beet-sugar men suffer a corresponding loss, if indeed 
their industry be not entirely wiped out. 

If Pennsylvania or Ohio, and other manufacturing States, for 
example, were situated as are the beet-sugar sections, I feel 
certain that not one of their Representatives would have any 
hesitation in voting to maintain the protection vital to their 
material welfare. Can not we then confidently and with per- 
fect propriety appeal to the Representatives of these powerful 
States, which have been the greatest beneficiaries of the princi- 
ple of protection, to unite with us against this legislation which 
veils a menace and possible destruction to the beet-sugar in- 
dustry? Can they expect to escape unscathed when the very 
fundamental principle which upholds their industries is ruth- 
lessly set aside? If the agriculturist can successfully compete 
with an alien race in a state of semicivilization, what excuse 
can be offered for maintaining the tariff wall around those in- 
dustries which involve a competition with the generously, by 
comparison, paid labor of Europe? 

The legislation now before us for consideration and action 
defines a policy with respect to these islands that has the ele- 
ments of permanency ; it is not for one, two, or three years only, 
but for a generation. The future development of the Philip- 
Dine Islands can not now be foretold. Fifty years ago our 

domain west of the Missouri was accounted of but little value 
by great statesmen of that day. 

No person, I believe, now opposing this legislation anticipates 
any phenomenally rapid development of the sugar industry in 
the Philippines, but there is no escaping the conclusion that in 
the future, whether immediate or remote, the producers in the 
United States will have to meet a competition such as no other 
beet-sugar producers in the world haye had to meet before. 
{Applause.] The prospects presented by these conditions will, 
in my opinion, retard the development of our industry and place 
its future absolutely in the power of the sugar trust. 

I trust that my apprehensions of this gloomy future will 
prove to be unfounded. I regard the encouragement of the beet- 
sugar industry as of vital importance to the welfare of the 
United States, not alone from an economic standpoint, but also 
from the fact that its growth in this country means a multipli- 
cation of farm bomes. And while the farmers of our country 
have some of the frailties of humanity, it must be conceded that 
from the farm comes, in large portion, the physical strength, 
intellectual vigor, and moral stamina that distinguish us as a 
nation. [Applanse.] 

I know of no industry where there is less danger of monopoly 
or unfair division of profits than in that of beet sugar. The 
manufacturer whose capital is invested in a factory is abso- 
lutely dependent on the farmer for his raw materials; any 
injustice or unfair treatment toward the latter will soon work 
his undoing. 


The farmer of to-day is an intelligent and reasoning man, but 
he will not be imposed on by the beet-sugar manufacturers, for 
he has recourse to a variety of profitable crops. He thus com- 
pels fair treatment of himself. 

The farmers of our land haye faith in the patriotism and 
wisdom of the Republican party. That party has always been 
true to its declaration of principles. Let us in this case make 
no exception. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I am convinced that 
I shall not be able to add anything to the discussion upon this 
great public question, but I should feel that I had been derelict 
in duty, representing as I do upon the floor of this House as 
intelligent, as patriotic, and as enterprising a constituency as is 
represented in this great House of Representatives, if I did not 
give some reason for the faith that is in me, and that will impel 
the vote that I shall cast upon this question. I shall yote, Mr. 
Chairman, against the bill proposed by the majority of the Ways 
and Means Committee, and I shall likewise oppose, reluctantly 
as I shall do it, the substitute proposed by the minority of that 
committee. I dislike at all times not to be able to follow such 
distinguished Representatives of my party as constitute the 
minority of that committee; but as a Democrat, believing in the 
principles of my party, believing in the principles of that party 
as declared with reference to the Philippine Islands, I can not 
consistently advocate the doctrine which makes the Philippine 
Islands a part of American territory, giving to its inhabitants 
the same privileges that are accorded to our own people. 

It has been well said that the Philippine Islands are either 
wholly foreign or wholly domestic. The distinguished leader 
of the minority, for whose opinions I have the highest respect, 
said in his speech on yesterday that it would take seventeen 
Philadelphia lawyers, who are proverbially smart and learned 
in the law, to determine exactly what the Supreme Court of the 
United States had decided with reference to the status of the 
Philippine Islands. I haye heard no Republican declare that 
status. If I understand the position of the Republican party on 
that question to-day, it is that they are not yet ready to say 
what shall be the permanent status of the Philippine Islands 
with reference to the United States. Taking into consideraion, 
then, the uncertain position occupied by the United States with 
reference to the legal status of the islands, the doubtful status 
in the minds of the Republicans themselves, I prefer as a Dem- 
ocrat, following the principles of my party, following its de- 
clared principles on this subject, and that is to treat the Philip- 
pine Islands as foreign territory, at least until the time shall 
arrive when its permanent status shall be irrevocably fixed. 
Yor that reason, Mr. Chairman, I shall vote against this bill. 
I am not voting against the minority proposition or the majority 
bill on the ground that I am in favor of a high protective tariff, 
for I am not. So far as the industries of my State are con- 
cerned, if I believed that the Philippine Islands were a part of 
this great Republic, I would vote for the minority substitute, 
because I hold that every citizen of this great Republic wherever 
the flag floats is entitled to the same rights, the same privi- 
leges, the same powers, and the same duties should be exacted 
of him as of any other citizen wherever he may live. But I 
do not believe that. It is not true. The Republican party itself 
does not say it is true. So, for that reason, following Dem- 
ocratic precedents, following the declared purposes of my party, 
adhering to those principles as they have been declared, I shall 
vote against it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to one other 
proposition before I take my seat. Republican Member of 
Congress after Republican Member of Congress has stood upon 
his feet on this floor and has referred to the Democratic party 
as a free-trade party. The distinguished gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Grosvenor] and from him on down, every one has declared 
the Democracy to be a free-trade party. I want to straighten 
that record, if I can, now. The Democratic party, and I assert 
it without fear of successful contradiction by even so able, 
astute, and strong a special pleader as is the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio, has never declared for free trade. It is 
not now for free trade. It never has been for free trade in all 
of its history. What is the test? Not the declaration made 
by a member of the party in the heat of debate, howeyer dis- 
tinguished and able he may be, not the declaration of two or 
more members of a political party, but the true test, the only 
test, to determine the faith of any political party is its plat- 
form declarations and its legislative enactments when it has 
the power to make law. If that is a fair test, then I want to 
invite your attention for a moment or two to what the Dem- 
ocratic party has declared on the subject of tariff. 

I go back to the time when the Democratic party as a national 
organization made its first platform declaration on this subject, 
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and that was in 1840. From then until now the Democratic 
party has stood consistently, “ in season and out of season,” for 
a tariff as the best means of raising revenue for the support of 
the Government. In 1840 they said this: 

That it is the duty of every branch of the Government to enforce 
and practice the most rigid economy in condu our public affairs, 
and that no more revenue ought to be raised than to defray 
the necessary expenses of the Government, 


In after years, from 1840 down to 1868, they reaffirmed that 
declaration. In 1868 they said this: 


A tariff for revenue upon foreign imports, and such equal taxation 
under the internal-revenue laws as will afford incidental 


rotection to 
domestic manufactures, and as will, without impairing revenue, 
impose the least burden upon and best promote and encourage the 


great industrial interests of the country. 

In 1872 the convention that nominated Mr. Greeley made this 
declaration: 

We demand a tem of Federal taxation which shall not unneces- 
sarily interfere th the industry of the people and which shall pro- 
vide the means necessary to pay the mses of the Government, eco- 
nomically administered, the pensions. e interest on the public debt, 
and a moderate reduction annually of the principal thereof; and recog- 


nizing that there ure in our midst honest but irreconcilable differences 
of o m with rd to the respective systems of prot n and free 
trade, we remit the discussion of the subject to e people in their 

Songress thereon, 


pom eee districts and to the decision of the C 
wholly free from Bxecutive interference or dictation. 


The convention in 1872 which nominated Mr. O’Conor said 


this: 

That we favor a judicious tariff for revenue pu only, and that 
we are unalterably opposed to class legislation, which — a few 
at the expense of the many, under the plea of protection. 

In 1876 we said this: 

We demand that all custom-house taxation shall be only for revenue. 

In 1880 our declaration was: 

A tariff for revenue only. 

In 1884 they said this: 


Knowlng full well, however, that legislation affecting the rations 
of the people should be cautious and conservative in meth „ not in 
advance of public opinion, but msive to its demands, the Demo- 


cratic party is neama to revise the tariff in a spirit of fairness to all 
interests. But making reduction in taxes it not pri to in- 
jure any domestic industries, but rather to promote their healthy 
. From the foundation of this Government taxes collected at 
he custom-house have been the chief source of Federal revenue. Such 
they must continue to be. Moreover, many industries have come to 
tely upon legislation for successful continuance, so that any change of 
law must be at every ste ul of the labor and the capital thus 
Involved. The process o ‘orm must be subject in the execution to 
this plain dictate of justice: All taxation shall be limited to the 
requirements of economical government. The necessary reduction and 
taxation can and must be effected without depriving American labor of 
the ability to compete successfully with foreign labor and without im- 
posing lower rates of duty than will be ample to cover inc: 
cost of production which may exist in consequence of the higher rate 
of wages rion: in this country. Sufficient revenue to pay all the 
expenses of the Federal Government, economically administered, in- 
cluding pensions, interest, and principal of the public debt, can be got 
under our present tem of taxation from the custom-house taxes on 
fewer 2 ete articles, bearing heaviest on articles of luxury and 
bearing lightest on articles of necessity. We therefore denounce the 
abuses of the existing tariff, and, subject to the preceding limitations, 
we demand that Federal taxation shall be exclusively for public pur- 
poses and shall not exceed the needs of the Government economically 
administered. 
In 1888 we said: , 


Our established domestic industries and enterprises should not and 
need not be endan the reduction and correction of the burdens 
of taxation. On the con a fair and careful revision of our tax 
laws, with due allowance for the difference between the wages of Amer- 
ican and foreign labor, must promote and encourage every branch 
of such industries and enterpr' by giving them assurance of an 
extended market and steady and continuous operation. 

In the interests of rican labor, which should in no event be 
neglected, the revision of our tax laws 55 by the Democratie 
party should promote the advan of such labor, by cheapening the 
cost of necessaries of life in the home of every workingman, and at 
the same time securing to him steady and remunerative employment. 
lage this question of tariff reform, so closely concerning every phase 
of our national life, and upon every question involved in the problem 
of government, the Democratic party submits its principles and 
professions to the intelligent suffrages of the American people. 


In 1892 the Democratic party declared: 
We denounce of the 
ew. We 


ss gr eee Mis 
gy it to a fundamental principle of the Democratic party that 


sities of the Government when honestly and economically administered. 

In 1896 this was the declaration of the Democratic party: 

We hold that tariff duties should be levied for purposes of revenue, 
such duties to be so adjusted as to operate equally reg or the 
preg § and not discriminate between class or section, and t taxa- 
tion should be limited the needs of the Government, honestly and 
economically administer 

In 1900 they said: 

We condemn the 8 law as a trust-breeding measure, 
skillfully devised to few favors which they do not deserve 
and to place upon many burdens which they should not bear. 
Tariff laws should be amended by putting the products of trusts upon 
the free list to prevent monopoly under the plea of protection. 
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In 1904 here is the declaration as to robbery, about which so 
much has been said: 


We denounce 
aly. adminiabered: again 
a 
pe ie class, or section, to the end that the burdens of taxation 
shall be distributed as equally as possible. We favor a revision and 
a gradual reduction of the tariff by the friends of the masses and for 
the common weal, and not by the friends of its abuses, its extortions, 
in view the ultimate ends of “ equality 
of burdens and equality of opportunities,” and the constitutional pur- 
taxation, to wit, the support of the Fed- 
simplicity. 

Now, Mr. that was not a denunciation of protection 
in the abstract, but it was a denunciation of the principle of 
protection as practiced by the Republican party, making it 
possible for goods manufactured in this country to be shipped 
thousands of miles from here and sold to the foreigner at a yery 
much less price than the American farmer could buy them, so 
that in that platform the denunciation as “robbery” is not of 
the simple abstract question of protection. We can not have a 
tariff for revenue, no matter how slight, but that it will in some 
degree afford protection to somebody. They did not denounce 
this question of protection per se in the abstract, but they did 
denounce it as practiced by the Republican party, and by the aid 
of which they had fostered and built up the great trusts of the 
country which are now sapping the very lifeblood of the people. 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, I am against this proposition. I 
want to put the Democratic party right. We are not a free- 
trade party, never have been, are not now, and never will be. 
The Democratic party has always stood for a tariff on imports, 
but they have demanded that the tariff should be so levied as to 
weigh lightest upon those who could least afford to carry the 
burden and heaviest upon those who could best afford to carry 
it; that that tariff should be so levied as not to build up a few. 
favored industries at the expense of the entire American people; 
that that tax should be so levied as to produce a revenue, not to 
prohibit the importation of goods; that that tariff should be so 
levied as to raise sufficient revenue for the honest, economical, 
ample administration of the affairs of this Government. A 
tariff beyond that, a tariff levied purely and simply to enrich 
the few at the expense of the many is a robbery, and it can not 
be denominated anything else. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I shall vote, as I said in the beginning, 
against the bill proposed by these gentlemen. They talk about 
consistency. They twit us with being inconsistent. Why, in 
1896, I believe it was, the Republican party which now pro- 
claims to the world that it has always been the consistent and 
unflinching advocate of the gold standard, in its platform de- 
nounced the Administration of Mr. Cleveland for what they, 
said were his efforts to demonetize silver. And yet they talk 
of consistency ! 

Why, the Democratic party has been consistent on that ques- 
tion as on this. The Democratic party. has always stood for 
bimetallism, the use of both gold and silver as the money of the 
country. The Democratic party has always stood for a tariff 
as I have stated it, and stands there to-day; and, occupying 
that position, I can not vote for a bill which, while claiming to 
be in the fatherly interest of the Filipinos, and framed on the 
assumption that they are the wards of this people, undertakes 
to do what this bill will do—deliver the islands wholly into the 
hands of the sugar and tobacco trusts for exploitation. If I 
were not impressed with the view that the Philippines are not 
a part of this country, I do not hesitate to say if this bill came 
here and it was purely a question of standing by the sugar 
planter of Louisiana, the beet-sugar men of Colorado, Michigan, 
and Wisconsin, or the little brown man in the Philippines, I 
should stand by my own blood and bone in Louisiana, Michigan, 
and Wisconsin. I should stand by the American farmer, and I 
would not support this bill, because I believe it is not meant 
for the Filipino, but it is meant to allow the sugar trust to 
exploit the Philippines to their hearts’ content. 

I thank you. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, the objections to the policy, 
of free trade with the Philippine Islands could easily have 
been foreseen before those islands were annexed to the United 
States. The policy involved in this bill is no surprise to the 
country. It was ordained seven years ago, when the treaty 
of Paris was ratified, and unless we are to suppose that the 
American people should prove false to the fundamental princi- 
ple of their political gospel, which was in existence before they, 
were and which they had religiously observed until that time, 
it was inevitable that sooner or later we should haye free trade 
with the Philippine Islands. I do not have any sympathy with 
those gentlemen who were the original advocates of annexation 
and who are now viewing with alarm the threatened destruc- 
tion of American industries. I think they should manfully, 


recognize that they are simply going to pay the price for hav- 
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ing indulged in some beautiful rhetoric about the flag, how it 
should never be hauled down no matter for what purpose it 
had been run up, and also for the pleasure of standing upon the 
mount of prophecy and seeing dazzling visions of an illimitable 
trade destined never to exist. They are paying the penalty 
to-day for having contributed toward making the Philippine 
Islands American territory. 

My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], who is one of 
the most genuine orators I have ever listened to upon this floor, 
in a burst of piety and eloquence yesterday credited the provi- 
dence of God with the responsibility or the glory for our pos- 
session of the Philippine Archipelago. This observation of my 
friend reminded me of a remark credited to Mr. Henry La- 
bouchere concerning a celebrated British statesman. He did 
not find fault, Mr. Labouchere said, that that statesman should 
now and then be found with an ace up his sleeve, but he did 
object when he claimed that it was put there by Divine Provi- 
dence. [Laughter.] Horace, in his Art of Poetry, has said that 
you should not introduce a deity upon the scene unless there 
were some very hard knot to untie, which it would require a 
deity to do, and it seems to me gentlemen who have defended 
our Philippine policy here have acted strictly within the rule 
laid down by Horace. They have a hard knot to untie, and 
they have frequently introduced Providence into this debate. 
It is a convenient refuge to fly to when one is hard pressed for 
argument, 

The policy of free trade was established, to my mind, when 
we annexed the Philippine Islands, and my action was deter- 
mined for me by others in spite of my opposition when annexa- 
tion was decreed, and I feel constrained to support free trade 
as a necessary result of annexation. It was ordained when we 
bought from Spain the bloodiest foreign war in which this 
Republic ever engaged. I say foreign war, because those peo- 
ple never owed us any allegiance whatever, and the war was 
purely one of conquest and subjugation. It was a war aptly 
characterized by the fine line cited by Mr. Mead: 

Cursed is the war no poet sings, 

Imagine, if you can, an American poet singing and the Ameri- 
can schoolboy declaiming the most glorious exploit of that war, 
the capture of the Philippine chieftain by American soldiers in 
Philippine uniforms at the very moment when he was extending 
to them succor from impending starvation. 

The bill before the House illustrates, to my mind, one of 
the inherent yices of our Philippine policy. Whom do we 
represent here to-day? The Secretary of War was in doubt 
whether he primarily represented the people of the Philippines 
or the people of this country. A great banker may at the same 
moment of time—because it has been done—represent an in- 
surance company which buys and the banking firm which sells 
securities. [Laughter.] Another Napoleon of finance at the 
head of an insurance company may in his wisdom and beneyo- 
lence disburse the trust funds in his hands for the conversion of 
the political heathen in the United States. [Laughter.] 

But we are sitting under peculiar ‘sanction. We are the trus- 
tees of the American people and can have no divided allegiance. 
We are bound strictly to the duty that we owe our people. It 
is hardly for us to indulge in self-congratulation over our be- 
nevolence. In the first place, it is a purely obtrusive benevo- 
lence. The Filipino people have not asked for it. We have 
forced it upon them at the cannon’s mouth. In the next place, 
we are not a missionary society, but the chosen servants of the 
American people, and to my mind it appears hypocritical self- 
palaver and repugnant to all sound notions of official responsi- 
bility for us to congratulate ourselves, when we are using powers 
we hold in trust, on the benevolence we are showing the people 
of the Philippine Islands. 

Who represents the people of those islands to-day? Suppose 
that they had the power that we have, and were making tax 
laws to-day for both themselves and for us. I am not saying 
what they might think best to give us in their benevolence, but 
some might think it well for them to have peculiar trade rela- 
tions with the great group of nations which nature had given 
them as neighbors. Has that fact any consideration to-day? 
When one attempts to represent both sides in a trade, he is not 
apt adequately to represent either. 

I believe that when the Philippine Islands became American 
territory they were entitled to that uniformity of duties pre- 
scribed by the Constitution, and it was their constitutional right 
to trade with other portions of American territory. I know the 
Supreme Court has decided differently from that by a majority 
of one in the Porto Rico case. There were two cases decided in 
one day, involving two apparently contradictory positions. 
There were two groups of four justices, and one justice rendered 
the opinion of the court in one case and then he joined the 
other group of four justices and rendered the opinion in that 


case. One of the other justices, who upheld the constitutionality 
of that act, said the two positions were absolutely irreconcilable. 
The circumstances of a decision have very much to do with the 
weight that it receives with a member of the political depart- 
ment of the Government bound by his own oath to defend the 
Constitution. Four of the justices, notwithstanding that deci- 
sion in the Porto Rico case, in a subsequent case decided still 
that that policy was unconstitutional. Now, if the decision of the 
court does not bind even the justices themselves—and how could 
a decision ever be reversed if it did bind them—how can it be 
said to bind Members of Congress, members of a coordinate 
branch of the Government? 

The Supreme Court, for instance, has decided that an income 
tax is not constitutional. Suppose a proposition for an income 
tax were submitted to this House, would any Member on the 
other side be able to vote for that tax in the face of the de- 
cision of the court? In that view of it the income-tax ques- 
tion was settled by a majority opinion for all time. 

I believe that the policy of taxation against people inhabit- 
ing American territory is not only contrary to our Constitu- 
tion, but if we had only an unwritten constitution it would be 
contrary to the very genius of our institutions. That was the 
position I took in the Porto Rican case when I opposed the 
passage of that bill. 

But if I did not feel impelled, Mr. Chairman, to vote in favor 
of free trade with the Philippine Islands, upon the high political 
grounds I have referred to, I confess as a purely economic 
question I should hesitate to vote for this bill. I am for 
judicious revision of the tariff, but I am not in favor of a 
change of tariff by grafting upon our body politic tropical 
parasites which may absorb the vital forces of the American 
commonwealth, [Applause.] I am unable to see—speaking now 
from a purely economic standpoint—I am unable to see any 
economic ground that would support free trade with the Philip- 
pine Islands that would not more strongly support free trade 
with almost any other portion of the earth’s surface. 

They are at the antipodes, and are not more remote in dis- 
tance than are their civilization and their social system different 
from our own. In their standard of living, their scale of wages, 
their climate, and their soil they differ almost as radically from 
us as do any people upon the globe. It is said they can not raise 
sugar in competition with our American farmers because their 
methods of production are antiquated and their sugar low grade, 
and the soil adapted to the raising of it very limited in amount. 
But suppose some American with skill and capital, like Mr. 
Atkins, the great Cuban sugar planter, should go there, or sup- 
pose that Germans or Englishmen should go there with modern 
machinery, and equip mills and raise sugar as they raise it in 
Cuba, do you fancy we should have on our hands simply the 
question of sun-dried sugar made with carabaos? We should 
have 96° sugar, and, in my opinion, be likely to have sugar made 
there as cheaply as in Cuba. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania said: “ Why, the Amer- 
ican capitalist will not go to such a remote place as the Philip- 
pine Islands; he will choose territory where there are railroads 
and schools and facilities for business,” but I say to you, gen- 
tlemen, the American capitalist is emphatically a pioneer. He 
loves to plant his money in a mine upon a distant mountain 
side; he loves to go into an empty territory and to places re- 
mote from civilization, in the hope that some time his own will 
return to him a hundredfold. The Philippine Islands with free 
trade is the very spot that the American capitalist would seek. 

Take the Sandwich Islands. I think we are likely to have 
reproduced the same condition that we had after we made the 
treaty with those islands. I have heard it said in debate on 
this floor that before the making of the treaty the Sandwich 
Islands were producing only about 11,000 tons of sugar a 
year, and I have also heard it said upon good authority that 
it was urged at that time that the limit of their production was 
about 70,000 tons, and yet this last year I believe they produced 
400,000 tons. Suppose we have three-quarters of a million acres 
of the 70,000,000 acres in the Philippines devoted to sugar cul- 
ture. If, as Governor Taft said, the Philippine Islands have 
more arable land, more rich soil, than Japan, with her 50,000,000 
of people; if, as Governor Wright said, the Philippine soil will 
raise more sugar to the acre than that of the Sandwich Islands; 
if, as our officers in their reports have repeatedly said, the 
Filipino laborer is superior to the Chinese laborer, it seems to 
me that we are willfully closing our eyes and we are making 
ourselyes the victims of a self-delusion if we do not see that 
we are perhaps sounding the knell of the sugar industry in this 
country. 

In my opinion, the present sugar duty might have been made 
somewhat lower than it is, but I believe there should have been 
a very substantial duty. I believe that the effect of that duty 
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has been to stimulate the production of sugar in this country, 
and if the farmers could be assured that it would be stable 
we should see still greater quantities produced here, and ulti- 
mately a lowering of the price. It is a great thing for the 
farmer, because it aids in diversifying agriculture and giving 
him a new profitable crop, and in justice we should remember 
that the farmer has been compelled to bear the brunt of the 
burden of ‘the policy of protection. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] So I say, Mr. Chairman, and I wish to state this 
case precisely as it appears to my mind, if I felt free to treat 
this question purely as an economic question and if I did not 


-feel impelled by the views I have upon the constitutional and 


great underlying political questions, I should vote against this 
bill. The farmer is paying the penalty because some of our 
statesmen at a critical time in the history of the nation saw fit 
to “ think imperially.” 

Now, that is all that I intended to say upon this bill, but certain 
allusions to the Commonwealth that I have the honor to repre- 
sent in part lead me to add a few words more. I shall indulge 
in no eulogy, because I do not wish to offend some sensitive 
gentlemen who in this debate have alluded to her with perhaps 
something approaching asperity. My friend the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor], as I understand it, said 
that Massachusetts had been brought up by hand from infancy 
upon the pap of protection, and this taunt was echoed by the 
leader of the minority. Well, Mr. Chairman, if she was brought 
up by hand upon that diet she was brought up by a more power- 
ful hand than hers, because she was torn by force from the 
breast of her natural mother, which is the sea. I think I shall 
not be accused of exaggeration when I say that Massachusetts 
in a far higher degree than any of her sister colonies inherited 
that instinct which made the mother country the mistress of the 
ocean. 

She went into commerce and grew rich, and after the war of 
1812, when she sat among the ruins of her commerce, destroyed 
by embargoes and by war, with a sublime patience and courage 
went to work to build it up again, and then a new obstacle 
was thrust between her and the sea in the shape of high tariff 
duties imposed in spite of and against the protest and votes of 
her Representatives, and imposed upon her by the Representa- 
tives from the South and the West. Is she to be sneered at 
to-day because she gracefully acquiesced in that policy forced 
upon her—acquiesced as she always has in any decreed policy 
of this nation? And so she embarked in manufacture, and, 
under this system of protection if you will, but largely by her 
thrift and the skill of her mechanics and the happy genius of 
her people, she became rich, although she is not to-day, rela- 
tively to the rest of the country, so preeminent in wealth as 
she was when this policy was adopted. 

And she has not lagged behind the other States, I think you 
will pardon me for saying, in other respects. She has contrib- 
uted to education, to art, to literature, to the prevention of 
grinding up the souls of young children in workshops, and to 
those other noble things which, far more than your wealth and 
your wars and your crusades undertaken to force “ education” 
upon reluctant peoples at the point of the bayonet, will tell for 
your real and abiding glory. [Applause.] 

What is her fault to-day? It is that under her system of 
untrammeled freedom of speech and of public discussion a 
great and increasing number of her people have dared to think 
and to say that the whirling changes of the nine years that have 
elapsed since the passage of the Dingley Act have thrown some 
of those great schedules out of gear with existing conditions, 
and that some duties, just, or at least harmless at the time they 
were enacted, have, by reason of industrial combination to 
stifle internal competition, and from other reasons, become 
exorbitant, and instead of protecting the people they are shield- 
ing monopoly and aiding it to pick the pockets of the people. 
[ Applause. ] 

And they are somewhat weary of seeing that ancient friend 
of ours paraded upon ceremonial occasions, namely, “If the 
tariff is to be revised, let it be revised by its friends.” If the 
tariff can ever be revised by its friends, can it not be revised 
by a Congress two-thirds of whose members in both the Senate 
and the House are Republicans? [Applause.] 

I think that our noble governor never said a truer word—that 
a truer word never was spoken—than when he said that upon 
a “stand-pat platform” last fall the State would have been 
lost to the Republicans. 

Now, the people of Massachusetts are only thinking a little 
in advance of some of the people—not all of the other people 
of this country. Soon this idea will invade New York and 
Illinois and Ohio, gathering force as it moves; and I say to you 
that if we do not treat protection as a rational principle instead 
of a cast-iron, immutable set of schedules, we are liable to have 
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the Democratic party, and then possibly the deluge. [Laughter 
and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. LonewortH]. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I confess that it is with 
some diffidence that I rise to speak upon this bill, because it is 
hard to think what can be said that has not already been said 
on this subject. The question with which this bill is at all con- 
cerned and many questions with which it is not at all concerned 
have been argued ably upon this floor. And it is almost im- 
possible that I shall be able to say anything instructive or in- 
teresting upon this subject. I am further overwhelmed with 
embarrassment at having at the outset to differ with my dis- 
tinguished friend the gentleman from Ohio, General GROSVENOR, 
upon some of his opinions as to the brilliant future of the Philip- 
pine Islands and as to the noble character of the Filipino people. 
I can not bring it to my mind that there is any brilliant future 
for the Philippine Islands, and with the sole exception of the 
love for the family and the home that the average Filipino 
possesses I can see nothing to admire in his character. I am 
glad to say I can vote for this bill with absolute conviction that 
its passage can not damage one iota any American industry or 
any American labor employed in that industry. 

I do not profess to be an expert upon sugar or tobacco, but 
I can not bring myself to think for a moment, concerning the 
sugar question, that one small island in the Philippines, the 
island of Negros, the only place where sugar has ever been 
grown in the Philippines, an island without a port or a harbor, 
surrounded by such shoal water that nothing but barges and 
canoes can land upon it, can ever produce enough sugar to 
have any effect upon the price of sugar in this country. And 
all the more am I convinced of this fact when I am told that 
the labor that is employed on that island, at least the majority 
of it, must be imported from other islands; and those who have 
seen the Filipino imported laborer know that we have not much 
to fear from him. So far as the tobacco question is concerned, 
I will simply say to anyone who is afraid that Philippine cigars 
will ever compete with American cigars, “ Smoke them and you 
will be convinced.” 

But, in my opinion, the question involved in the passage 
of this bill, the great principle underlying it, is not a question 
of expediency, but a question of national honor. In passing it 
we shall only be doing that which the Filipinos rightfully ex- 
pect from us and that which we owe to them and to ourselves 
to do for them. We have gone too far now to honorably 
withdraw. 

We owe it to the Filipinos that so long as we shall be in pos- 
session of the Philippine Islands we will do all we can to 
give them the comforts and the blessings inherent in American 
citizenship. We owe it to them to assist them in every way 
possible to build up their industries, to improve their condition, 
and to educate their children. For one I am not in favor of 
holding the Philippine Islands as a part of the territory of the 
United States a moment longer than we absolutely have to. 
{Applause.] I am in favor of turning those islands over to the 
Philippine people to govern for themselves at the first moment 
that they have proved to us that they are capable of governing 
themselves, but I am not in favor of turning them over a mo- 
ment before that time. How soon that time may come Provi- 
dence alone knows; but I say the sooner the better for them and 
for us [renewed applause] ; and the way to speed that moment is 
to do everything that this nation possibly can for their material 
benefit and for their mental and moral uplifting. 

There are two prime characteristics in the Filipino people that 
render them to-day, in my opinion, absolutely incapable of self- 
government. The average Filipino mind can form no conception 
of the duty of a public officer to the people. The average Fili- 
pino mind can form no conception of the dignity of labor. Until 
the Filipino mind shall haye proved itself capable of forming 
these two conceptions, it would be, in my mind, nothing short of 
a national crime to turn the islands over to them, for it could do 
nothing else, even with all the safeguards of an international 
treaty of neutrality, but condemn them to almost immediate an- 
archy and bloodshed. We can not blame the Filipino for not 
understanding the obligation of a public officer to the people. 
Until the occupancy of those islands by this Government, for 
hundreds of years under Spanish rule, the Filipinos had hardly 
ever seen a man in public office who was animated by any other 
motives save purely the exploitation of Spanish interests and the 
filling, incidentally, of his own pocket. 

I was told by a gentleman who has resided many years in the 
Philippines, and who has acted on very many occasions as an 
interpreter, that when he was first called upon to translate the 
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phrase “ Public office is a public trust” he could find no words 
to make that plain to the Filipino mind. That phrase seems to 
be simply untranslatable into Tagalog or Spanish. 

I have frequently heard it said in this debate that the Fili- 
pino is lazy and will not work any more than he absolutely has 
to; and small blame to him for that, for I am prepared to say 
that if the hardest-working Member of this House were to live 
for many years in that outrageous climate he would be lazy too. 
[Laughter.] But there is something of much deeper root in 
the Filipino character than mere laziness, and that is that he 
thinks it is dishonorable to work; and with these conceptions 
at the very root of Filipino character, how can we imagine for 
a moment that they could form a republic which could live for 
a week? 

I desire to quote briefly at this point from the memorial pre- 
sented to the members of Secretary Taft’s party by those Fili- 
pinos who argued in favor of immediate independence. I might 
add that they came before us under the chaperonage of a Fili- 
pino patriot from Boston. [Laughter.] So it is apparent that 
some Boston people are for free Filipinos as well as for free 
hides. [Renewed laughter.] I will only quote a very few sen- 
tences, but this I desire briefly to call attention to, because this 
was the great argument they advanced to show that the Fili- 
pinos are now in a position to govern themselves. This was 
mentioned by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL], but I 
would like to quote the exact language. They say: 

It is: undeniable that there exists in the Philippines, In sufficient 
numbers, the so-called “directing class,” a small portion of which is 
employed by the present government In all the branches of administra- 
8 5 and effectively with the government in its 
Eoi; the Filipino archipelago has a governable popat mass, called 
upon to obey, and a directing mass in charge of leading, it then has 
conditions to govern itself by itself. These are the only two factors, 
without counting the casuals, who determine the popular 5 of 
a country. The directing class is the entity that knows how to lead 
and the popular mass is the entity that knows how to obey. The 

de of culture in which the directing class and the ular mass of 

e Filipino le find itself is strictly and relatively comparable be- 
. — itself, from one to the other class. 

That is the foundation upon which they propose to build a 
republic modeled after the American Republic. They refer 
quite casually to the fact that there are a number of languages 
spoken in the Philippine Islands—some one hundred, I believe. 
They all sounded a good deal alike to me, so that I can not be 
accurate on that point. They say: 

Th ity in la: is nditi but t necessary to 
alin Galt eae Spain, Switzerland, —— Raia, and hat 
free States do not possess it, and nevertheless they = their own 
destinies. The plurality of dialects which are spoken in the Philip- 
pines is not an impediment to the progress of a government. 

I would like now to read a sentence. I think it ranks with 
Mark Twain’s celebrated story of the “ jumping frog” as a lit- 
erary gem: 

The fact that there lacks the Immortal figure of Washin 1 
Insignia of Jefferson in the Philippines does not — tate it te 
its own government. Nations who are to-day independent, many pro- 
digious in civilization, have constituted themselves in erg liberty 

without 3 possessed personals of its stature. Cuba and Panama, 
deci ared ics yesterday by the same North America, neither was 
addicted to fo the memory of such great men. 

And upon this evidence they ask us to confer upon them the 
blessings of self-government. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to print the English 
translation of this memorial in the Rrconp as a part of my 
remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
extend his remarks in the Recorp, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The document in question is as follows: 

[Copy of the memorial ane Ea pet the independence of the Phili 

3 to Taft's party in its visit to these islands by pas 

c 
To the honorable 8 marion and th War of e Government of the United 

States of North A 

his illustrious ee k reeting: 

The cea tyne tah 0 tne em seme who, yesterday, directed affec- 


of jubilee, shall — bid Fon ag — A ees Piba hopes that this visit, 
with which you are honorin fruitful in bene 
country and cause another t glory to he Bag to yours. Before 
you abandon these shores we, tee: su document, having 
the belief of Interpreting the popular o poner Bag 8 we believe in 
8 the true and unanimous feeling of the count 
Hoong n our country’s name, to address ourselves to e Congress of 
the United States, authorized by the same, and through you, as a dig- 
nified channel, to forward our petition, which is unique an aor 
and which we express in a solemn form as a conclusion of the following 
considerations : 

Neither have the ce of great a and abundance nor the 
hard times which this country ben suffered have succeeded 
in 8 from it the constant desire to be, some day, master of its 
own a ons. 

Historical facts affirm that before — Spanish domination the Fii- 
pino people had their own culture and civilization derived from the 
purity of customs, the morals in the acts and natural conditions of its 


inhabitants. It is aver’ that there existed a government of order 
in the Philippines at that time. The rights of property were not then 
violated nor the personal privileges were profanated. Slavery, in Its 
social sense of the word, was not known this country, as well as 
cannibalism, alcoholism, lism, anarchy, nihilism, or communism, 
nor was there any knowledge atrocious and hair-raising crimes. 

Aided by such happy circumstances, the Filipino ple have been 
assimilating the occidental civilization gradually, little by little, with- 
out any pressure or violence, and the ilation has been so perfect 
a labor of more centuries, that it results that the extreme 
Orient is the country in which the infiuence of the Occident terminates. 

8 enn culture being occidental, its characteristics and popular 
b overfloat in all orders of life. It did not loose it, nor 

ver eto 


In spite of its undoubtful 8 8 resulting from its present 
grade of culture and civilization, we, the Filipinos, are refused, in 
3 tones and forms, arerin aÀ 8 self-government when pre- 
cisely acts, experiences, and „ speak for themselves, among 
= the follow: deserve to be cited 
It is a fact that the Filipino people is indisputably governable. 
Te period of the Spanish domination and that of the present American 
sovereignty have demonstrated it. The 3 condition of a country 
12 depends upon the grade of its — Passion pete From a 
igher grade of governing the popular masses Lee tor its 
higher political condition. When a country like = re el pines does 
ve Gr poo of knowing how to ots for a period more than 
hree hund years without any serious disturbances or — pamos 
commotions, it should humanely be supposed; as all shows that it is 
progressive, that it is in possession of the art of leading, ever so much 
more when it has, among other faculties, assimilations which distin- 
guishes it from the rest of the other countries of the extreme Orient. 

B. If the mass of a country is governable, a part of it should neces- 
sarily have to be that termed as the directing class, such as in the 
journey of progress, the same Ss the moral order as in the 
the nations do not progress in comparison, some go forward and others 
behind, this can be observed in the inhabitants of a country. 

It is undeniable that there exists in 2 Philippines, in sufficient num- 
bers, the so-called “directing class,” a small portion of which is em- 
ployed the present government in all the branches of administration, 
cool an actively and effectively with the government in its guber- 

or’ a 


mae os = Fill ino Archi 7 5 a a governable ular mass called 
cece hee eeth 8 p „ it then has con- 


t js not feasible to to compare the inculture of the 3 popular 
— with pov of the American, as an example, which has less of 
eke es but more of the directing class, or again, Nhe eulture 
of th pilipino s directing class to that of the American, which, of course, 
is greater, compared to that of its fn gh mass, this same me peng 
applicable in respect to the numbering quantity of one class wi 
lation to that of the other, a theory which should not be lost ht of, 
remembering that there exists maxim, half, and smallest grades in: 
distinctively in the Saxon kind from that of the Latin than in the 
general of self-government. 

D. Due to this same com ess of the de of culture in which 
the directing class of the Filipino popio finds itself with relation to 
that of the popular mass, it can be told without any fear of mistake 
ete a Naf the time comes when the country rules its own destinies, 
far from — e scrupulous as harbored by some, a model 
of justice vernment that should establish itself, 2 
nelther the acne Sa ng class should be so superior 
make itself be obeyed tyrannically, nor the inculture of the Eat 55 
mass should be so great as to allow itself to be tyrannized. In a case 
of notable disequilibrium between the culture of a class and the in- 
culture of another is when the 
which does not exist in the ippines, where, in this respect, it is 
completely relative. 

E. The conditions of the Filipino people which govern it 2 
derived from its secular connivance with a race from which it inherited 
wise principles of 8 which, although be it from the Latin 
class, are 8 y common consent by the civilized nations, dating 
much before the 8 domination, ict political capacity which the 
Filipinos gave gallant proofs of during the ephemerous life of the late 
Filipino ublic, in whose territory, i Spin ofi of N 5 took place over 
the hot ashes of the rexolution against d been its metrop- 
olis, there then reigned complete tranquillity; 3 orders issued from 
high spheres were executed without any pungency by the low ones. 
There was no complete economical gp then, because of that abnor- 
mal state, it is true; neither is there no 

As a fact which proves the culture that the Filipino people possessed 
before the Star-Spangled Banner waved over its dominions can be cited 
the statistics of its then intellectual movement. In the academical 
course from 1896 to 1897 there was in that university a registered list 
of students in the followin ng form: Fifteen in theology, 7 in canonical 
law, 1,298 in civil law, 357 in medicine, 169 in pharmacy, 244 in the 

notarial rofession, 160 in philosophy and letters, and 54 sciences. 

F. If e Filipinos did not have beforehand conditions for self- 
government they would not have been able to aid America with the 
efficacy with which it has until now been doing in the implantation in 
these islands of a government which is completely new. It would 
have stumbled with uns ble difficulties and produced deep dis- 

turbances in all the order of administration. much more when the 
institution of the present government was rapid, nearly instantaneous, 
su the natives Who, without bein 


reviously prepared, soon 
ass rape fe however, new theories and doctrines in mat of govern- 
ment and Inistration. This affirmation is not denied. In the six 


years that the country has carried under the present régime, the 

Filipinos, scarce in numbers who took part in the same, over whose 

shoulders weighs the greatest part of responsibility, did not give signs 

of inaptitude. On the contrary, their conduct is of a happy result. as 

Is shown and more profoundly in that of the branch of municipal gov- 
ernment, completely in charge of the native element. 

G. The American le, upon taking upon themselyes the tutoring 

th Seren faldi ns the Pilipino pe * 

o ing pino people in esta ng a soun 
nt these ands. will not, undoubtedly, draw itself 
from t this eee if, in spite of the wise recommendation of 


ranny of a — ——. could take place. 
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McKinley, which consist in procuring to respect our habits, customs, 
and laws they should implant in these islands a government which 
would be not adaptable to our way of being, giving clearly to under- 
stand that the government that should be established has to be a gov- 
ernment of a strictly Filipino character. 

H. The caciquism of which there is made a pretext in order to 
deny the political capacity of the Filipinos shall never exist in this 
country, where the slavery, which is a minimous term for it, has also 
never existed, given to its special customs, apart from that there has 
not yet been found the case in which one race rules over others of the 
same race, and 5 that if later this should exist, precisely when 
the country should be independent, goes to show that in other free 
states the same is known to exist. In this case it would be but little 
humane to attribute it particularly to the Filipinos only as a motive to 
deny N 24 political capacity, a defect which is peculiar in humanity in 
general. 

I, The unity in a language is a condition; yes, but not necessary to 
enjoy self-government, 

Spain, Switzerland, Germany, Russia, and other free states do not 
possess it, and nevertheless they govern their own destinies. The plu- 
rality of dialects which are spoken in the Philippines is not an im- 
pediment to the progress of a government. ‘This plurality of dialects 
already existed when Spain governed this country, and during these 
centuries of domination it did not disturb Spain in its affairs of gov- 
ernment, because Spain would make use of the two common dialects in 
this archipelago, which were Spanish and Tagalo, and indistinctively 
making use of one or the other of these dialects. America is now gov- 
erning the archipelago without being impossibilitated in the discharge 
of its mission by the plurality of dialects, which have not disappeared. 
On the contrary, that has increased with the English language, which 
is also spoken to-day. 

J. The riches that form the vitality of a coni as one of its prin- 
cipal resources is in men by the importance of the products that are 
exported from it. he exportation from the Philippines—not that of 
to-day, which is more, but that of former years—was then, if not equal, 
a little less than the bs Seales ae of many oriental countries and 
much more than that of North America when that country was de- 
clared independent. 

The fact that there lacks the immortal figure of 1 and the 
insignia of Jefferson in the Philippines does not impossibilitates it for 
its own government. Nations who are to-day independent, many pro- 
digious in civilization, have constituted themselves in political liberty 
without hav possessed nals of its stature. Cuba and Panama, 
declared republics yesterday by the same North America, neither were 
addicted to the memory of sifch great men. 

L. It is improper and out of place to assay the conditions of this 
country for a free and independent government by comparing them with 
those of other countries of the extreme Orient, such as Japan, for ex- 
ample, for if when ig coh partly exists on their part and infe- 
riority on the pas of the Philippines it is precisely through the fact 
that those are independent, and as such they agitate and unfold them- 
selves with entire liberty, without any fetters, while those whose inhab- 
itants are of an intellectual level much superior than those of the free 
states, in the ju nt of authors of indisputable authority, controlled 
in all organs and institutions, they hardly have adjective life. 

Such precedents being enunciated, it must be admitted that the Fili- 
pinos are capable for an independent government, and among the va- 
riety of forms of this class of government they choose an immediate 
independence, with a declaration of perpetual neutrality, in preference 
to another with a protectorate, because this form results in the most 
honorable means and more economical for America, and more sure to 
affiance the 2 and soundness of that which shall be a Filipino 
state, while the independence with a protectorate would be expensive 
as well to the protector and the protected and liable to conflicts for the 


first. 

Whereas all that we have stated, and depending upon the justice of 
the American nation, we ask of Con; of the United States of 
North America, in the name of the Filipino people, for the immediate 
independence of the Philippine Islands, with a declaration of perpetual 


ne fanila Phill ine Islands, August 28, 1905 
e Is u s 
75 Dr Simeon A. Villa; Baldomero Aguinaldo, agricultor; 
Dr. Justo Lukban ; José M. a de la Viña, médico; M 


Cuyugan, propietario; G. Apacible, médico; Vicente 
llustre, abo ado y 8 Miguel Zara 5 
rofesor de pintura; Alberto Barreto, abogado; Pablo 

ampo, industrial; Antonio E. Escamilla, profesor 
de idiomas; Enrique Mendiola, licenclado en juris- 
rudencia y propietario; E. Rivero, perio- 
ista; Francisco samana, periodista ; Félix Ferrer 
y Pascual, abogado ; Donato Teodoro, propietario; 
M. P. Leuterio, maestro superior; Macario Adriático, 
abogado; Cirilo B. Santos, propietario; Francisco 
Dominguez, abogado 1 propietario ; Tomás B. Umali, 
abogado director del Ateneo Filipino; Roman Ongpin, 
comerciante; Pascual esma, marino y propieta- 
rio; Dr. Dominador Gom licenciado ; Manuel Ra- 
mirez, director del semanario La Justlea; Marce- 
lino Gómez, litógrafo y propietario; Higino M. An- 
geles, propietario; Teodoro Sandiko, propietario; Vi- 
cente kban, industrial; Antonino Guevara, agri- 
cultor ; Gregorio Flores, farmacettico. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. When I say that there are no Filipinos 
to-day competent to hold public office, I absolutely except such 
men as Tavera or Legurda or Luzuriaga, members of the Philip- 
pine Commission, and Arellano, justice of the supreme court of 
the Philippines. Those are all men who would be honored and 
respected citizens of any country, and there are a few others 
like them. Judge Arellano would adorn the bench of any court 
in the United States. But such men are the exception and not 
the rule. I am frank to say that for the average Filipino, the 
kind we are sometimes pleased to call the little brown brother,” 
I have no love whatever. I liked him a great deal better when 
I read of him than I like him now when I have seen him. I 
liked him far better in the abstract than I do now in the con- 
crete. This is where I differ with my friend the gentleman from 
Ohio when I say that for the very reason that he is so shiftless, 
so incapable, so untrustworthy, and so helpless, is not that all 


the stronger reason why this nation should reach out a helping 
hand to him, both as regards his material benefit and his moral 
and mental welfare? 

We will do the first by passing this bill. The second we are 
already doing in the schools. And that is one of the greatest 
works that has ever been done by any nation in the history of 
the world. All honor to those American teachers who have left 
their friends and comforts at home and are giving up the best 
years of their lives to the educating of those Filipino children. 
It is the most important of all the work that we can do for the 
Filipinos, because it is to those children and to their children 
and children’s children, perhaps, that we must look for those 
who shall in the future accomplish a regeneration of the Fili- 
pinos. It is to them that we must look for the formation of a 
national character and for a high conception of public morals. 
It is to them that we must look for men, honest and capable of 
holding public office. This national regeneration may come 
within a comparatively few years or it may not come for dec- 
ades; but until the day shall come when the Filipinos as a 
people shall grow to be honest and industrious, when they shall 
have developed a national character and an understanding of 
public duties, we must, for the sake of our national honor hold 
those islands as a part of our possessions, for to surrender them 
before that would be a crime. In the meantime, what shall we 
do for them? 

Shall this nation, which is now carrying on the greatest 
charitable work in the history of the world, take a backward 
step? Shall we govern them as England governs her colonies, 
for the purpose of exploitation and for our own interests, or 
shall we consider them in the light of a trust turned over to us 
temporarily by Providence and govern them in the interest of 
the Filipino people? We must do one thing or the other. We 
can not treat them for some purposes as a dependency to be used 
for exploitation and for other purposes treat them as a part 
of our own people. We can not draw them to our breast with 
one hand and repel them with the other. We can not treat the 
Philippine Islands for some purposes as foreign territory and 
for other purposes as territory of the United States. We are 
about to apply to them our coastwise laws. We are going to 
compel them to ship their own products in American ships be- 
tween their own ports. Shall we then deprive them of the 
privileges of American ports? We have done this deliberately. 
If we are treating the Philippine Islands for almost all pur- 
poses as a part of the United States, how then can the princi- 
ples of protection or free trade have anything to do with this 
bill? We are under a high moral obligation to treat the 
Filipino people fairly. How, then, can we stop to haggle over 
the question of a few imports? The Filipinos expect, and they 
rightfully expect, that we shall treat them fairly. The great 
nations of the world expect it. Our national honor demands 
it. This bill should be passed as an earnest of the performance 
of the duty that we have promised and owe to the people of the 
Philippine Islands. [Applause.] 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I re- 
maining? 

Tite CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts has 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. McCALL. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER]. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor 
of the pending bill. I indorse the arguments and the sentiments 
so well expressed by my young friend from Ohio [Mr. Loxa- 
WORTH] who has just taken his seat. 

This measure is an act of simple justice to the people of the 
Philippine Islands, and it ought to receive the unanimous sup- 
port of both branches of Congress. I have always been of the 
opinion that all territory under the control of the United States 
should be upon terms of absolute equality in their commercial 
and civil rights and privileges. If we can not govern territory 
upon this just and humane principle, we have no right to under- 
take to govern it at all. * 

The debate upon this measure has been able and exception- 
ally interesting, but in some respects it has not been altogether 
creditable to the American sense of justice and fair play. Gen- 
tlemen have spoken in opposition to the bill, in behalf of special 
interests, and have insisted that if the bill shall become a law 
the sugar and the tobacco industries particularly will suffer from 
competition with the products of the Philippine Islands, and, 
therefore, that the bill is in conflict with the traditional policy 
of the Republican party for the protection of American labor. 
Gentlemen upon the Democratic side of the House have an- 
nounced their purpose of supporting the bill because it is a 
large step toward ultimate free trade and bespeaks the final 
overthrow of the policy of protection. Both of these conten- 
tions are manifestly illogical. The policy of protection which 
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is so conspicuous a principle in the creed of faith of the Repub- 
licaa party implies, necessarily, that there is something to pro- 
tect. What is that something? It is the American market. The 
Republican party stands for the protection of the market cre- 
ated by the 75,000,000 inhabitants of the United States against 
invasion by foreign producers. That party believes in preserv- 
ing this splendid market for American producers in all competi- 
tive lines, and insists upon absolute free trade among our own 
people throughout the length and breadth of our own land. 

It has been truthfully asserted that an average American 
consumes as much of the products of sweat and toil as ten of 
the average of the world’s population outside of this country. 
The market created by the 75,000,000 people in the United 
States “ proper,” as my friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] aptly 
termed it in his speech a few days ago, is equivalent to a mar- 
ket created by 750,000,000 of the average of the world’s popu- 
lation outside of this country; and it is the best and the rich- 
est market enjoyed exclusively by the producers of our nation 
that exists on all the earth. The purpose of this bill is simply 
to enlarge our zollverein and include the Philippine Islands, 
with their six and a half million population, within our free- 
trade Union and to protect them as well as ourselves in the 
enjoyment of the market made by our own inhabitants against 
disastrous competition by foreign producers. 

In our legislation for the development of interests and our 
administration of the affairs of the Philippine Islands we have, 
in the main, been eminently successful. We have established 
civil government there granting to the inhabitants of the archi- 
pelago a larger share of participation in their own affairs than 
they ever enjoyed before. We have established a splendid 
school system and a system of sanitation and internal improve- 
ments that must go far toward the permanent advancement of 
the welfare of those hapless people. In the enactment and ex- 
ecution of these measures all interests in this country have 
been in practical accord, but when it comes to the extension 
of commercial privileges to those islands we are met by the 
stubborn opposition of special interests at home. 

The Philippine government a number of years ago imposed an 
export tax of $7.50 a ton on hemp. This tax was purely for 
reyenue. The hemp produced in the archipelago finds a ready 
market in all parts of the world, and the imposition of the ex- 
port tax in no manner affected the industry. By an act of 
Congress several years ago this export tax upon hemp was 
repealed upon all hemp brought to the United States and 
allowed to remain upon all hemp that was sent to foreign coun- 
tries. This legislation took from the revenues of the Philip- 
pine Islands about $550,000 a year, and what did they get in 
return for it? Not a thing. It was purely in the interest of 
the cordage industry in this country. Hemp is the chief article 
of preduction and export in the Philippine Islands. Last year 
they produced 128,564 tons, of the value of $22,146,241. Of the 
amount produced, 72,196 tons were brought to the United States. 
This large importation to this country was induced by the fact 
that our cordage manufacturers were given an advantage of 
$7.50 per ton over their foreign competitors. That legislation 
was clearly not in the interest of the people of the Philippine 
Islands, but was solely in the interest of certain special indus- 
tries in our own country. 

About two years ago Congress passed a law extending the 
coastwise laws of the United States to the Philippine Archi- 
pelago, to become operative on the ist day of July, 1906. 
After that law goes into operation every pound of freight and 
every passenger between the United States and the Philippine 
Islands must be carried in an American boat. It is admitted 
on all hands that the effect of the law will be to increase sub- 
stantially the rate on commerce and travel between the United 
States and the Philippines. It is now generally conceded by 
those who are familiar with the situation that the law will 
operate disastrously upon the commerce and the prosperity of 
the people of the islands. That law was clearly not in the 
interest of the people of those islands, but was for the sole 
benefit of the shipowners and shipbuilders of the United States. 

And in the consideration of the pending bill we are con- 
fronted by the bitter and determined opposition of the beet- 
sugar and tobacco industries in this country. They insist 
that this act of palpable justice to the Philippine Archipelago 
shall not become effective, because they contend it might in- 
crease competition in those industries. That aspect of the 
question has been unduly emphasized in the debate on the bill. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] in his splen- 
did speech delivered a few days ago upon this question, said 
with much eloquence and some degree of unction that while the 
Constitution did not follow the flag into the Orient, the people 
of the United States with practical unanimity had decreed that 
“ justice and fair play” should follow it. This is a beautiful 


sentiment, but shall justice and fair play follow the flag only 
upon condition that it involves us in no cost or sacrifice? Shall 
money and commerce be placed above common everyday justice 
in our dealings with a people entirely under our control? Shall 
selfishness be the guiding principle of our administration of the 
affairs of the Philippine Archipelago? Mr. Chairman, if we 
fall short of the expectation of a just people in discharging 
our solemn duty toward those islands it will be because of the 
narrow and blind selfishness and greed of special interests in 
our own country. 

It has been conclusively demonstrated in the debate upon this 
bill that no industry in the United States can suffer a particle if 
it should become a law. We import from foreign countries up- 
ward of 1,700,000 tons of sugar every year for our own con- 
sumption. The entire sugar product of the Philippine Islands 
in their palmiest days neyer exceeded 300,000 tons a year. The 
entire tobacco product of the islands last year was $1,999,000 in 
value, of which only $6,820 worth was brought to the United 
States. We sold as much tobacco in the Philippine Islands 
as was brought from those islands and sold in this country. 
Labor and culture conditions are such in the archipelago that 
industrial development there must necessarily be slow. There 
never will come a time in the existence of this country when the 
intelligent, efficient, and capable laborers of the United States 
can possibly suffer by any competition on the part of the ineffi- 
cient, unintelligent, and indolent inhabitants of these islands. 
The common and natural market for the sugar and tobacco of 
the islands is in the Orient and always will be, but if every bit 
of their export product of sugar and tobacco should be brought 
to the United States it could not possibly affect in any degree 
either the sugar or tobacco industries in this country. 

But there is a higher question involved in this measure, one 
affecting the honor of the nation. Underlying it all is a principle 
of political morals that the people of this country can not afford 
to overlook. We justly impose trade restrictions upon foreign 
countries for the protection of our own commerce. Those coun- 
tries are sovereign and independent and are free to negotiate 
treaties of amity and commerce with each other and to take 
steps to retaliate against this and other countries for what they 
conceive to be unjust restrictions against their commerce. We 
treat with them upon an equal footing, and the contest for 
Supremacy in the commercial world is a fair and manly one, 
but this is not the case with the Philippine Islands. They are 
not a foreign country. They have no sovereign authority. They 
can negotiate no treaties of trade with foreign powers; they can 
enact no laws of retaliation against what they conceive to be 
unjust commercial restrictions imposed by this country. They, 
are utterly helpless and absolutely within our power. Imagine 
a great, generous, and wealthy country like this absorbing the 
sovereignty of, a weak and defenseless people and enacting laws 
that will protect its own industries against the industries and 
the interests of the people whose destiny it controls. Interests 
between the United States and the Philippine Archipelago may 
occasionally conflict. If in such conflicts we shall make it our 
business to protect our interests, who in the name of Heaven 
will protect the interests of the Filipinos? All this talk about 
the danger of competition, against this measure of common 
justice and humanity, is unworthy of the high character of 
American citizenship, and is a reproach to our common sense of 
justice. The Filipinos are said to be our wards, and we are 
their guardians. It is a universal rule of morals in the Anglo- 
Saxon civilization, observed everywhere and in all instances, 
that if the interest of the ward and the interest of the guardian 
shall conflict those of the ward must always be paramount. 
No man is permitted to put himself in a position where his 
individual interests will conflict with other interests that he 
may have in trust; and the the nation certainly can not afford 
in its policy toward the Filipinos to establish a lower standard 
of morals than it exacts from its own citizens in their dealings 
with each other. 

The humblest court in all this land would not permit a 

to set up his own interest as an excuse for not doing 
justice to his ward. It is our solemn duty to administer the 
affairs of the Philippine Islands for the benefit and welfare of 
the people of those islands, and if we can not do this we ought 
to haye the grace to surrender our guardianship and turn it 
over to a government that will do it. 

Mr. SMITH of California rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield? 

Mr. SMITH of California. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. For a question. 

Mr. SMITH of California. Speaking from a purely moral 
paige gery how do you justify the 25 per cent that is retained 
in the ? 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. The bill is progressive in its character. 
It provides for ultimate free trade. It is the best measure 
proposed, and it has been explained that the 25 per cent duty 
on sugar and tobacco is for reyenue purposes, and the proceeds 
will be turned into the Filipino treasury, and if there is anything 
those people are in need of under existing conditions it is 
revenue. Of course, they will have to pay it themselves, but it 
is perhaps a convenient way to get it, and I am for the bill 
notwithstanding it contains provisions for a temporary impo- 
sition of 25 per cent upon the two commodities. 

Mr. SMITH of California. Then, if you will just permit one 
question more, you admit that the United States can afford 
to do an immoral thing for the sake of about $250,000 a year? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Oh, no; the gentleman misunderstands 
my position altogether. The 25 per cent provision is intended for 
the benefit of the Philippine government and not for protection to 
our industries. If I had the power to rearrange the whole 
business I would provide absolute free trade from this time and 
restore the hemp export tax as a source of reyenue. That tax 
was removed in favor of American exporters by an act of Con- 
gress, and there is no prospect of its being restored. Therefore 
I think the tax provision in this bill may be justified on the 
ground that they need the revenue. The gentleman is doubt- 
less aware that the bill provides for absolute free trade both 
ways upon all articles after April, 1909. . 

Our own industrial interests, powerful in politics and society, 
are always on the ground to protest if any legislation is at- 
tempted that seems to them to be inimical to their welfare. 
The Filipinos are 10,000 miles away. They have no social or 
political influence in this country, and our solicitude for them 
under these circumstances should require greater vigilance and 
care than if they were within our sight and contact and could 
wield a direct influence in politics and trade. 

The flag of this country has been planted in the Orient, per- 
haps to remain for all time, and it ought to stand as the symbol 
of complete and absolute justice toward the territory and the 
people over which it floats, It ought to be the token of a high 
sense of justice on the part of the American people toward that 
weak and helpless race that is so completely at their mercy. 
If our policy toward the Philippines shall not be characterized 
at all times by the most enlightened sense of justice and fair 
play, our administration of that trust will be a disgraceful 
failure. I am led to make these criticisms in view of the char- 
acter of this debate. I feel that the moral side of this question 
ought to be emphasized and imp upon the notice and at- 
tention of the country. I have no doubt that the people of the 
United States are in favor of full and complete justice to the 
people of the Philippine Islands, and when the matter is called 
to their notice they will see to it that no concerns of selfish in- 
terests shall stand between us and our plain and simple duty. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, from present appearances it would 
seem that this House is hopelessly divided. One gentleman from 
Massachusetts told us the other day that he favored free trade 
between the United States and Canada. Why? Undoubtedly 
because it would, in his opinion, help his State. Again from the 
far South comes a strong protest against the reduction of the 
duty on sugar. Why? Because that section produces sugifr. 
Again from the manufacturers from the North comes a plea 
for free hides. Why? Because they use hides to make shoes, 
and they wish to make shoes as cheaply as possible. And so 
it seems that General Hancock was not so far from right after 
all when he said the tariff was a local question. In one sense 
it undoubtedly is, but in the larger view it is not. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us see if there is not common ground 
upon which we can all stand. 

It is a matter of common knowledge that ours is a trust-rid- 
den, monopoly-cursed country. Prosperous as we are, this is the 
unvarnished truth. Great corporations have grown up under 
our system of raising revenue. At first they claimed that they 
were infants and could not stand alone; so we built a-high wall 
which largely shut out competition. Now they have become so 
powerful that they openly defy the law, and without hindrance 
violate the law every day in the year. The American people 
are the prey of these powerful giants. The American consumer 
has made them largely what they are; and now in return for his 
beneficence they punish him, for every day they are shipping 
their goods abroad and are selling those goods cheaper to the 
foreigner than they are to us. The man never was born smart 
enough to defend such a practice successfully. Logic can not 
make right out of wrong. 

Every good man in this Republic, from the President down, 
would be glad to find a way to put an end to the iniquitous 
practices of the American trust. How to reach the criminal 
trust is a question which has so far puzzled the best intellect 
of the land. But, Mr. Chairman, in the dilemma in which we 
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are, I humbly submit that the very first tariff schedule which 
should be reduced is that scheduie which shuts out competition 
with the products of the monopoly. Who will deny that the 
United States Steel Corporation has a practical monopoly of 
the steel industry of this country? Who will deny that this 
monopoly is selling its manufactured product cheaper to the 
foreigner than the American? 'Then why not reduce the import 
duty upon such articles to that point which will, if possible, 
force this trust to sell at least as cheaply to Americans as to 
foreigners? 

Let me say this, Mr. Chairman. I am not a free trader. I 
favor a moderate but just revision of the tariff. If the farmer 
and wealth producer receives any benefit from our system of 
taxation, then the last duty which I will vote to reduce is that 
which helps these men. We do know that we can make goods 
cheaper to the consumer by removing part of the duty on trust- 
made articles. Then why not take those schedules in hand? 

Ah, Mr. Chairman, why? That $1,900,000 which the Repub- 
lican national chairman had in the last campaign did the busi- 
ness. [Laughter.] That $2,800,000 which he had in 1900 did 
the business, and the almighty dollar will always do the busi- 
ness as long as political parties are willing to elect their Presi- 
dents and their Congresses with money contributed by corpo- 
rations and individuals made rich by laws passed by these very 
men. 

Four years ago I attempted to sound a note of warning. 
was a feeble attempt indeed. I sound it again here to-day. The 
use of money in our elections is a damnable curse. The 
wretched creature who sells his vote should be put in stripes, 
and the still more dangerous creature who buys that vote should 
be put in stripes also and sent along to the penitentiary for 
a term twice as long. 

Never has our country and Congress been more boss-ridden 
tan they are to-day. It is true that there is a healthy indica- 
tion here and there of an attempt on the part of good men to 
break up ring rule, but so far as I can see there is absolutely 
no hope of the passage of any act which will tend to remove the 
consumer from the clutches of the trust. All agree that some- 
thing should be done—yes, all from the President down. All 
agree that we are in the power of monopoly. All admit that 
they are making us pay more for their goods than foreigners 
pay. No one will deny that a reduction of the import duty 
will make goods cheaper to the consumer. Not a solitary Mem- 
ber on this floor will, I venture, insist that the steel trust, for 
example, needs any protection at all. Then why not reduce 
the duty upon articles which come in competition with the steel 
trust? I would like to know just how much this corporation 
contributed to the campaign fund of the Republican party in 
1900 and 1904. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will not be misunderstood. I do not 
pretend that my own party is free from blame. As I bave 
stated before on this floor, the guilt of either party is probably 
limited by the amount of money its agents can raise. Bach 
party can say to the other, “Et tu quoque;” but that reply 
neyer justified wrongdoing since the world began; but it is 
time the practice were stopped by law, and good men of both 
political parties should join hands to make our elections clean 
and pure in the future. 

For one I honestly believe that a majority of this Chamber 
favors a reduction of the duty on trust-manufactured articles, 
but the will of the majority no longer rules in this body. Why? 
Because you have tied yourselves hand and foot and delivered 
yourselyes into the hands of three men. This is true. Will 
anyone dispute it? The Constitution contemplates, as I un- 
derstand it, that every Member of this body should be the peer 
of every other Member and enjoy the same rights and privi- 
leges; and this would be true had we not voted ourselves in 
slavery. More than once we have seen petitions circulating 
around this Chamber asking permission of the Speaker to be 
allowed to vote on some bill which a majority desired brought 
before the House. Just think of that, if you please. [Laugh- 
ter.] Honorable gentlemen, Members of the American House 
of Representatives, elected and sent here by the sovereign peo- 
ple, actually forced to beg for the privilege of voting. Do you 
wonder that your President pays little or no attention to your 
recommendations? Do you not feel humiliated? This is boss- 
ism run to seed. Gentlemen, let us put an end to it. If we 
must haye a Committee on Rules, let each side of this Chamber 
elect its members. Let us put back into the hands of each Mem- 
ber that power which the Constitution intended he should ex- 
ercise. Your Speaker should be your servant, not your mas- 
ter, just as you are the servants of your constituents. When 
the ridiculous and arbitrary rules of this House are changed 
there will be a chance to vote on measures which ought to be- 
come laws. Then, and not till then, will this body properly rep- 
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